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Abstract

Currently, the standard treatment for a patient with metastatic prostate cancer (mPCa) is endo-
crine therapy. In this case, the clinical prognosis is poor. It has been proved that cytoreductive
radical prostatectomy (CRP) can prolong survival and reduce complications in mPCa patients, but
the reliability and value of this surgery remain to be discussed. In our country, some PCa patients
have entered the distant stage of metastasis when diagnosed. This paper preliminarily discusses
the clinical prognosis of patients with metastatic prostate cancer undergoing tumor-reducing
surgery based on domestic and foreign studies.
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1. Bl

1T 470 fids A E it S0 A P g AR S s DL E R 2 — o R E SN T BRSE E R, R
ARV P [ 2 R R 1B AF T HLHG MR B2 R T W36 [ K [1] AR Takahiro S5 [ 2] 58 A& X A < J5
R 2 7 ISR, 545 R R K R R 0. PSA WK i SE it A AE B0 R G810 K 25 1)
K. BRI IR R T, 1ay7 77 A0 UG BVEVR T s, DR R Al 41 IR AR VE RAE e
R ML H1 e B T R AT VR AR AE S, E AT A AN EOR R I ST A5 R AR, XA Tm A R B By
FRY R B J e B8 AT DR TR AT DA 23 B8 2 3R AT A I R AR B o AN ST I E X A% 12 T 91 e (Meetastatic
prostate cancer, mPCa) £ 17 JJ 14 11T 41 IR #i 76 R (cytoreductive radical prostatectomy, CRP) R 1T 43847 [F]
JE P AR o

2. WRFARISBRFE AR F AR T K R A B4

1) fERIEEZR, W00 IR 5 4EA 175N 25%, Ntatsis [31253@ i [B1 1 73 M 350 44 i 401 90 S5 28
B ARBAE I, AT IR F AR R A o R AEAZ I [R) 43 30 7.0 45 R0 1.9 4F, —4F, =4E, FidE
AR TG R 2K 50%. 41%. 35%F1 34%, 3R fir A= FEIT () 43 5 A 8.2 4E A 4.3 4F. 1 4F. 3 4.
5 4EA 10 SR BFAELERHIN 74%. 56%. 47%A1 39%, ik 5 1 10 FEAELEHR I 5N 47%A1 39%,
Wi T eaais g ibyr 8. Brand Z5[410 N, L3 5E 51 U S 40 M )8 K AR VA A R AT IUE T
AR KPR TF ARG . [FIFE, 7EFFEIE B A SRR I, Méjean Z5[5]7E R4S | 450 44 56 /% 14 5
SRR MG R EE J5 L, ARYE IMDC fER R R4 2, B A& R fe b DR 2 1 4% 7% P Vi A6 5 A L PR Al 3 ) v
ST A KB A LE I (31.4 S A A1 25.2 4N H). Ljunggren 256145 1 131 44 45 B IE I 6 7% H i I PR
VR, B T SRR AN BB AL AR AN 40.3 N H L L AR 3 R 5 I AR A BABUR A %50 il 86%.
56%H1 39%, H1 A7 o A A AN 12.5 AN H, 1 4E 3 AR A1 5 AR [ o AR A7 3 R AR K A2 22 5353 56%.29%
L 24%. DHBG, TEFr WAL RS T b, DR T AR AT R o R PR ARG R IR A, IR B A I R VR 9T R
3.

2) 5 i AR B N A M WSR2 —, TEENHL X R R 2 BT, B
e MR H e B A T E R, TR O SAEX —d RE A R B AR A, DA R 4 S
WG M EAE 23] 172 <7E. 1889 4, Stephen Pagett #2H! 1 “Fh 7 - +38 7 £t 153 1 ¥
AT AN AR AN AAE S < I 30 B 38 I e 40 5 B A 05 2 DR S5 P 38
“H37 R SECE ERAIYRCE RS R[7], (EUbAERE L, Kaplan [8]&FHE— DR T “HERBRIESAL”
F, PO R 20 A 5 B 1 1 T — A, DA 1 R S SRR ST i R S PR IR R T S SRR A
XA TR M B K. Xiangyu [9]%8 M4 T H B IIRELRE, . 1) Ef: 2) RIR: 3)
WO fE: 4) Hig. TR, %2 %E T HRBHLHEIRE R 7K, Clézardin [10]55 &K LG

