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1. HiE%F
11 3|5

KM R 9M R ¥4 (European Association of Urology, EAU) B4Af1%E (Renal Cell Cancer,
RCC) #Em/MAXMZIRARIERMHITT HIE, BHNETHRRIMMEIFREEMBEEENBEILIES
IR KR ETTIERE. RCC/MNAR—/MEFRM/NE, B 10 ZEFWRIMNELET G E 3% sERY IR R
= JMLE A -

EHEEMNAEFNBRIERLTL. HE—BI,NASEREMESHEN, XM E 2R
REH#H—TTIERFHIT. £ 2011 £9IER P, $ER/INEFHA Cochrane F/f%ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁil_ TTH
FERR, MM ENETHELA—MIERREN. FERR. ERMATESNAREITIERE K.
2014 FWEFHSP, BENABRERTARRRERTE. BENEAEETRARLE liij‘?aﬁﬂ’]jc
WAOETHITTEM: AW, i‘fﬁﬁﬁ THHETRRGEREHITENZAAREN. B, #Hmayd
MOETERETEMUXEITMNHEITENN, EFRFR1.1. KRR 2ENIEESRREARRGREIR
T1E, Uﬁ#aFﬁ'éE‘Jé'n‘lllil%iﬁi_i?‘{%i'%é*z’&ﬁﬁ\ffﬁ%%*?E‘J%’téﬁé%‘:]iﬂ’\]%ﬁﬂzjzo

?E‘F‘#ﬁ']\éﬂi’ﬂ«l‘l‘kﬁﬂ]ZK?EFﬁ?Eﬁ#ﬂ??Z?%%‘T'E'DEEi%-

+ Prof. Dr.O. Hes, f#IEZ¥%, Plzen (CZ) : 5% (Hit'ZHE)

* Dr. T. Adewuyi, Aberdeen, UK: (RFLZIR - HEBMEFNLFRT, HFARFERTENESN A
HRETEHEID .

« Dr. H. Bekema, Groningen (NL) : (RZLzik - FBRMEMESEGE RCC B BFRAL)

+ Dr. F. Stuart, Aberdeen (UK) : (RZLEA - Ei2)

 Prof. Dr. A. Graser, H&A8f7¥2, Munich (DE) : [ SEMAETRFSEEATENFR (NE
#HITHD 1.

1.2 k%

1.2.1 ZiR1EM A%

fEm/MAE R 2014 Hi RCC IEMRIMBETHITT B, EWEXFR, FTRETRIHIFIRE
FHERBSBMAR. BkFELR 1.1,

F 1.1 2014 WRIEEPAAR A EEHR RS

=% G kR

1.3l TiEMA.

2. RITRESHRAZE ZE TR EMLBIRIE A AHITER.

3. BS54 ZEBHRARRER L HEFRANBHITERT, %
RESEMEEEREFSHESPPREHTHERAS
B

4. HEEHREER ZE RS EIRIE A HITESR.

5. HAth'S i ZEBETEMUEEE, XRERFRMEEIR LT

B HASEFENEEELFICHET (3.4 HA
THEGEE LS (Vancouver Classification)

6. BIRIEEFHIETT ZETRARFERFZHITENR, HHREET 2000 &£
ESHNBMRER. BETRGELR, BMPED “F5
Bk S AR AR T

7. BBERFENESIATT Z%*'ﬁ?%%L/ HITEH.

8. A TE B YIRS B AN VIR A SUHRLATT 5 B S50 BZENETERRAERRE R G EIRERHITER.

HFEETHABREHASRHNAGERE, SRTEZEAREIHTFEIEFANE". G5z,
FIEERIERFEAMSELTM RS E B (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews
and Meta-Analyses, PRISMA) #gmtrEX B Xk ITRAEZRSH# Y. BRI EHMIEEMNER

MRS -2014 £ 4 AEH 5
ERE * . |
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AMBEWENEBMHITTHAELE. IEEREBRISENEAMBBREHHE, *EH A,
FitEiE. iR ER. ARQITURKRRTAMRGEZEFHFITRETME, #HMmEMIEIR. T3
BMEMME@EHITREMIHER, EXZHIBERLT, EAHRSLEZ2013F 11 AK. H2 2%
SHTFEEFEREMS, REREEFITHRERNE. BITHEREETRIEDR, JIHARIEL
FIEMER. TESMNANEREG —HMEFE BRIERIRMEN BRI (randomised controlled trial,
RCT) WYHIE . HEFEDMAAITH, FERARUARMIEREBCEH TR,

TEEEMEI Y KAERIR M RR A EHITER. Br/M AR TERAZLERARBEHK
Xk E . 7 Cochrane R4 REIEE . Cochrane IIf & ¥t BB 18 5 #4 LU & Dialog-Datastar
& Medline #1 Embase I EHITXMEER. REFIEF, BE/NMAXRASIEENTREAE,
HA X EFEIILL MesH 1 Emtree # 1T #. RETEEBET I L 3 F (BN 2011 £/
BISCRK. EARIERMARBIHIT T EFMMEER. B/ ARSE T HMEIRIRE, 507 800 2 E

(Database of Abstracts of Reviews of Effectiveness, DARE) LR Hibism %] EHAF NEEE
RIESIERMILFARA (National Institute for Clinical Excellence, NICE) FEEhRMEIFS
(American Urological Association, AUA) E9HE %S 3CHk5%.

AEMANNKZHARHDABRBEAR, EPFEFE—LEXBHE R ORI RIFHIATER
. BFIRE LI BARATHSE, Bk, KEHEBEFEETSKTIERERM. 5—FH,
EEBIEBMAERE (metastatic renal cell cancer, mRCC) M2 5477 AT, BRICHRT —LH
MR, Ak ETEFESIERKFEREMA FHHRE.

1.3 IERKESHESR

R /MARIERFIERK e R RS AT TIRME (R1.2) , KEFEBEIEEZH O
IGARIESE KT © 3 HEHIT T AR (R 1.3) . MEEEFEHITOIRNENETBEBENIEES
R RIRER, FHEZRXFERL.

1.2 ERIKFE *

KE EHE R

1a MFFBEHLIRIE R ZZE 5 4T P IR ISRV .

1b ME D —IRENIR IS IR B HTIESE .

2a M—TRi it R iF R Xt BR B AEREHL 1L BYIR I8 3RS ROIER .

2b MNED—IRE M LR G RIFRE T AR P IRERIERE.

3 Mgt RIFRIIESTIR AT R A0 ELAR IR R . AR MR RANEHIIR & R IRIGHYIESE -
4 NERZRSHBHRENE LR B EAIIENIEREZE PIRSHIES.

* 5| g&EH .

®1.3 BEIR

5% | #HEHER

A ETHEHEFARBRNES RIFREFM—BIERIRKRAR, SFED MRS,
B ET R SEIERTR, BRAMIIGKRIALE.

C RZEER LN AR RE RIFAIGRKTR

M- 50

NEETEMNE, YXHEFHITHE, iEE/KE (level of evidence, LE) S5i##EFES4K (grade of
recommendation, GR) ZEHIEHZLMXR. YFEEFZFFTENTRERARERGFEE R,
BI{ETF7E RCT U R L aEsE LK A RIETE.

AR, NMREEHER. SAGRMIERFILIN, IHFFEEETEBNIBMESZT B
ZBMERZFK TR B R L SHR A RIHEREF. 7£—Le455015 R 6120 B 0 12 s H Ath [7 & 0 K B FF B
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KIEMR R, @EINAGTHRRHNEFEEEHIN. SHAXMFERMEME, XHWRE “EFE
FALRS TR . EIEFHITAIRN, JFLEREBENRIFLENRE (RER—IMEEEE
MER) SKEMMIB. MEFRIFIA R A HERE .

EAU 5@ h A ERBFAREMUERITME, AR EMAEBKX / ERRFEE. ERYHX
AR LIBRELRS, EREAB/SBEANER.

m

1.4 15/ B AR

EAU Biifffzier T 2000 &R AR, BT 2001 &£ (EBHEH) . 2002 £ (FHEH) K
2006 F (£ EPEH)O #HITTEHM, FHF 2007 F£. 2008 &£, 2009 F. 2010 F LUK 2013 F#TT
EH. BRI 2014 R 2R B EHT T EH.

EEEA LRI SRS HEE R EEMRARMNREXHES (OFRER) , UR—% EAU
HATI, #n European Urology Z+75 "%, iR &SR # EAU Wik ERISSF T8, 8 RAEHA AER:
http://www.uroweb.org/guidelines/online-guidelines/.

RCC #&m/MEINRE, FEEREMNEARW AT IERBFITEXITEMA: ERWL, EFtT
2m5¢LﬁMT—WEﬁ¢ ER/NABESK BRTEREHR P RARRRLER I E 77t
ITITEB AR HITRFE LR

1.5 KK B

BRTHITHE—THREEEEBAMZIN, RCCIBENMABESKRIBHZRSEIGRER, FiFE
E—HIEERZMABIEEHEL/EFR.

IERREEFHFERALRE—NMEEXIER. EifEH T —&A T RCC BEMHIIXBEREIEIR:

1. FAMENITENETEH (computed tomography, CT) *fhisEfErt T4 5.

2. BREBZHAMF AR (nephron-sparing surgery, NSS) {E & A48T B9 T1aNOMO & B LL 3.

3. TiBWE 6 ANEZEZIATEIERE L.

4. EZEAYATTHI mRCC B&RYELA.

5. BRAT ARMELAFTSFEARBTHT 30 KRR THIEE LLF.

1.6 BHER TIPS
EREBRCEZEXTTHRAERNZNEER, 0 EAU Mis: http://www.uroweb.org/guidelines/.

1.7 % XH

1. Ljungberg B, Bensalah K, Bex A, et al. Systematic Review Methodology for the European Association
of Urology Guidelines for Renal Cell Carcinoma (2014 update).
http://www.uroweb.org/gls/refs/Systematic methodology RCC 2014 update.pdf

2. Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J, et al. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
metaanalyses:the PRISMA statement. J Clin Epidemiol 2009 Oct;62(10):1006-12. [No abstract
available]
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19631508

3. Oxford Centre for Evidence-based Medicine Levels of Evidence. Produced by Bob Phillips, Chris Ball,

Dave Sackett, Doug Badenoch, Sharon Straus, Brian Haynes, Martin Dawes since November 1998.
Updated by Jeremy Howick March 2009. (May 2001).
http://www.cebm.net/index.aspx?0=1025 [Access date March 2014]

4. Atkins D, Best D, Briss PA, et al; GRADE Working Group. Grading quality of evidence and strength of
recommendations. BMJ 2004 Jun;328(7454):1490.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15205295

5. Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Vist GE, et al. GRADE: an emerging consensus on rating quality of evidence
and strength of recommendations. BMJ 2008 Apr;336(7650):924-6.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18436948
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6. Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Kunz R, et al; GRADE Working Group. Going from evidence to
recommendations. BMJ 2008 May;336(7652):1049-51.
http://www.ncbi.nim.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2376019/?tool=pubmed

7. Mickish G, Carballido J, Hellsten S, et al. EAU Guidelines on Renal Cell Cancer. Eur Urol 2001
Sep;40(3):252-55.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11684839

8. Ljungberg B, Hanbury DC, Kuczyk M, et al. EAU Renal Cell Carcinoma Guidelines. Eur Urol 2007
Jun;51(6):1502-10.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17408850

9. Ljungberg B, Cowan C, Hanbury DC, et al. EAU Guidelines on Renal Cell Carcinoma; The 2010
Update. Eur Urol 2010 Sep;58(3):398-406.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20633979

un.‘f']'ﬁq- "_.lﬁEl =+

BB (renal cell carcinoma, RCC) dFTE &R 2%~3%"", UAAERMLZHE
HEmE. Ei3X20E8, BAEAZNEHREARCC AFEEFETHE, BAEZBIBNURESEKEEA,
RCC RfRR 118K 2% . BREER 2012 £# & # RCC /A2 84 400 5], BEMEXTET
HEHILH 34 700 51 P, 20 42 90 ERBHIZAT, B RCCRIRETE—HE LAY, =
FAFHREFRRTREAE Y. NN ETERE 20 e 80 £RUK, ZE. EE. Bibfl.
WMZFEXRFIE 20 2 90 FRFPHALIK, RCCHFATEHMT TH. A, ERLEREHER (&
T, ZvRT. HFHE. BRE. FigE®R) RTERMRA—EEEN, EWEFiEE Y,

RCCEBHARENMEMARE, ALHLEBEHETEMMEN 90%. RCC BFE/LMARMEASR
HEALFEFMERFENTRE ®. RCCEERFEM, BLBEHLLHN 1.51.0, XFEIEE
WA 60~70%. MAZEZREFEFTARX (NMKRE . BEURSLEZ. —REEEHE
Eth5 RCC AmAKIEEHEX """, TEHM—LREETES RCC £k XK1 S s P IKME X,
BEREIES. XLRZEFFHROIKEIRUARTFARBEMOILIRE, BHEXIEHERER
A Y, BEERENTFESRIPER, BEEREESTAH . &G WA TR i 2 8 % R
AR R D BB B

EE:FijEi_gE’]HFFrl_l_?A%%ﬁ%ﬁﬂifﬂ*ﬂl‘l'ﬁmﬁ EH‘EI (computed tomography,
CT) #EAM, EMIBAME RCCHBEGMLEA. XEMBARBER N, BHOBPER .

21 &g 5HE

&g LE
JLI5 RCC &R IIESAXHEKRERCHEIER, SFERME. BEMSNE. XLEERERTUMA RCCH |2a

i3 GR
REZEH RCC —RRBAHEHE 2 i8E 5 IR HE L KR AR R . B
2.2 SEH
1. European Network of Cancer Registries. Eurocim version 4.0. European incidence database V2.3, 730
entity dictionary (2001), Lyon, 2001.
2. Lindblad P. Epidemiology of renal cell carcinoma. Scand J Surg 2004;93(2):88-96.

http://www.ncbi.nIm.nih.gov/pubmed/15285559
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3. Ferlay J, Steliarova-Foucher E, Lortet-Tieulent J, et al. Cancer incidence and mortality patterns in
Europe: estimates for 40 countries in 2012. Eur J Cancer 2013 Apr;49(6):1374-403.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23485231

4. Levi F, Ferlay J, Galeone C, et al. The changing pattern of kidney cancer incidence and mortality in
Europe. BJU Int 2008 Apr;101(8):949-58.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18241251
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1997 Oct;183(2):131-3.
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9390023
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http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17085101

7. International Agency for Research on cancer (IARC). WHO IARC monographs. Vol. 83, 2004. Available
at: http://monographs.iarc.fr/ENG/Monographs/vol83/index.php [Accessed January 2012].
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Br J Cancer 2001 Sep;85(7):984-90.
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3. 2T 5948

3.1 R

REBMBEERFGIHASHINER. BE, 50% K LAY RCC 2iBidx % fhiEts S EmEARFIE
RS SRR TR A M G F R EMBA LI " (LE: 3) . FERE. ABRMER K AEER AT fil B AR ix
—#ABEKENSRLOR (6%~10%) , BE5REMHMMALFLBIGIZRRERE > (LE: 3 .

BIBZEESMEN T2 30% BAERA RCC 2& (k3.1 (LE: 4 . VHAMERNEEZEL AL
BRmSEMER, WBBEsSEEm® (LE: 3) .

R31 REANABERSE
BMmE

BRI
EERE

K

W
TR
AR RS
B
FHEERE

A5 ME
TR S

3.1.1 FHEBRE

K& EE RCC BT MERRAIR. A, WMRATIRANMZNEEHITHEFEE:
* 7T fill K% B AR B R 5

* ATl R SAR I B 5K ;

« HIAEE IR RARKH KA TR KM, RRFEIkZ R,

312 TRERE

BEIFGHSEESHE MSAE. B/\BkiEiZZE (glomerular filtration rate, GFR) . £ I4H
BEitEy. OYmBRSTPEEE . BTIhGE. BRUIEEEEREE. FLERRGSES (lactate dehydrogenase, LDH) . #&KIE
m;E4S ©7, ERma HAR RS (LE: 4) .

MRPRBEMBIARRILESERG, WA THMRKE LEEOEEYE, FTEHITRIAHME
FHE, HEFEEZRI ERBHETRREE UHETIEMR (LE: 4) .

ETRERPEEE B H5RGRITMES B (LE: 2b) -
- HHPMBEMERE LS GFR RERIK, RTBIEEZHRAT,
cHEVREFEZIRREXH—FIMIZE. B NN EME (&%F4ERCC) HWEE.

MTEEHEHERKRRE. FTESLE. BESEER. BOEMERR. RESAHEL R LKRFEM
SHEEBRRGREMEEMS, BHTREHBE—MEIMIISETIES.

3.2 BBERT

AZHESHEEREMEFERFITHSNEER CTREMEANA (LE: 3) ", EFEGHies
LE RS S B S A ST S A .
3.2.1 KT 1E5E B F KT

T EESRAE, HETEMENREERER HIEESGFSTE " (LE: 3) . RUFSH
S IERE S A E DB . CT Sii#R & (magnetic resonance imaging, MRD) . X% (% ff
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BRRBEHGFEEFELERIZH. EENtBRERESRFEHIHEES—ENER (BIaATF
B ELES T FEENESIEMNEEStRBEE. SASEMEE, URBTXINENERR
WMEE S FFRIREHITER S T (LE: 3) .

3.2.2 CT 3 MRI

IERHERMA CT = MRI 3 B MIZRIFHEHITH . FUESBKIFHEZTN Az FH#HT
FRFNTURRIEET YR, ZECTHREP, BEMIHEEAZAMZFEZBNCTE[FK
B{I (Hounsfield unit, HU) 1 #{TXfLERFIMT SMBR R FEERRI. CTEEM= 15 HU %
FEEEE M (LE: 3) . ATRAEEMHITEISHMEN, THABSHZEEELRYNE
BERU, REARENEMRENSERE, SHEBRELRSIERISEXR—HMEE.

AXZHIFERTIED CT = MRI AT RCC #ITHMISHT. AT CT 1 MRI MG FHHEAR e
PEERYMARIE . TASATME BB S ST MBI E X 5K ' (LE: 3) . EERCT A
REUTER:

o ST AR RO Th BEFATL S R (LE: 3)

« BEMERICER (BIMTED

B RIFNR:

« BERX B EMKIFR;

« & FRRFNATAERYIE R (LE: 3)

EFERGID, BHNEECTNEEE AR FME TR EMLEFERN—MERNAE (F)
WA ATESHAVBAFHTHRME ST P, mBHEEX CTEEFTH, WHiFAT
FHAWE MRI & &8 A (MRI biphasic angiography, MRA) #{T# %, {8 MRA £40'S &l M
EFERSUREFUERERET CT MEEEAR .

MR CTHMERTAH, MRISUFATLUREHEZHES:

c BRSHERMIEERS (BIEERMSERPEEATERES RS P

o Xt E R R B9 14 B R 4T o A P4

« & CT H# % Ths& Mk Cinferior vena cava, IVC) E#REERGKRER, TER MRI 24

BEKF RIER P (LE: 3) . &L B 1R 558 Bk A 1255 Bl 4 m AUE R R ¥ (LE: 3) .

MRIER T3 CT #BESF I MM B EUR T S RIBMEREE % (LE: 3) . %&i#H
MRI #2151 40 SR BN AR FO 2 £ AR AR 15 I 72 3 17 FF & WA B T 3 BEg B9 4y @90,

3.2.3 Hft 4 &

RESIHFE RCC 2EP, SHMEFLAMTEFKEZARE—EEM (LE: 3) . X T#&
EERAERIRERNEE, NEEFARUZRERMESEEIEEGURLEBTRE, HNEE
FRBBENEE Y (LE: 2a) .

EBFAE5EER# (positron-emission tomography, PET) 7 RCC i2 Wi F Y E EM
EIMAHBH, PET BRI AR —MirERE A% ™ (LE: 3) .

324 BB EARBENSBEERE
BOER CT B ITHE S HMEERAE P (LE: 3) . 4T, EIFEEBYERFER, ZVEE

MBEATIER X | #E (LE: 3) , BAIEAER CT M—#ERZE, HEMMERME (LE: 3) .
BEANAXRSHEFESTNREBHNBEERFICHNZEAERSY, XEEMALIR, BRBEREE
AT

EMBSEIMEGERE P (LE: 3) . AW, HEERSTRIGRSEREMESMERE,
ok
AE

M AT REEE T . B3P CT 5k MRI 482 B3 (LE: 3) .
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3.2.5 &M Bosniak 4%

ESEMBIEE S, Bosniak 7 REF CTEHEFZRMBEBEMSHS5K, BHETFHRNET
TR Y4 (LE: 3) . Bosniak R IFMES I ELEMIIHITIAT (£3.2) .

%* 3.2 E%AMA Bosniak 44

Bosniak 44% | $§{E REHN
I BaAMREEERN EEE 244 ERTFY | Rit
N, BB S . SKBEEERE, 32
P TR

I RIESEMN FRSALEFAAS IR, £RE
AR ABH NG BEE<3com, BEEHS
—HHEEEEMN, D5EMTILE.

