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N N

nY hATEERBZD 71y hA TENA (CQ2BHR)
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Wik dr & L CEM T S Tw b, TREZ i 2 T2 MRz <, ik 2kt
MRS 2 54 F 3 v 7 s, ILHEEFREE % I X 72 multiparametric MRIZ X % #E 10 7 5F
Mi%459 2 & T, BWREDSTIET 22 EARERTWSE ™Y, /2, 37 A5 MRIZIHT
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% free PSA, PSARE (PSAD) LU/ TV 7 LEFRPSAREDREEZA LS E

SHEEENH B,

A= BH

PSA @ BL [l 5E O & T ORI PR ISR A D 5 2 LAX LT & D fji S T o
PSAMIAIC X I MM ORFREEX, L TWMETE 2D TIERL, £oltkzH
MEL72Z K DRADVZENTV D, FREOH LIL, ALEZEROIEEEIZD D25
bbb, REEELRETH S,
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PSAMADFRE Z ) L 3¢ 554 & LT, WEHERIPSA (free PSA) OEI 4 A%H L IRHE B
HTENZ L ZFIH L7289 A =% —(% free PSA, F/TI4), Hivgs L OBAT7HIBO
K% Z® L7-7%5 A —% — (PSAD, PSA density of transition zone (PSATZ) %), PSA
DOEAEEZZR L7228 T A —5 — (PSASERBEME (PSA velocity : PSAV)) & X
n, —ZOHEMEDIRENTWS, Roddam 5 I1ZPSAEAY 2 ~10ng/mL DIEF Zxf R & L
7266 DWZEICOWT XA F 7 F 1) Y A% 47\, PSAMHAS2 ~ 4 ng/mL & %\ 4 ~10ng/mL
DIEBNCBVTD, F/THAPSAMAHME D bER TV LEMELTWwa s PSAD
oW THZoH MR SN2 —)T"°, PSAVICE L Tl Vickers 525Y A 7=
TAv I LEa—% 7o, PSAMAHRMEI ) bEN-LOTE Lo HEL T
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EHIZ, TNHOPSAMMINT X —% — 2Nz, ki, RIERE, EEZER, w AR,
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NTwa, L2Ll, EBICET5L2BOIF— F THHBIES N TV ETVIED %L,
Louie & 1 MEDLINE Tk 2 RMMICHRE LA L2 127T0ET VDS 5, 52l EOWT
RCTH B SN DIZ6 EFNVICT E Lozl b2 HMELTWEy TOAFTFY ¥
AT, AMBIGE S M7z AUC (area under the curve) Z#fE6a L, Z Ofii % PSAMA & g
L T\ %, Prostate Cancer Prevention Trial(PCPT) €7 V> Z< 5 200FF NI, TFk—
N R TOPSAMA & R LN 72 AUCHAZ R L7225, MU ak— M2 LA
N7 AUCHTIZ R Wz®, ZORFMRICHEDSWTETFTVHOBESL T KT LT LIETE R,

WL4E, PSARIBRIATH % [ — 2] proPSA (p2PSA) & %\ id prostate cancer antigen 3(PCA3)
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BT RHE DS EME X PZT68%, TZT24%, CZT8%THhAHZ Ladir L, RIMIRIK
FED R E Z I CPZO LRI DI TH D L 2R L CoWMBEICLY
HISL R 2 3 & M § % 72012 PZ & s & LA O BEVEAVRIE S 7z,
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b, 12 FTEME L CREMIERICAEZWEHEZED ol HEFRICHL T,
6 WTEME 12 TR CHEE L ZZRD R o7,

HEBHEAR & A O Gleason A 27 O—3FIZB L Ti&, San Francisco 5256 7 ik
BTIIZEH AR E I L CHEICGleason 2 2 7 KL BRI SN Tw5E 2 & &G L,
EEAFAEMDIEZEIAEICH N EE2 R LAY $72Siubix 6 ATl E S8 ik
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LT, AMAKZZEHICHMIEL 2 L THROMEFEL LiFs 2 &% HWE LT saturation
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HISEIR AR O FERER21E, Rl (TR) L&k (TP) O 2 H 2. 72, WE%E
PR L7 B D B R ST b RSOV T, BZIRRERLEMIC BV TR TR
AHTH LA, WEDTEHIEETD S & TPIC X DEARROMES, 2T L oMb b
D, WMBEOPFMITNENOREZHM) HEL LTHHNTH 2 RMEARIRE NS, fli T
&, MRIZA FFZSOUEROAERAESBIEES N TWD, 72, TRIZBW TIZER T E
BASED ) A7 Z T HNT, TP CTRIKFTRO LRPLETH Y, WHOBEHICE LT
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FRlERE, Y AF<YTF 4 v L Ea—, X¥7FH) VAT, FHREES X OEIHE
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WEPETOND, H—BETIEDH S50 OhOKRBIEZKER (PRIAS study, bu ¥ MK
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ATAPGAET BT L, RBOBEEZED TRINNZBEHIT 2R TH S 2 & AWETHR
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DBFHRINLHE L VDWW S D Amico S HHICBIF B 2 7 BED E K (B W PSA<10ng/
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BEA EREICRIET % X9 BefiBl~— 2 — "%, MRI%S OB {§HAE% 0 L CERREIC X
D L7ZERI ORI 2 MEih Th b, Lo L, FAEMTO reclassification (& Z N 25E D
FEEGTPRICENTL2DOTIE RV, BOBHHTLHBRRSDS, ThoOREJUEETEITH
THEBIO BRI T RIFFHICRFTHL I L HRENTVRE Y,
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Japanese AS - hr4- Johns Hopkins
study™ PRIAS study hOY k2o Jeme)
PSA (ng/mL) =20 =10 =10(>70m%:=15) -
PSAD (ng/mL/mL) - <0.2 - <0.15
BRI EA pT1c, NO, MO pT1corT2,NO, MO | pTlcorT2a, NO, MO pT1c, NO, MO
a4 =2 =2 - =2
=3+3=6 =3+3=6
7 = = =
Gleason A7 =6 (>70#:=3+4=7) | >70m:=3+4=7)| =37376
% Core invasion =50% - - =50%

Japanese AS study : AFFDIEAGH A WFLIEC X B0

S 51T, MO BF P TR S 70 o 72 AR B 0 5 O 1 S R0l i 3t

VLRI 572012, FA BRFHRIZE o TREMROHERZ K-> T,

NS OEETORYOLZEMEDZITMHTL L CTE 72720, BUETIEBEISHPH DL KA A

LN TWw5b, PRIAS study Tld, 77O L FBRIC 70 L Tld Gleason A7 3 + 4
=7FTHRHFREEND LHI2% Y DODOH 5, National Comprehensive Cancer Network
(NCCN) #4 FF 4 »TH 2016 M TIE—HBOHH Y R 7 B B IC b BB B

o

RMEND LI Ik 572" ARIBIZ20104E 2 & PRIAS study 12 PRIAS-JAPAN & LT
ZMLTEY, FEHHI0FDOEHEEETTVL, T,

NS ORMBGHEZIEIC, AEAL

IR U 7= AF M O BERREE 70 7 F L OMELPHIRE S N .
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EREZDORBBERAZEE, 3~6 HBEODERZLPSARE, LU 1~3F
BOMIREROERTH 3, ABMBEERERBEEIPCTONIFIRBE
BOKERTGleasonRA 7D ERFFFEEIT7HOEM (REZAE SRR
(reclassification)), H&UHRKKRHADETHRO SNIEIZEETH S, AERBESE
(235133 PSAfZMNESRE (PSADT) %> PSAFERJIEME (PSAV) OEFR IS N TV

b 12 L— K B

A= BH
SRR ISR R 7 LB (20 L TR IS I i TR 2 B L, RIS R
WEDOIRGED S LR THEZ HNE LEHRET ) HIETH Y, GRVAELZEZEZON
% FLIHI S A OB REHE 2 RS A 5k E BT SN B, T O ERFRE DR
W L IR GRRIE X EE CTH B T T TIE, O KRB ZAIIN & 2 R — MFgEHk
& B2 i 3L R 72 0 PRIAS study O#tis & ol 2 R 5% 05 1k & WG iR B AG 25 2 1
AT Bo

B

K[E Johns Hopkins K% CI319954E 4> SHFFEASBIAG S ', B 58:12 6 » 5D PSA
B EREZ, 1EBOERTSH Y, HRERIEEFEEIERE (RS pTle, PSAD<L
0.15ng/mL/mL, Gleason 2 27 <6, Bptta7H< 24K - AR SIE<S50%, HEE T
IR pTle,pT2a, PSA<10ng/mL, Gleason A 27 =<6 DY X 7 B @) % i
723 hofei G LT wa, 128F 3 E SN, 104 LI5EDORKRITENLZEN
reclassification #26% & 31%, H#BMGEES0% & 57%, HEIBALFHRIT L H12994%, KR
FRRWAEGED L B12999%, EEMFFEIBZ%E69% THo720 W FFD Iy NRETYH
19954F & 0 BFFEAsBtG S 7z s B EE, WO 248133 7 Hig, Dk 6 7 Ao PSA
Bedy, WZBRAERII S SR 1 AEDINIC 1 1T, €okiE 3 ~4 EmIhifr 3%, 72720
1996 ~ 2008 4 T1Z PSADT < 3 4R I3 HEAE D EME, 2009 4 LLREIX PSADT < 3 4R (3 4E D 2
FZIEMRIMAE L o T b, WRHHAMBEEIHELZ CHBEOMME 2 XA KD
reclassification T %o 993 B35 FH S, 104 & 154D BIFRWAFFITZNZ198%
£94% Tdh o7z PRIAS study X EBE 2 Mg X HAFZETHAR S Z ML TH Y (PRIAS
JAPAN), BUE b REGISGEHEITHTH 5, FEBBILTERIIRMO 244123 7 A, 20tk
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136 7 HIBEOPSAMA, GO 1, 4, 7THEGOHVIRAR, 7272 L PSADT 283 ~ 104
DL ERBEOERTH b, BHEBHMHILHEIZPSADT< 34 F 72134 M reclassification (&
D72 TiE Gleason A 27 =7 213k a 7 8= 3 K) TH 5, 20134E D’ TiE 2494
BHVEER SN, 28% Hireclassification & 7 - 72 HRMEBIGEARIZ 24ETT773%, 44T
67.7% TV, FIVIRIEIEIZEED TV,
FMBIETRORDIRAERIE TR CTOMETHAANSNTE Y, TOREREIIM ST
WhHEWz b, £ OHE LG 1EHOERIZVEE VR L0, TOHROERRETIZW
TRV, ST W, PSADT R PSAV %M PSA kinetics ([CBI LT h 1T ¥ b KO BEHE
Bl O THREAYIMAZ Sz PSADT R PSAV D7 v b F 78I & o THRBIBENS %
119 EBIASPSADT T 37~50%, PSAVT42~84% & K& EHL, LRI EHE
ZFB LR B720, EHICKHEPLEEHE L Twb, MRI % EHETREORBEIE )
PR L2028 5 2%, MRIOHIVBIEIC BT 5 E=5 ) v 7O F 7226
ERTWaWws L2 L, mpMRIEE RS2 Tl LS 2 o fi Sz e 0 6 55 R0 9 S 147 o
WET T T EREOBMRE N 2 AT A ESHOLNTEY, BHBgoy—LE LT
DOIEHAHEIE SN B, PRIAS study TRFAERZIEG T2 BEICBWTMRIZRETE L
70 152 HGEDHED ST b,
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PSAMAEDWE J 12 & ) BB OB MR AR R > T b, SISk ), FIHRET
BifEEZ 2 ONLM) A7 WV HE KRR SN L&D, IR ZRBIEEREDS
AEEEZ SN YEZERREIEROA N HRIELDO 1 2L LTZIFARSGNS X H I
o T&Tzo 72721, FMMIEROEBEADBIENT%EZEALS S22, K2z QOLIZ
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BEHUREEIC X 5 PRB X UM QOL 2 &L BRI L IS oW THET L 72,

B

RRJRPE H 2B\ 33 1) 2 B B & BIIRE D) 2 AR I0TR & 2 JLi L 72 RCT 1, BIfEdL K
(START trial) 3 & 0% (ProtecT trial) TH#ATHTH 525, TOPMOHE XL S hTw
e Thbh, WTFNOBERENEN TV LM A Z L IEWEETH L, 72720, BB
Bl 37 MR A9 B AT (radical prostatectomy ; RP) & fEB#iE (watchful waiting ; WW) % b
L 72RCT iZ Scandinavian Prostate Cancer Group Study Number 4 (SPCG-4) 12 & 1) #RIFIK)
W STV 5, 69511 0 F T BtRe B 238 Fk S, 34761 O RP#E (294 B A3 BRI
RP % JitifT 2 1L72) & 348 B D WW B (294 B ASFBRA IS T b WW % 583%) & IHE/EZ 1S
ED AT Sz (B AP I 1344F) . RPEICB W TRFRIECEOL &2 i d (H
K1Y AT 056) BRDIz, FEILE W) HITB W TFMIC & 5B Z 20T % 365 7% A
(FHXF ) A 7 0 045), WY A 7 BB B E Bk A 711 038) TH D, 65ilL ki
BOTIRALEE - R RE QISR ICHESZRO o2 T2, B
EEMBBHREOTPHRERK L3R — MIEXH 5, TOWMETIE, 6849610 BRIG i
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B) B X ORI (142960) 255617 S, SREICB T 2 ERIZOVTOMRE M THhh
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D15 4EEAEAFRIZZNZN80%, 62%, HEEI0ES X O I5ERBIFRNAEFRIZRZN
98% 35 & UF94% & BiFTH 727,
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B SN & AU A B LT A PRIAS study D5 T b, BB
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W 7 B 4 4% B A (radical prostatectomy : RP) 1%, 4 1 % fb H 8 3 %% (randomized
controlled trial : RCT) & THAHEREEBIZE (FRt¥MRTE (watchful waiting : WW), FRpEI24E
ARIVE VPREE) &R L CAAARER LN R A AR O YGE SRE] S M 7-ME— DORRIG I IGHR
EThb, —7, RENLZBIETDH ), BEERIZSH 2o T3 EAFRICET 5159
LA AR ® S b o Scandinavian Prostate Cancer Group Study Number 4 (SPCG-4)
fF%2", Prostate Cancer Intervention versus Observation Trial (PIVOT) ff%8* % 2~ 5,
RPIGWIFRER A DS L04E LA o>, AR~ ) 2 7 BURPERT ZBRE B HEIR S N D, S 5ITH
1) A 7 BRIRERT S BRERE B LT RP 2 @R & L it s BT 25° %, RPO
BISREIIIMERGARE RN TR L 200, BEICBW CIPHHEZ & IR
BOFMESEETH L,

CTR MR X 2T DY ¥ 3B OBWHE T Tla 2 <, ) ¥ 23 gkl o3 b %24
W HETH D, V) v HIER O 2 IERIGENREROREIC S AR TH 5, SHINER
BIOHRNEZROWEEED S, VU Y im0 A 7 DR EF DAL CIRIER ) » 7 Hizh
WEITINETH L7, FPZIMGT, B PIBEEHEAL 257, BRY v/ iy
HHESE S e

RP#&DIREERNCIZZ K1 0BMECBIMR T 50 MTATAF- & LT, s, I (BMD, PHFE,
Fhefe, BREHOMHNEOMENEZ SN TS ", P PHIICEET AN LT,
HRIRAE 22 & ISR EIERIB ORAENEETH 57, WHIRI:EE (postoperative urinary
incontinence : PUI) Oif# & L CHBIEHERRESARNTH ), TS Cld N LB Al
I DREHETRIETH D

75 B2 A 0 fi R 145 3 (neurovascular bundle ; NVB) % A9 % kA M 01 X
D VERERE D I AIFECT & 0 MIANICTERERED S ), PSAME, AMir i, T-Wil, MRIFTH
S OWIRAER D) R 7 MKV & B SNAER TR, MRRAEEZE TS5, NVB
FEIAE & D IENVBIRAFEFAR A, A HRAE & 0 IEW R TA 2%, S 51213 X 0% < O
PRANFERAE 2 TAF 3 5 72 O ICHINZ IR PR OB 2 X 0 [y - I SRIBES 240048, itk
PR DN BEIZHES T2 2 EARENTW S ™Y, ML F7 # @ phosphodiesterase
(PDE) 5 Bl #4512 3 5 %% < ®RCT #3471, PDESBLESRIIMAPIEREE (erectile
dysfunction ; ED) IZHRTHHEDIZEF Y ARHELNTWE ™, Lal, To#kb)
BB LT, #IREEHR, Mkbei PDES BHE3E MR & on demand % 4% 5- & ® ED FRh%lRAZ
BIFBELIZOVTET—EDRBIIHF STV,

RPE L C, AT MEICX 2 ME %X 07 PR 4 % B AT (retropubic radical
prostatectomy ; RRP), JE JPE &5 T mi 37 i 4= 4% B 47 (laparoscopic radical prostatectomy :
LRP), I =~ AAINBLE THIVZIAERERA (I =~ 4), aR vy b SR 45 Bl
(robotic-assisted laparoscopic radical prostatectomy : RALP) 2SB@EH 0 b L 12jtifr X
TWb, 20124FEDNovarab 2 k2 A% 7+ ) Y AB LML 28— % T, RALP,
LRP, RRPH(ZIZFFEOWIMmBIETRES X OALFNHRECTH - 727" FAMEMIZLRP,



RALP, RRPDJHIZE {, RRPIZA LLRP & RALP X & B X Ol R ok, ekt H
B, FHoOMEERSED SNE DY, Mk REER B X OPERERE O 10115 T FEG Y
RFEOEND SR A RWMEDRD Y, —EORFEE S, MBRRERIZ2 o025 T+
1) ¥ ATRRP B &L U'LRP & [t#E L RALP TH EICHE Mo HE 580 Sz 72,
HBEICB VT H RRP B X OFLRP & ik L RALP THIEHR YD B 5N D™,

pT3 & 72 AR B B MBI 3 2 RP 27 ¥ 28 v M RS ICE L Tlid 32
RCT %% % (ARO 96-02/AUO AP 09/95", EORTC 22911, SWOG 8794"), Zhbnk
WBESEE S, WA 154E0 Lo pTANOMO, 4F BRI LTIk, M7 v
NV BRI A B LTI WEEZ SN DY, pNUERISK LTIE, FVE V(T
YRy VR AR SN Y, pNUEBNIXT 57 ¥ 23y bARIVE Vi e 5
WIBETOPEHIZZRB L TD X WS, 02T 8Ty AR nwEE25h 5", pNOERIZR
TAHTVanNY PRVEVRBEOEHRIIEH LTI TR T VAR LRL, V—F VI2fT
A Z LIRS RNTY,
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ST IR 2 3B N3 A AT RE R 4 P AR O#EA T ~ Fu 4 VB (combined androgen
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BED64%, BEHIEEIZ67% TEIIAD SN Aah 72 — 2 OREETIE, WY X 7 IEFRO
104E B A7 R IL IR ST HAREE54%, PRIITE6L% TdH - 7278 (p=0.03), %) A ZIEBI TRV
T VBB O AR IZED SN h o 7.