il
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i 24 L o LT B S I A R A S LA SR L, JE T - R 3R L CXCL-12 5 Bk &= ik CXCR-4
L2 AR A ELAE R G IA R G R A . 3 9h, B> T A WL ORI T, B A iy ek i
Hl e B e R RS It B3E N K ACPLET,  Coletta [11145 A& BILIE 24 34 0 B8 L & K /b Fig W AR R 1) - 4iE
KM 51 71 s S A AR A G B AR R . AR, FESRRE R R R R, B R g 3
I, PR Gy BN, TR T ARG R T AR S L RE K R [12] o MEWCR AL T2 B 5 K
JRid R R T BOCEBERER, MR T ARE R TR L AT RSP, AR K FEERE, M AE
KB EAEAAIAL3]. Bk, 808 T AR PRI R 40 M e R R BT Re e, A A= W R R I TR R
RENE VK AT R o2 DR SE I, il e (1 A e A, AT A S 3 SR A5 I PR3 26

3. BEFARBYMERIERK K SLE BRI

P Ar AR T S R M T SRR bR VR 9T v, BRAE VR £ 2% % I CRP 7£ mPCa B Bt i1 F AR 5¢
ATUESE, IR B A I PR S B 2 56 PR AR B8 B SIS Y Ry 57, RkIRE TR R T AT 1 B ANEAS 2 [ 4 4 5
AT, Sow ZE[14]HE4T T —TRTMENERT 7T, HATCSLUE T 102 4B KB ar vl e S ImmR ek, Hep
57 Bl i F BEAT T SR ATHERER RIIFIGE T (ADT) (4 1), 734k 45 Bl 3 8547 7T S BRVIBR AR (4 2). HLR
PRI PR EHE , 25 RO, AR VIBR AR PSA I3 K UK T ADT 41, ADT a7 4R 4472 (0S)
T RISIRRVIBR AL . [FIFE, 76— TR 74, Heidenreich [15]% 81 CRP 4fitLT ADT AHHEE
) 0S, BEIRAERIRAERFK. Katelaris [16]%F 2012 £ 2014 4E A/ B IR A —F N Z AT
AR RS M 71 i B AT T RIBE S A, HFUFARIFRIEMAE BRIk E R EENE. K5 3
NABTE B AR IS, HRIUTAE BF AR R AR BIE R, M R —Me s, nATIRIT
mPCa B 1777, BT Wi R REZ 4b, A 16 @ ek b mrs i R - M AEAF T /0. Culp Z[17) A3
177 — 3T SEER (Surveillance, Epidemiology, and End Results Program)#i## 2 i) [al i itk 70 4, #+ 8185
%1V #l(Mla—c) PCa &N TG, 245 6l 38 I a0 71 i ARV R4H(RP) 7811 Bl N J5 #ia
JTAL(NSR). 129 BH 9B IRITH(BT). %Mt T 5 fFALEZ(0S) Folifs = 1 A 17 (DSS)HE =,
TR RERIT HI T REA YT 4. Cheng [18]56 41 2 3 AW Fu bl aiAT 7252500, St BFEA
%7 804 fiil; b 449 il RP 3%, 355 Bl #H A MAATT, 4 Meta TR, #5%Z RP BE1EREFR
LA HERH. FHIB RS, BRMAinsikiair4l, mPCa B#H1T CRP ¥&YT AT BEA B 4 MG IR
33, Fossati [19])5513F— b4 SEER £ (LAl b, U T 2004~2011 48] BL/EMAF & it 21401
8197 & BE BTk, FARYEIAIT R LT (RHiayT: A MERT IR DI BRA I s R 4575 4) 5 NLT
AEREIRIT: WEEE ADT ¥A9T). Hih 628 #5321 LT, 7569 #5217 NLT. BFFiRM, LT A3
Hh 7 i 7 I 8] B SR ZE K (299908 36 A1 31 AN H s P <0.0001), H. LT X R4 3 B T2 2 (CSM) < 40% i %
AR AP AATF IR B o N T 3E— PPl A Z BRAR VAR TR VTR R (RP) 55 5 1 807 (IMRT) BU& 7807 (CRT)
5 AR R EBIATT (NLT)0 5% A2 14 11 471 i B8 I AR A7 R (W52, Satkunasivam [20]%{# Ff SEER-Medicare %
i ZEWRE T 1F 2004 2 2009 £#25% RP (n = 47). IMRT (n =88). CRT (n=107). NLT (n = 3827)f{ 4069
% mPCa HBE AWM S, KRHZA R Cox M@l KA FEAT (513 55 B LAVEAS T 51 B 5 5 40 T %
(PCSM). 5 NLT Mk, 76 MHAMEUIMA, RP. IMRT 7 HIB#% PCSM X% 42%. 57%, CRT JCHIE
AR . Bf)E, Loppenberg [21]55 3% T B S £ i (NCDB)#EAT 1 — Wi [ml I PE A 7t, 344 15501 {4
mPCa &I, W7 RIL mPCa & 75 R ERIA)T (LTI A W BA 3K, 5 NLT MLk, 3 4E OS N 69%
vs 54%, FARKE, 0T R RS ARG FLE A FRRR I R I SR 2 ai oK . Gratzke [22]38 1 7 7T
I3 BT JE R B R AL (MCR) 1) 1538 44 mPCa &8 35 34 & B RP 5 PR R AT = 1 FE T 28 (CSM)AH R (P <
0.01). iR AV #l). RTFIAREE SPEDTR > 20 ng/ml. ZEfsibkEEZE k. 4RI > 70 /(P < 0.05)5
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CSM Ham oG, AL H AR KD, RP 5 NLT 4141 5 4F OS F40 54 55%. 21% (P < 0.01).
JUEAE— LS A SRR (90 S . B 45 L) RROR ORI AT AR B T UESE, (H H AT 2 B T
mPCa &35 A7 JRkIRE T AR BR E G 97 G R T [ 1, 3 LU 78 DL B G Bl 2 RO S
VP T mPCa B INAFE I UL, AN R AN GUE$ DAFTE R, X A & Ui g RS .
RS BT A B R B0 YA YT (LOMP)VE N R /& — T2 T 2014 4EA 2 vhoL BT I AT 271 i B30 %,  Lumen
[23]%7E LOMP R B Al B AT 79T, 88 7 Hr s W i 7 far 7 F2 14 115 71 et (NDMPC) 1) £ 2 109 41l
Horb 48 ). 26 1A 35 514 I#E52 CRP J697« RTP 167 ML R ERIAIT (NLT), BEUIRE 32 AN H, 453
{75 CRP. RTP Ml NLT £4111 2 4E 0S 435l 93%. 100%7F1 69%, 2 4 CSS 4354 93%. 100%F1 75%.
CRP ZH1 RTP 41/ OS 1t T- NLT 41, CRP 401 RTP 4L E3E M2 5. /i BAR VRIS TERT 58, 1H
PIAFAECA R I8 FEABCER D BV AR, HoOWARRENLRES, ARAEXTHEFt Guayy 77 AT Bk sy
JZ, DRI 6 (R 25 ] RRGTAFF 9T 7= AR s, A R T SR 2R