IIF ENEIRZHERSR. IRARSRHEE | B NI ATNE.
EUEMER. PRABEARTFENBS
IR EEE., RMATEESETRIEE
RISk, (BRIEE. EMESREBERAM
RALHS . REEMTESTEMTEARM.
FEIEFH. =3 cm NS EENBREERT,
BEEDRIEN.

1] TREEMME LMY, REHSBAAMWIEE, | FARSMERH. 50% LU EHHENEE.
Heprl i gsE,
v ARAEEREERT, SHEEBHRALES. WHEFARATT. KD AT EME.

3.3 BMEiEtE

ZESMEETENERERES. 1, ATEGERTRAABIEMRIEALNZSH. 2, AF
BRI B EFHITREZ N 3, ATEEMATAIREAELRZSH; 4, ARBEERRNE
TR RS ENEETE " (LE: 3) .

AIRAZSHFRIFALAREN / AR ARFEFREHITER SMEEMEER. BMET
FIBTSHE RS AT R ERBLEEINDR,

K THAKABEBEZGEREHITISHERMERS, Eit, ¥ FEE CT s MRI EM 2 /RAY
FIEENSML. SERSENE. MAFGRKARITKRERIFNESE, EFAETIHAALTEH
ITEMEER (LE: 4) .

ERBAHEBIF, ZESHEFTRTEFDHE THT Y (LE: 3) o AKRIBRHEAERAL.
B F4FE AR BE R IR4FIE, EBFEBER CT SIS THITER, XAMEEFEAESIENER
BHTERAREL Y (LE: 2b) .

BRI—EUAKL 18 G HATEMEFRKHERE, BAEXZHIBFERAT, MA 18 G #iHF AR
RERKE, BFEMEEBALR T % (LE: 2b) . RHMTFREAZRBEIRMSISHE
ERITEREH, M LH2EEHLGEH R EMERE " (LE: 3) . Bk R R AR ER,
i 4F 3R 1 7o 15 By M A 9 314R 15 14900

Bz, GRERNERMALAELAEEZKLR. BAMEEERT /'S E MM F K2 & IREHHF
KIE, MEBEKEZEEXMEOTER (0.0%~1.4%) , BE® HERME ",

FFRABEMRAERBZSHERFER, BASHTHMRMAMFHRERL, Z5HERE
O3t RSB R EAAFRB NS HRIERMEES 7% (LE: 2b) . MERTRE AFISE
REEREREFAIS RS EERN TN E T ¥ (LE: 2b)

BERZESSERIBEERBAEBASKRBE. AT, ELOMIZRE2IMNRERFIFERALE (F
R, KE>10mm) , ATHRARERSISHE, MEFIRERXRE 2470 (LE: 4) . 3FiK
AR K BB A E R A SNEEH, LUBEFF sh RIFFE X3 (LE: 2b) .
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i, REZBRFENEFTPFON—RIEERET, ZOHEERTIASME, Hi2oREh
IR R AL 78%~97%, BEER SIS (98%~100%) FABIEL (86%~100%) 25054555778]
(LE: 2b) . AT, MY TEHIR 2.5%~22.0% IR S B A R B2 i B By V25049577 (LE,
2b) , WRINREGEFEEREINUTERE, NEZEEH—SERIFARE (LE: 4) .

ZS s FRIERIT A B SR LR EXY . & FIER#HTT Fuhrman 53 80E I RAK (43%~75%) ,
BAES—MEILHNERZRESE (FRH vs. REF) KIBSHMER M 20T (LE: 2b)

S EHER T EY SRS ERR, THYHEFRMATXRSEE, BRIEATHN
S{KRL S (Bosniak IVELER) BYXE "7 (LE: 2b) .

MEMMAMBTHERRSERATREENNRETER, LENTEZ 1R ph #0086
(LE: 3) .

3.4 BRFSH

7£ 2004 FR B9t 5 T 4 A 40 (World Health Organization, WHO) £ %, SpEH—4
WILRAAFRIEFRBBKAR MY, ERRDRHBEFES (International Society of Urological
Pathology, ISUP) BEHENEMEFITTEIT™ (BEEHNEENESZ: HBEME . MIGK
AEXRH# SHMEEMRCCTAELLKEE: EHMAE RCC (clear cell RCC, cRCC) . FKIK
RCC (papillary RCC, pRCC) (4A I &BFIE) LUREEMAE RCC (chromophobe RCC,
chRCC) . A~[E RCC L2 [a]fhiEE s #A. S RANVEREFF R 1EEFF (cancer specific survival, CSS)
HMERFN K 3.3,

% 3.3 3 fpEE RCC R R AYS4E 157

E-31] &1 RCC HILLHI (~) |SHINERMKHAZKR | Fuhrman 284 3 4 | CSS (HR)
(T3~4, N+, M+) =% 4 & MY

cRCC 80%~90% 28% 28.5% SR

pRCC 6%~15% 17.6% 28.8% 0.64~0.85

chRCC 2%~5% 16.9% 32.7%* 0.24~0.56

CSS= MEHFIEERHF: HR= R L.
*Fuhrman $ % RAZBIEAATF cRCC, 18fF chRCC FAFE. ERIHEETF Paner 895 REFAEE "1,

BE, WFFE RCCIE, MEHaMERRSPMEANAREFSRIESMETHFEE (3.4,
35 . EZHNBENE 4 &,

FMEXE RCCHSERETEN49%, B 2006 FLUK, RCCH S EREFEFTH—TIES,
XAJRE 518 % 1 RCC B4 H 318 i WL KBS SUER S BB 14 % (tyrosine kinase inhibitor, TKI) HJ{E
AHEX"™., AERTARTREEE RCC F, XIETHES RS ARERENE (AMES5B) .

K34 FRASPMALARBESFR RCC MEENFMHERFTE[ ML (95% CI) ] ( Keegan et

al, 2012""")

T1NOMO S8R

T2NOMO 2.71 (2.17~3.39)
T3NOMO 5.20 (4.36~6.21)
T4NOMO 16.88 (12.40~22.98)
N+MO 16.33 (12.89~20.73)
M+ 33.23 (28.18~39.18)
14 SR

2% 1.16 (0.94~1.42)
3 1.97 (1.60~2.43)
44 2.82 (2.08~3.31)

Cl= AIf5[X /8.
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E—IEESER LTI, F 1970 F ~2003 FEZRATES VIR S S 282 11 MR A A )
#1% cRCC. pRCC 8 chRCC BHEMKMEHFLER " 1% 3.5.

X35 BEFREBETHARALETE RCC BEEMNEERSMETE[HTEEE (95%Cl) ]

HE7FRTIE 54 (%) 104E( % ) 154( % ) 204E( %)

cRCC 71 (69~73) 62 (60~64) 56 (53~58) 52 (49~55)
pRCC 91 (88~94) 86 (82~89) 85 (81~89) 83 (78~88)
chRCC 88 (83~94) 86 (80~92) 84 (77~91) 81 (72~90)

Cl= AT {5 X 8]

3.4.1 ZHMEE EMpaREE (cRCC )

KKk LEE, cRCC MyEinFREM, BEBEFEHE. AIRANMETRESZEAEEK. VEES
R, 2EHAHNMITE. BERA Fuhrman 9% A% " M HBITHR. 2EATREENK 3D
SReFNAI T 3p25 FE4R LAY VHL (von Hippel-Lindau) #E3%. 5 pRCC #1 chRCC &L,
cRCC & mmEEE """, AMEX S BRMARFITHBESETR2a0E Y. TNM 28K 1L 11,
[IFNIVEA B BB & (1987 £E ~1998 &FIEF AT &) 54 CSS 9314 91%. 74%. 67% 1 32%"*,
cRCC RIIEM T RIkBN % FE M RCC Y5 FFE cRCC A1 4% GEMES5EH) .

342 Z LR EMpaRE (pRCC)

RERM pRCC A EM, BREIER, EZEGNIFE, BEREALEH. EERESEATE, pRCC
ESTEBLREERT. 1TTH=ZEAMEMEEEY RENSFLE. pRCCEERRME, F3MARMIL
Bl 2MERTE (18M28) UEKEIMHERMAMETE (RFES5E:. HMESME) . pRCC S5
cRCC#att, B BRMEME (pT1~2NOMO) RILLBIE S (74.9% vs. 62.9%) , 54 CSF &5 (85.1%
vs. 76.9%) ", 2 Bl pRCC RYFifE Ltk 1 BUZE, R L 2.16 vs. 3.28""%, msh4 K. RIEIFE
HHTURBEERE (MEZESEKSIENEBEERAB & 18 pRCC WARIER. REEMT
ZHIEMHNTSEMEAE SIS EXE. BEXRRIEMNMESZE, RFEAEEAMHHE,
HERNDOOGHATENMERE, M ENERELM. 1% pRCC EARIFHHREIRAIES X
85> 1 B pRCC REMEFEAMFMELRSAERAGR. FRM5EE CT ZE PR RAME SR
REEXEHE—H, X—XEAEEMEALAEL%E, CT RN LigsRins U7,

— LR EIGERRAMBRIE B pRCC #11E 3 Y pRCC, IWHEBESHEE, KB XEIRTMH, BINE
KERBETHERIR ", mmx—TRAE zEZ ",

3.4.3 HEMEE KRR (chRCC )

BREMEE EMEERN KRR AXEERE, MEEGHEMNERYE, RIE, AREW, TR
BE XA Paner £F 2010 FiR H B —F4FHRABALFIEBE DR RFEMIE Fuhrman 2R R FHITH
g 9120, shfmik 2, 10, 13, 17 FI21 REARHARMERZHT ", Hemmi SMmpERE
EAERLF, 5 ERXEREFERM CSS 954 89.3%. 93.0%, 10 4 CSS 24 88.9%"*,

3.5 4ig

«if 10 FFiE, FRRBIDHABALEENENEAREREAS, BHEI—5S RCC BEMNMMARIN
APPRATRAR . M. BIMEERREBMEIR (LE: 3) . FEXAEL CT 3¢ MRI F1fE0
SIS FHRBEFEN RCC H#HITIAHSH (LE: 3) . MEB CT RRANMEBRLARBBNAEE, &
D RAZBHTHER X SRR R ERFITRRS . AXTERBEHTRERKOSEH, FEE
BTEMBFESAER CT s MRI 2.

c ZREEMETRIERRERMRES .
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0 MEEFMELRRIAFAS A IRET RIS
o BEIEFAETT (FRIREM. HEETT) MELXEEMEEREMBHERAZER,
o URANEBMEMERFERERSENLERIGT.