AT ANy MEE

[l B B G (i MR R + ST B R ) TR 65 ~ 70Gy) & HWC, 24 7Y 287 b
FEDO AN EAMGE SN T & 72, Tlb~T2b, PSAEA 10~ 40ng/mL % i 72§ BR R Pk i 37
B 206 B2 %3 A RCT D E, 6 7 AR O KR IVE Y HREHEEO 5 FELFIT88% T,
RS HAEE D 78% & K L CHRIFTH Y (p=004), HEFFRESRDHRICEEHELRY,
RTOG 8610 TIXEHAEORZVT2B X T3 ~T4DIEBI 214 & L7 HpBE L 4 4
AWM oAF 7 Y28y bCAB#FIEIEH M & O BB T b, 10F L (34% vs
43%) B PEHBECRIFCHhH o725, AEEICZE L do7 (p=012) —77, 104E%5E B
FEYELE (p=001), HFEEZE (p=0006), FEFHIFEAELEE (p<0.0001) T3 b PR
TENTW o R TIEEBRIRG 280 L2 i RSO ETH A+ 7 V23 b
HBIEOHMEIRENT WD, TROG 96.01 3R Tix T2b ~T4 @ i 37 Wi 4 802 B2 %t 3 %
66Gy DRFTIE & 3 HH2E 6 A AD AL T ¥ 2,32 b CABRED I HAN R AL S
Nizo TORERE, PEHMRICED & F, PHHBEOACAWIEFEIE, RS, e
FITHG ML Y b RIFCTH -7

—7, TAGy VL L oE#E 2 B L 24Tk, 2O A ICIIMEE S R TW» 2w,
&6mgtﬁﬁfi@é#,mmTL;5&@ui@%%%%%mﬁtt¢%ux7ﬁm
(MRS B 353 B, A V& v 6 PR I RE 357 B) 12k 9 2 TR R ClE, 5~7 7 Mo %
F 7V 2Ny MEEDSAALFTES, mREE, B X ORBIERECZARICRD ST,
502, P R ZREBNIH LT, 80Gy DAMVRSHCB S 4 HBIOAF T V2N b
CABR I BF %0 5 % MiiE 3 % Bk (GETUG 14) o s <&, A b I
(97% vs 91%, p=004) B X OCEIRMIEFFFEFE (92% vs 86%, p=0.09) V31 d HEHTE
TRIFTH Y, B COMITREREIF-15EY,

FAT V2N MEEOMMICE LTI, FICHH) A ZEBE G E LT, RS+ o
DOAFH6 M & 36 B % ik § 2 RBA T b /e 10EALERFERRIIWEEE b 27%
(p=077) TH Y, AL, FEFERYAALE, RITHE, mEEZICOWTH BRI
DOENLEDo7" 66Gy DINBHIZ3 A AL 8HHDRF T ¥V 23> b CABRRE:BEH % b
L 2BRTIE, ) A ZIEBITIZ 8 A HEET S5 SRR AR Em o725 DD (71% vs
42%, p=001), X - FIY A ZIEFATIEIBROE IR SN -2 RS, - =
) A7 FEFI276 BIHT LT, 70Gy DAMVBEFHZ 4 A HE 8 I HDOAF 7 ¥V 28 + CABHEE:
PEH &I 23T, HERREICEEIRD O o2 X512, 66~T70Gy D IS

ﬁ
3

iR
5t




IIM4

WA F T Y 2Ny CABBREDEH O A )1 % MGk L 72 3 DO RCT st % 2 o I ¢
Mot L7255, 6 7 ABEMBEORBHERMIECHEII3 T34 7 AHBEL Y H RIFCTH -
72 (10% vs 17%, p<0001), F 7z, Gleason A I 7 %57 OFEH TIXFAEDRE RIS N7z
boo, 6LUTHHVIESLLEDREFTREHMMIIC L 2O ZIALN P72 |k
B L7z & 912, TROG 96.01 iR RATH#H#E CABBEOGHIMM (37 HE 6 7 H)
WX BEERP-72b00, HEIFEELEERRNIE T 6 7 HREO ARG MBI~
TRIFCTH 72" NHOREEDN S, BFFHEIIEEIC X S FIREHA S DRV E Vi
BRI TH S SO0, BHEMNEBHREOWREESEHVEY X 7T 2 BIF%O
YHEIZIE 3T HDORNVE VEETEIAR T THD I EIRBEIND,
TSRV E VIRE R BT A 7 4 3 v 713, BETBIIARTIC MG B 2 & THREIR)H
BE LI DR énaoV%2$&®ﬁi%¢@fi SHAADARLFT Va2 b
CABMEGHIBEDY, WG HABRICINAEEICHE I 7R 2T S22, 6 7 ADT7 V2
NV N CABIBRIEDEIBE L D e hr o2 LA LA S, 20 ERgifss, Wi s HN
WMETHLOD, TRUETHE2ICE L CEfEmTTshTwian", —FT, 247
VaN Yy MRS X B EDIIRARE OMi/NE, ) A 2 RO ISR IR A AR 2 TS 2
EOSHEETH ), CABHLEOMIGEH, S 34 HICCTHE 21T 72/E%R, 3 7 HiEoui i
HREE31%, 6 PHETIEELIZI%KEZZDDD, 9 HETIIELEA SN Eh o727,
DLEofE R LRI OBBETIICE T 2B 2 ZE T 5L, 247 T 23y MBS
HIZERIC4~6 7 AMBEE B LWL EEZLND,

F 72, ORISRV E VR PR L 22 RBGREBTII 2 0% C ASCABBIE R B L
T35, LHRHBEAHMTOHmEDH Y, 2156055 2 5 HIKBHE D 2120w T
Tld v,

El 7>any rEE

INFTOLL OEEHRRBEOM R, 65~T70Gy MEHED 7 ¥ 28 MFEEIEE Y R 7 FEB]
DFHREYFESEDL I EDREINT WD, EISHH - B 2 ZEFIIHT 5 5 D0 g RER
(RTOG 7506, 7706, 8307, 8531, 8610) @ * # 7 F 1) ¥ A TiZ, Gleason 2 2 7 %% 8 ~ 10,
Gleason 22 77287 TN (+) 213 T30 E U A 7 FEFI TR EM AV E Y gE o2 44k
FREPYBETHIEIRENSY, S5, T2 ~T4DHZIHE1554B11Cx LT, 44 A
DAFT Y aNy NCABHRIZ, TRV YHMT2U N AMOT V2N MEEZBIL
TR EBGET WGBTS, 7 ¥ 23 MEERE T 105 BAR S A 4738 (88.7% vs
839%, p=00042) LU, EAFEL RS, BEERAEAE, ZRiREE Hr
HETRIFTRBEETH D, Gleason A 2 7 258 ~ 10 DERNZRILE, £EEFFRTHRIFTH -
72 (81.0% vs 70.7%, p=0044) s F 7z, ¥ A ZREFNIHT S 70Gy DIRET & 34ER O T
L) UG IRI0ESEEREAEICWE L (581% vs 398%, p=0.0004) " &KW\T,
6 1AL 3EDT TV aNY MARVE VEBOHM RS 5 R EBR0 T b, BRI CR
WAEGRPRIFCTH 72 (p=0002) " #2510 E ZMETTIX, Y A ZEFICKHT 575~
792Gy DRI 1T EU LORM 7 ¥ 230 b RV E VHEO PSSR B X OB



[ 3

BEPECERZE®E L2 EAME SN2, SRERSICBO TR0 T Y23y Mk
B HREUETELNIEOVTIRAS TRV, DEX»S, ®Y A ZRERICH L T70Gy
BT CORIHNI3EREDT Y a Ny MRVE VRERZ TS 2 E BN Ph e gE S
LI LEWLNTHDY, T TIXEBRIKTH STV 274Gy DL E o @ik a I 2 ff
L7=36 Rl 2 N EIE S B OBETH 5.

i aift

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

Potters L, Klein EA, Kattan MW, et al. Monotherapy for stage T1-T2 prostate cancer : radical
prostatectomy, external beam radiotherapy, or permanent seed implantation. Radiother Oncol.
2004 ; 71 : 29-33. (1I)

Kupelian PA, Elshaikh M, Reddy CA, et al. Comparison of the efficacy of local therapies for
localized prostate cancer in the prostate-specific antigen era : a large single-institution
experience with radical prostatectomy and external-beam radiotherapy. J Clin Oncol. 2002 ;
20 : 3376-85. (II)

Jones CU, Hunt D, McGowan DG, et al. Radiotherapy and short-term androgen deprivation for
localized prostate cancer. N Engl J Med. 2011 : 365 : 107-18. (II)

D’Amico AV, Manola J, Loffredo M, et al. 6-month androgen suppression plus radiation therapy
vs radiation therapy alone for patients with clinically localized prostate cancer : a randomized
controlled trial. JAMA. 2004 ; 292 : 821-7. (II)

Roach M 3rd, Bae K, Speight ], et al. Short-term neoadjuvant androgen deprivation therapy
and external-beam radiotherapy for locally advanced prostate cancer : long-term results of
RTOG 8610. J Clin Oncol. 2008 ; 26 : 585-91. (II)

Denham JW, Steigler A, Lamb DS, et al. Short-term neoadjuvant androgen deprivation and
radiotherapy for locally advanced prostate cancer : 10-year data from the TROG 96.01
randomised trial. Lancet Oncol. 2011 ; 12 : 451-9. (1)

Zumsteg ZS, Spratt DE, Pei X, et al. Short-term androgen-deprivation therapy improves
prostate cancer-specific mortality in intermediate-risk prostate cancer patients undergoing
dose-escalated external beam radiation therapy. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2013 ; 85 : 1012-
7. (Na)

Dubray BM, Beckendorf V, Guerif S, et al. Does short-term androgen depletion add to high-
dose radiotherapy (80 Gy) in localized intermediate-risk prostate cancer? Intermediary
analysis of GETUG 14 randomized trial (EU-20503/NCT00104741) [abstract]. J Clin Oncol.
2011 ; 29 (Suppl.) : 4521. (II)

Pisansky TM, Hunt D, Gomella LG, et al. Duration of androgen suppression before radiotherapy
for localized prostate cancer : radiation therapy oncology group randomized clinical trial 9910.
J Clin Oncol. 2015 ; 33 : 332-9. (II)

Crook J, Ludgate C, Malone S, et al. Final report of multicenter Canadian phase I randomized
trial of 3 versus 8 months of neoadjuvant androgen deprivation therapy before conventional-
dose radiotherapy for clinically localized prostate cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2009 ;
73 :327-33. (I)

Armstrong JG, Gillham CM, Dunne MT, et al. A randomized trial (Irish clinical oncology
research group 97-01) comparing short versus protracted neoadjuvant hormonal therapy
before radiotherapy for localized prostate cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2011 ; 81 : 35-
45. (1Ir)

D’Amico AV, Chen MH, Crook ], et al. Duration of short-course androgen suppression therapy
and the risk of death as a result of prostate cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2011 : 29 : 4682-7. (N a)
Laverdiére J, Gomez JL, Cusan L, et al. Beneficial effect of combination hormonal therapy
administered prior and following external beam radiation therapy in localized prostate cancer.
Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 1997 ; 37 : 247-52. (1)

5t
ik




I 146

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

Zietman AL, Prince EA, Nakfoor BM, et al. Androgen deprivation and radiation therapy :

sequencing studies using the Shionogi in vivo tumor system. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys.
1997 ; 38 : 1067-70. (IVb)

Joon DL, Hasegawa M, Sikes C, et al. Supraadditive apoptotic response of R3327-G rat prostate
tumors to androgen ablation and radiation. Int ] Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 1997:38:1071-7. (IVb)

Pollack A, Salem N, Ashoori F, et al. Lack of prostate cancer radiosensitization by androgen
deprivation. Int ] Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2001 : 51 : 1002-7. (IVb)

Langenhuijsen JF, van Lin EN, Hoffmann AL, et al. Neoadjuvant androgen deprivation for
prostate volume reduction : the optimal duration in prostate cancer radiotherapy. Urol Oncol.
2011 ; 29 : 52-7. (IL)

Roach M 3RD, Lu ], Pilepich MV, et al. Predicting long-term survival, and the need for
hormonal therapy : a meta-analysis of RTOG prostate cancer trials. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol
Phys. 2000 ; 47 : 617-27. (1)

Hanks GE, Pajak TF, Porter A, et al ; Radiation Therapy Oncology Group. Phase II trial of
long-term adjuvant androgen deprivation after neoadjuvant hormonal cytoreduction and
radiotherapy in locally advanced carcinoma of the prostate : the Radiation Therapy Oncology
Group Protocol 92-02. ] Clin Oncol. 2003 : 21 : 3972-8. (1II)

Bolla M, Van Tienhoven G, Warde P, et al. External irradiation with or without long-term
androgen suppression for prostate cancer with high metastatic risk : 10-year results of an
EORTC randomised study. Lancet Oncol. 2010 ; 11 : 1066-73. (1)

Bolla M, de Reijke TM, Van Tienhoven G, et al ; EORTC Radiation Oncology Group and
Genito-Urinary Tract Cancer Group. Duration of androgen suppression in the treatment of
prostate cancer. N Engl J Med. 2009 : 360 : 2516-27. (1)

Feng FY, Blas K, Olson K, et al. Retrospective evaluation reveals that long-term androgen
deprivation therapy improves cause-specific and overa-ll survival in the setting of dose-
escalated radiation for high-risk prostate cancer. Int ] Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2013:86:64-71. (N a)



RILE Y RERIGECORABMRIC

X9 5 BEREEETEND ?
N1 % \L\EM1EIIZERETOD
RFT S REEZ T D ?

FIVE VBEFINTETORFRBRG SBSHRFREDBEIN L35,

l

mﬁﬁb—k(:

NTRIZZBRETIE, RILEVBRECHRARBEZHAIZ L TTFRIHET 3.

usv— (C1]

AR BN

B HRIE L AV VHEICE AR IR R 2 R T 2 E B, TR L & %
ZENL W, fEk, EBIMPIVERTINE R, N1, MIFTSZIE S 5 Bhiseig, 2
AL LTEMNT SR Tz, LAL, SRODFEDVPEIFEIZVZRWIRETD
B LR Mz 5 2 L OFHENH SRR ) DD2H 5,

iz

g‘:

FBEPTERT IR X — I TFRARTH 508, RFICREB L Tw AT, iAW
WL L ) PSAMEIR T AE O NS Z LD HEHE IR TV 5, FEFIDRS NS 720,
KRB E LTIRIBE A LTTDN TRV, BEHREOF L RT WL O DHE A &
DMENRREINT VD, HFBICEBEELY X 7236005 %285, RFTHl L L Rif T,
5AERRRIIEF R FIT40% iR & SN TWD ", T2, RIVE VBRERIL TEIBIER % £k
IGETD, RFTHRIC X D A& U2 RS ORERSE I, 7 BRSS9 2 A B
MBEDHRTH 5,

N1 Bl 37 B0 B B E O IOV T L T F Y AW Lo2H 5, Kk
National Cancer Data Base 72> H#ifili L 72 N1 B VIS T, FIVE 8L B X ORIV
E VRO 2 I 2 72 2 BT propensity score matching 47V, R 2 I
ZTBET S AEREFED 0% EHE L2 L WME SN T2 NSRS, MR
WA E NS NIV TIE, SVE CEEICHETREO M 2 T X& Th %,

HUfE, MIRIVZBRAE IS LC, RpmEIH oA G S Tw b, KEISEER 7—

5t
ik

i

iR
5t




I 148

7 NR— A7 5 M1 4,069 1 %2 i L, Farse #4760, IMRT BEHI#E 8861, 3D-CRT
FE107 81 % fhH L, propensity score & I\ 72T %2 47V, TR B, IMRT B <4
HROWENRO SN2, Lo L, MILAZEE ST 2 /L o HEICowT
DIET Y AFHFITEHEMSNTE 5T, BHEMESTH O EORTC-1201 35 O B AR AABR O #
EhfF7-n b,

F72, EREOWThOHE L HRAINE DWERKBET = X—A0LOMITTH Y, &

L) 2 LG FEPH I S5 2 £ 13 e o T e\

) ake g

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Sasaki T, Nakamura K, Ogawa K, et al ; Japanese Patterns of Care Study Working Subgroup
on Prostate Cancer. Radiotherapy for patients with localized hormone-refractory prostate
cancer : results of the Patterns of Care Study in Japan. BJU Int. 2009 ; 104 : 1462-6. (V)
Akimoto T, Kitamoto Y, Saito J, et al. External beam radiotherapy for clinically node-negative,
localized hormone-refractory prostate cancer : impact of pretreatment PSA value on
radiotherapeutic outcomes. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2004 ; 59 : 372-9. (V)

Din OS, Thanvi N, Ferguson C]J, et al. Palliative prostate radiotherapy for symptomatic
advanced prostate cancer. Radiother Oncol. 2009 ; 93 : 192-6. (V)

Lin CC, Gray PJ, Jemal A, et al. Androgen deprivation with or without radiation therapy for
clinically node-positive prostate cancer. ] Natl Cancer Inst. 2015 ; 107 : djv119. (IWb)

Baker BR, Mohiuddin JJ, Chen RC. The role of radiotherapy in node-positive prostate cancer.
Oncology (Williston Park) . 2015 ; 29 : 108-14, 116. (VI)

Satkunasivam R, Kim AE, Desai M, et al. Radical Prostatectomy or External Beam Radiation
Therapy vs No Local Therapy for Survival Benefit in Metastatic Prostate Cancer : A SEER-
Medicare Analysis. J Urol. 2015 ; 194 : 378-85. (IV'b)



et R ERER D R ERE (BIRE,

EEE) ORBENREY R S(C
ZEWIH DD ?