ZEERTiR, FRYEIA BIE & TSR 7L, H AT mPCa & 1808 F R 1) e A Ve K mT SE it 2 {E 1
HEM, (HN T M2 R EZX A4 R, R 2 ArIETER . BEHL = TR T SE Rk
ARSI T A BRI PR 2 I3 18

4. FRBERFRAARESE

GRS, T FAREFHWIERERA NG, SR BB (RR FUer 10 A\ B
REIFAREARITRE, HEFTRA B MGG . W BT, FEIRR A e s &M 0. &
W 2 o0 S EOE R R, R, Qe 58 B 0 PP Ak 9808 T R OB B T SE AT 75 3 — 2 RiiE . iR B
T ME S B e e Sweeney [24]7E CHAARTED #Hsthdg i, & SO > 4 ibE i (b 20— F A sk
B DAAMOFER) B WIE RS o R MR IR BUR A 1 71 I8 (mHSPC) 697 77 iz —#& CRP, Babst [25]
a1 5 A 7 38 {5l mHSPC g, %1% CHARRTED %€ X, 10 filJ& T s s, 28 il i s fu s o
T BE IERE 2 R VA T 52 CRP, 45 BRI CRP | LA Fi b At a2k 35.9 M H . AJE
— R R AR I RE, MR B . Fossati Z5[19]42 H 9 CSM XU FRINEL YAy A5 7E CSM < 40%
AT R VA T 1 B AP R B A7 3k 25 . Pompe Z5[26]°4) TR FU LR PSA(DPSA)XT =677 i1 mPCa
BE AR, T SEER F FIE R T 375 fl#:5%2 7 RP, 175 ] BT A1 13356 1 NLT /] mPCa
B, RIAE M1b BrB, bPSA < 60 ng/ml i LT BH AR RAFNHA, ZFILHTE bPSA < 40 ng/ml
IAF R R BRI, T Mle BEANAEAFIRM . N T3 PHRIT PSAE, MRIT /X0 PCa B A7
Wi, Liu ZE[27]0F 7 R IR PSA {1 Gleason $¥4) 8~10 43 FlJs fR M PCa )38, LT 1 B mMAEiE %,
Heidenreich Z5[14] 4K 7T CRP 43 R4ME XA, X} 113 44 mPCa & BEAT 1 [ tE 41, YONER AT
B A ihiadT B PSA < 1 ng/ml S8 H I AT E R AEAEHI(BRFS), (K98 fi4d. ARHT PSA 1] B
BT AR I RAE RS . Bk, HBIECR RN CRP EFE KR TISR R T E AL, JRRAS HI