3.6 =
GR

% HAME T LLIESREEER CT 3 MRI T RCC B2E/EE, HiAAEATHEMISHeRER. B
% HAtE T LLIESRAEER CT 3t MRI 2R AT S AEFHEHIT AN RS BN RSENRGFNES %. C
HEFMER CT BT A FNER Y 2 B 1T 4k . C
AERESFERSAE. C
MRGERENRIEZEEER, BARFEHRUATIESATTAE TS MEER. C
HFEZ K FRIER A TR TR R B . C
B2 2§ 3% Al R 3 27 R AR #EA T B BB 42 I SR R iE A C
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B, SEMELE S MERITERRMR 12, XL RGRE T 3 E & TR F 45T 89140,
MR RN, e/ AEMEE K. REREESERAMESURNMTERMEA / FEAE.

KARAHNZFSHLLRZFEXN SMBHITITHRERAN, S THREBEMFAURME R
AEBEFREHITERTN. XESEXTEAFHTETARE. REEEFOURILE S VIR
AE—RIIMEERARERTER. AT, SAGHBEHITRERTEEN, SULBBRIFTS
58FKRRAURFAEMPEZEESERESE.

4.2.2 ARFHEF

HMFEREEE Fuhrman #Z 9%k . RCC IR, AEHAFE. MNERIE. MEXREULRES
ERGRIL. Fuhrman AR EBRTNARAIZH RCCHBAENRALE . RESTIMNEE
BEMNEEZREFHEME, B Fuhrman KA RME—TRIMAEEZ". ARETEL
2 B8 3 & Fuhrman 2R ARG AI e 5288 4 EHSEEARMAERERE "™ (LE: 3) .

KIEWHO 3£ "™, RCCA N A 3N EBRALLTE: EHTE GERMAMITE) (80%~90%);
AKRTE (10%~15%) FAREHEBITE (4%~5%) . HFEEEDHTHAMERIUTHESE. HFEa
MABT R MFARRTALKITE, HFERFTE GERMME RCC) P2, W, HKEMESH
#HITHER, RCCIEFRMMFRFESREEX P (LE: 3) .

A#I KK RCC H, ZEBAUMANTEEERARMNFGE P 1 BESRBIKAME, FRMESR,
BFRRIF. 2BRBLATRKSHIME, BREFRL, REEBHMENES (LE: 3) .

BE Xp M12BMIMRCCHIFERR . 1%L RCC A mERHKIK, EX FERBENIZMIERFE L.

RCC £ B3 MMmiE k2 ME R A S HAES FKE LBUEIE ** (LE: 2b) .

4.2.3 lGERAE
IEREZEIESRE—RIER. BIER. THER. [MRSFIMmNRITE Y (LE: 3) .

4.2.4 HFFEZE

BRISX Z MO FIREMHIT TR, G BREFEEIX (carbonic anhydrase IX, CalX) .
M M K% KEF (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) . ##& %S EF (hypoxia-inducible
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factor, HIF) . Ki67 ({ARBIEsE M%) . p53. #WEEEE Rk hE AR IR E E (phosphatase and
tensin homolog, PTEN) (ZHfEEI+EX) . E-{5FEH. C- RN &EH (C-reactive protein,
CRP) . S#ER1 P CD44 CARFM) B (LE: 3) . FIBXLWMIEYHREE—MIT LIRS
BRITUNASGRERME, Bit, EEMERIEBRFAEEFER. &5, BRAEERREEEUHREII=,
EBEIETREEENFMRETERE T RS 0,

4.2.5 Fi/E 7 2 4 #0151 2 [F

MEMMAZMINEERARASMITEFWERLESER, BRIERSE ZHHRFIMEBE
IE P, XA R G A TN AE R 45 B A E S E B IR AT A TNM 42 #Ask Fuhrman 98B 4 ## (LE:
3) . FKEM—MEERERETUMARMEZMEZTNEHE (predictive accuracy,
PA) HHITENITME . REHEHEPARTEREMNARGEHEETRETNRLER, FHE9HN A5 ol 4 5
AW, &if, BEEFHFRITHTEBES PA BRI ILZE Y. 42 LR THAREHX
TR RS

HRMEEARENTRITINET E.

43 Zig5itE

*F RCC &3, TNM 583, Fuhrman #4541 RCC T EI4 3 (WHO, 2004; 1) mEMtEEMHEES. (2

wE GR
HEFER BATRY TNM S EI R 5. B
HFERANDRRGM RCC TERHGE RS, B
EERMETNRAERTRBERREE. B
HFERMEKRFEE, THEFENEASSETRMNALRTILE, REXLERFRARKRIBANEER C
HIB IR IR

BRI o FRURIRSIHEEREE RN A TIGK - C
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5. HAth 5 i

HRTH'S EEMES A 2004 £/ WHO TR XHEFHMAR, BEIMKRELHAUEzRNS
FEHARFITRSEAR, ABLEEMESERZERETEE 7T EM Y. BITRAELRFEEN X,
BN i ISUP BRI DX E T 2013 EHAR P X—HERRRATEES BN FHTM WHO £ 2a £ At
BIRERMEE S HMaRE (cRCC) . A LKBEMAME (pRCC) FAgk e MRE SMAaE (chRCC)
& B AR M B 85%~90%. FHANAN 3.4 EF. Hith 10%~15% I EMEBEE—RIITE LY.
MARMKIREME, REEHEBMER, WIMNEEFE—HKRSLRME.

5.1 Bellini £4%&E

Belinf fE5EREE—MIRENN RCC, KFEAEMISHNEATIRE. 51X 40% BB HEEVIRE
CHEERERTE, KBS EEEVRISH 13£E|7~]§E1: 5 cRCC #HLt, BEHRMEEFERE
&w4mm BRIt Bellini E6 EEEEFLE THMMRABHERT (n=81) MHRER, 44%
EHEELCHANGFEEXSIREERER, 32% El’] BEHMTZOER. 5. 10FELEERSIH
48%. 14%*, i EFEHA 30 MR Y. MEATHREE Y.

5.2 BHEETE

SHEREE—METEREERSHWE TEEFRABABTRAABEEANEREREASE. &
m, EETHRRABEENAANBRTIEFRGELEFRE Y. BEANCHERERESEEN—
LR, BERERAER, 94 10~20 SERAHIEREELSMEN 2%. 95% WEEEHL
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HTT‘T’EE%& [4110,11] EFI'L"I'_:ETHﬁj'] 5 /\H [7] %gﬁ;&m%*;ﬁﬁ%xﬂgaq [10]’ ﬁgiﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁ
AR, WRPEXRBARNTARMERREHITIAT, S, ZMENBITHE. BTXEM
FEHER, FA TR FEEHAL .

5.3 WEHE A

P RCC R RTRAE RCC M ALK, HIER—MBMAALF LR, RCC HH
BHETUFFERRTIR . HEEHSEEERKLS cRCC T ¥, £HRFHEBIE
PYEH RCC M RiE. FRERATREER . SAMEMS FHERG LR —METiEE "
(LE: 3) (GR: C) .

5.4 X5 £ 5 M=
A% RCC XM ATEEITEAEAM—HMILEAY RCC RYSEIIER 2 1,

55 ZERMTHAMRE

ZEEM RCC 2—MN L RIFAIEMMRE RCCM, X—TF B F A477 RS IE b LR
2 4%, BRI TR AR EMENEBIEREITNEY. KIEET RS FIRERN Bosniak £
%, %EE RCCET Bosniak B EMHFET ({B/RET Bosniak I1&fFT) %20, sk, M1
Bosniak T AT sk B E A M E R EFKRE (mixed epithelial and stromal tumour of the kidney,
MESTK) . EMSE (W51551) S EEMEAN, LRXEMBEHARYE. EREBERT,
HAEBIARFFERMARFRETFEREINZEMBELERISE . FERAXLMEHRAHER
BIFARBITREE. EMREAR LT, SUWERIMEEELEBEOME, TLLUERRESSEMFAR

SR EShE "% (LE: 3, GR: B) .

5.6 IEELAAME / ShE AMER S U S ARE

FEERAM R / R EHARERS B R -2 A RAMREMERMARE RS EEM DRI E.
FERRARRYE / REMAERSEMERT LT 3 MilaRFIEER: Ak, 5EEBRMAMIESE/ XM
WEERREAREE %, =& W F B % Birt-Hogg-Dubé L5 (—MENMELEBAREEREESE,
BEEMSMTF 17p11.2, URKIMMMNE Z1ESMBAHE) B Y. BANEEXMEEEEY
FATAIERRIER, FTLUZMEMUFRIAABEEENFITAH. AW, SXMEATEEFRETETE
BE, PRGBS M TRED

5.7 MiT iR 8X SHmE

MiT RiEFI#8% RCC (translocation renal cell carcinomas, TRCC) R2—MEEAE FER
EENENRE, XE 25% WEZEFRAEI0S UL, TRCCEFE2MEEZTER, HBRUAETH
ik 6p21 B Xp11.2. 2 FiIFE AT EME P, FEIGKSEEKS, VEGF £ EZ5H5t 2 #IE BT E
BRT —ERITT P

5.8 BT M ARTE

EREMSHMRE (tubulocystic renal cell carcinoma, TCRCC) TERFE 4, %k HmEWR
FEEHY KA. 5pRCCAIAEE—EMHEEM. TCRCCERBEMMS, ARIREBFEI LTS
B H S %A Bosniak [IES(VE. TCRCC EGBMAET EeE, BMRENGEXZE (90%)

TCRCC REL A EMEEMHITH 7,
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5.9 B/ ERRART MR
BEMESEFHER (Henle) RAX. KEBHFR M/ NER RIS MEARER A KRR 242,

5.10 LRGSR EXME, KEERERFEXHESHRE

EMRITHT [ S EMEPEER (acquired cystic kidney disease, ACKD) ] #1 RCC 89%
RS RAKEER (end-stage kidney disease, ESKD) BI#EIRI. S BERAEE DRSS!
BN ERERFAREL A 50%, BHEURTEMFFERE. 45 (BENARERLMEN 3 EH
R AT 7T 55D iR . BRLRREAEmEX% RCC MAREANN 4%, —4E %% RCC RN L
—ABZELES10E. SHAM RCC H#Lt, 5ERASHFMREEE LS IEMFRIELL RCC UE
FOOFIRMAYEE, RTFEFRMNEE (KSHABEMN) , REMKK DY, FRERNBREX
RCC H#HMEMMRMNELHMEREX. MEBFELRASHREXD FER XM ENABER
WL EREREATNREEAKS A RCC 5L REFEMMETHNEEAAEMRCCHEL,
FUMBIFZ EFRENIGK. FEMNEGLERFE. SARE—THRARRPBEX—RUARTEHES
FiEKE RSB HESBHBREXREE X Y. BRLKRBEREX RCC ALRIESH %1% RCC
RIFEL, BEEHRTEMALFLERE R pRCC, LKRYEHIEX RCC R4kt RCC f1 pRCC #Y EL Al
DA 41%~71% 5 10% . HAth BB K &85 A cRCCH***, —FhF E ) RCC B! 2 % 4 7R 28 R H S A
HHIFATEARGHEERRFNERASRES, X— TR ERSHEERRFEXE RCC(acquwed
cystic disease-associated RCC, ACD-RCC) HH ¥4k Y. AXRBFEZENLUEEEZT—K
BEBERET. ASRAMREME SRR XIS BEHITET, kA hRE .