BEERNICTRREREY RV ICIHEVWDH S, IBROBHEF DLWV RTREDHT
®EBs T, REOSBENBIHDEBREBS CLATIREERE) RV DL,

A= Bl

TEHREE DA R F BRI DB 551 X o TR G R OB PR 2o TE T
Who TN, HAHIRERO KR SHER I ND L) 12k olze T2 TR, RS
PEERR D PRI D) A 7 e inHE NI HGET L 72,

B

HSZ BRI L3 2 O RRE IR S WL S M B I IEE, B (X RRR I BSE, TRHEE & N
FELMETH Do BEIITBEHRIBSIC X 2 2R3 & T DM o 0GR 2 X$ 5 2
CVIHEETH Do — IS, BTG E ORGTRRIC & 2 k5N, TRET 5 AEDIRR IS 4R
L7-HREHIPICHRE C 53 XTOME BRI NS B VIR SRS 5 MU O K5I
DWT, KRBT — 5 R—=2B X OH izt 5 OMEDPL D 5o —MRRS TS
EZIT TRV VISR Z S RE L2bordh ), BSNS54, 1048250
DO, SERMOBABISEHMOLOFE THATH L, T, THHER & B TAE S
DI TIE, BEEFRIIBWTHER, (HERES (UEBRERO T S EI THERED %
WIS ) SRR Y, BT 5 2 L ICIEMEDSD 5. S 51T, Tl R
% 2B 2 RCT D132, MWI BT ¥ RUTHED L TR A7 12T %
HBIE L R VW ODBIRTH 5,

1973 ~ 2005 45 (26 S M7 A G RE & JERURTE O Ll i, AMIRGIRE Clm i, BEie
EDITREBBEEENARBIIEVE T 2MENTL VY SEERT—F X—212L %
population based cohort study (1988 ~ 2003 4F-i&#) Tix, Fiir & ik L CTHMRES Tk, &
P ESE AR AY 5 AE LT 13945, 104ELIBETL79M L A Icm <, Bl s A b 5 4E LIk
T2261%, 104E DL %k T183HK & A & 12 & 2o 725 French Canadian population based
cohort study (1983 ~ 2003 4E{A#) (2 X At CTd, SAEH LD, EEEOFSER
EFMHE LI L C, ThEN16M, 19BEARISEV . 2720, IhbomiEizlHk
DG DL OB TH V), SREBREIE L L TWL2BAEOREMIICZO T £H TIX
¥ % LIEMR S % vy, Huang & O FA#i#E % 3t Hd & L 72 matched-pair analysis Ti&, [H%(o
UOCIREHHE CII I O F AT EIIFRD SN0 o 7205, BN III8 R 297 w00 o

5t
ik

3

iR
5t




Ilwﬂ

72DIxF LC, 3DCRT B L O'IMRT BECTIE, M, B & b ISR E 2RO o721,

HAEDENEE 7 3D-CRT R IMRT & FAER] & O ECl, B, B s IRk
BRI RICHEBE R EZRO BV EVI RENL L ASN S, Huang 5 ® matched-pair
analysis Tl, 3D-CRT, IMRT, /MtiE#EE, RGO H/NSRIER LIS B W TFilr & o
RIS AR R L, Mi—, [HRO ZRICIBHFNI B W THEIC RS W iE R
Tholz(NF—FH 1 176)"s ESTRODY AT F 4 v 7 L ¥ 2—""TlZ, /NG (G
B 2 &0 O WCB U 2B, EEEOFERITOWT, JERHH L IXTENZ W
LT BMENL , ME—, B O FEAEAINRIEHRE BT 164 85, AHBREHPEAH T 1.80 5%
EARBICE P o728 V) WMEDR LR SN T DY, 727250, S5 Bk iR s
R/ NRIEHR L O 1L 104E DL o RIIRGEBIZHC X 2 2D % <, MBI R OB
HLDHHEFETH 5,

MAIREHICE L T EIC SRR AN RV E T 205 08% vy SEER 7— % X—
A (1973 ~ 2005 4 369) 12 X A TlE, T, HUHIREO VTN L 2 T B
R, RIS, BV O R AR 5 AELRETAY — FH 1 15, 104E LTV —
FH 194 FECE P >72% FAEICSEER 7 — & N— 2 (1973~ 20024Ei5#) 12 X 5 T
MR & O TYH, BREPIICITREIM S N TR nds, BETEFN O RS ERD 5 4R
DA OV — FIE 0 1.82) THEIWCE - 72" MIRIEEOWE, WiV BRI RICHR S 720
AR, W2 X EBE, 1, REDRENTFICEINL I EBENIIR S,

INEFCORMBIEHINZA63 &1L, HROBHBEIZLZ2DONIETILAETHY, Bl
TE D E RS BRI R 12 B 1T 5 UG RAER IOV TR ESROME LR OLELN D 5 15,
BER g s (B SZBR) DAL O IEF A~ O G %2 % 2 g, ARG HCRLRR N IR 5 87 %
RLTHRERED R FEHE ) A7 B WIS, Lo L, BHEETH 2R
JE PHALER A~ D HEAT (AR Bk 0E) 13T o g, BIFRGORWEFEZICH L T RIEHE
DIVAY Z+IlHHTE2Z LD ETH S,

1) Murray L, Henry A, Hoskin P, et al ;: PROBATE group of GEC ESTRO. Second primary
cancers after radiation for prostate cancer : a systematic review of the clinical data and impact
of treatment technique. Radiother Oncol. 2014 ; 110 : 213-28. (IVa)

2) Nieder AM, Porter MP, Soloway MS. Radiation therapy for prostate cancer increases
subsequent risk of bladder and rectal cancer : a population based cohort study. ] Urol. 2008 ;
180 : 20059. (Va)

3) Bhojani N, Capitanio U, Suardi N, et al. The rate of secondary malignancies after radical

e

prostatectomy versus external beam radiation therapy for localized prostate cancer : a
population-based study on 17,845 patients. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2010 ; 76 : 342-8. (Va)

4) Huang J, Kestin LL, Ye H, et al. Analysis of second malignancies after modern radiotherapy
versus prostatectomy for localized prostate cancer. Radiother Oncol. 2011 ; 98 : 81-6. (II)

5) Zelefsky MJ, Pei X, Teslova T, et al. Secondary cancers after intensity-modulated radiotherapy,
brachytherapy and radical prostatectomy for the treatment of prostate cancer : incidence and
cause-specific survival outcomes according to the initial treatment intervention. BJU Int.
2012 ; 110 : 1696-701. (Va)

6) Singh AK, Mashtare TL, McCloskey SA, et al. Increasing age and treatment modality are
predictors for subsequent diagnosis of bladder cancer following prostate cancer diagnosis. Int




ol

J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2010 : 78 : 1086-94. (IVa)

7 ) Abdel-Wahab M, Reis IM, Wu J, et al. Second primary cancer risk of radiation therapy after
radical prostatectomy for prostate cancer : an analysis of SEER data. Urology. 2009 ; 74 : 866-
71. (NWa)

8) Murray L, Henry A, Hoskin P, et al ;: BRAPHYQS/PROBATE group of the GEC ESTRO.
Second primary cancers after radiation for prostate cancer : a review of data from planning
studies. Radiat Oncol. 2013 ; 8 : 172. (II)

5t
ik




ﬂ ABRHDBEFEREZ DR

NEFHOELGHEEERI, HILERSE, REES, HHERET TNoORERE
(FRGTREDEMICIVEZX S, E&db—ﬁl\

SMRGOBEEERD TR C(REXRHEBGHRER (IMRT) ZBAWTER, Bt K8

REIADRBGHRER(ERSE I LHEETH S,

IIHZ

B=-- B8

CNFEFTORCTORELY, XY EOBEICX VFOBEBRNEZNET LI EIREN
TWVBA, BEBEINIAERRICEIVHEIBRS NS,

RO EFRIE3 A AMNICAE L2200 0L, TRUUBEOBO L DL HdH
%o LA ERGIIMACERE, REFEE, WEREETH Y, FHRFICB W TR
BORcHER) BESEETH S,

HEHROF MY — VIidfi4 H Y (RTOG, RTOG/EORTC, NCI-CTC, CTCAE%), #h
FNOMETIMO Y = VBB o TVEI ENHL7-OEETET L,

CZ T, AHES OGF#ER) IS X 2 A EFRRIIOWTRR D, SRS ChF#IARHE),
FARAN GOV TIIMBIE CTOFFZ S E I L TWiz7Z & 2w,

;13
Hsceasss

INF TORCT DFERTIZANED Grade 2 DIHALEFEEDHHEIX 7 ~57%, Grade 3V 1
1Z20~6%, MliicoWT, Grade 21316~33%, Grade 3P LIZ1~6%" & ShTwah,
F 7o, Atk MIBEED Y 27 WNTIE, Eis, K& RERAR, BT OREE, BIRWE, 7%
RIEUBIRBOEGHTH LY, T2, 2YMOMBREEOREIMMOEREED Y 2 7 HE
Bl shTns?,

Kuban 5 (3 3D-CRT % 2 72 70Gy & 78Gy TOHAILE A ERZ OB Z T\, HhyLfigT
EDOFRMBIZZIB WV TRTOG Grade 2L EOHILER EFLOAEREIZ78GY IZBWVTH
2 wE Ao 72 (28% vs 15%, p=0013) & LTW53", MESHAOMETICHE VT, Bk
DMV HAHERROBPIZORH>TED, 70Gy LL L O EAE R D 26 % A TdH 1L
I¥RTOG Grade 2V O ERGOFEREIZ14% THY, TN LETHDL46%TH->
72 LTw5®, Peeters 51368Gy & 78Gy TOMLE A EF RO AWMELTEBY ", M

ﬂ




ol

WMoOBEBBMIZEWHRETI ) BHEECHEL TWw (p=0.007), Matzinger 51370, 74,
78Gy % 3D-CRT & IMRT THi4 L 72#53F (EORTC 22991) TOEM DA EFLIZOWTHIE
LTw3", 78Gy £ COMBRINIIARTEETSH Y, CTCAE20 Grade 2L Lo LE 02
A ERHGII R RIBENEISRE SN, IMRT CIIELEA EHLOREN L ) D hd oz
LLTwaY,

H RBEEER

REOFERZIFELTD, TOERIIBIZ127HTHN SN, 2457 H THERO
WEBIZRE L L ENT Wb, F72, AMREHEEICIE L C, MRS CIIAEIORBOA EHR
ALk &, ARSI B T B IRESERCMO T 2 REEIR I TH 5, HHN O IR
FEAR, FRIRE TV RYI BT (TURP), 0K 8 19185 DENE 55 ) B Al (TURBT) o BEAR 1R A7
ERRIEEEL525°,

Peeters 513 68Gy & 78Gy DI Z 1Ty, AEHRLIIOWTEEKRTIIE DL L \W2S, K]
DIRBHERROEAEIZTBCYHE TR R E o728 LTWb, 34 THORTOG/EORTC
Grade 2 DL R EEAT EF R 13 68Gy BE T2 285%, 78Gy BET13302% T - 720 Grade 3 LA
FiZEhZENn51%E69%TH o727

Zelefsky 51X IMRT (81Gy) ® 7 4ED#1%:TNCI-CTC Grade 2D\ F D JREEA EH G OHE
139 %, Grade 3L EIZ3%ThHho7zeLTWDB,

M igaEE

PR E I BRI O E EEL D 1 DL XN TWDEDS, [ IR & 138
D, BURBSRECIRERBET QIR LA ERL TIE AR, BIICH: 23 lio T CHERIC
£2b0%, MOAHESICE > TELZWEED D 2720, FFMIEH LY. £, AL
EUVBREOLAE, HRERIOFERESEL L PHIRETFTHY, BRKEIVAZEFICRSL L
*hTwa?,

Mangar 51%, 64Gy $ 7212 74Gy ® 3D-CRT (+ 3~ 6 /1 A DK IV E V) OHET, 2
EHOFFAAIE333%IE L, FREEREBTODIO>50Gy 234 & s Pk En ) 2 o
WYE%nlLTwsY, van der Wielen 513 68Gy & 78Gy DHIRIZHB VT 2, 34ERDF)
RS RE R E O AEHEIL36%, 38% T, MEMEICX2E N E o728 LTE Y,

A zoitnE=ER
TR, AHEEROIEIE R KB BT D & 0 5 A D TH 5

Bs==50o%%

BRI L VA EREE PS5 2L, REZERT S EAEEICEETH LA
U720 A W ERR S M T B

(1) HLEEEER

RO, EBRLAEELAERETH Y, —ROSIHBEETL I Y b2

5t
ik

3

iR
5t




I 154

WEZR AL, RIS B e AR Y R, wEICH LT TV Ty 75 X< ki
Wb EREND,

(2) REBBEEER
REDAEFHRZIIBRED L DONL L, TIEDODDRIHTH LD, WERETHOI Y ba—
M 2SR 72 TSR R DG 2812 3 i I E IR e P s I X M B

(3) HHkaeRs

BUR RN § 2 EHEAE R E X MERECL 2D 0LEEZONLDT, ZOHHKEE
F B 12 phosphodiesterase (PDE) 5 L EH XA R TH 5 WHEME D D 5o /NRRFRRBICB W T
R BICPDES HERZ VA Z EIck b, BIUICHZ ) ZhliEDS HIFCH o 72 L i &
nTws',

B ReERTER 7YY b, BERSREEOEEER

EORTC 22911 ® RCTIZBWTHitL 7 ¥ 228 > MR (60Gy) F 72 (X0 o i
%C, Grade 2 F 7213 3OBAERROBIEIL42% TH 72" L LTwbh, SWOGDHORCT
T T ¥ 28y MR B RE L I L CS RIS D22 D HER A L D £, %
72 2RI AR E 2 D 1572, LA LIRS o Id sz idnsk Lz,

De Meerleer & 13 $ 7 B R 3 O #t i TIMRT % H W AUE B R o B ASA] §E T,
75Gy $ CRAEHGZOREZ FIF5 2 L R BETRETH 72 LTWE 7,

B ERs

BTl & D BV IBROIRO T HEMED S 2 A ERE ORAD T ShTwa Y,

BURCIE 1 IR 25~ 4 Gy (RS EIRSY), % 7213 5~ 10Gy GEEES #IBRE) 12 X
% SBRTASER SN, HiZOF EHRGEOBIEILBH OWGHEL FAETH L & SHTVDH,
BEHETEH~SEOHERLA10~20%DBETEL L & ShTWD, WIS EREILE
DA ERRHE U S RN D % 7200, BURTIREERBIZED b & TORDMAICE SN S
L Tw5h,

1) Halperin EC, Brady LW, Perez CA, et al, editors. Perez & Brady's Principles and Practice of
Radiation Oncology. 6th ed. Philadelphia : Lippincott Williams & Wilkins ; 2013.

2) Gunderson LL, Tepper JE, editors. Clinical Radiation Oncology, 4e. 4th ed. Amsterdam :
Elsevier ; 2015.

3) Budius L, Bolla M, Bossi A, et al. Functional outcomes and complications following radiation
therapy for prostate cancer : a critical analysis of the literature. Eur Urol. 2012 ; 61 : 11227. (II)

4) Zietman AL, DeSilvio ML, Slater JD, et al. Comparison of conventional-dose vs high-dose

) aie

conformal radiation therapy in clinically localized adenocarcinoma of the prostate : a
randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 2005 : 294 : 1233-9. (1)

5) Kuban DA, Tucker SL, Dong L, et al. Long-term results of the M. D. Anderson randomized
dose-escalation trial for prostate cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2008 ; 70 : 67-74. (1)

6) Peeters ST, Heemsbergen WD, Koper PC, et al. Dose-response in radiotherapy for localized
prostate cancer : results of the Dutch multicenter randomized phase Il trial comparing 68 Gy
of radiotherapy with 78 Gy. J Clin Oncol. 2006 ; 24 : 1990-6. (I )




ol

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

Peeters ST, Heemsbergen WD, van Putten WL, et al. Acute and late complications after
radiotherapy for prostate cancer : results of a multicenter randomized trial comparing 68 Gy
to 78 Gy. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2005 : 61 : 1019-34. (I )

Matzinger O, Duclos F, van den Bergh A, et al ; EORTC Radiation Oncology Group. Acute
toxicity of curative radiotherapy for intermediate- and high-risk localised prostate cancer in
the EORTC trial 22991. Eur J Cancer. 2009 : 45 : 2825-34. (1)

Zelefsky M]J, Chan H, Hunt M, et al. Long-term outcome of high dose intensity modulated
radiation therapy for patients with clinically localized prostate cancer. J Urol. 2006 ; 176 : 1415-
9.(1m)

Mangar SA, Sydes MR, Tucker HL, et al. Evaluating the relationship between erectile
dysfunction and dose received by the penile bulb : using data from a randomised controlled
trial of conformal radiotherapy in prostate cancer (MRC RTO01, ISRCTN47772397) . Radiother
Oncol. 2006 ; 80 : 355-62. (II)

van der Wielen GJ, van Putten WL, Incrocci L. Sexual function after three-dimensional
conformal radiotherapy for prostate cancer : results from a dose-escalation trial. Int ] Radiat
Oncol Biol Phys. 2007 ; 68 : 479-84. (II)

Oscarsson N, Arnell P, Lodding P, et al. Hyperbaric oxygen treatment in radiation-induced
cystitis and proctitis : a prospective cohort study on patient-perceived quality of recovery. Int
J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2013 ; 87 : 670-5. (Va)

Hortelano E, Gomez-Iturriaga A, Ortiz-de-Zarate R, et al. Is argon plasma coagulation an
effective and safe treatment option for patients with chronic radiation proctitis after high
doses of radiotherapy? Rev Esp Enferm Dig. 2014 ; 106 : 165-70. (V)

Schiff JD, Bar-Chama N, Cesaretti J, et al. Early use of a phosphodiesterase inhibitor after
brachytherapy restores and preserves erectile function. BJU Int. 2006 ; 98 : 1255-8. (Wb)

Bolla M, van Poppel H, Collette L, et al ; European Organization for Research and Treatment
of Cancer. Postoperative radiotherapy after radical prostatectomy : a randomised controlled
trial (EORTC trial 22911) . Lancet. 2005 ; 366 : 572-8. (IL)

Moinpour CM, Hayden KA, Unger JM, et al ; Southwest Oncology Group. Health-related
quality of life results in pathologic stage C prostate cancer from a Southwest Oncology Group
trial comparing radical prostatectomy alone with radical prostatectomy plus radiation therapy.
J Clin Oncol. 2008 ; 26 : 112-20. (1)

De Meerleer G, Fonteyne V, Meersschout S, et al. Salvage intensitymodulated radiotherapy for
rising PSA after radical prostatectomy. Radiother Oncol. 2008 ; 89 : 205-13. (IVa)

Koontz BF, Bossi A, Cozzarini C, et al. A systematic review of hypofractionation for primary
management of prostate cancer. Eur Urol. 2015 : 68 : 683-91. (1)

5t
ik







10

AT RREE
(R HEPIER )

KABAZTIREEEDBREREIMDBEE LEART
EDELSBEBMUARIHZD?

KABABRENRIFRE & MVRET ERIVE D BED
SEHABERIEDLSLBEECHEINSH?

KABAZI/MREE LIS QOLFFOATHEINE M ?

ERERAHNBRNOBEMAEEIEDLS [CTThNEH?
FREDESBEBEHICHEINED?