“SREEREPERT AR ORES, HETRERM AN SRR w OB IEEH < 5. Heidenreich
SE[28]4 61 2 SEEL RS RTAI M A (Fe R B H < 3 Ab)GINEFL, CRP 4 (n = 23)% ADT 4H(n = 38)k
B EAAFHA(38.6 N H vs 26.5 M H, p = 0.032) R AE 4 7 14 A2 47 22 (95.6% Vs 84.2%, p = 0.043)HH i1 &1 .
Gandaglia S5[29]IAK “SE588” JRAb TR 512 SR I [RRRES , RHE AL MG TR TR
ST DR R, BRI 115 2 s 2 PR PR S B, R el T A XS S 2 A% i 41 e B T A R 23R A
it BREETE, BATRBUEME . EHB. K TNM 3, BIREIFRY, BUlGEGRKEERE
BIFRIAR GRS, EILSRE B, IEREE AN F AR EE ks L EH R AR, BHEREEEU
B2, DAL e 3 AR BB SRR 06 T AR 2 S KU A 58 BE (1 1P A
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HATEr % mPCa B F AR X EZNMRIBYERTFIIRVIBRARRP), BEEMOIE AR KRS &, FFik
FRIEAREIK . 75— 3 WABEHLN R SZIGH, Yaxley Z5[301K 308 17 )= PR 14 1 41 e S AT T, FF
JRERTFIBRVIBR A (ORP) 151 A, ML N4 BRSBTS R VIR R (RARP) 157 A, KIAEARJE 6 JH 5K 12
A, FEHEPRINRE R METhREVE 7y J7 HUE A B 22 570 N T b — 2B I0AIE Uk B 5 AV 14 BT 51 R DT R (ORP).
2 Fes B AR v P T 51 IR DB AR (L RP) FHATL A A B B0 2 e ARV A 17 7 R D) B R (RARP) AR Ji5 1 BB - AR A 25
J7), Basiri ZF[3L]{E 2 W 7t HO Al FIkER 104 FSCERBEAT /T, i Bonxt T FEARVIZEA 2 (PSM),
ORP 1k AEF L& T RARP (OR: 1.18; 95% CI 1.05~1.32; p = 0.004), {H ORP 5 LRP Z[8][] PSM k4
A B 7 57 (OR: 1.37; 95% C1 0.88~2.14; p = 0.17). RARP 5 ORP M LL7E T E I KAE R AR EH S
(OR: 2.14; 95% CI 1.24~3.68; p = 0.006). RARP 5 LRP fEfE:Behf/al. i &% 7 48 T ORP. RARP
o Fhi ThfEERS (OR: 2.58; 95% CI 1.77~3.75; p < 0.001)F1 R %:2%(OR: 3.57; 95% Cl 2.28~5.58; p < 0.001) )
RKAFAMLT LRP. Carbonara Z5[32]i& T 55 LRP MLk, RARP #&4E T HIFMIIGIRIRZS, FEAINZSRE T
ff) 13,752 4 HE v, RARP F1 LRP 43714 6135 A1 7617 44 .RARP £ 12 A H I (E AL R 2 B % BE K (OR:
0.52; 95% Cl 0.43~0.63; p < 0.00001). 12 4~ H K RARP i # JR k2% R K (OR: 0.38; 95% CI1 0.18~0.8; p =
0.01), [} Eh2 h e 5 % 8 = (OR: 2.16; 95% CI 1.23~3.78; p = 0.007). Stolzenburg %5[33] 4 T #8 7 RARP
5 LRP RJG RS0, ¥4 718 4 B HEAT T BENL 4, 7EREDT 3 4 H J& &I RARP JR 5 AT LRP (46%
VS 54%). RP FAREEIFRIEZ —RRKEE, Wagaskar Z£[34] K Pliliid RARP “EHA” B K RARP F