511 EAM (MER ) FLSCREBRRE, &I E RS EME

ERARE ChNER) KK RCC HRVMERTEARABHEE: A, FRMWEMKXZ LR
DI AR X P KB MREOIRERDY: 2, SARMBERTIXLEHBERIANE
HEMEITH. BRIREGHROIXERRE Y.

BEHRARSEMEREREFMEEEERS ATFAERNMECE'S M E INERE M E

(renal angiomyomatous tumour, RAT) Hii#{T T 48 »%,

5.12 #2540 BT 48 X 5 s

XEMBE—MLTIIEHEZEAMBERAEFENRTLAME, XEEFLESHENRR
5320 f5. XEMBEBRRIE, EREBRMESE. FERFILE (FHEHTR Y.

5.13 FLLRARTE

AERBEERSREIR. ZASRKERERNIE, HEE<5 mm, XEMBELNUETF
UBAEBTIRIEAF R

5.14 |55 g

FEMBHRAIANEERE. EERALEBNEEEHRE. SLB2EEZNMREME, XA
FARUIBEFTRIA .

515 B EE / RA LR AKE

XEME IR S R B RYE (renal epithelial and stromal tumour, REST) . REST 2 —##
S, BFE2MRMAESHEMMERE ERAMmMpE. BESEMESE ERERE ™. $i5E
MRELRET, A#EBS REST FithsR A Bosniak 1112, R/ % Bosniak [1BI(IVE "2, REHIR
RSk & B8 REST FAEREMITH, BX 2 MVEEEHHIAAZ RIEM, BFARYIBRET &R,
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5.16 FEEL LA AR ARTS

EIERRMARARE A RIEAE U, TR SR 3%~7%". BERBRFRIKX D IEERMAAR
71 RCC RAAIEH. ALREFBINARSEOE Y. RENBIY—RERERE R 1EH AR
L, B2EERERIK, FARERBMEMEIFAT cRCC (RCCHAMMERIK) . pRCC HERLIA
TR (238) LIK pRCC MEEBMMRETRE. EHSHENZBEAFRIEMERMAMAREERE D
AIEESRA “EHNR" K. BRIATHZE BHSTIBRARTMETE %,

5.17 i&{E14 5 iz

BEMSMERF 5 E&%: Von Hippel-Lindau 42 & fE. 1% % £ pRCC. Birt-Hogg-Dubé
FEEME (SNERMAMERE - BREMEERLE)  BEEMETRIEHRMEMAME (hereditary
leiomyomatosis and renal cell cancer, HLRCC) . &¥tmE{LE & E. IEAEIKSE (succinate
dehydrogenase, SDH) &R . IESAMEEMBLES . FIRZ R EETTHE - N MBLEESE.
PTEN 5B E1E. HBME 3 SEBRSMURKEHIFLEESMEEEPMAE RCC. BlifE (K
£330 hAIHANEEEERE, BAESEEHLIERRBRAX N
+ Von Hippel-Lindau %@ kR 14i%4% (autosomal dominant, AD) . EH % %1% cRCC (1L
F 5k 65% RIBFEAME) NS MEINRILAEEE ©1.

- BEMIFIKRCCR—MEFLITLIMEEMAD. &£ MET FEER (7931 FEFLRET .

< EEMTBANER RCCHX RCC 2—#AD, TREERNLEEIK 1942.3-943 B I A REL
ERRXEMARET., ILEEFBEZRAMRKMFETLBNE. 1/30EEBBRCC, £X
S BT RmmRE B,

VMBI EEE. MEINHIEETSC15 TSC2 XA XRT. BEE N 3FHWM'SHR: %
MM EBABERAE . AR VRS TR LR /D WA RCCH,

5.18 [a] M4A R ihis
18] 40 40 BT 4 AN [ 26 0 0 R I BRI AN P9, R T M B ABE AR Z 5N, HMER.

5.18.1 M &FBALAS 72

mEFBNAERATE (angiomyolipoma, AML) 2—F R $H B H2HLRMhE, BARE ELBIRIBERAZELR
BEMERATENARUESEERMEHRK. JBL TMHMNEREZEMMN4E. AMLBATR
FLET4ERE (tuberous sclerosis, TS. Il ERBEMESHE) , H8 AML 2 & M. X EFEK
KR, AESHELMHM. AML 2495 FARIBRMER 1%. EAEIBE. CTHMRIAEL
MR FERR AT A A MIE S W . BRI TFRBEE. KasUFU EEHTFBNMEES LK MK
HRLRY BRI ITX 9. AML AT LTk BB TS, BXRR2EBMERR, ME—HE . SEMEERK.
AML AT S EZ TEHKMENLEE KSR, e HEEZTRMNERNAML ZRMEN. RE5 L
R AML 2 AML B3R T RA0K 12, AML 4 KB 18 B 548 (0.088 cm/ ) , BREBERIE .
BAML MEBHFAEREER NS REESNERGHN, XTESEDE® . Bl S5mE
MIER S AR MEFRF B LESX ™. HIAEBXEEZEMERR. ELERS S
HIAK TS RIHI 9, BT TR EERMEEIEER. B R H IR OUT S E AR .

BARES AMLFEFIR ST ERATEBYIBRARST, EXEHS AML B RTFHREE R
LR FTERITIRT ¥ (LE: 3) . TERERSIINRI TR S, TRUERIEEMEHKIEE (selective
arterial embolisation, SAE) F15f 355 & A (radiofrequency ablation, RFA) F*4°1 175477,
REEZSBAT, RASAERHIHME AN, BEEAMLKEETHHERABRY . ZAmM-TOR
MEFIBATAYATHIER K EARTH Y, ATHEATEEHFABESER .

5.19 IEFEHELR) / TR REMERE

FEMHHMERRNTE—SIRE, UEFHEAXLIEE IR RS EF R
s FRBRIEREFSMERE: —#5 0L RIFARKBRIEEMBERABMUMTIRME. XEk
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RS5AHpEHEHEREGTHE NS (GR: C)

EX.0) EEEE PR A R4 TT

RCC MR E Rk = FA

% B YRR RCC 1%, k% FA, NSS*

Bellini 2 & &% &, RAREM FA, BFEBMERFHLTFITE
M E;

SR 5. WMARERE FA

FIE RCC Xp11.2 = ER

FIA RCCt (6; 11) 1% FAK, NSS

B NIRRT B g FA, NSS

ST BRRFR LM RCC 1% FA

B CNER) Lok RCC 1% FA, NSS

RN ARIE [ R ABE R A EAE | K FA, NSS

53 i Rit FA, NSS

EHEE/ RANLEREARE 1% / Rt FA, NSS

WEEL 4R AR Rt ME (ERERFWIAGERT) /
FAK, NSS

B IS B 5 FA, NSS

% F2AAERE Rt TS S ENEE R ERAT AT

F4 % RCC A FA, NSS

“NSS= REEEEfIF XK.

EH R BIR R 15 51 .
- IRIERALSES B RIEMAXME RCC.
« ALK R{I RCC (ALK- B3 {4tk BIEHEE) .

5.20 /&

EMEES —RITEIXEMME, EP 15% ARMME, ETRMUEMBERETTRIATREM,

WEeE BMEHTRE (PN EFREFFRE) A,

521 &g 5i#EF

i LE
BT MEFBMBEREZN, TEETFEEFETRXERENMSMES RCC Kok, Hitt, MYEMA |3
5 RCC #HEHATTAR.
M FEERIESS R B AARTE, WIEREHUEAL. 3
WFARE B EME, REEirECRMERTAE. 3
w#E GR
=[11E1#9 Bosniak FEBHE H#EH1E RCC FF45FHERHYIATT - C
FETIERME FBARAE BERIEEIHITAT (FA. BERMARZEEKEE) . C
o BRI K [ FAFEEEENTMEE, BREEEN> (3) 4om FZFFiE ]
- BRI
- BEAWREEFHEIEINEMEZRISIAT.
MEERRESHMLFA.
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6. JR 1S M ARER AT BB ARENRERETT

—MARERZFONCIETHMRER. ZRAFZERNAANTEXERESHME
(T1~2NOMO) FA&TRIETE 3cak ', FIR QIEREH AL BT, BT RENLT B A
BEAR, ZEAFRERBMANTIEMRENFAR. BXBRIBEENERR. ERECRHARUALETF
TEHRENILEMR. TRIEFREFEETRE, FRAANLTHEBHAR (WHEGHHKRE) . B
Bt CRARURBERITIE. XTRFITNAZE, AHUOARPEEEMARE Y. AREEHX
HEHBILEZE 20134F 5831 89,
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6.1 FRIGTT
6.1.1 (REBEE FAGREMEVDRA

ETOREMNMBZMETRELER, BAIMRIEERA, BRMRCC RFXARESHEN
F A (nephron-sparing surgery, NSS: S BEBATIRA) , MARRAEBSVIRA, JTit KB
FIRGAMEIRR 5% .

—IA R LR TS SRS VIR AR S5 F AR E S VIR AR RETHR, SRAUMGER 5 F=E
B2 M4E7F (cancer specific survival, CSS) ALY ", XNMEREE—RMATIEN RCT i
IESL, ZRCTHNBEMISMEN R L SHME< S5 cm, MESHIH T1~2NOMO, 'S 4 IE &
WHO PS 5 0~2. #EAKRE 9.3 F#ITEEITA, EZHRAMESBRANEEF 198 (72.5%)
MEE, MEZEHMOVIBRAKMEBES 173 6] (64.4%) 17FFE. CSS £ 514 98.5% FA97%. &
YIBRAREE 1 HBEFMER, MBI VIRALS 6 5.

MFERE<4cmBISE, —LHARIEETESBAVBRARSRAESIBRA (FRESEER
IR P, EREEZFIGKBIITE, EZREAMBVBRANEELRARTXREN. MY TEEAE
4~7 cm B RCC, BEHVIBRAFIREM BIBRAR CSSHEER ", 1o, XAKERES
HATIBRARSREEESVIBRAEBTER> 4 cm B RCC, XM 4% 7F (overall survival, OS) .
CSS ML E X 4E X (recurrence-free survival rate, RFS) 8B X 5 %Y, MA, —mXTFEE
BEMDBMECEARETN, SEHSUIRAE CSS 4 98%, #HRAMSIIBRAR CSS H 95%%.