I 158

Hieoic

A O RIREEAN oM S, L) HEICHRF S B-BE%217H) 2T, AEHL%
WMEse5 2 &% MEHREORMMATREL 2 ), FEEEICB T 2 UL O A4 $h 1A%
ELZ2YY BEHIREICIZ WL D00 FER D 545, —IiTbTws b 0llid, X
B % F 7204 B 5T (external beam radiation therapy ; EBRT) & #ii & HIHENIC AT
A5 BRGNS 2 MR IS CINBRIERR L) 25 %o HILBRIEIGHR ICH W 5T 2 MR I 5
W&, IR I Y K125 2 — MR 2 B W 2R AR KB BN 5 35 (low dose rate
brachytherapy : LDR) & B A 1) ¥ 7 A 19205 2 H W 72 5 85 R 1R P I8 5T (high
dose rate brachytherapy : HDR) ® 21 ) @ 5233 % %5, ARILTIXLDR % £t 5 ik
DFFN% L, SEBED 255D D% v LDRIZLY X 7 FEBIRe — O HE ) 2 7 fEBIIC
X LHMTOWHRBEPITOND T ENL 0D, HY X ZEMICH LTS EBRT R ANV E Vi
BEEHHT A ETEVEIMEIESNTWS® Y, HDRIZEY A Z BN LERS NS
ZENEL, ZOBAIFEBRT LAV E VIREOGAA—#IN7ZH3 ", EBRT % pRfi¢3°
HDR ¥ C O S RIS AT b T 2™ MERNIEHI BRI E O 1 D OFE7275,
Z O P RO 50 ZE IS AR G % (intensity-modulated radiation therapy ; IMRT) %o X #i
HEEH I R TAEY 2R R) B (biologically effective dose ; BED) (24 L 72 BRGHREAYE
WZEIZHD, FRICE D) EOEEARESECTCE 2", T2, ARSI L7 G
AR E XY, FHHOEEG COEERZOREZK IR, HFEZOQOL % &  HH:
TAHIELLMFESINS,

KR $EA B\ RIFEE (LDR)

IwF#E125Y — FHIEZ HW/72LDRIE, ¥ — FRIEZ KAMICH O RNICEET 5 2 &
TGS 24T ) WL <, ARFETIX20034E I SN ze I 7125019813594 H T
HY, TERD LM INABEFHRITEETEX LI LR 25D, FOMITIKE 225 KN
ORI TEB Y, A EOFEEILEL 25 Y, LDRIZ20154E F T4 [E T 34,000
FlZBIBEr LI TBY, RPOBEEI MG Sh 2ot RshTws Y, LDR
DA R 7 IEFN B THIBR 2B (radical prostatectomy ; RP) 2 EBRT &
M4 CTdh oI LIEDHEPSRINTED Y, UP T OEFIIMNY) R 7 FEFNIR T 2 16H &
E25NTW, LALZ0#, EBRTRANVE VLTS L CHIEY R 7 i %
) 2 7 FEBNS T B AEAVR SN, LDROBHGEIGS IR ENTETWAH, 512,
i - ) A ZHEBNCE LT, IMRTIC & % B EBRT 2 RP I AT EfF I =)
Wb oD, HALFMEFREFRIIBVTERLTVS LT 2HELALNY, LDR2SH
M-\ AZAABEORINE & LCRRESINTE TS, - B X 7RI LTl
EBRT OPFHHEIRSI N TV 228, AL ) SMEOIREMThb % 720G IRETO
HEHRORBENL L DI B asn 5", LDRICBWTHEBRT FEAL &IVE V%
EO G ERRRE O EICH N TH 2 HEM2 S 5% $EICE Y A ZIEFIC BT % LDR,



EBRT, &)VE ¥ #iEO 3 H 0BT E R O BRI E IRV E VRESMb Y, BAF
IR ASHEECE 2 W2 L L, RVE LM e W LI 2
HEPHFEEL TR VOPRBIRTS %, BUEAIR THENE & LT % Trimodality with BT,
EBRT, and HT for high-risk localized prostate cancer (TRIP) #E&™ 1%, &Y A 7 FEHIIC
%34 % LDR & EBRT OBt B0 % R VE VEEOMMEEMIET 5D DTH 5o

LDR I EME OB HRICRB L TITbh b 720, HEFROBERPKL, HFE
BOQOLZE L MuFFT 5 Z L AWIFFTE 2™, LDR, EBRT, RPDE#HKD QOL % ik L
72T, —M%ICLDR TRIREEIR & L COREYLEIE, BURDHEEEDO QOLZELT &
4, EBRT CIZBERERE L TOILM N, RP TIZIREEEDIQOL Z LT SEAE R E o
TW2 77, BRI L TRV I NoOBEFEICB W T O IHRMERINT 3425 LDRIZBWT
W PERRE IS T 2 QOL O F A v ShTwn b * %7,

=iREEHEBAES (HDR)

BIAZHRIEISH T 5 4 1) V7 2192808 % F v 72HDRIE, RIRTIZ19944E0 H47Hb N T 5,
AT BRNIC TR DS 2RI A L, b fE % e & (remote-controlled after-
loading system ; RALS) # i TENLEZMEL, IV —FHIITFICA Y 7 A 192845
ZHIZ IR AN RE R IR A L CHBS 24T 9 o LDRASEEN] ST H S I AT IR 12k L CTHDR
ZFERT BRI AIBTIEL L s, ZOHEBIEEREORBFLTRERTHLI L LD, K
TR ER M TIEATA F T4 V2R L CTRBIICITbhTws ™,

COWHE 2T 5 BEXEOM, SEs 2 S S A RN E L TB iR S
T, AP LTAMED L0, TNEEML, S OITHEBEMREZMT 5720, RITik1
I 2 BN S TR I 02 R S TN S 5 Y EBRT 20§ 2 A ICIEMEDN L 5
WL 5720, &Y A 7RIS 268N HIR SN 505, —F THERZORENR
aEns”,

EA LDR, HDR & EBRTOHANAEEBES

PR TR ISR T X ) BV BED 2 HIE T 720, FEHREIWINT 2 B2
HbHo W) A7 IER ZxF5 & L72LDR & EBRT @ ¥ 0 5 0 ##Ek CTd % RTOG
00191, EEAFEFRIIOVCOHME S HEXMETH Y, BHNICERERBEEES
ERTFHIVEEh o EMELTWEY, ZORBOTT b a—VEIRENTW S,
Z DT EAER T L AEFELOBRICOVTIEIME I TV ARV, —7, FEo®
Wik Z &0, ZROETHRBICBW CHIREOREEIME SN TVwE Y, Zo
3%, LDR & EBRT DBEHICOWTIZA A, 4 MR H 5 Y,

EBRT it Hl ® HDR IZ BV % 5 T AHGRER CILXMBR RS B 1) %IR8 B X OTE B O #i &)
ReMTdo2 LIl XDEERRIAL eGSR, 1HBMEORR L A ¥V 2 — Vi
AT R E RS 2 7Y HDR TR D72 2EBD T T r—% =78
BEITLMENEH D, BEERLHRBOBIENEE TH D I ENE SN, ik TIHLERNER
WoOREREE 1 & 5 HERBRLH 5 Y,
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EBRTHFHDOLDRICBWT, HEFLEZIZ 2 HWCTHFEFTENI BT 5 M bl 13k
TRETH DA, WO EIZLT L HEIMR & —B L v, MR B W TERH
/AT CHIF SN 2FTIE, BEHBEEICBW T HEHLPH S NIA BT E RO
KB LATN & 2k — MFETHRAIRTWSY,, 72, i+ 5EBRT OfiE % 44Gy &
20Gy THHE L - B MAHRER T, MBEICHMER R OEZ RO L7127 ZoOWRERTI,
LDR DB A L, MR- 31T 2 i VRS R AT SR W A1 EBRT #0257 513
BV EERIN TS, EBRT M % ik L 72— DR RETH 1, AR % 6T
L CEBRT 27 2561213, MiamaEif iz B4 L CEBRT OfiE 2§ 5 2 &1
REMMPOHAREINE D, T2, REIZEBRT OFAMA A ELTEY, IMRT <M {§AE
G (image-guided radiotherapy : IGRT) @i 2 B EIIGH L, IEF e O b=
WALV AEFRRERMCTED L VI)WMETDH LY, 2B, EBRT OffR1340~50Gy
AW TH Y, FHEIFIERIIRE X OREICRET 256 L FRENEHV 25505

PERREOREIFIZ OV TR L2 7= F AR LT 5,

LDR & EBRT it fi#d 2 N F TORKRBOR R T5ICBIKR L, @6z FRAR

IBHER, TabbE) A7 BLO—EHORE Y A7 EMFE TICRET S 2 EHERS R
o BIGHEOHMRHMEHK, MFHOFEICOWTIE, s ST RO R
FRABEICLZ) AT, AERZIERE L CHEICEKT A2 LAMERIN S,
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A7 FEBI622% T o720 RFEOHE TIF104EE L0 M FF I8 EAERITL ) R 7 i)
982%, WY A ZAEBISTR%, i AZIEBITE6% & o> TWBAY, MG TR
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LDR B TIEHFE A < *, American Brachytherapy Society (ABS) 1235 W T3 EBRT
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HEROREZ KT % 9 2 CTEAELLILEEER (randomized controlled trial ; RCT) &4~
TR %S DEH, LDRICH T ARCTIZIFE A LA L %2\ Giberti 5”7 ®LDR & RP D
RCT O#ETIE, 1KY R ZIEBNC BT 5 EA LA I A 3IZ LDR A791.7%, RP A
91.0% & [A%:Td > 7z Fisher 5% DK - hilf ) 2 ZHEFIIB VT L 223, 550wk
Colberg " D% « 1l - &Y X ZHEMICBWTHELZ2HEICBWTSH, LDRERPTS
AL I IS AR AR R A B2 % A5 720 Peinemann & 13 31 % O 1B BGRE 2 el L
el EELDOTWDEA, LDRERPZIERL 168D 5 B 3 #ilc B\ TEALFE A F8 4
HRICHEANALN, 3ME LICLDROGTVAHBICRBERIFTHo72E LT W b,
Crook IZ IO H Y « #1) A 7 JEFIOLDR & RP DRI BT 5 i L2 i Ui 2
Mt L Cwb 25, EBRTHH # &0 LDROEFED S BENRTWEE L TWD, RIFOM
S5YOM - ) 2 7 ERNCEY A5 CTld, LDR & RP CAEFRICE IR -72H, &
(LI I A AERIZB W TIZLDR 2ME > TWizE LT 5,

EBRT L D&

Zelefsky 5 I3 i ) 2 7 FEHIC BV TLDR & & IMRT (K1) 2 27 %61 81Gy,
i) A 2 fEFI 864Gy) DIEHEREZ I L T\ 578, 7TAEE(LFWERREEARIIBVT
EHIZHEIZLDR DFERDE 5> Tz Smith & AWK T — 7 X— A9 SN 247 72
$%, LDR & EBRT O HBICH VT, ) 2 7R, HHEY X2 7EFHOVFRIZBNTY
LDR O F AL ZE MR AR B W TENR TV, SEFRIEINETH-72L LT
W5, Peinemann & "0 31 #i DB X BB A LB L 2O £ TIE, LDR
L EBRT %K L2158 9 b 3MICHB VW CTHBEFICHEALALN, 3fi& b ICLDR
DA BIEBIRIFTH o728 LTwWb, —7J, Norderhaug & " IZiEHEIC & 2 iG#
A D B 2 AT o 230 % 4 ffli L, LDR & EBRT % i L 72 3 # Tld 5 4E2E b 2700
PRI BW TIERERICER o722 LTV,

LDR, EBRT, RP® 3 DDREBELAIEL2b D TIE, SAEALFW MBI AFRICE
W 3DODWRIEDO I EZ 2 \wAS, &AL TIZLDR>RP>EBRT, HRMIEFIEELR
R TIERP>EBRT>LDRD X H Xk ), HAEEDN DT 5HE"R, WK T~
T2Tid 3 DDEIREL b IAL RN EFRICEN o e T AHE VSRR LN
bo 72, L LHETOHE TIEEY A 27 HEBITIZEBRT & R IVE V300 AR b R B
HFE3T2H00HR5N2 Y, Grimm & I3 bk & 72 G L T ORI IRKEALE 0B O %
el U 7= 3CHk 18,000 i LA Lo hizp & —E D ILHEIZ LG o 7o kA i L, ZoRifEz ) 22
FNCHE L TWh, ZZTIETRTHOY AZ7I2BWT, EBRT U & TLDR O &
PO BIFTHY, VAZDEL %5 L7205 TEBRT R RP & DENHE IR > TV b,
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Focal therapy (213 MG H 5 720, Z ZIZEIRIGICEIRD B BIEHAEAE L2,
AR A WMDY H 0 Y, W, FHROER, FRBIRLEE, W oP DMLY
NEHELEYD D

BINEBNIERR 7 — 7, HEROKER, WFEZH» 5R0) R 7 B PERTZIRE & Sk S ik
o iE % 5 7 w?, International Task Force on Prostate Cancer and the Focal Lesion
Paradigm 7> 5 3% S 117 focal therapy D #t&H#E 1L cT1 or ¢T2a, PSA<10ng/mL, PSA %
J& (PSA density) <0.15ng/mL/mL, PSAfERIBNNEE (PSA velocity) < 2 ng/mL/4ETH 5%,



Z MUk LT 2006 Consensus Conference on Focal Treatment of Prostatic Carcinoma'’
TOBKEIEREL, Fip TRIZZ L, RENFRGSAEUEIEI LY, cT1~cT3, PSAL
15ng/mL, ¥ FEHE R RE G HE R 2L 72051 ¥ /S EiEASE B 13 IR 28 T B, PSA R
HIEERT (PSA doubling time) * PSA density - Gleason 2 2 T IIHE L vt o TWn5b, &
5122015412 [European Urology J I2HiiE &7z a v & v 28R LV OfE R TlX, National
Comprehensive Cancer Network (NCCN) Z34HOH ) A 7 FEFNIH) L CTldZ  DEMERDS
focal therapy DX H & E X T2 A5, KU A 7 IEBNIR L CEERA 5N,

Z D X 9 2 focal therapy D@L AEHENL, WIREE, FWHE, BHHRBoOFr =% 1) —F—
AiZTE LCHOHMPRELL R R L, TbBb0ELELSNTVRVI LDFETH D,
RALRMEIPLEEEZ DN,

BN FHED L OHRERDOERIIOWVTIE, /AR, RS & BRI E D720
DL EPTAER, HENRHNED O OWEZE, o7 —5 L oxttt, PRREERR - PEERE
HE - TERRRE~N O, AALSM D 5 WISERIR I RS & FR#, € L CQOL O HIXiHHR)
FHEICHELRE LHERINTVEY, LA LERNAREEIOFRLMETLL T,

Muller 5 1Z Delphi consensus project {2 & 5 focal therapy £ @ BARK) 2 Fem g2 120w
TIREZHE L TWBE", PSAMA, multiparametric MRL, B VRIS, HEREERES X OF
PEREREICAN 57 ¥ 7 — MR DMARA L SAEROFRBIE 2R L TB Y, BIKREV,

% 7zfocal therapy #2I\CHFRMEZ X 72 L2 G OBRGBHEIZOVTOIENIHEHRZLEL
FTHDH, ZOMOBEFGRINOUFEIEICOWTH HoRBEA R EhTuiv,

FFK D focal therapy DI T 2 H AR EHRKIE, FBIEHTE 202 E{EZ K O T
Hbo BEZWIZIE, LRV IRNERAAZHOAR LS THBRIRHEDERI NG,
Focal therapy Z T RE & 3 5 72 O AN 2 WRZ WL, SWIRE, SWHEHEZ b - THl
SVRNERE A IR RECTH S 2 &, i, EREE LI X N TH LI EPUETH D
twubhTwa?,

Mendez 5 3L DT, focal therapy @ iR #ER A 2006 4E IR d4EEE 2 D D1F T b
CEERLTVDEY HIIREIH % 8 E 2 % i <7201 focal therapy 25 HITH 5 &
WO BBBILENOOH Y, HLVWBEEGOHIEL T, REROMIIZINT 72000 A
AHED LN TV 5,
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Donaldson IA, Alonzi R, Barratt D, et al. Focal therapy : patients, interventions, and outcomes
—a report from a consensus meeting. Eur Urol. 2015 : 67 : 771-7. (VI)
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Focal therapy (3, MRIFTRICEDWVWER, HBVWET>TL— MERICEVED
BEZHHITONIAE ) 20 BRESEFIIIRE (CX T 3 /aBRIRED 1 DL 2B FHEM

e

BE=- B8
Focal therapy (&, MRIGHGEHEE & EAREOFRICE T L HEEREEEZEZ 0N, BEOD
FRISEET 2 LEZONLRREZ RS 5 —F, IEFHREE THER R DR L, i
EHREORBRAZHY T2 L2 HNE T 5, SOETIE, 1KY 2 7 BRFYERT RS 0
L Tfocal therapy IZE3E X L5 2GS L 720

