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Abstract

Cytoreductive nephrectomy (CN) refers to removing the primary lesion of patients with metastatic
renal cell carcinoma as far as possible. At present, the treatment of advanced metastatic renal cancer
is still a major difficulty, and the treatment plan includes systemic therapy and systemic therapy
combined with palliative surgery. Tumor cytoreductive nephrectomy is mainly aimed at the treat-
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ment of primary renal tumor. The selection of appropriate cases and surgical timing is of great
significance and influence on prognosis.
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1. 5|15

' A e A BN IR IR 1) o LU IR 3] 2%~3%, SE WA PR AR MR R B B A ([ 1] B 1A RO FRATAE A Hh
B ZE R, RS EF 2GR ES, MR TR IR R EASH[2] 3], HEAEEIEG T, W
THH] 2020 4, RERCKLEHHC B EE 43.12 73], U1 17.94 JiHi[4]. HETIRK 4R 2 508 N
BRG], RN RGNS RN, (58] 2%~3%7/ 47, BHEAEZE AR KR R 5, 50~70
BONEREREB, BTSRRIy 1.5:1 [2] [3].

2. BRI MEE YFE R

M o8 A PR R R TP LS R, SRR T NE B R, AR O B AR
%5,mﬁf@%mh§ HILRRE P, 2005 70%~80%. A TEAERHEST, YIRES S
AL LE IR L) 20%~30% /e 41, Hos WA AL FE RS 4% B 0Ty 25 [5] . 'R Je PO 6 AR e i
TR e AR L e R B DDA G, TR HL A I RE 06 (2 S e 21, 3 o A bk A8 SRS R O™ O B 7
B AR LS RO AN T I FANBURR, AT AU BAT € PUZG TR MR BRI AE AT 5 T (K076 T R AR A PR
(. Hi 2 EEERIAELL T L5 H: O LAMAEANRE, £ ERE ESHERNNEaERLST
M 25 PR 5%, fEPRE B R RIS T 7 S8, VB A R, TR B A AT R AU Y, 23— 20
WIS 8 A 24 B AN 4G I 2R 1, LSRR ok, EEAAE AL R Z R . @ Rk
JEPE, EESMRAHRTURREG R, BHNEE T s m g, HoOvRpsiar et 1R,
© Mg AR, A B AR 2 —, B U AR R R R AR R T, R
Ak Bk FESIN WA R 2 BT, R U, A R AR I RA R By, R R
W' i A R 5 I T R S UIAH 9RHs @ HAtAAAE A 5 e I B ANt i ) S s A, IR thAE N '
T HHRTT SR B RANGTTHE AT o A SOREE T IR P 1 DI BRAE R TR R 1 5 o VAR 7 b RS i — 254

3. BRRAR B B e RISTT IR

6 3416 % 1% 15 Je (metastatic renal cell carcinoma, mRCC)iA Y7 H HIFE TA Bl kw1 KAE 7R
R E ARV R R . BB AHARN R, ML T HIEERIR T 200, RS B AN e X R T Bl R
W T — NI, #E VAT (targeted therapy, TT)HI 45k 25 /401 7)(immune check point inhibitor,
ICHZER I, 0I7 T BB RV, JF HAE — @R ESGE 7 BFH WG AR . AT RO
TN, BRI 252 T AR R B e R A R AT A, TG R AR AT (PR S) AL A A7 A (OS) A A A
WA WG REE SCHFI[6] [7] [8] [9]o 4 HTAE R ZHUZRTT ity B X HE R B 0 1) R VR 7 10 2 B R VR T
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SR, AR AR S e G DRI RT IS 1, OR0JR 1 0 i A DL DA L e 24 % L Y T 1 5 A S, RIER
EHETT L E BT, 5 R EREME . Massari %5[10]11 Meta /3 sH R T 16 TiUR R IHTEAT,
NI E B DI ARIR & 42 5677 5 B A SR T L M LR T BON e BB, JFik#E T 9 IikAT
R T ZBARR T X LL(HR) M Z A0, T HR NS Bk, SR T BELRN A
Mo AR HUR-IR KRR (NOS) VAL BT 7T i A e RS, e 28 M a5 @ Ui 1 80 1k R DB iR 7 AR
PR R SRR RN, B S0 1k B DTSR 1) S8 i A AT P K B A7 3R 25 (B F HR 9 0.48, 95%
R X84 0.42~0.56) . 1% B4 LA {2 B B A e B PP LS 21 1 2B AR IS TR A A% . DhREIR
SZEAPNARI B BT MR a A DUE IR BB B 216 1R IR 21, R R RS 1k R (1Y
9T TR b e 2 AT RGEZGMIRTT . R TE B VISR AR & ARG RGUE4WIaYT, Lidiasrs
KL B SRS LE TN 2 FARMATHR TiiAT, SEPrilmpR b — 0 B3 A 2 FAREE LT TA
9T BRI ER 0 B, RGMELIG TR UAEONIE SR . ol B0 A MR R At 52 O
B UIBRIRI T 5 56, R HA TR