H AR L T FRME SRS TIBRARMBEEEIRRNEFREMR S 1920220, #8
REA, fEREETE PO m P R kmE PP R EES. —BRIERT, XEHIRENHEEL
ERFR—H, EFEEMWHFAARIAELELERERY. —THRELAN, FRFREAHTEHF
RetiE g ), BREMARGELAAXMES ™. EZMMAR—HIRE S55BLIBRAMELL,
EZFHRAMSUIBRARMEBEEDERE Y, AREERRE. SMEMERRE, EZHREESIBRA
MEE, HARBMEZHRMELHELR ",

FF 4~7 cm B RCC, —IMEFHIBERMGZIA LR T FAMMES A VIR S B IEEREES Y]
BA. EREM, EZFFREEBIVBRANEE, RKEMEKFREEREM ™., 3R LK
THERARRERENSBIVIBRARSREEEVIRA, SREW, SIS VIBRAES NKEIETE
B, TARE M S IR AR EH B A th B89 B & FF & T M B B (cystic kidney disease, CKD)®,
F—IETHIEERMGR P MERESS EEERERAESIBRART > 4 cm 8 RCC#{TT L
B, GRER, BEREREAEEVIBRAEAREMHITGFREREEEZEA, BARRF CKD 2 #iEH
AR TR R A N

I RIS RCCREMEFRE. EZTBHIVIBRANELE, HEFRENZIITINES .
MEZRAESYIBRANEE, RNEABRRAERIF—NSHE. FFEE<4 cm BEAEFHIE,
EEEMMBIMEES, TeRBAMETER, ATREEEERETV/BIETS, X5iSHH
T HEEE. EEEFLAELERKS, HEBFRETIEASHERT.

TAEMR MR LRREEEVIBRARSHEEMFARMMESER. —IMA R LESSTERA.
A SRR EEAVIRAET T1a SIS MARE, %I 3 #5773 A9 CSS ¥4 100%°%,

BRTHEMEIEERA, MREE—RKNAIMEHELYT, BRYERCC RIFFAEEHS
PIBRAR, MIERBEEVIBRA, TRREMAMIREHEVIRAZ. BELETHARFAR, FHES
HOVIBAMMBEFERE VDMFRMEREEZTBRAYR—HF. MA, YFEALATHR, &
HAVIBRALN S REFHAT AR

g, W—LFHRME RCC BE, BHMVIBRAFELRES:
* EEbEE R A HI A

s B THHRAE, BEAVIRARERK ERATT

c BEO-RERRAREZFTN.

FELERIFRT, BERIRE MBS ARG TR R, BEARSEEEFA, &
EEVIRBRERXME, AERKBRHEHTSENINS.
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6.1.2 HXH K
6.1.2.1 BE_LERYIFRAR

— IR RO AL M TR0 A T B L REIPR ORI S VIR A S BB IR T T bt ©,
SEEHMEF, WEALT B0 ERFFERNREHEE LB, THEANRETUER.
FERRERMNTELRYIBA, 55K 10 FREFERAVREN. BT LIADERNHG R
TRFEIIRE LR, 72065 BlBED, 27 48 BITRME LIRIIR, R 42 GIFEET A
BRI,

6.1.2.2 HEZFHAKX

#ELEEHRA (lymph node dissection, LND) 7E'SABEPRIERMNMEESN . HELE
IERIEMEETF CT/MRI BB LM XIERUARARKPEEMIS. LG TE 20% Al R AR H B L
(clinically positive, cN+) #BIBIEE HEEBMERBET (pN+) ¥, CT/MRI TEEMIEE A/ B
SN SR B, KB E L EAR (extended LND, e-LND) FHITHLAFIEF TN A
EEMITEHELEROE—FRX.

EHEERKAMHKRELS (cN+) BERT, IND BIFRESEH B, KT, LND WERMN%E
R, BLE 6 TIGRMRIREBHEMIGHRMELERE (cNO #D P4, &5 1 FIREH 3 B
5 AN 5 GIEL M5 P, —RIIEMMA R LND AJE SR B H A HMEBE (MEEE>
10 cm, GRS HA T3~T4, & Fuhrman 94, BEHESTEMEASORE MR B9 %,
7£ EORTC HIBE#HLAAZR A, RE 4% B cNO HIBEHBENRFHRIER T HMME, XIRTEXRSH
155 T LND B3 ERT AR P

REREMIEKRIRIE TP, KA LND B K [E 0K M EF T 255 bk B 89 X, MEREE
BRHMBKEE. 515 35%~45% MBHZERR TEHHKELE, BRFHEE>, A, =
WRE 15 MHEB L Y2, g LND 2 —#M % Y. BiEm, MAMHBEEHEDY (<4
BRGFEHRBLENTENEE, EMEEHF Y. EEMRIBHBARAIILE RN pN+ 894 B
g7 O,

6.1.2.3 Ba1pktiEER

EENSBRAR, TRERERSZEEMEL . ERMFAEFASFERAIMRE
#, MERESHTEMARMRFSEREBER . EVRNEFEHSEREBLR, M
EREAROAFERME ™. T REHBERNEEZTHBFCERENEE, MERETULE

TR B,

6.1.2.4 £t 5%

#ip LE

HFERMEEME (cTD , FHMATIRASREM SR AR TR, 1b

SRR SHRATESTIRART, PIRRRME FRRFRIZHETHE. 3

3T BRI s T B BIGRIE R B, AN BYIRRERITHEEERREEGTME. 1b

T BRI SMEEREEMANSEE, HEESANEGHRSAMTREE, EXEHRTITHEL SRS |3

BN FBhE S 5

EETHFARN, ¥IEGETERARMDRSIERABRR. 3
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#7E

T ERIE RCC, HHFEFAKR, FARRE.

T Tla B, HHFREBRGLFA,

F Tb B, AERALAT, HFEERESRLFA.

HLB ERRHEMIESRE, FEWATEME ERRVIFRA .

T EREME, BEXHBERENIERIERE, FEUTHEEFHEAN.
HEERBERX, FITHBLEEFENR, BTHESHESEEMES.

O >» U > T

6.2 IRIGMEFVIRAFNE L VBRARABHFAREIS
6.2.1 GBI AR FARAKIT

BAl, @XATiEM RCT LB IR SRR A B VIR AR FIFF A AR A 1 B VIR AR Z (B I F 45 R
MESR, E—TNRIFAR M- EREATAABEZBNHEZERTEELEZR, BiXLE
MREERAN A EFEHE 7Y, —; RCT™ A BIIEREHL A 5T ©° N0, MBEILFHRIEFAR,
ERERAESVIRANERMNEOMERESE AREBANFEABERY, ARREHBXKXE
B, AMFAREZAMNAOREIEES, BEEEFANEBFANRENERE L THHTF
ROV HHFRARNFRAFLELEFRLRR, FEERTHE, EARFANFAREKE.
AMFAZEAREEEFREFTSERAREES .

REAEEIBRANFARANES HREAENEEBAEAMAR. AIREYX B " 0
—TEREHAR D ANARHFRNBNHEZERLER, REEFEREEXIERN LKt T A
RBER,

—IR RCTC? fn—I & F 8B ER B BIEM R ©7 b T FEIE R RNE SR RR A S IR
AWER, FMFAARNS FEAEEE. BEFEMHEGCENLSEAEGTEMRIE. FUERE
RIF AR E5E, MESRERERERMEMTRENN EKE Y. EXERRMNREERELE
B,

—GUNEBIRTRE £ AR R LR T Hl38 A BN IS R SR AR A TE B VI BR A TR R IE IR SRR A 1S
MIBRAMES ™., AHRFAARNALUEREL . FTHAEBMTLER, EXTMRMOHELAE
By, mMBBEIAREIRE 15, —SWNBEMMATIARILER T RILERE (n=14) ffE45H 3 7LIE
BE4E (n=15) RAMSYIRAK, ZUAEZEEFARERBTAEER

6.2.2 FERVRABHFAEKIT

WEMARMEEETEEESHAVIBRAMARESBAVIBRA, ARLZHM, EFREEREFAHN
i, AHFAARXNEHBREER OO MBMEETER P LEREER. ABOMRIANER
BEZEAYVIRAR R M85 /0 0070, BthE—TETHIEEMNDFIEHRIANEEEF AN
REMES ™. BHMFRAARMARGRTER O Rkt kTR P MPBREXERZLHPEES.
BRERSESEIO VIR A B F AR E ©7° 0K dh# G e jE) ©0 0 SR . — I 513 BB
REI, BEBESHMAVIBRARABERGEHN GFRIEMEKEFMFAERE ™, BRI (3.6 F)
FRETFTAEZHALEESR. F—HMBHARIAAL, FAARMEERTEASHIVIBRAREEREA
FI8M SRR RN E E U

ZERENEERERERESBIVBRAEERAMUNEFARPLER . —HARKHNE S
D EIFEX B RA—ImER O B REAN, XABRGHKSMERRARTLLER SRENS
MAVIRARFINGAE SR AL MO T ERE ERIEES RS ER 7,

—Se ISR, T — L1k F 47 A9 I AT LUK A R PELBT S B Bk AU R RS SR B SR IR R AN B FLRE
EREESHRAVIBRA, MRETTHAITYE, ERMEZXEFHFRIERAXLEFAARHL LM
Il PR oz 77,
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BT, &R LS AR R E B VIRAFERERFESHAVIRANMEFRER.
—IIRTAEMERI X BRI T MMFAAXHFAYLR, HAREZHW, M THSEENERBEMNS,
LB AW F AR F A AP HRRMAEHREFEEEFRAPERE . RENHREES
X HARSRMBNREORIETT 9, ERETHEANBEFAYPERED, NBRAHBER
S YIRRAE B HER M A e U0,

6.2.3 £t 5itE
“#ip LE
R RSB AR A M S I B AR AR b T MO MEAR A M E IR AR RO SR 2 i 4 R 1b
F T1~T2a BAROBME, BERREE S FAIEMRETE S IR B A RO MME SR, 2a
HFSERETUHTEHRABRA, REEIFHZBMFREITERFFHE. SRERERNEABIE | 2b
BEEFAAR.
#iE GR
X F T2 HABEAR S 5 B F AL BRI 55, AT ERA I STIRA. B
T AR AREE BT ARLER T1 HME, RESHTEESREEEIBRA. A

6.3 BERFARBBITHE
6.3.1 FAM LI FARGT

—L&E T ABMIR GRIET SEEREIEE) LU T FAIBT (RIATESVIFRAK S BEASTIFRA)
SEFARBTAE<4 cm BRHEMBHMBZIR. BMEUREN ST —BERM, SEFAETHELL,
FARATHEESSERCERIRE ™. RELFH—LHRFBHEHIMELE, BRENGFE
SERERERME; SEIEFASTENBEFREXBEEMESS. TEERITFA. FXE,
FEFRRTETEMFERSIENRTEBREBIBYIRE . SR EH (>75%) #iTRE
DM, FREFHFAAGE LRBESRSHERTENME O, HBIFHRBIE DRARER, &
HE—TEEBIEFARLEBERN GIEX BFHITUE / RN E) AT .