ﬁ £
Focal therapy ¥, BEDOTFRITEET L LEEZ LN LW EZIBEHET 5 —T, IEEH
AURELBR D IRAEL, WIS BB OREBEAZM VT2 L2 HNET 25D THD, &
D7z, MRIFFRICHESWZZER R, 7 7L — MM L ) B0 S BRI 3%
DB B DL AL LT IE Y |2 H DD THRIFEA T DN D —T7, JRTEB WA 7 Rl
BRI & 0 B S R BREEBE, B ETULEN SR SRS,
I F T, focal therapyld, FI2MK - A i) R 7 BRI ARFEERICRT LT, BE
JiE T P86 (high-intensity focused ultrasound ; HIFU) ©°%, e, /NG
EVEEOTITbNTE 72, B E LTI, Bk 6 ~ 124 HiR b izl
MICBT BHEENICERDO D HWHERIZ0~10%" """, SAHFEFIFI77~100% """,
TR BRI FRIZI7T~100% P E M S T wb, F72, EEEERNTIE, HIFU#ZO
2 AR AL I MR AT (IR 2 27 Bl HA) 12833% ), HIFU & % W X sfiiiRik% o 3
AL BE TS A AR HIL 757 ~95% 7 ", /NERIEHR R O 5 4R B K U 8 AR AL BT
FEEAEHRIZIL5~919% B L 781 ~862% " EHEENTWB, —F, T TOHEBK
##1%, American Society for Radiation Oncology (ASTRO) definition, Phoenix ASTRO
definition, Stuttgart definition % M\ 72 A L 22 MEH A FRIC X ) 3l S LT & 7225,
focal therapy CIIIEFIHIC S % 5 AKFE O IEHRARASEATE S, S O I IEF BRI 1T 2 I
NEKHE R B VERT /IR 55 D PSAE % F A € 2 D BAET A REL HH 2 05, i
SERAERRR MRT % R U 72 150 72 SRR 158 i ORI S hhtn . 7
BRSSP B 7R R L2003 B focal therapy X, TRE TOREHLS, K1) A7 BLOR—ED
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RBFMOBEICEESRBV, HBVWRFLELLVREEFIIIREICT LT}, BERO
PRAZ+SICEREBLESAT, EFICEL-TEQOLZEDZ &ZBMICfocal

therapy HEE h3,

BE=- B8

RRR 1 B SR LSS 2 R IUC B VT, RIS TSNS QOLOELIE, BEDS
BHFENT 29 Z CHEHELRKRNTO1I2THL Y, & O ITHIV B IHIE R ERE KO MRS
R EAS 1384 L M S N T WD X 912, HHMGE D RIMICHZ ) QOLEZ TS
CEHEHICL o THO TEETH Do BB I 21HH TQOL 2187 5 % 13 HkR
FERE, PEBERE, ERRETH Y, o302 RN, BEOAME X OREEER LICRIET
BIENREE LD, LALBURTIE, FEHRRZICTD2QOLEROZEVRTH S
ERBFVEEV, 72 & ZIXEH IS EROIREEHNOWTIE, BB IR R BR T 18.3%,
BUA B RTETI4% D EE ST Y Fu— L TE T, HEEERRICOWTIE, BB IR
SR BT T435%, AT R T3T7% O BB S ERAER E THA TWBY, UCLA
Prostate Cancer Index (UCLA-PCI) # 272 QOL ®&FHiliCTix, wAR v MR, WEPESET
WFNOMERFERITTH > T, 3EFB L THLMATOMITIZES 2’y Focal therapy
IEF MRS 2R ERZ B2 EAHBDO 1 OTHY, HT LEHEEZDQOL
PRI D Z LIRS N TS,

B B

CQ1 THEEL L 7273, focal therapy 7D b D ASPGGAEAT L0 % i ilids v £ 7247 h
NTWLWEEETH B, L7z2h > Tlocal therapy @ QOL % 3 L 72 ¥t % b A 7 <
SHITHEFFD O THRLN S,

HIFU IZ & % hockey stick ablation (n=29) &2 EFEHI A PRAER R 2 7 (IPSS), UCLA-
PCI® urinary function & urinary bother Z f\»C QOL % &4l L 7215 Tld, H# 6 4 H %,
1271 #% (2 focal therapy Hif7 i & 2 RREHOM THEEEZ 2RO B » 072" Tz,
HIFU I & % hemi ablation (n=20) #? QOL & i & leig L7zt <&, EIBREhEikiE 2
27 (International Index of Erectile Function ; IIEF) -15 3 X O'EPIC urinary incontinence
score itk 6 A H EF TIAE AR T AR ST, IPSSIIM#HE 6 # HHTHET L D dHFELL
HR DT, E5IZHIFUIZ X 5 lesion targeted focal therapy (n=41) ¢ QOL &4l T1&*,
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IIEF-15, EPIC urinary incontinence score\»3 1L 2T 354, itk 124 H THlyEl
CHEBEAEZRD LN oT. T 20k Tld, hemi ablation (n=73) # ® IIEF-5 D LT,
MBI 22 20 & 1 AEB L 17, 2 4EBhIME19 L L7227

WO R b 100 61K & FEFI B A 7 <, focal therapy @ BARMW = 5 G4, iHHE

) BREL Y, BEEBEMED 1 ~10E & 5 TlE kv, L7245 Tlocal therapy %12
QOLZ RO ZEDNTELNE ) EMAT 2 0l v, bHAHA, BRIk
FEZR S 2 HHEIRIT QOL DFHMI 721 THET 2 DI Tld v H < ETHBERO—EBT
H 0 HER RSB X OFHIli 2 B3 2 S L3 TE R\ L7225 TRIMBE OIRGE & 35
BWOEFR, BIUOBHRERBRIITEINLQOLE HIlHE L) 2T, BEBLUEREEIC
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RR g P N7 V03 2 BRI BT VR A B AT o ARG I O i 2 118, — E DBEET
FRAMEL B, HRBMOERIITGITHEBICI YV RLSL, —F, AREMICIZZOROME
Y 6HC LD second cure ICHEBHAD BIEBI S D% vy, L7 T, @Y R HHEOE
FRDWIEOM IO TEETH 5,

— IOV T OB HEZET D FORBIRIIZPSARE ZLETH Y, PSAEDAD L5
AALEN TS, BH{RZ WA A TR HE TE 2 b D E R E LT
XEILTwa,

H RN IR BRI R OB R

MR AT ST IR ARG BN 2 D A AL R T FE oW T, TRV IR B4 4 il T, “MR
BTN HZOEALF I LT, itk 1 » HPLER#E L 720 PSA 25<0.2ng/mL Td
L, PSATREL LT 5, TOHORMET 2~ 48D\ FTHE L72PSAH 2 [HHfHe L
T=02ng/mL & o2 AEPSAFSE L HEL, AHMOZILH ZHIEH &35, fiitk—E
b PSA2S<02ng/mLIC TREL o 72613, FMMHORNTHEE 5L EFRKINT
W3, 20134E® American Urological Association (AUA) 3 & 1820154 @ European
Association of Urology (EAU) 4 K54 2B WT b REKDAALFM TR ER LR L C
Wb, L L, R LTI L B0 L2k, PSAED LA OARTRHIRMFHEICEDS &
WIEBIAFAET B0 72, Ay M4 7% 04ng/mL & L7286, BB E OMBENLY
HE AL, 05ng/mL A T KK E AT IUET ¥ 28 MR (adjuvant
radiation therapy : ART) & W L CHIRIZED W L V505, EBO T RiEHIZ 04~
05ng/mL BRI E NS Z &A%\,

HALFRI TR DG, WEDIRIT % O 2w bl 22 O & e $ 5 & & 3B R TIENE
Th b, MiadB L A LS F K OPSAE, PSAR N B (PSA doubling time
PSADT), & 5IZGleason A7, Wiimbslh, FEERE, V) ¥ SR O B 5 bRk
R0 SRS 2 83 2" R T & h RO BUN g (salvage
radiation therapy ; SRT) Tsecond cure 2SI E 115, SRT ORGHEEIZDOWVWTIE, 70Gy
I CIRERICHFPMRE L SNTWE2%, L) BRI IS X 5 6 EFHLITOW TR
HEh Ty, SRTOAHEREDSHIRE LIC WA, &5 WIESRT#IZH PSAHOIKT A
RO LN WIGAIREE A V' Vi (salvage hormone therapy : SHT) 2t &b, &
512, SRT & SHT DO, R Fivzrul &3 2H0EH & SHT O HHRES b G4
Ta vk D, SGHOBRNFEOEREI N,

RANBREREEROER

AL F R E R O I LT, PLET X American Society for Radiation Oncology
(ASTRO) #*4&M L 7= PSAMH ) 3 [df D LA & R LT 2E& PSHw SNz LaL,
RVE VEETIEORERLBIGNM O RS D 250 MEI RS, 20054, HEE



PSA RAKAED 5 20ng/mL UL LD EH % A L1 T35 & 9 % Phoenix D EFA B S, H
FEIE S W LR T WD, MRIA U S I IEPSAEA — B IC ERA T2 0bw 5
PSANY Y 2% LS FTRODLIENMOENTWEY Y, LrL, PSANY ¥ ZADEFHKIZ
EEo72bON TR L, HEHREAGRS, AATAREMUFEREOWTITHRI L L &
NTW5, Phoenix DI EFRICHME S 2 PSANY ¥ 23V FROBEEICB VT 5 %iE
e 720, HEZFEBBGPLETH S,

AR LT, FoREDH D WIEFRIVE VIREDSRINE E 25. NS DREGID
HE R LB X ORI IEIE £ CoOMIB o bk Z 2N 544, 1054 LG shTBh
WBREEREZ BT 5 HITHBERIBO Y 4 IV 7 EETH D, PSA<lOng/mL TSHT %
WU EEGEREFEET S & OME "L VA, AMGleason 2 27 8 ~10, Hi V. IRHE
72 BT R B R 1 T3b ~ 4, AALFEM 5RO PSADT< 37 H, B#» S5 T TO WM
< 3AEDOFBMBLY) X 7 WT- %24 X 2 WERITIRFBBE A DRI L 225,

WRWERED D b, RFEROZHIEICOVWTIZ—EDna >y rF2ARESN TRV,
MRIDHFREIZRRE NS OO, EEEVE W) REEZ DD, BV IRERIZOWTIZ,
BRI IR RN 2 47 ) B T 5 2 e AR I NTwD, L L, HRRZEMICXY
HHE 2EMIIFOWINEZZWT 2 2 LWL OWE Y 25H ), WY 2 EMEEIZO W
TaryeryHRI/WoNT RV, FFIERIIHT 548 LT, FRigg, SvE ik,
BB AREBRAT, SR, AR RS, A AR OB & k8% (high intensity focused
ultrasound ; HIFU) 25217 5N %235, FFI2HR < HESE SN2 FFHE I v, B2
By o> Bl 55 460 13 SL B AT, 10 AR ARAL S M e PR S AR AT 38, FRAe I AR =, R
X ZFN2ZN28~53%, 70~83%, 54~89% TH s, LaL, FMAHHEIWAIRMAET ~
41%, TR 0 ~28%, WRLEEIX21 ~90%, FhEERiEIXITIZEFNICED bh b & oWE"
BHY, s TNS WA E L COMBHRTIRERHRN L D b RETH S, 1
ARy bR IR RN T b WA kzE, AL, FHREEFZFERICAEL 225 BT
& e LRG0 ) 2 7 M8 T35,

1) HAWRERAS, HARHES, HARRZBGT 2 (). B2 BRI 5 4 L 3T
&R R : 2010.
2) Stephenson AJ, Kattan MW, Eastham JA, et al. Defining biochemical recurrence of prostate
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RBRRII IR S PR IT R O BRI, BREXZECTVWIESESNE, ERE
BELTERZZLIIEGEDH S, RBNAILIIRERFTEBRORHRRDZHI(C
(3, PSAEOEMBE=F") Y IUDNREERLEINET, £CFENBRICETS

PSAH v N4 71E(30.2ng/MLETBDHEYETH B,

T=--B8
HIRBYRI VIR SRR A OIS LT, TONMAEHS»IITHE L DI, B LHER
EFRNZDOWTHRETT 5o

ﬁ £

R Je A T N7 L L2037 2 MR I T LR AR BR AT 12 D FEFE UL, — I I IZ PSA il O F5fe iy
% bR bSO EIL LR, ERES P GERAS TR LIS MRNERE O HIEZ
WipiThbnTwd, 20X 9 R FSIEAILS TS (biochemical recurrence) & 4 W I HIZ
PSA Fi%¢ (PSA recurrence) & MHIENTWw 5, PSAHIE S v b OEKRFH M E > TR D &
W 1990 4EHT R DFEBIIZ BT, Ml PSAMEDIN T E 2w LV THISE - iB25EZ D
B5 D, ROEMOEES TR I Tz PSARAEDE I & BAEHA o412
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GBI E IR RGBT 5 O LA I I8 L TE 2 5N 5 REHEO# IR E LT,
oSS MR & SRR ROV E YRR, AL PRIES) BT o N b, 9 REHRIEICO W
THEZIYA, ThE bR (ART) L LTHWRRE LoD, Thi bBuE#HE (SRT)
ELTHCEREZOPIRI IOV ERIN TS, HIHICH L TId, ARTHE & G
FRBISHE L O & v ) THA T 3 DD EAELLILEGAER (randomized controlled trial ;
RCT) A%, T3REIBEWrdG bt & oz @) A 7 O3 B W1 B v TR 2 PSA
control, HEBOHIM, EAEFROM EEZRLTWEY, —J, HBEICHT 5 kR L
LT, H—iiZo®AmXM@ITICB VT, SRT 2T 72 BEOWMIFRINAEFFIISRT 2
ZF o2 BHE LY EN TV EITREINT VS (N =R 1 032(95%CI : 019~
054, p<0001)) s BIFE LTI ART & SRT DS ICH L COMGmIEH S T wvgs,
RADICALS (Radiotherapy and Androgen Deprivation in Combination After Local
Surgery) Bt & RAVES (Radiotherapy Adjuvant vs Early Salvage) RE D 2 DD RCT 2%
BTN CTH D, WITEDARTESRTD 2007 — A% KT %4+ —7 N0V DO i
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QOLZ LY FRA Y FE LT,
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B L vwE SN TwW5BYy LA LSRTHIBIFOPSAEZ KL BEL72HE, ThPED
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1) Bolla M, van Poppel H, Collette L, et al ; European Organization for Research and Treatment
of Cancer. Postoperative radiotherapy after radical prostatectomy : a randomized controlled
trial (EORTC trial 22911) . Lancet. 2005 ; 366 : 572-8. (IL)

2) Thompson IM, Tangen CM, Paradelo ], et al. Adjuvant radiotherapy for pathological T3NOMO
prostate cancer significantly reduces risk of metastases and improves survival : long-term
followup of a randomized clinical trial. ] Urol. 2009 : 181 : 956-62. (1)

3) Wiegel T, Bottke D, Steiner U, et al. Phase Il postoperative adjuvant radiotherapy after

) ot

radical prostatectomy compared with radical prostatectomy alone in pT3 prostate cancer with
postoperative undetectable prostate-specific antigen : ARO 96-02/AUO AP 09/95. ] Clin Oncol.
2009 ; 27 : 2924-30. (1)

4) Trock BJ, Han M, Freedland SJ, et al. Prostate cancer-specific survival following salvage
radiotherapy vs observation in men with biochemical recurrence after radical prostatectomy.
JAMA. 2008 ; 299 : 2760-9. (W b)

5) Pfister D, Bolla M, Briganti A, et al. Early salvage radiotherapy following radical
prostatectomy. Eur Urol. 2014 ; 65 : 1034-43. (1)

6) Fossati N, Karnes R], Cozzarini C, et al. Assessing the Optimal Timing for Early Salvage
Radiation Therapy in Patients with Prostate-specific Antigen Rise After Radical Prostatectomy.
Eur Urol. 2016 ; 69 : 728-33. (IVb)

7) King CR. The timing of salvage radiotherapy after radical prostatectomy : a systematic
review. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2012 ; 84 : 104-11. (IL)

8) Stephenson AJ, Scardino PT, Kattan MW, et al. Predicting the outcome of salvage radiation

&
F

\
1

Mot R BOM (BAF - =




I 192

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

therapy for recurrent prostate cancer after radical prostatectomy. ] Clin Oncol. 2007 ; 25 :
2035-41. (Vb)

Briganti A, Karnes R]J, Joniau S, et al. Prediction of outcome following early salvage
radiotherapy among patients with biochemical recurrence after radical prostatectomy. Eur
Urol. 2014 ; 66 : 479-86. (IVb)

Moul JW, Wu H, Sun L, et al. Early versus delayed hormonal therapy for prostate specific
antigen only recurrence of prostate cancer after radical prostatectomy. J Urol. 2004 ; 171 :
1141-7. (Vb)

Makarov DV, Humphreys EB, Mangold LA, et al. The natural history of men treated with
deferred androgen deprivation therapy in whom metastatic prostate cancer developed
following radical prostatectomy. J Urol. 2008 ; 179 : 156-61. (Wb)

Siddiqui SA, Boorjian SA, Inman B, et al. Timing of androgen deprivation therapy and its
impact on survival after radical prostatectomy : a matched cohort study. J Urol. 2008 ; 179 :
1830-7. (Vb)

Peyromaure M, Delongchamps NB, Debré B, et al. Intermittent androgen deprivation for
biologic recurrence after radical prostatectomy : long-term experience. Urology. 2005 ; 65 :
724-9. (Wb)

Yu EY, Gulati R, Telesca D, et al. Duration of first off-treatment interval is prognostic for time
to castration resistance and death in men with biochemical relapse of prostate cancer treated
on a prospective trial of intermittent androgen deprivation. J Clin Oncol. 2010 ; 28 : 2668-73. (Wb)
Tunn U. Can Intermittent Hormone Therapy Fulfil its Promise? Eur Urol. 2008 ; Suppl. 7 : 752-
7.(I)

Schweizer MT, Huang P, Kattan MW, et al. Adjuvant leuprolide with or without docetaxel in
patients with high-risk prostate cancer after radical prostatectomy (TAX-3501) : important
lessons for future trials. Cancer. 2013 ; 119 : 3610-8. (IL)

Taplin ME, Xie W, Bubley GJ, et al. Docetaxel, estramustine, and 15-month androgen
deprivation for men with prostate-specific antigen progression after definitive local therapy for
prostate cancer. J Clin Oncol. 2006 ; 24 : 5408-13. (IVa)

Nakabayashi M, Xie W, Buckle G, et al. Long-term follow-up of a phase II trial of
chemotherapy plus hormone therapy for biochemical relapse after definitive local therapy for
prostate cancer. Urology. 2013 : 81 : 611-6. (Wb)

McKay RR, Gray KP, Hayes JH, et al. Docetaxel, bevacizumab, and androgen deprivation
therapy for biochemical disease recurrence after definitive local therapy for prostate cancer.
Cancer. 2015 ; 121 : 2603-11. (IVa)

Shipley WU, Hunt D, Lukka H, et al. Initial Report of RTOG 9601 : A Phase Il Trial in
Prostate Cancer : Anti-androgen Therapy (AAT) with Bicalutamide during and after
Radiation Therapy (RT) Improves Freedom from Progression and Reduces the Incidence of
Metastatic Disease in Patients following Radical Prostatectomy (RP) with pT2-3, NO Disease,
and Elevated PSA Levels. Int ] Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2010 ; 78 (Suppl.) : S27. (1)



CA

RS RFREROBRKRIAL
EFE(E?