4. BN EVIRB{ERMLSE

CN 245 & R A 5 B B AT I R L S s U Bk, 08 21 B ARG TR e R 20 B 90 s 5 e g g 4
R, AT AR S B B R i er, A B T R B RD IR AR A 75% L DA IR EOR. N T AR R
B RS IR B I A AF I, EAI M IR IR T AR R CN AR ME 15 563E, {H2 CN 2 & el B & M &
B ) J S BEIR YT BIAE F R B AF 13k 35 B AT SR 1A s o IR B U Bk ot 2B A7 33K A 1R 4R AL /4
DUAECL R JLITTH s AR A 5 Il B fiy s R 0% B R FEE 503t B8 BT vy SR P e s k) S b7 s kb 77 i 3 P
BT A FARE T2 A M 18 b 2 X e 8 SO 58 R ZE A AR Y, AT BRI R
JEJARE . CN S AT RLRRAR R 20 1, 0 B R S qig PR B AEG T DA 45 448 i R B 28 o) 247 ¥ 45 P 0 34
GiHE LA SR TT IR BTG, 0 B A By R BRI E B 2 B 2 08D . Bt n] DL, CN fE—5E
FEPE bR 2 T i 47 A 25 . CHONTI [11]A% CHOUEIRI [12] )5 55 A 284 [a] Jai ik AF 72 v 45 ) — e
W, XTGBT 80 DR B ) BRI S R 1R VR T AR EE IR AN A, T R AR AR I TR A 15 DA
e FEE, CNYEHEFERA —MAVIRIARME, LoansmUIBR MR R 2, DB s £ e b H RO 7 2508k
. HAbEE R IR B VIR R ARG Lhr b, HRTIRR EXE CN R FHFRRONIETEIN S .
W SCHRIRE A > —E 7 BFAT CN S IR L B A IOR ,  BARBR = KRR AR HORE (IR SRR
{RE ARG R FUdE— PR o 20 AR R I B 2, A — % CN 5 20T LGB NLARES, [
B RN MEIR YT, AR AR OCEE MR IR o 0] T DA ) (4 A4 A ) P Ra £ A I B i R L
FEMERRE AT, MALEIT CN BT BMEIGIT . IR IR B UDBRVE LR8I 15 40 i BB 4 B VR TT I
— ¥4y, FEREE SRR AT DUR KR, £ SWOG(8949) [13]5 EORTC(30947) [1413856 H Fr 15 i i) 45
REAE— TR LU — L () R, JE e R ) R TR R R M N A e R T S AR AR A K,
SR, KT — SR A P2t —Le R I, AT s R U B E B R R E I LEE, EA
KR RE CN R IE G HL S DL R HEAT, LUK IR T Bt 00 R, 1T L34 B 1% 3k T3S AH D% (1) 18
=, BFEAEBIRETESr . MSKCC R IESr Mg i &1 2 /. G IFREIGHLAE[15] [16], EHEAIEM
W EAT CNo I TR0 7 4 B 1) 2 At — S8 [ VR R 72, 00 B S5 AR A7 3R 28 5 IR fru s 1 22 /bt
A —LllE R FL: Pierorazio SE[171& 8L, 18 T AT BAE I8 7 ter & B KAGI /D> 90% DL |, R JS FREX
HERMSEGYT, BE SRR B R0 SRR, 4Bk A 0 R B B vl R R 222 BT TE
AR TR AT, U5 B RO 1 D) R I B 1) A A4S B B [18] 0 T ARANENVETT 7 S8 I B B R A AT 58 4 HL
R, TARAT FAR VIR S e A 806 2L 2 UK .

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2022.127890 6170 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.127890

TAfE, AR

5. FUEM B VBRI RHLERE

' R SR R0 AR BT L 78 2 A, BB L RE S SE V) B — ST B e R . AF DRI PR TR B
CN JEBCA BT BTy R A A7 SR e A T B 258 ) yR T, LR R E1[19]. 454 CARMENA I
PRAEFE, X6 01 4 e £ 5 RO Z04T CN R IR A& R 1] . S ARREACIRAS ], fiddE MSKCC
50 IMDC A H XS S5 AR5, AT LA FE CNo ez S FIEAS A % . #i3E MSKCC Bk IMDC
TG IR DA J5 $2 7 05 s AR 2R3 (P 9], B0 v e 7 A KRN B 2 3l /s B A R 2EL 43 A o A A At
RIRIRE L, B ABIZI4T CN AR BN & B IILE#E[20]. Bk I BPERT S ER 1T 1 CN X R R 1 B T i) A
P52, RUDEFBAGIENFEB], CNZREWEEFIRN . BEALE 2011 41— 01 [ml B p of 70 o A
314 BB G A HThndt, TORARAM AL AR 19.8 A, R TAEFARAN 94 ANH.
T HARES BRI ZRIGIR S E VTS 5 15 S0 B 2 nT DUE R IAT o v B IRk . 8 TR 1 15 4 e
oL ARG DR VP Ak LA H AT B MSKCC B IMDC IARTE. ATE AR H % > 4 T, @i i
17 CN JEA—E R K H B A A, (AR R v B VIR - AN IE & BT s et e iR 3
AL CN 2CH, BHEZR ARG LM IALCH G R R QRm L. R MR R
UL R R B oy B S [21] . RFAEES . A OIS R S B L, IXTEIR KFREE b2 s mm 25 B R
HRRERIHIL[22], BOZATLRE VST ARMFIEE, A =H 5 H RIS Bk 2E, DUBE Gt 1E w4 Bhia
JT TR B REA [23] 0 SR T CN it AT 20 SR T2 THI X AN 1T 2k G (%) 3 ARE 1) R, A Hp ] [RIRE A 5 KT 0 i e B VIR
JEL LR A8 4477 TR . SRR AR A 0 3 8 il e S Ay, RS IR G . R R
il RGBSR, R B E AR TR S TR, X RAFAEERN, I A 2™
&0 128 S 3 IR, e KA TR B T ACRE IR H 3
6. L&

gil, HBMEEAMNERT CN F 2 & BFH T OCR I AMA T %, DAUTRRIEUA iR A sk /b i
it 9 I CN i E EAR AR AL A7 SR A8 B (P v, AERE [ S e AR, e P A2 AN 5 1M
WIIK . SEEET, PIERZ 2 A R FEAREAE KRR TT, MRS M B R iR T R, X
FEARRHE— PSRRI W T P HEIEHE CN HUFRAL, B iRk a

&E 3k
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