6.3.2 5l

SIRBABHE/ AR TRMEEEMERFNEE, FEE RCCHERETERMENKIX, M
HitAESBMRTERS . MRENZEMVHERETZEFRE GBF. CTHMRD K
MBI AN, 3 FBETITE P B LG R R A A B T 7 7,

RAFARERAMENFEORERAEX S HEHRMBEERER, AERO-—FHBELAT
TALEERE (1%~2%) %,

—HEHROHARILR T FASRRENEERESRIGAR T1 HAMER 75 5L EBEHYR.
Kaplan-Meier 2%, SEITREBRMFAREEMLL, EMNABEMREESTRESEBMA
SHERAMRK BERENABREFLEXAHMEARES. ZRRSTERA, EREFKR. FHE
HRFEMEMSEE, LEARERREFEFRTHLD. S—MRILBETHRAEBTIBRAR. B
VIRRFNFAAR MM AL SR IR PR T1 HABE RIS R, PEiA 34 NAR, SHEBRAKREGFRNEERSEER
ERTFHZEER ™. BRI, EHMPHMEFERRA, WTHS S/ U5 4 M &R
BE, MBS FNOMER—MEEREE, BHNER, NWAHTHE—LET O,

—IN% FORTREMEMRER SF12 £ FRER ST T hHATFHARRENEEFNEETRE.
EEMBBFITHHTHMBERMEFRERLYES, FIRRERRER. FARERMNZLE
DRGSR TFIE 1 E. BRSNS T SFNEAERE R CEERIFZERREM .
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6.3.3 JERlIATT
6.3.3.1 % FE#A

AHEHEMATESZ RS EREHEEEIT. —IMRM T RMRESRERMAR, ERE
TRAHAELXERLEEUES ™. Z—IEUMLE AR RPZ R A FEMMNERELFY
RMEEE R AEFEE, BEFEHETENEEALEBTELREMER. B2, XIMRAIMMKLAE
GFREHEZEEEZMMESR, 172 0EERELFEMBEMITFMEEK, GFRETETFEHT
F% 3.7 mL/min, 123 2 R4 il pt B & ME T BT B 4B X4 552, GFR A iHE T TP 6.6 mL/min(P=0.2).
AmAEE—E BEMESHRTHERNE, 2K&%EAH21K, BEEEN3S5X (P <001 ¥,
EE—MARILE T HAERERELREMAREERAFEMAR. EREPEGEMELARHTRE
HESR, BERHEEARTFHERMNEESRERE, ARSEREREEREZEAN32 X, EHEZEHNO0T XK.
BAMSEREAF—ATEEmIx—25 .

BRIN R LR N REE SiHRAT. MY T EHLVIBRE EMMEERIETRILE, —L&
MEREINIRIE-

6.3.3.2 705 H AR IS L B BB A YIBR AR

—ETHEENER ™ LB THEESAREMASERBESHMAMIBRA, 78 flRE245%
HELETT, kT34, 153 flEEZBEHAVIRIATT, KRRTHH . E5F—TMEEREMRS, &3
12 N AHBEY, WANSEEERFRH Y. EEIENEX—MRBRMEMELEFEAN, BLE
EBEWNBFRER. ELRBBMARS ®'Y, BRELSFEMASERESHSIRAEAERFAR
HER., mERE. HAEAEREMARIHKEHEEEMES. 5SEMoVIRKREREL, 2&RE
RIAKMETE L. FAEEMBER ", S—WRICE S L T EEELS R ERAINTF RS ER S ]
R U, WMENRAIMEMBELSUTAER . BERELSREMAERNEEE. FknEaE D,
FEBFARMEFHORNTREEEES. BE, X—HREGHIMIE 20 §lEE BREHREEE.

E—TIREEEEHMAVIBRA (4846 S5BREHELFEMA (304 xS, A
BRAEEELEEER, B35ENM7EFREEFFHEGEXEREEER. BEEESHMAVIKRA
EZrEEBEESSHEEFEENA 100%, MERELREMEN 93%. 88% 1 82% (P=0.027) .
ERAVIBRABREMTEMANEMEREELELALEETE. TEFREFEER. BREAERITL
R 1%,

E—EBRFARESHLVIBRA (826 SERERAFEMA (414D MMARHD, HFRBE
ABHAITRAIELELAEERES, EEMEREEISESFHEEER. BRELXEMTLEBE
BMEFHTFER. B2, —TLENS[AEBEBAVIRAR (212 46D SEER2FERMAR (234§
BIR R U S MBI DY BIEEE (0% vs. 11%) FEBE (0.5% vs. 5.6%) HWHF A%
HERa T U,

HFHAEAXERMEFTRE, ILEFARMERTF—. AIHR "' RE T4 S 14 Clavien
NEFEAERLEE, BRAEHEHLEZHES. FTEAFARREMAKPAOREHEELERDERIE
E. ¥F GFR{&it{E, MM ARKABZHAPVRTALFEMARBELEES, BEHE—MHARIAALEF
HEAREMR ", WFEITHARE SR, SRUETER, —BKIAALHRERMAREMR ",
S—HRANABRAINBEM ", TE—THRKBAALES ",

s, EE—TR L T EHMAVIBRARFERTE, 2K EmMAFSSTE A 1, X
—MRRPBEHLVIBEARE 5 EFM 10 ERFHREEEHEM.

6.3.3.3 §14TE R A

SRR ZEIEETRHER TN, BEl, AZIMRILKRTRESE Ta BMEREERE
PSR & R ST R AR BOSRIT SR 01, 20% MBEEI T HEE, BREXSHABRMILEE.
FERRSRETIMH R AR N2 R STIME R AR R IER ERABM . —BUNMER (47 BB Bmts " % |
ZEFIHMERLHEME(EXARE1MARMCTMMRIEERIHMXFEFEHER B,
BR, ZHHEEEMRIRANELARSEEFFEEFRZEANER.
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6.3.3.4 G135 H AR XS LE B BB VIBR K

XTHIEMBITRRE RCCHBIERESRST. KRMWE XS KM= A0 BIERTIHE,
BEEEHEL. MIpARE. EZNAREBELLR T HMEMARIFRET T1a fMEEEN
g PO BRI R A T1a L Y, T —TMREDSVIBRAKREAS 47% A
T1b HARE B & 0,

—IRE R U MBI T RETESE AR (BRSERS) MENSTIBRANEE. 253
T15 6.3 FHIME, MEARRAKEEENEEFSEEEEHEER.

HARB—ANHAEBIESHT 105 flEE, HPIEFEHERM 51 6, REES VIR 54 461,
SHSTUERRAE PR F KN 2.4 om, IRIEMEETIBRAREMBE Y K/NA 2.8 cm. HAMNEESSR
HEFREH 100%. HHHMESKREGFEERER (75% F1100%) - BE, FARAEEEFHREN

(57.6 270170 %) B,

—DBUuEE MR RO T 34 HISTSTERM AT 16 GIFMMEESHATIBRA, SEHIBRAT

REEEFRNHNALERLES. REZSTHOVIBRAMEE LR, FARFERE—H (0%) M9,

6.3.3.5 /FH R AR 3T LG STE AR

BRI RILE TS HUEMARFS FERA ", MM RRENAE B AEGFER. EES
SMEEENMAEEREEENRER. T 5ERMAEELEER, Hh—HxR """ RAHHE
MABESEEENEYE (98.1% F190.6%, P=0.09) , ME—LIFR " MEAAL HEBRAE
h (85.1% #160.4%, P=0.02) . —IR#F 5 " iX R 8 T AFH 75 3% Clavien PR AR ELE X R ER.

6.3.3.6 BEfttEr#E A

EE-LMRBETEHM - L XM ENEMERMAIITE, MRBGERA. BOUEMAISE
EREBFEHEMA. B2, BRXERANBIAARIZEERA.

6.3.3.7 &t 5HEEF

it LE

EF AR TRPAFAGTEEFAATHESEEFRURCEER. ARX—REF LG ESHEE> |3
75 %) HSEIHIA.

ERRENHBED, BAZHEHEDNSUEKERE, ARZTLEBEL (1%~2%) .
A HIFER R EESEN FRRE M SH MM L EMMEFHREFREEHEERNEIL.
RRENTRRBHETEZRBAVIRHERELES.

#F GR
ETRAMBRERERR, X FRFHEMATGIEMASLHEEER - c
TS/ A AR EE, & B S AR BT e, ARSI S HR AT R IHRA AT fiEE. | C

6.4 {FEHBKIE R ARG TT

TREEKERERRRCCEEN—NMEEARARMEEAF(N4.2.1E) . FEFHIKER (venous
tumour thrombus, VTT) MEHFBEXBFRETIRSHEMMERTF. TREFERRFRIBRE
AVTT BERBAGFTEE 1,

A, WEBENFRNEATERMAGEAHEYE, LEAFTEMRGHILEAE. Enf#
TFERBEAEOEET L, HIMERGKE (WA IVC BERBIAARHRE) . HF IVCHFA
ANBESUE T SE B A R M BT § [ a0 g% Bk i S UL i3S B (cardiopulmonary bypass, CPB)
KR RIKIRZMEIR (deep hypothermic circulatory arrest, DHCA) |1 A
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6.4.1 J[F] F K 5 W 6 iE 2 6ty

AT RBARFARBAGEREELM, EFITRXEHARGER, REFBEREFEEBEEHE
BHT VTT AT b5 &,
HFE 564 BEXE, HITANEEEITMH. 5T (H 463 fflEE) MARNERENNGRE;
BMREABHGER VR EMEIEREHAR . RQRBIX VTT ITFARIBR A FI B3 1T B LR
MR, &itnT:
s SEGEMERRSTFA P HELL, MEBRANFAREEEERESE.
« RETRE" HF T3IHRCC BEESFAMEEK. KMEWE . (ExhTEEKINEF AT
TEREmMEX.

« CPB 5 DHCA S{ IE & KIR T &} 4 55 8BS B BRI FF R SR e gR Bk sH K 2 18], 7ERhE 45/
SREERATEAREEER ",

« WFEBVITHRCC £, BN IVC TESE " SRAPMEEMNERERIRBE. A, &
HZERAMEEFTZEEN, FLERTXEARERNEHFEESE.

cZMREABEEEESHREXNE, SEEENEENKE, REXERARERERAEENS
e

s Bz, BIEEBMT VITUIRAMEMFARAZ. FAFZFUFERTREEMEENIVC AE
RIS 1212 RETIREMNMEE TR, HMKmEAAE (IVC A, IVC iTiEsErER L
RSEHEE) MMM RIBETIAATHE.-

6.4.2 I Ep BRI 18 B & L F K B9 35 B

BXRREMIZM VIT BHHTFAATHEERET —R5HFHIRE . Moinzadeh 2 M gy#f
REBZENCARMERBENMRZ -, ZMRAAESKFHEERSHET MEKEBLE. B
BERAA R A E mALEERB R IE MR K1, XEHEIFXHN R, LTS REEriE
Fwf, FAREEBMRFAGTE VIT. KRS ATLUZZHBEN SEEEZF AR (LE:
3) . A, REEIBEIMFARAEARMNATRASE.