IRBNBAHRBEER D ECFHBROERE, PSAREIE+ 2.0ng/mMLTH B,

-
gg

MBS EE O L LT, AL (PSA FI%) & ERMTRICHF SN,

AL D FEAL S RO FEFE D FFAMIEE 1B L Cld, Phoenix @5E3k ", 7% b PSA & ikl
520ng/mLULE A L8a 2 ALEN BB EZHL, LA2RO-HEZHBEH L ER/L
THBY, BHELELHW SN TW S BUAIBU R %IIE R 2 PSA L5 (PSA N
T YR) ELRPOTRO D L0 EHEEICRD 5L KA ABEE/NRIEREE T ICBWT
X, £ OWETPSANY ¥ ADEFH % PSA=02ng/mL & LTWAH™ Y, v shi-a
YRV AFBLER TRV, T2, IS PSANY ¥ 21303~ 0.76ng/mL O P T
BB ENDY, RAFEABE/NMRIEHE %O ELFEERICE L CTh, Phoenix D&
N TBWT 5",

BRRI PR E0E, R A L R Ic s N5, RFTHRIE, —BIICCT BN
AL WRETOZMINETH 2", MRIIC X 5 RFTHEOZHNZ, HREZILRPH LD
D (64~86%), WAL (26~44%) L Vo 72REEH DY, D720, #EEMRIRILH
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1941 4E® Huggins & " O DSk,  RIGH O EATHERT IRNE Sx$ BEEO LT RV E
YHETH ) ODIF TS, ZOMBIZEAFHNZEZMRL T A Py VERIZE BEHRTH -
7275, BERSEOMERS T A ba sy YROMBHIIEZ OND X )Tk o7,

RNVEVRBIIBIARAOOKE TRy 71, 1971412 Schally % Guillemin & A3 &
LR A IV E ¥ & )V E ¥ (luteinizing hormone-releasing hormone ; LH-RH) D& % f#
WL LX) LHRAET T= A b2BIsE S, WRHIESES TR R >722 L TH DY,
RO IRy 71%, 1982412 Labrie 5 23 HUZHMEHY, & 2 WIZNBHI R B O A TIEIA 5T
HoHLL, W7y rvar v EEOWHOLERZRBLZZLETHE Y, BUETOHET v
F a4 VR (combined androgen blockade ; CAB) #i: & W9 ZFRT, —KFNVE VP
FBELT, HLVEEBHMTORIVE VFEEHZOTHRICH L THILEL VLTS,

RIFIZBIDLEIOIRYy 71, LA VEVIEE LT, 2012EICFHLY 7 A
(degarelix) 7%, 20144E\CZ YN F I FETE T T U PEFRIEAIN -2 ETHA
Yo YNNI IFETETTEVIZHLTIZ[14, EBBRMERIIRE (FREFILEVE,
EHEERE) | OWHICHELE LT, LHRHT Y ¥ T2 N THLTFH LY 7 ADBHIE, —
WA E »FREOFEIR % Labrie 5 PSR 30ERDICKE LT TN T FT=A b
ER &, ZEBICHALTHERNSEZRI S 2VWI L2 EMEL, 7I=Z2AMIAaLM
727 VT Ty THREMF LI ENTELEMEFEIN TV, BHI L L CTldabarelix & 74
L) 7 ZAHEASE S N7228, abarelix IZEEZL T LIVF =G X O HEHAHIR S, KEE
WRINTIZ T ALY 7 A032009 4E 5 SAEH W REIC 2 > T B,

F72, BIRIANVE VBEICHETEZ TV ALEBEREINOOH 5, FANC L 2 NEHYE
BDREL o 72T &2, RANVEVEEZBIRMICEY) ETZLICEoT, AVEAZ
g B HAEE % BRI 2 AV S N2 DA19934ETH 5 Vo LIk, BRI 7% G
& o T, MR EEOH ERL OB QOL DU HE, S 5 IIZIHHEE OO ] hEk
PF SN TE TV,

AL DTN [ ARIGH O MEITVERT ZIIEN T 2 BROHUNI RV E VRETH ) ODUF
TWa] LR L7722, ORI REREETICETV200d LNk v, I OEHRK
BRI, high-volume DL % A 3 & RIGHGEATHERT B B E 2L, w250 FRILVE
VR AL OB RN L T2 T VAR E N 005 L L9712, T UFIL
FINRTEITUVEOHFHANVEVEDL, SOHICHELTOEHPEZOLNATBY, &4
%, BIZBEO RN E YFREOE 2 HRERMEEAK E SERT 20 HEED 5.
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of androgen injection on serum phosphatases in metastatic carcinoma of the prostate. Cancer
Res. 1941 5 1 : 293-7.

2) Schally AV, Arimura A, Kastin AJ, et al. Gonadotropin-releasing hormone : one polypeptide

e

regulates secretion of luteinizing and follicle-stimulating hormones. Science. 1971 ; 173 : 1036-8.
3) Labrie F, Dupont A, Belanger A, et al. New hormonal therapy in prostatic carcinoma :



e A

combined treatment with an LHRH agonist and an antiandrogen. Clin Invest Med. 1982 ; 5 :
267-75. (V)

4) Akakura K, Bruchovsky N, Goldenberg SL, et al. Effects of intermittent androgen suppression
on androgen-dependent tumors : Apoptosis and serum prostate-specific antigen. Cancer.
1993 5 71 : 2782-90.

5) Sweeney CJ, Chen YH, Carducci M, et al. Chemohormonal Therapy in Metastatic Hormone-
Sensitive Prostate Cancer. N Engl ] Med. 2015 : 373 : 737-46. (1)
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BRTWah?

—REINEVEEELT, X704 RER7 Y ROV VEZRAVWEEST > MOS
VIERT (CAB) #i%(3, EBEMBLZLHBRLTEMELNEL, BEER-QOL- &
BUEERAELBVUHAINZEEAATH /28, FIBTIIEERED1 D& LTHE
TNB, =1L, EBMERIIRECH T3 CABEEDEAIY (IBFRE(C (XTI T W

BWZEICBBETBLENDS.

BEx-BHW
RSB L ORIBHROT > Fulyy 2 ol s 5720, REHELiT v buy 3
O P (CABHEEE) A5Labrie 12 & o TRIE S TEBKE, CABHIEOH MM & 24tk
% BYHPIRTE & WERG§ 5 B EE 2 ST E 720 BRI IR IS 5 — &K
Ve HEE L LT CABREN RS HMIREE L I L TER TV L 2 RGET %0

;3
Z7uA4 RWHLT v Fasr V38 (SAA), FEAT A FERL7 ~ Fus v 3 (NSAA) © 9
%, 7% 3 K& nilutamide (RFFARAKGE) 12DWTUE, #AFMERT R EE (C D1./D2 1)
2R3 % CABHR L & 58 BUMOE Tk & JL i L 7230 DL 1 oo i 1] & o 2 A 2 b BE e 5 B
(randomized controlled trial ; RCT) 25 THBY), 27 F ) Y ALHEHE SN Tw5E> Y,
Prostate Cancer Trialists’ Collaborative Group (PCTCG) 12X % X% 75V ¥ X (FENT R4
D 88% ML) Tld, SAEEAFFILCABE L & HEHMB L O IR I HE X
B dolze TNOLORRIL, i, WBREDNIFEBLED, SRS NR R D,
W& Shholb LTwah, M LAIT ¥ Fuy v EoME CIlE, KBy b g
L CSAA Z H\W7-CAB#IETIIL LY A 7 2813% LA (5 AEEAAFH 2.8% EALICHY) L
7zDIZx L, NSAA % W7z CABFETIZFE LY A 7 058 % ik (5 44 A7 2.9% L
CHY) L, D IECHEIMFINCHEETH 572" TRH ORI, Flb, R, SR 28
PR EEDNIZ L S nE LTWA, Samson 5D A F 7 F 1Y ¥ ATIX, CAB#EEIZFEE
Bk & i U C 2 R RITIEEDS 2, SFEEEFRICAERERZE (N F— N
0871) o720 D2 R & RE L 72T CTld, 2 FERAEFRICITEDN L h o7z, B
HIEICE LA EHZIICABRIET L D BN {, CABBLEOH Ak 5 EREAFROHE
FoERLVWHIFIREL, HERRHER) A2 0O LA BLOENIIL % QOLIEK T o fElk &
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W RFIZEDNT Y ZAZBBTEBIRE ENERETHLELTWDY,

FERRT—RANVEVEELE LTROEHIN TR YA VY I FIZHT 5518 & RCT
E v RIBTITb 7 CABH#E & B HMREOILBGAE " Clx, ¥V y I F&H
W7z CABHRE DO RAAFFRII RS HMEL ) DARITE o7z (NWF =R 1 078), H7
fEtT Tl Cl B L DI WO EA731E CABHRIE CHEIZE A o 7288, D2 TIZEN %2>
720 HERZSCEMEMORI T O 7 7 4 VICHBEH TEIE % L, JHRBEECKmMICET 2
QOL ®» R I3 13 CABHIETHEN T\ zo D2 IR IRNE IS8 % CABBIEICBIF A YA
VEIFETLVY I FORKEREY TR, EAVYIFER7LVY I FEEIDLMETITO
WIR ONF— R0 093), EFHIM N =R :087) LDEREEINLMMNICHS DD,
HRRAETIE G o7ze EHINY I FRECTMIRDBEEN D - 7228, MRIC X 2 H#H IR
%, INVEIFHETEFRHBL TR AEBEPIERS o720 TORBTHW LN
EHhF 3 Fids0mg/HTHY), EBRORFTORETHSN7280mg/H X ) LIEHET
HHIELICHMBEIRELEbNR L, Klotzb" 1E, PCTCGD * % 7 F 1) ¥ A &
Schellhammer & DRERO 7 — ¥ Z AT L, €AV ¥ I F& 7 CABFRE T RE B
WEL D DARTHL LHE LT D, BHMEIRGHITLEA NS I FOBMEHITRR
WKCRESLDTHLEINTWEY Y,

—RARINVE VBB 5 CABBRETT=RIE, AT E D &<, #O$%T%W%
YA ZT B ORI CREREOZNOEGFUTTH D LMEEN TS
R VR AT BRI O FRICE L T, RIBO KB T — % X—Z Japan Study Group of
Prostate Cancer (J-CaP) 12k % &, R, VCTEAELFRICH L CCABRENRZNLUIND
AVEVFEL ) BERTOLWEEND 2 T2 T — 7 N—=2 % 723 7
T, @AFFIZBWTNIMO A Mlb,MIcHER (/NF— K 066.70.75,7063), EHH I
PSA 75500 ~ 1,000ng/mL OHER, KNV TJ-CAPRA 2 27 A3 10 LL L0 %Ef) (5 4E44
173246.6% vs 36.3%) TO CABIIEDBEMMEAIT/RENT WD, ZDXHIZ, KIBOFEEHR
TIIE L CAB#EDATHONTEY, TEF VAL VIEEL ZOPEHICOWTOHRD
ERMEINTETWD, L7205 T, BN TIZCABIRBRIIAINC BT B in M mi 37 I 12
B —RAINVE VFEOEREL AT I ENTEX L, —J, WRINICAL L, HHALVE
VERPUEAI DI RE & 7 o 72 BUE, —RAIVE VR E L CCABIREEZ®RINT A0 L
IPRBHEMEOMTHEROBHE—2ZA TRV LIC R ETLILENH L,

1) Labrie F, Dupont A, Belanger A, et al. New hormonal therapy in prostatic carcinoma :
combined treatment with an LHRH agonist and an antiandrogen. Clin Invest Med. 1982 ; 5 :
267-75. (V)

2) Prostate Cancer Trialists’ Collaborative Group. Maximum androgen blockade in advanced
prostate cancer : an overview of the randomised trials. Lancet. 2000 ; 355 : 1491-8.(I)

3) Samson DJ, Seidenfeld J, Schmitt B, et al. Systematic review and meta-analysis of monotherapy

F ) ot

compared with combined androgen blockade for patients with advanced prostate carcinoma.
Cancer. 2002 ; 95 : 361-76. (1)

4) Klotz L, Schellhammer P, Carroll K. A re-assessment of the role of combined androgen
blockade for advanced prostate cancer. BJU Int. 2004 ; 93 : 1177-82.( 1)
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LHRHa monotherapy : a multicenter, randomized, double-blind, comparative study. J Cancer
Res Clin Oncol. 2008 ; 134 : 1385-96. (1)

Schellhammer PF, Sharifi R, Block NL, et al. Clinical benefits of bicalutamide compared with
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WA=, wIeb—, FESEEZ, B AEFTVER AR 103 2 MAB SO 2 R R 50#r.
5 & ALHE. 2007 ; 34 : 589-95. (Wh)
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IR O — ANV E VL L LTABTIIMERLAERI 7 I =AM (Va—70L ) v F
23Tl ) V)WL NTE R, LHRH7 T= A M Z WAV E VL, B508
BT AMNATUyO—#EO LA (FAMATO =) 2520, REM%E, &
EREOMEIGER T 2 BHPEMENE0 7 L7 7y THE 2 BT 52 %, T X b
AT U EDIEEL XVIZEGET 5 DOIZREMDB D052 L, LIIEA XY NOFREY A7 %
BME 52 LEDSEELE 5> TW5, 20124E 10 ICLH-RHT ¥ ¥ T=A M (FH LY 7 R)
AHENTHETEEIN, ZOMAPILIY2OH 5,

|

b

ﬁ =

C2likB" 12X 5 &, LHRH7 ¥ # T=A MFH LY Z Z)FLHRH7 T=Z b (V) 22—
TaL) V) THAOLNETAMATR Y=V ERIFTIERLMFBPT A NAT O i #E
RPIZEBLNVIZEE S, %5 3 HHEIZIZ95% M EOSER T05ng/mLUT £ T L
TWwize F72FHLY 2 AH5H% 4B TR 2 —7F 0L VIZHAPSAfE %2 112
BTS2, 5T =70 L) JMiE I fl#Ecs V€ >~ (FSH) fiti % Jifii 0955 % 12
KT SEZDIHLT, ALY 7 ATIRAEEOF 0% E TRT S22 ERHLNIT R 5
7275, PSAFEHRER L OBEIIAWTH 5. CS21 RO BIFNTIZB VT, £fhko PSA Ik
HRRCTRIMEICAEEZRD LR o7, X—2AF5 1 Y PSA>20ng/mL O BERHETIZT
ALY 7 ZAHE5IC L) PSAFSRE COMBAARICER L2 @MEShTwa?, 72, 7
ALY 7 AN BERESICB I AMET VA ) ARAT7 75 —¥ (ALP) fliz) 2a—7 1LY
VICHAREEIETEELI L HEIhTws Y, HFEHRICHLTRTHLY 2 A TIRIE
WAL SUBASBHF IS WS EE R L 037, 2R HDREIERT 2 & sha ", Zofl,
Ay b7y v aReRBEMEOHERROBIFIILARA7 T= A b L IZIZHETHZ
SAAFIIE & PSAFEFF R ARSI A ME Tk, CS21 #kli & CS35 ikl € L2 U il
DIENE T ED R Do 7205, TNHEDOT—VEFIZBWT, ALY 7 AELHRAT7 T=
AFWa=7al ) rEFITEL) V) IS L TERBICEEFAIIE O — R 047,
p=0023) & AEALFMEFIEALER ONF— K071, p=0017) # @ HES - L HE SR

E
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Tw2, LA Lads, CS21 @i CS35 bl s o5 Sz LHRH7 T =2 b
BRRLZLER, THLY) 2 ZAOHG5HEBEL L0, KRlRoO M ToOmid N5,
ZOMOBIRT Y REA ¥ FOFET, ALY 2 ZAZLHRH7 I =2 b L ERTHH
MEIEIRRL T EBIREEPAZEREIRD AN F BV EREENTVD Y, EHIEFALY 7 A
130 (cardiovascular disease ; CVD) OREADH 5 BH O 72750 ILE AL X b
RIEFZINWEC T TORMEZABICERE L2 SNE, $72, #5837 HBICBT S0
TR OBAFTIZ T L) 7 ARG L TR L Y Y+ EANY I FIZBWTEIZREST
Bo7ehs, EBEHIBSEIR 2 3 7 (IPSS) TRk L 72 TEREBIERIE T LY 7 A THE
L. 2O E LT, BRI R OIS MRk 13 GnREZ AL, A4
kA YRl A DRERTR ol ZBEZEO R EZToTWA I EARBEINTNWEY,
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57 : 836-42. (1)

3) Schroder FH, Tombal B, Miller K, et al. Changes in alkaline phosphatase levels in patients with

—

prostate cancer receiving degarelix or leuprolide : results from a 12-month, comparative, phase
Il study. BJU Int. 2010 ; 106 : 182-7. (1L )
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ERIRZN A DM, Wwat. 2014 ;27 1 871-9. (Va)
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BER, QOL, #HMZHET B LFHRNFINEFEOABRELE UTHELERE
TH3. LML, BE7O0MI-IPECREZZTZEERIEHATNATOLZVS

EICHRICEETIVELNDH S,

Bx - BY

BRI RV E v L FRRER A VB 3L & LGS L 72 KBGO KSR, ThET
WCHT ENZZBBEDORCT DY AT YT 4 v 7 LE2—R X Z T F ) VAPHEHE I T,
B ARV & VIR DS HERE A AR OV & VR & IRk L CAERIME, AEFSR, QOL, BFEHo
B2 OHMTH 29T %,

KHFEZ RCT Ok FeAT20124E ISHIR W THES S N7ze SWOGI346 3Bk T, #iBlic
Wi SR E2 AT LRI R E3M0BID D B, 7 A H R o8 AR IC PSAEA 4
ng/mLELT & 72 5 72153561 % IR R V& VB RE & By R LV RIS T 0 1 ol
B CHEESIZE D N 72 BERYR B 98 SE DN T, AEFMIBICE L CRIXI AV
E VBB OFFRN BV E VBB T 2 IEHEIIMEIFIREH S e 0o 720 FhREB &
OREMERED 2 2 713 E ) 3% 3 7 H TIRIRIFIVE VREEIAZICERL TV
5, VB 7 4 I > 7 TIMEE RIS FNICHEEREITALN LR ol
Grade O @&\ BHRMEA EHLOBBEIZ AL Do 72,

NCIC-CTG PR.7iRER* Clx, BRURMERT BRI 03 2 B IO U R I d 5 VI AE T
RIS AR ED S 14D L RGE L 22 %ICPSAMEAS 3 ng/mL 2 2, 2 0mbRimko %
V1,386 B % R B R OV E R & R ROV E VTR ] ¢ 1 OEE TS ICED
) 720 BB AP ULfE 6.9 4E O FENT T, AEAFHIRNICE U CRIKI AV E VLD b
RVE VPRBTH UTHRETAICIES I TH 5 2 EASE S Nz HEFHZOMHEIIED %
Ao7ze QOLICEILTIE, ERICHTZ2EHHD ) bRy b7 5 v ¥ a o WATADORE, K
BRAER TIXR RISV E VIR CH BRI A a7 Tho 72,