AR5 RS E RV RS BEE ar 50 AR5 5 A R B 7 0 P S5 45 4 mT ASSCE A S5 PR T AN 3 I 1)
ZFAYER . Mazzone S5[35] E R BI04 1 1993 4447 RP G711 mPCa &, W I RP W4Tk 225
JEH(LND) S etk 24515 (NLND)AHEL, LND A AR A AERF e AR T 38 . SBT3 . £ — T 3 JHRE AL
KRS, Lestingi 25 [36]IA 94 ik [ 45 1547 (EPLIND) X Jm R 20 vk 2 45 1549 (LPLND) ZE AR AL 5 %
AR R AR IR R AR T T IR R . A T VA Il B 2 PR IE A SR DD BR R
(PTURP) FAR B H AEF 4R, Qu S [3714Lg0 N 188 1 mPCa £, L+ pTURP + ADT (n = 110)5 ADT
(n = 78)MILL, BfDs 7 AP LR EAGFEEEL, pTURP + ADT 411 3 MR AR RS T
ADT 41(95.9% VS 64.9%, p = 0.004), i\ 24 PSA > 65 ng/ml. GS >8 43 ¥ <5 4bi, pTURP + ADT
A 3 O R IR Ry e AR AR . Qin A [38]1RIME | 146 44 mHSPC SB#F IR Bk, P Bz 1
SEAHERER AT (CAB)IGYT, 39 14252 T TURP FAR, KIFZ TURP ¥ % PSA f K mURAK, 3F TURP
AT B KT B A HE G P R 41 AR (P = 0.007) . TURP 20 LA K (R 500 5 S M A A S0 AN s 2B 77 3
(244 NH VS241 1AM 244 4H VS 2294 H), BARTHES RS, (HRTR R BLUA A= TR
WeEom o o F1E R AP UHERT 51 iR (CRPC)BY B, Rom ZF[39]4R3E VNI BL F IR EEIR S BOO L&
KIRPE, AR5 BEME PRIV Vg A ¢, FULTELLI BT pTURP BTEET RSN /1 2# A0 TN 2. Seo
401N, RARP 5 RRP MR G & IR Y. AR SR bk e e o7 G i 2 2 5%,
TEEREMO . BERGER T HAFMH, RARP K5 1 FMRKIERMLT RRP (RR 0.66, 95% CI
0.45~0.99, 12 = 45%; p = 0.040) . Lantz SE[41]E4T 1 — IUATHEPEBE AL RS, JLUSsR T 4003 490 A Bl 15
8 4, tb#: RARP 5 RRP TR 4R, 45 5 iR RARP Hll RRP ARG 8 4RI R LT 43 51K 27%.29%:
RARP {1t T RefEfs B 5 BF 1K (66% VS 70%); [FIET, AKRJ5 8 4 RARP ZH[1HTFI e 7t Ah T 2%
(PCSM) B E[#K. PAHFRYIGIHMER D58 21%. 34%.

M IRAFF TR AHE R I, T AR mPCa BFAAE— @M E, X TEFARNEELF AR5 K1k
B EUVERr M, HATRZHO I e BB 7T, LR E 2 @i AriE AT 7 7 Bl R IR AR
TR L&,
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5. #Hig

BIRARZ T R T ARAE AL — € E, E

R SEE T, TR EFH R R EE L @

TEIEER AR SO R . HRT, CRP BRA LT 80 A Py 7 il a7 R i 7 A o D AR 2 T AT P 1k
HREAT , ARRIA TR A A J1 BIEUE DS 2RSS SCRF CRP AT BOHIME « IR AE 2 5T 29697 TT ik SR IRHAX,
RGN AREAT N PEACIRTT ARy — PSR I 3 -
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