FR U7z 2 EBEDAMC S BIAE T TICI0U EORCT 28 rb T 5785, W EE (R
FTVEmT IR, BUA G R P TR R, R ), AL LR OB AR ED
FESCHIE, AVEVEEOL YA VB LUK VE VEEHOKIE - BROLENF
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LEHLTHY, BSUEL KW E Y ZORZOTATITA v 7L Ea—RAFTF Y
ZIZ X BEHAEAA SN TV B, BRI FIVE VHEEIZOWT, Magnan &°'% Tsai b V1%
FHm RV E VIREOREE 2 V15, Brungs 5 I3 AR 5 HEHER#TH S, Niraula &
BT B ICHLTE T U AN D L Efam L TWb, —J, Botrel 573D X ) %%
BRI LTV v, ShSOHETIEL T A 01E, ST a7 IwsE, ARA NG
RIS S, SRR R 2B D & TR R AV E VR ERIN A VE iR L I
U CRAFHBICE LTS 2 WIEELUETH L LR L TWEHTH S, QOLR
AEFRZIIOVTHRAMN R ERBITAATETH S L LTWDE D DAL\, Botrel 57
X QOLNDOREIIFFTH D00, MARMIVE VFEHTRY M7 9 v ¥ 2058
EBRHBEICKLS, BT A2 27 3EVWHEHIICHLELTWD, BEEIAMIONVT,
Niraula & I3 BR IRV E VFBIT LD 48% DFREBHIMATHIATN L & L T2,
BIRIGAILE VREORB T b I — VO, BIRIFIVE VRECTHEICEEL 2T
5 BEMOBINIEE DRI LETH ), MW aEEERe LCfERINSE T
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IoHILY I REAREE (F5ER) LBLT, PEsFEILaBRROBEICNTS
EEFHRZERICERLE. RESFEIVAERTOEBEECH L TEER LOEER
TOHRS L UEEFHRZERICERL, EZEREMIREICHTSEEEEL
THEI NS,

ABRINTHEERELTRFR, BETR BHARFEHNHSBH, $<([FGrade 1~
2THY, BHREUEHNEV. LHL, BTRHBIHNEELEO L L TM/IMRED,

BN H D, AEMRE 4 BARBESECEERRINETH S,

Bx - BY

mCRPCIZH T 5 Pty F L VPSkOFHBHREL LT Ly IR, TEIT0 Y,
HNY FF VPR TOHRCTERES N, HEHERICODMEDLDNL L) IChoTE&, T
YHNE I FIZOARND Y 77 ¥ FREEWH], @ ARBNBITOME, OARDDNAMEGS
X Dcofactor £ FHEEF D AR ¥ 7 OVIPHIRY RIS X 0 BEGETE 2 $H 3 2 88l 7 ~ Mo
FUETHYY, HEROFEATOAL FEHILT v For v e A2 l$ 5847 Th 5,
ARETEZ UYLV Y I FOERMEE & HITHMEA I = A LAREETREFERLRIIOVTH
EERAD

TIPS I FORERMIES8 H T, Mg 4 HECaEwIREE 25", BE~h
EEOERREREE (ZLT7F=r YT 5 A30~89mL/5) DEZICBITLT VLS 3
FERGHOEPT D7) 75 v A%, BREEFEELEAKTH -/, 72, kRS
(K5 547, ChildPughZ A B) IZBWT, TUyHNLF I FHEHGHEOZYFILY IR
S O & B o) I v I B IR AR R AR (AUC) IZHFRSRE IR (e ) L Ak T
Hotz's UEoZ s, ThO5DBEITHT 2 HEREOLIEIZ R,

Scher 513 mCRPC L # 140B1ICx 45 =L & 3 F (BFa— F : MDV3100) D% 4:
HERABFHOMF L HWE LT - THRBREZIT, BRIFRPUESEER L Zetk i o,
% K iy B & (maximum tolerated dose ; MTD) 13240mg/ H TH o7z & i LT w57,
AFFIRM iXBi 13 Ft 7 F L ViE#HO mCRPC EH 119961 2 x4 & L7z T, =¥
FIPFRETTERMEZ 2 ¢ LICEAERFIVAAT L, FEI Y PR 2B NRE L
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EMM_EERRCT CTH S, EFMMOPIMHEIZIZ VS I FHETI8ANH, 7
FTERBETIBOAHTHY, Ty I NI T T 2R L AR TR 2 A BICE
EL, CY A7 Z3T%IET S (N —=FI 063 (p<0.001)),

kT Y FRA ¥ ML TIE, PSAEDOS0% L EOETA TSR REE2 %Il LT
VWIS I FHETHMU%DREFTRD LN (p<0.001)s TXHIVF I FHED25%DRERFIIZ
BT, PSAE2I90% L EOKT 2/R L7ze AL WigEF coliofh iy, 77+
AREE30A A LT VNS I FHS3IAALARICERL T (%= KR 025(95%
CI:020~0.30, p<0001))o HEWFEREL AT AHEEIL, 77 KRH208%H 52%), T~
YHNE I FEEA46 61 (56%) ThH o 7255, 09 LEERHMIRZ DR BN 223 1E, w4
BN F XN e EbE T T IR EARIIH L VNS I FHE29% & A EICELF
ThH (p<0001), W OMEmEEALFE ORI 7 7 L RE29 7 o LTz ¥
VI FRHSIN AL ABICIEREL T (=K :040(95%CI : 035~047, p<
0.001))s FACT-PIZHE S QOLERHILX, I R8BI LTy H Ny I KT
43% EAEFICUEL T2 (p<0001), FHHEIES (skeletal related events ; SRE) O #)[A]
FEFTOMBE ORI, IR RBEIS3IAHCH LTIy Ly I FF167HH AR
WIER LTz V=R 069 (95%CI : 057 ~0.84, p<0001)). AFFIRM #5# Tig,
IYyHNVY I FRETHRIROE» o 2 EMNIENES (215%), EL(201%), 13TH
(150%), fakKE (126%), HEIAE (10.0%) TH Y, FE#IX 56 (06%) TH - 7o

PREVAILZRERIE Nt % F L ViBE O mCRPCEF 1TI7TH 2 x5 & L BRT, H#
BE 7R RBE 1 0 LICEEASD ML, W EoMER AL & aAAA N 2 3225
IV RRA VP LAEIHEERRCTTH S, 2EFHMICOVTIE, 77 KRE
2B A OFRYLE302 4 A (95% CI: 280 ~F#E9) Ik LT, =)Ly 3
FEETI1E324 4 A (95% CI: 301 ~FEE3) T, TN F I FHETHELREAFHRO
WEIREINT: (=R 1 071(95% CI: 0.60~0.84, p<0.001)o M5 I o> 4EbE M| 1
M omIE, 7 eRE3IDHICH LTI VLY I FEIZPURMEICENE L 2 d o 72
(=R 0.19(95% CI: 0.15~0.23, p<0001))o QOL, ¥, SREFEFRIZOWVWTDH
IUHNS I FOBEBREI#HE SR Tw5 T,

BREX M, ST YN F I RS (primary resistance) T & 5 B 25 AFFIRM i k&
CBWTHB% RO LN, F B0 SR DH - 7256 b 2 O %Ki (secondary
resistance) Z &4 5, TOMFE L LT, OARMEREZRIZIZIVFLY I FOTI=
A MEY, @ARD H Y FREGEHMARBLAEZREAROHBHRY, @7 VvaavFas K
BRDORBIGE", S MEINTVL, TUHFLY I FHIEED AWS O EOKE T,
306U 2 BN PSAOIE T 2 B 72 &L DG H 2 s

Enzalutamide Expanded Access Program (EAP) @ EFH G o & TlE, I8 57 & (&
Grade /Grade 3L 1 :39.1.799%), W5 (227 .24%), BEHAIRE (148.71.6%) 25 b 4
BEOBWAERRTHY, KEZ08%BICADO TS Y, HEHGORIERLIL, AFICB
JHZUHNE I FORFERREZ T LOZHREREYICB T, ETR, SRR 2 H
BILAN, JE57 0%, BREDY 4 BB NSRRI L TB Y, FEE MR EAVE ¥ iKE



[ 2

T D (438) Y L 13IE L T b FRICT5MDL Lo BRI 267 %, 957 &
20%, BERRAIRA0% & F\ e F 7z, A SCEAWET S /MGEA S BN S iz, 1ZE A
EOIEFNIB W THERLIIHG 2 AR PINICHILL Tnw b, B5IEH% 2 ~ 481, M
WAL 2 &0 THEE 2 RBBISESLIEE W2 b FBIIFIERE 1 % RG220 0 EE LA

JETH D,

1 H# 558 240mg L F O#E 0 %, 360mghE 4 %, 480mgHE 5 %, 600mg#ht33%

EHBERAGYETH B R MO D H 5 B, MBI, 713 — VK
B3 LTRSS T RETH S,
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7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

Tran C, Ouk S, Clegg NJ, et al. Development of a second-generation antiandrogen for
treatment of advanced prostate cancer. Science. 2009 ; 324 : 787-90. (II)

Shore ND, Chowdhury S, Villers A, et al. Efficacy and safety of enzalutamide versus
bicalutamide for patients with metastatic prostate cancer (TERRAIN) : a randomised, double-
blind, phase 2 study. Lancet Oncol. 2016 : 17 : 153-63. (1)

Scher HI, Beer TM, Higano CS, et al ; Prostate Cancer Foundation/Department of Defense
Prostate Cancer Clinical Trials Consortium. Antitumour activity of MDV3100 in castration-
resistant prostate cancer : a phase 1-2 study. Lancet. 2010 ; 375 : 1437-46. (II)

XTANDI" Full prescribing information. https://www.astellas.us/docs/12A005-ENZ-WPLPDF :
accessed on July 13, 2016. (IVb)

Scher HI, Fizazi K, Saad F, et al ; AFFIRM Investigators. Increased survival with
enzalutamide in prostate cancer after chemotherapy. N Engl J Med. 2012 ; 367 : 1187-97. (1)
Beer TM, Armstrong AJ, Rathkopf DE, et al ; PREVAIL Investigators. Enzalutamide in
metastatic prostate cancer before chemotherapy. N Engl ] Med. 2014 : 371 : 424-33.(1IL)

Loriot Y, Miller K, Sternberg CN, et al. Effect of enzalutamide on health-related quality of life,
pain, and skeletal-related events in asymptomatic and minimally symptomatic, chemotherapy-
naive patients with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer (PREVAIL) : results from a
randomised, phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2015 ; 16 : 509-21. (I )

Korpal M, Korn JM, Gao X, et al. An F876L mutation in androgen receptor confers genetic and
phenotypic resistance to MDV3100 (enzalutamide) . Cancer Discov. 2013 ; 3 : 1030-43. (II)

Li Y, Chan SC, Brand L], et al. Androgen receptor splice variants mediate enzalutamide
resistance in castration-resistant prostate cancer cell lines. Cancer Res. 2013 : 73 : 483-9. (II)
Arora VK, Schenkein E, Murali R, et al. Glucocorticoid receptor confers resistance to
antiandrogens by bypassing androgen receptor blockade. Cell. 2013 ; 155 : 1309-22. (1)
Rodriguez-Vida A, Bianchini D, Van Hemelrijck M, et al. Is there an antiandrogen withdrawal
syndrome with enzalutamide? BJU Int. 2015 : 115 : 373-80. (IVa)

Joshua AM, Shore ND, Saad F, et al ; Enzalutamide Expanded Access Study Investigators.
Safety of enzalutamide in patients with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer
previously treated with docetaxel : expanded access in North America. Prostate. 2015 : 75 :
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T AT I AMEHRREH. A2 25 VIV TR A0mg IR %A AR SO SHAE. https//
amn.astellas.jp/jp/di/list/xta/pms/pms_160317011742874.pdf : accessed on July 13, 2016. (IVa)
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TESTAVRERSNEH?
FERTREHEEFRICIZ
EDLS3BHLDHHBH?

EBOHZEZEREMIIRECH LT, CFRENH SV EBEEFREROTES T
O>+ prednisone ftAEEI3, SEFHRVES LORIEREFHREREDOEMY
HerL, #EINS.

BEERICE, HRERECHRITE (NERBEFLHY, TEHLETH S,

IIBO

E=-HMN

FEFTPERI VAR ISR LT, TAMATO YRR EEE 7 v Far v (androgen
deprivation therapy ; ADT), ®»2WIZZFNIIPT ¥ Fur 32§ % RV E V)T
fibihd, LaL, %< OREFIDPEERITIZCRPCICZE 50 AFFO CRPCIH#IE, L7 v F
U#/%@xEﬁﬁ%lxbU#/%#%ﬁmﬁé:~mm$w%yﬁ&%F%&#%wm
L BALEBEIT DN TE e TESTO YR T Y Fur v ElEHRTH Y, CRPCIEME
L LTOAMEIZOW TGS 5,

B’ =

TESTFRYIE, ALATH—ARLT Y RFay ry~NOGERKEED ) B, R#EEE
CYPI7TA Z #PUYICHHEL T, 7 Fuar v &z ifl+ %, LHRHEAIZ L 2 ADT XD
b, TEIFuryZiBMT A2 8Lk TES B X OHBTO7 >~ Fosr v ez ik
LE8eEsY, 2FD, §TICADT 2% CTWwWACRPCEFZOMP T v Fay VigkEs T
B LK o TR ERT

AN BT, fbsk (B2 Ry F 2L iE#H) OmCRPCEZ MR E L2 EHHHROD,
7T REMIBE L72% ik o KBS TAHRER2 T b7z (COU-AA-301 ilR) *c & Dk
B, 7€ 5751 1000mg + prednisone 10mg/ H & 7+ K + prednisone 10mg/ H O
H#Z2 0 10T, LISBEAMAANS NIz, BN C1, 91287 HD
B CERT Y RS v oA MIE 7T e 7 a0 VX148 A, 77 L RE
1097 H M= KL 1 065 (p<0.001)) TH o 720 AfLFWEREAGELRIZ, 7¥S 70
YEEN102H A, T RRED66H HTH o7 WAENTIX, U202 5 A OB
W<, @AFNME7EsTa v B8 H, 77 RS 1L2HH (¥ — R :0.74
(p<0.0001)) Th -7z, EfLFWEEAFEE, T 70 VBR85S H, 75&

L
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REED6.6 7 HTh o720 Mg LOBEEALLNMI, 7E¥I 70 #3567 H, 771K
BIX36 7 HTHo7zo T2, PSARFE (PSAHEDS0% LU EOEKT) 13, 75570 v
H3295%, 77 AREEDNS5%THY, WINBTEITT UV HOFRELREELRDZ, &
5I, TESTuyBHTIRT I L RBICHANAEICBREROBRD R Ow®", QOL O
Wi 2R L72e COU-AA30LIRERDOH 7T ClE, 7TV I T Uy BHBLUOT I REEL D
WCHEBBREOmMP Y » Fayr (7 A NATFe Y, 7Y FuA7F Y4y, Feiox
7y FuA70Y) S X ) & EcERIR L, RCERIRE X ) D RICEEAE O
RO SNz 72, MHT7 Y Far MoKz, 7TEs7a B 75
LRBEI DD EEEMBOAEELREENH 72" oMb, Eif (755K, 750 E) %
e DA EICHED 5, TEIT T Y BHIET T 2R L TR R Wi o
WEAFHHOABELRERZBO TS,

Ab&29R 01 o CRPCHER (1,088 %) 23512, 7 ¥ 55 1 ¥ 1,000mg + prednisone 10mg/
HoP58# L 75 €K+ prednisone 10mg/ H O¥F5H%Z 1 @ 1 OB D AFIF TRBEL TAH
RERDFME S N7z (COU-AA-3023RB5%) o &I IV TV FEEBSICAWS 2R L 72 ERTH
D, FEL Y FRA Y MIEAFYN &m0 B EALLIE CTH > 720 T RIIRHT O E,
W15 b o BT AL M O VR, QOLO%E AT ¥ I T u Y HTHEICRD LR
720 WASENTOFEETIE, SAEHFHMETES Ty BohIvEnr347 7 A, 75 R
3037 H N —FH 081 (p=00033) THo/e 7ILRBEDU% D HEBEBEHETT E
70 VEREZTTURIC b ST, SEFMEICHEEZ ROz, S5, (b5
J:0E A, performance status (PS) ®EAL, AR T2+ 44 FMER, A bsm
MERGEAELLEIE ZNZN, TESTa v ERT I RBICHRTEBICERL T,
PSAZE#13615% &£ 238% TH Y, TE¥IFuryHIrAEAZ b TRIFTH-72", &
BTy FRA VoL EAE I & WG b o MR AL R R A 2SR S o s

20ODWAVETIMREE L, 7V 70y ORERZED - 720 COU-AA-302 B0 A E
HEOMT, BRESHEHSEITEITurBE IR BTRERE I h o7, #E
INF IS FBRHOAERSE T, RS CERKIIE, OIEREES, WREEcirizT
L% hoize IHBEREED ALT B X OVAST E51312% vs 5%, 11% vs 5% TH D &
HCTERDo7D, FEITREAFERRTH 5,

FEIP T4 T AHERER (JPN-10238%) 237 b i, 7 ¥ 551 > 250 /500 1,000mg & H
B o R — MFZEOM R, MTD2Y1,000mg & i%5E S 7ze i M i BRI ERE 1 2 ~
SEEMICTHY, TEIF TR VHMKZGICL - T, MbhavFazxsarolbfges A AT
OYBIOFL RO 7y FuxsruroaizgbzRosz"s Zodbk, bk
{6# O mCRPCAE (4841) % x5 & L7z E P4 T AHRER (JPN-201 386%) 231 b7z
MOB—RET, 7¥55821000mg+ 7L F=va »10mg/ AdxEG- SNz, 4 7
B GBI RMET60(2~9) THo72" FET Y FKRA ¥ b OPSAZER) 1L 29/48 )
(604%) TH Y, FIRT Y FEA ¥ b OWIE Lo EEEALFEIEhIMET253 H Th - 720
W15 OBV, B5Z%) (PR) A%4 /1861 (22.2%), A% (SD) A311/18 %1 (61.1%)
THo7zo N ¥ X LIViHEEEOmCRPCHER % x5 & L7z EINES T AHRER (JPN-202 7k Ex)
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DPSAZERNZ1X13/46 61 (283%) TH V), 44 5 A B (COU-AA-301 #kER) 12T
TV R TH o7 AFICBIT LT YT 70 v OLEFERIICT 25081, SHoRsE
ERERIEI RO BV, B, JPN20IHBROAHERF L LT, HHEREREA375% (Grade 3
13104%) 124 SR, Grade 3OFIMLEIX 1 FIOATH - 725 JPN-2027R085% T O IFHEBE R 1L,
1074741 (21.3%), Grade 31&85% CTH VD, FE AN F a4 FHHEDOHERFORIEIT T
TGrade 2L FTH 72",

e

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

Taplin ME, Montgomery B, Logothetis C]J, et al. Intense androgen-deprivation therapy with
abiraterone acetate plus leuprolide acetate in patients with localized high-risk prostate
cancer : results of a randomized phase II neoadjuvant study. J Clin Oncol. 2014 ; 32 : 3705-15. (II)
de Bono JS, Logothetis CJ, Molina A, et al ; COU-AA-301 Investigators. Abiraterone and
increased survival in metastatic prostate cancer. N Engl ] Med. 2011 : 364 : 1995-2005. (I )
Fizazi K, Scher HI, Molina A, et al ; COU-AA-301 Investigators. Abiraterone acetate for
treatment of metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer : final overall survival analysis of
the COU-AA-301 randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol.
2012 ; 13 : 983-92. (1)

Sternberg CN, Molina A, North S, et al. Effect of abiraterone acetate on fatigue in patients
with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer after docetaxel chemotherapy. Ann Oncol.
2013 ; 24 : 1017-25. (1)

Logothetis CJ, Basch E, Molina A, et al. Effect of abiraterone acetate and prednisone compared
with placebo and prednisone on pain control and skeletal-related events in patients with
metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer : exploratory analysis of data from the COU-
AA-301 randomised trial. Lancet Oncol. 2012 ; 13 : 1210-7. (I)

Harland S, Staffurth J, Molina A, et al ; COU-AA-301 Investigators. Effect of abiraterone
acetate treatment on the quality of life of patients with metastatic castration-resistant prostate
cancer after failure of docetaxel chemotherapy. Eur J Cancer. 2013 : 49 : 3648-57. (II)

Ryan CJ, Molina A, Li ], et al. Serum androgens as prognostic biomarkers in castration-
resistant prostate cancer : results from an analysis of a randomized phase II trial. J Clin Oncol.
2013 ; 31 : 2791-8. (1)

Mulders PF, Molina A, Marberger M, et al. Efficacy and safety of abiraterone acetate in an
elderly patient subgroup (aged 75 and older) with metastatic castration-resistant prostate
cancer after docetaxel-based chemotherapy. Eur Urol. 2014 ; 65 : 875-83.(II)

Goodman OB ]Jr, Flaig TW, Molina A, et al. Exploratory analysis of the visceral disease
subgroup in a phase Il study of abiraterone acetate in metastatic castration-resistant prostate
cancer. Prostate Cancer Prostatic Dis. 2014 ; 17 : 34-9. (L)

Ryan C]J, Smith MR, de Bono JS, et al ; COU-AA-302 Investigators. Abiraterone in metastatic
prostate cancer without previous chemotherapy. N Engl ] Med. 2013 ; 368 : 138-48. (1)

Basch E, Autio K, Ryan CJ, et al. Abiraterone acetate plus prednisone versus prednisone alone
in chemotherapy-naive men with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer : patient-
reported outcome results of a randomised phase 3 trial. Lancet Oncol. 2013 : 14 : 1193-9. (1)
Ryan CJ, Smith MR, Fizazi K, et al ; COU-AA-302 Investigators. Abiraterone acetate plus
prednisone versus placebo plus prednisone in chemotherapy-naive men with metastatic
castration-resistant prostate cancer (COU-AA-302) : final overall survival analysis of a
randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled phase 3 study. Lancet Oncol. 2015 ; 16 : 152-60.
(m)

Morris MJ, Molina A, Small E]J, et al. Radiographic progression-free survival as a response
biomarker in metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer : COU-AA-302 results. J Clin
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14)

15)

16)

Oncol. 2015 ; 33 : 1356-63. (1)

Matsubara N, Uemura H, Fukui I, et al. Phase-1 study of abiraterone acetate in chemotherapy-
naive Japanese patients with castration-resistant prostate cancer. Cancer Sci. 2014 ; 105 : 1313-
20. (1)

Matsubara N, Uemura H, Satoh T, et al. A phase 2 trial of abiraterone acetate in Japanese men
with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer and without prior chemotherapy (JPN-201
study) . Jpn J Clin Oncol. 2014 ; 44 : 1216-26. (II)

Satoh T, Uemura H, Tanabe K, et al. A phase 2 study of abiraterone acetate in Japanese men
with metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer who had received docetaxel-based
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FE % *FEILREBHREDERIER
MERIMBREICT T 2aBE LT,

ANTYFEILSERSNZH ?
FIANI XL ZRETBHRD
EBREFE, FRINSHEERR
CREDESBELDHHBH?

REedF I BEROETEEZERBFIIRELCHLT, ANTIFELE
25mg/m’ 0 3;BBEDERS TREFRROERIGERAINTSY, #HEINS,
EEREAXRLEDFREREICRS CEHNEAXRTH D, BEDHEFRBOFER,
BEZEROERWRICISC TEBCHEITRETH S,
ANTIFEIWERECEELCREEERE LT, MRSFETREFPERREMENLET
HUIRHDETH S, RIAEFPRBMEDOTFHOES, VRIVEFZ2HEIIEE
[EHEVTIIG-CSFRFID—RFRARSHHRI NS, FFMBRFMEE L TTR, FFHEE
BE, BEEMRHIEITONS, ChoDFEERMRZERULLESZATOANS Y

FEIOEEHI RS NG,

B=-- B8

mCRPCIZHd % — A b & LT RE 7 F VP HERE#RE 2> TW05HD, FEFF
LVARBE D BB I 5 Ak L LT, ALY 39 Y RPEHTH L ANV ¥ F &
WAS2014 4\ AKGR S T A EFG L U CHEE 25 RIIH, FRICF R ERIEAE & FN O %8
D, EEPLETH D, ANV F VO E G HE HEFLIZOWTH
AES %,

ﬁﬂ £
HNTF F L VITEEBAIT, FEy 3oz 5L 728 B0 MEOLE WD A
V== I hbEEN, Fa—7) Y OESGEEEL, MINELLELTAIEICX M
K5 gt ET PRI TH 2 o A% B  EB LR 4 T AT RER (TROPIC il#) * & A
TOE T HRBOMFEE KRB INL® Y, TROPICIREETIX, Ft & F v X % iEH
Ji % 473 5 mCRPC % 755 1 % x5 12 prednisone £ 72& 7L K=V 1 > 10mg/ H & D H
OG0T, 3BEEBEOHINY XL 25mg/m°E I ¥4 by 12mg/m A1 @ 1
THEAFTF SN, 1094 7 vz ERE L THREG Sz, BEERICHMZETZO SN o
725, KPR OBEIINETRIREZ A LTz, BB Y RS ¥ MIEEFNETH
HREIE A N Y 7 F e V5T A, HREE (I 332 o 58 T1274 1

IIB4

L




ol

ThY, INT I FLNEGEHOEEAFHEII LKL THRICERL Twiz (n
F— NI 070 (95%CI : 059~ 083, p<0.0001)). 20134E(2%% S N7z update Tl 2 4E2E
I IRBE16% I LI N D F T VG BET2T% TH o7z (V= FIE 1 072), Rk
IV RRA Y MELT, PSAZBIHIZ392% & 178% THh - 720 F A EHS (4 Grade) 1,
THI364%, IETT29.6%, Blo286%, UFHERIRAE21.8%, WaI:154%, #EJ9E154%, £
BIRIE124%, WRERF102%% T, D9 b Grade 3LL LD E %A EHGIILFHERIRAME
21.3%, FN 75%, T#i51%, #5738%%Tdh - 70

EIN4S T MR 3ER (TEDL1576) Tl&, Ft ¥ F vk 2 LFBEREE2 AT 5 T4AUT
OCRPCEEZEZNGE LT, 7L F=vur10mg/ HEOESG L OPFHTHNY ¥ F L)
Pehsh, MTDIE25mg/m* Th 725", Hikwilbicy] &k &b N7z 4802 X 245
Kax— MIZBWT, Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors (RECIST) (ZH#EHL L 72
PUIE 5550 132 16.7% (2 /1261) 12380 B, PSAZERIHI12293% (12/416)) ThH o7z &
Grade @ F 7z i A M 3 AF BRI AE 44 51 (100% ), FN 2461 (545%), #1161 (25%) 12
B0, FNIZMHCEELT 2 720 EILED Do 4 Grade (2B 2 M A 3% 57 24 B
(545%), L2160 (47.7%), TIH2061(455%), LERRITE1661(364%), HELIEH1261(27.3%)
FThoTo 209 HGrade 3L O ELRAEHLIL, JE5 36 (68%), El 341 (68%),
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Mo, BUHEB X OBEREOMZEIIZ THor e ittt s it <& Th ), WY
P52z 52 L b BHICBWTHREOWNE L AN T 2 LErH S, FEFFEiBnT
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WEHHAR Y 7 FVIHER L O AMTEEH > THIH L, M AR T 7 F VHERBZ O HHE
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BRIREMGET 2720, RIS EOI7 00— )Vl (FIRSTANA RER) 25frbhTB Y,
Ft % F 2V 75me/m R 5 439 % £+ 25mg/m’ & 20mg/m’ D FEIR B E DR 721 5 o
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2) de Bono JS, Oudard S, Ozguroglu M, et al : TROPIC Investigators. Prednisone plus cabazitaxel
or mitoxantrone for metastatic castration-resistant prostate cancer progressing after docetaxel
treatment : a randomised open-label trial. Lancet. 2010 ; 376 : 1147-54. (I )

3) Mukai H, Takahashi S, Nozawa M, et al ; TED 11576 investigators. Phase I dose-escalation
and pharmacokinetic study (TED 11576) of cabazitaxel in Japanese patients with castration-
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ERIMEINIREICHTZ REFF I DANT I EIIBSUICHRT7 Y RO
VERBGS VT IIVHERDRSHBORIE D ABEMNRAEDAEICE T AL ESE
BTEELLV, PSAZ(IUSHE LEMBRY—H—D—RABERREFRR, BEHIKE
(25KE, XROBE WREGBOEES) OFHESEERE LU TEASECHETL TV
BOHNRKRTH B, SHEVLKDODOH LWL F T —H—DERREZD AR

ThTwna,

Ex-HW

ARIRTIX20144E LA CRPC I LTl LWIRHESEAMERWRE & 2 0, BITEZ OWGRH
PERENTWE, TETTFO Y, TUHFLF I FIEFET FEVEHRTHO CRPCIZHE
MBHFETHY, IV T FEVIE LT FRVEEE - 72CRPCIZHRGWEETH 5. 2
NS OIANB 5-BA4G O FI <2 W H R FH 21X PSA % Wl & 3 2 ML~ — 7 — & BRI
SISV TIE SN B A, BARC ED X 9 HiFMEAH 5 02 WEET 5.
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BHOPGBBICH 2o T, TTFMFBET A MA T i, PSAfE, B X OWEHT RIZHE
D7z CRPC OB SRR & 72 5o HAT TR E HEMA OB OV IR BE ShTw
RWHCT, MRL, B¥ Y5275 74 —=0—HMThHY, —H"FFDG PET/CT b #Ejish
Tk, FHRAOPG GO W T OMMERIEEIIFEST, FIHHBORDFL 2% 7l
W EHAEDE ZARY 550, 21E TCRPCIZHT 284 OF % Pl K T 0 #Ht A
Y, HIDOBEIZ R b, 728 ZIELDH, NEZ 0¥ ¥ (Hb), ALPZIZ L & T 5 5H~—
h—% ERPOMESNTVE DR, CTCHETHL Y FPSAMIZEMMHEDITA
(2 PSA 5K RIS O PSA B REDSZ DR DRI X B EAARICHET 2 Z 3l s TB
0, AR DOB L b T PR GFICHER) I PRARR T L sh®,
W RIS X % W R % & R BIRZ o MBI BB b R IO BB & 22 D, PS
RIEROF L BHMABIFICEESNLIHWFTH L, S HITREDHIETIX, ARD
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splicing variant form ®HTHIZ AR-V7 1%, CTC TORHERERIZB W TH B AR > 7 FIVIH
EROPSAZMENHEIMLTL”, S Py IR NY ¥ XLV EZOH D
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BHRRICBU 5 AR-V7R CYP17, ARDOFEIHDOLERIE RN TETS 7 7 2 V) —ERG D #Eix
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WrOBEFIELZ->TBLT, SHOMFARETH L, £/, BEREDOHELE LTI
"C-Choline, "F-NaF%®O# L\ b L—H%—%H\W72PETIC X % BEEEHI &5 W7 C 03k o
e HEATED, SHRARTHEANMRESI NS,

1) Halabi S, Small EJ, Kantoff PW, et al. Prognostic model for predicting survival in men with
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HIVZ BRI ORI L L TR DFEBTREFNOBEIE, BV F 7774 —THRES
NB T EN—HMTHo72 s MOFEWBIIWNT 25 Y F7 7714 —ORE, FERE X
FT7F)TAENLZTNENEE%, 81%FEE L XN T DA, ik Tl "F-FDG-PET
(PET/CT % &) IC X 2MKE, BRHEAELMES 2SN TwaY, $512, #igEnZ %
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WY, FOMEIZOWTIRWEZERDOHHEIATH LD, — KT3I ~6 7 Al
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CETHEBDORN 2 FA B B E THGMAEZITIRETH L, BETIE, BY¥F
757 4 —%47o 7212 Bone Scan Index (BSI) # @ mW RN A ~—Ah—L L THVSZ
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B O BRI A, RVE VR TR E L2 g im#E L LT oY%
Eoipy Y, ZodICRBEBRCBI 2MAMEE RN LYY PO v g7 A
T Lo 2nbw 5543 (bone modifying agents ; BMA) 3% 5 %, Zh & D3#HHIX
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DENS, RHOGHSHER SN L, 7/ A< 713V L Fa Y BBIZHTSRE #3525
BRI TR SR 2 E VIR E AR LT3, FEEROBESRREWE
WG SN TV, FETIC LR OB QOL Ot & HIg & L 2z g M ™™,
TR, 5 VWIS X B BEYIMT (radiofrequency ablation ; RFA) ™%, @ik d
% IR BB 2 D B W R O AL, SMRETC X Y 59 ~73% D i THRE
Fai, 23~34%DIEFITHIET LI ENAFTTFY I ADERTREINT VS, T2,
RFA R HfE#5: D HMME T EBOBBTED 1 2L 2 0155705, Wb R TIEREBIL
WIS TV, BEEEEMICETH S A T F 7 L8R T V7 4223 DFIBIALA~D
WD AAREFAL72HEROITONTEY, FF IR EMHNTT TR TLRESINT
WP —Ji, 5V K223 1B AT 5 CRPCEE ORI 2 LR 2 L i S
NTBY Y, KIFTH TIPS 7z,
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a%‘(zﬁ%éiﬁ?é TEIZEo T, BEBEAT SN EA O QOL YR LA
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JEFEHETHEIZFZALIC X DR LRI, SRS OB EIER S N2 BFIE, M
HF, BHEET, #ERT, WETERTFEORL ZRFIC L > THIEIE LTV 228, bk
BBV, MR ORI L o TREZMIEFICBRINZZ L I2L5 Y B
DOUNRBEOFFRNL, T IIdkk4 ZRBER T 258 2 5N TEB Y, MR 3l 234 2
MR E2HIE L CTWbHHTH 5L, EEMIEMNILIE parathyroid hormone related protein
(PTHrP) ®interleukin (IL) -65F O k4 K 1 & /b L, ZhsE Mgz L,
nuclear factor « B (NF-«B) ligand (RANKL) % 733 %0 4 72 RANKL (X Hifk &
HE 2 5 RANKL receptor (RANK) &4 L CRESHINIL 2 RT3 5 2 & THRILZ L

AL, & RE D 5 transforming growth factor (TGF), insulin-like growth factor (IGF),
bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) D HGEN T-A30h 2, e oF~o0imt, =iH,
ZLTCHMEREL TWD, 2O—HD Y 7 FIUEEZ, vicious cycle of bone metastasis (&
PEER) AL E LTIRS AL THY, 'ﬁ‘iﬁ’%@i%?ﬂ@@ﬁﬁlﬂ? ELTER#~— =20
HENBHBILE 2o Tnd®, R~ —7 —1iddgl e et 25 5, wiatt
H¥-& LTix, bone type I collagen breakdown product N-telopeptide (urine/serum
NTx), 1CTP, cross-linked C-terminal telopeptide of type I collagen (CTx), #* AT %K
v F v, total alkaline phosphatase (tALP) Z:72%% % %%, NTxIEFHAED B Z 21T T v
720, METIRRFPDOZ L7 F =2 THIIE L 72uNTx/Cr R, BHREDOEEZZITIZw
tartrate-resistant acid phosphatase 5b (TRACP-5b) 85/ EH SN CT& CTwb, —J, BAP(a
component of tALP), procollagen type I C-terminal propeptide (P1CP), PINP %5 A3t %
M7 EER T ch s,
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BRBORVWEZ KL, HiEBEAT AV EERETCRERE~— -0 L ABA LR
5 LR, BB OIS FEEE (extent of disease : EOD) & A LTV 5 Z EAHIE &
NTw5 F, EHR EOFEBETSH S 2R BRI, BCH~ — H — 2R
ERT2ZEDHEIRATHE Y, BR#~—H — D EHIZCRPCHEFZDSRER FHAR L
ML CTwa ", —5T, VI FaYBRPRANKLYKT / A~ 7O G L b 3
W5 EPWMEINTVE Y, 22T, MVBETERICH LT Fr VR T ) AT
DT ZA T T2BBEOEWFE=51) v 7L L TR~ — 7 — oSG shTns ',
FRBEAT 2 B $ 5 220 OB H~ — 7 —oEEIEOAMEEM A HivE Lz, L F
O VL% 2 72 BB E AT 5 CRPC 77 BIOMGET T, FEMESTREBIIC L~ HEATHE B
3 PINP, 1CTP, BAP®#ifiily7% LANRDO SN TWE Y, BR#~—H -y 22
F ARG % H 9 & L7258 CRPC 528 OMGT ¢id, 1CTP, NTx, PINP2SJECHITHE
ficdh by, PINPLICTPII PRI T THL LMEIN TS, VL Fu vy BiGHEMIGERE
37 HEICERE~— 7 —%2WE L7725 ER CRPC 98FI TOMRATTIZ, CTxDRAHEDIK
EVIEMIZAFH AR <, BAP & PINP DA FAVN S WEER] TILSREFS A4 & B L C
W7 BR A & A T 5 CRPCHE B W2 K 3 2 35 4 o M 1F 2 b 1 85 38 B% (randomized
controlled trial ; RCT) I2BW T, G~ —h —1335 SN 3EH oA %2 £WFIC
Tl B3N 1 DL LTALHWLNRTETWS, YL FuygEs /) A 7L 2K
ZHEMRCTIZBWT, 7/ AY7IESRE ORETHiRIEAIKE L, FFZ, BAP&ENTx®
RPEPRKECZ EPHE SR TR, T2, BEBE2AT 5 CRPCEEZZHR TR
5V L 23DAMNEEBE L2 MHRCT I2BWT, tALPAZORETHRFThHo72 &
BRENTWEY, €512, CRPCISHNT 2 THRCT 2B WT, cabozantinib (MET/VEGF
FREEIRTIE  ARIRAIKGR) 3 Y v F 75 7 4 — T ROUEE, CTx & tALP O, fiidk LIRS
BHEOWRYZ 7256 L2 EPME S Twb™, "C-Choline PET/CT (AFARKR) &
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