BT VITETHERFAAERAEBZELREESRBIERHIHRE . RV UREREIUME
WM. B2, NEETERMEBEERISHEBEEESEMNFALARMAZE (LE: 3) .

6.4.3 &£t 5E

&it LE
RRE MEBHR R T IR B IR T BB I H I RR.
HWEMEROR, flanfhEie s IVC TIER T H R aEm R MR

#HE GR
HFF B I A TIzRR kB AR B IS B AR B R ITVIRF A C

6.5 HBhiasr

UETMEREHIEITIEX OSFEEMm, AN TEZIBTRAN TIHTHEHESE, FE
Xt BRI KBS S BATT ATRES K H PFS iR #IT#H —F1IE " (LE: 1b) . B%
FrRER. RiiEe. MMIAR. MY BMKEEIHEETHIIE RCT EEH#ITH., EiXLE
MRERR/EZ AT, & TIEE X VEGF =1k (VEGF receptor, VEGFR) S IHZ ¥ FHES
$EH (mammalian target of rapamycin, mTOR) #&I5 5 B F RCC BOHBNATT -
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6.5.1 Fit 5##%E

&g LE

MR FHEAT TN EBYIRBERRNEFER. 1b

wE GR
X RIRARIRIE Z SMYIER T, REIREHITFARGRHEEEATH. A

6.6 #¥B T AMBHNF AT (REEGIRA)

AEAEFAAVIRMEMRBEHELT, BRBEVIRAAZAAMN. IREHERTIZIEDE
EHEERAMMEURBIHE I EREAIVIRFELNEE. M TARIEBESHRESEMS,
BEBEBTBRAZ—ME ST E NACERTERIET. T MMM RMEES
BEMEBVIRA + RETESRMBRIGTHIT TN, FRER, EREESTIRARAEHEEN
KPAEFENESE THE™. B, XTREESYRARENALEEAY (NMFRER. Ri
FERH) MR TFREBMEIEN LSRR, MEZFHMHINIAARERMOER.

6.6.1 Zit 5%

&g LE
BB S YIRS T E -a (interferon-alpha, IFN-a) BJEER RS RIFRVGERIE BAMEEEMNERFLER. |1a
EZRBEMEYIRA, FRETSBIREIRSIEBMNESE, TUNEHEEFEERFERLEEBTHE |3

B (8] .
wE GR
HEFRE B VIRRA R T& i F MR SR ERE. C

6.7 BB EHARERBMN/BIETT

¥ E/VHKHE Cochrane GRIRFZFHIT T —M AR LR, HNTHX RCC RARERBUD
BEaT R tLE R, #%F (20001 81 H ~2013 £ 9 B 30 H) BI#IEEETE MEDLINE,
Embase #1 Cochrane ZE#}E ©, AN THEHRSLIFEBULTIBA. SHBTERXURTHITH
Hiafr. £HEERBIEEFIERR (0OS. CSSFIPFS) . BEEREFIFFTREM. X LHFRHE
TRBREITER . XERRERE 2235 TR, HPEEMEBULTIBRARS Hia7 AR BT
PELERIBEAN AR 3. BR4%, ZAN 16 TUAEREHL L LRI, B & 31t 2350 flIEZHBUTIBRANE
H. MIREPANT AT ERBUREMEETWNET. FHER. FFAFIRRERL BIET TR

8 LI RIRET RCC ARBEEBIUMBERET P, EXERFEEER, HBUEEETE
—BANBRERZSANEE, G, 58, FFREMRI. KO NMNEBRBMEERE. SR, #
B, BARRR. MBE. HEMEK. 3TMRATEIESHAERNRN RCC BEBLMBERET ™Y,
2 Gk s Rkt ta Ao o, G oeRTaE UL BhEh U FIBRBR U R MM R R — TN, 3 TR
RSy EHE. FRMRHBERRERAMIEHITEENF. ELHETHEBENSHA
EEFEHEYKNAR, £54778FEMAMEF VEGF MHEF, REIATAREEERDHITIRE.

6.7.1 BBMT LRSI/ FELVIR

BHXTRHE RCCH#BUM MM R " M EBUATRLVIRETTRM/ AT 2R
HEAT T LLER. PATR, FE— ISR YIRS LLAE At NIRRT 5 ch 7, 4 B K AIRRBAT oh (X
H45% MBEEZTREVIBR. RRXAEFABTER. 8THIRFH 6 3] 000 gET
EBRATEVIREBER A OS5 CSS (R OS 5 CSS K 40.75 1A, EE: 23~1221A)
RERTHBUATTLVIRM / SIRYIREBEH RAL OS 3 CSS (L OS5 CSS 5 14.8 MA,
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EE: 8.4~55541A) . HEHMAETM RS, —Wo " BREBLTSVIREAS FYIRRA E /Y
CSSERZE5R (5841 Hvs. 508, P=0.223) , —I#sx " 4RE B YIBRREE P A OS
B (301MAvs. 1218, PEXREMR .

BXEBEERBENEBLYIBRA, 3THMRSAIRIET RCC . AFE " FofEg "M se 4t
B8IT. MEBMEEAMRIRE, HITEBIVIBRARSNE FRERTMRETEMARIETHEL,
BEEWHAMOS BEEEK (2514 36.3. 30.4F118.01MA, P<0.05) . E#, BFiE# X
RIRE, EITEBLYVIBRARERRITYIBRAMELL, BEMNFPA OS BEEEK (1421 A vs. 24 1A,
P <0.001) . tt5, FREREEFRMBXMARIRIE, BBUAVIBREARYIMRELL, 5FOSEREES (88%
vs. 77%, P=0.0263) .

6.7.2 EHRERHEBMAREIET

7 3T RBIMI RS, —IR " AT F 5| SHMST (image-guided radiotherapy,
IGRT)(n=59 5 XFIE 52 IGRT(n=46) i T RCC BH#RBHAITHITT LK. EFIEIGRT(=24
Gy) (Al 3 FEBEMEE PFS KR ZE T IF (88% vs. 17%, P=0.001) , Cox ElJ34 #1152 T 48
PR (P=0.008) . B—IH#5R "I HEBULTBRA / IBRAKEFBEE (n=33) 5 RREH
IR RCC BEEBM T FHITFEARBT (n=27) #HITTIEK. £RER, FHHER 54 CSS
EREZEES (36%vs. 8%, P=0.007) , EEERIERBEHEENMITRIFZ2MIL .

ERETBRIESYIRA, HAMERESHZE, STESMERNAIHFEBLYIBRA / F
MABSETEE (P=0.018) . E3WMMR (n=143) M EFIEI{KEEMIT (sereotactic body
radiotherapy, SBRT) (n=76) 5447 (conventional radiotherapy, CRT) (n=34) R
F RCC &1 BH®E (C1 TR AT BB ERFENA BHITT LR, ERBHSKERE
(overall response rate, ORR) (CRT 68% vs. SBRT 62%, P=0.67) . EXEEMMAIATE (CRT
0.6 B vs. SBRT 1.2 &, P=0.29) &R FELEMBIIFLERE (CRT 1.7 1~ A vs. SBRT 4.8 1A,
P=0.095) AHMAMNBIBEES.

6.7.3 B X G 3E B R9R AP G

MEIMBXT RCCMEBIMMAR, FBEEMNRGERP., —TJ1 3 AR5 " 3tk
i B AL 8T b Bl (stereotactic radiosurgery, SRS) &7 (n=51) 5 £ #8877 (whole brain
radiotherapy, WBRT) (n=20) I % SRS+WBRT (n=17) WA #EITTILE. BHAH#—F»
H38YVA 5 E 5347 (recursive partitioning analysis, RPA) I~1114k ([ %&: R#F, U%K: &, I
%K. BE) . B SRS RIT¢HS SRS+WBRTJATHE 2 F OS MM AIEHI A EMAE. E—HA
B (P <0.001) AR ERPATEHASH (P <0.001) &, XFHEFHEXIIM T EM WBRT 4
7. £ RPA [ KBS, ¥ SRS #1 SRS+WBRT #HITT LLE, NE T3 HIZFREMERE
<, SRS+WBRT 4A#92 £ OS FfMAEH B Z M F SRS tH. S —IHF R " 3¢ 9 Mk 3L 1K & 18 7
§7 (fractionated stereotactic radiotherapy, FSRT) (n=10) H5## I AK +CRT (n=11) 5
By CRT (n=12) #{TT IR, FIAEMNPHEILHAEBENMBRETZRET TBERFAMIEF
KiBIr. 148, 2F. SEMEHFEERS A FSRTEHS A 90%. 54% #140.5%; B ILIBRA
+CRT B4 51 4 63.6%+ 27.3% #0 9.1%; CRT A4 3k 25%. 16.7% #18.3%. KIREEFE
X P{E. 5 MTS+CRT #8tt, FSRTAHRESEZFITH 2 E/EITHIER (P=0.61) .

6.7.4 it 5E

&t LE
WA TR R A BRI IR LR TR, X SBEAEEBNILERE. RAFRGUREEERSE |3
(Clof:allive =
BRT BB R BEBLZIN, BBRATIBRARNAKIEANRRS BEBHORASENEEETTIESE. 3
PR R BB R —BUA AN TEB I EAREEERITEBA T 2VIRATHREER. BEFRMEE |3
FME SIS E AR

T T RCC BB Bar A EBSMERBIBEENER (HlakRE) . 3
44 o % SRS -2014 4F 4 BEH
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W GR

BTG —HRF . MIREB LA ARSLEZEEIBUURESHBENER SeEZREENEKIRE. |C
R, BERIFLUR ARG EEEH BB .

ENARGIR, EERRITRTE%®E, ILRERBRSINLATT BT REZ R ERIEIR. C
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RCCEBHERi/NE, AIaREZSHMAETSAP-EER, WAL FTHYME. NES &
FREELE (5-fluorouracil, 5-FU) BX& &AM, i EA . (E—HaTErE R ReA,
IFN-a 5 IFN-0+ B4% -2 (interleukin-2, IL-2) +5-FU BE& M FATF3HEY @,

7.1.1 &b 5%

#Zig LE

5-FU XS REIT A ATEB M SMAES IFN-o BZhriiE Y. 1b

" GR

W FIiEAMRE AR S MAEEE, RALT RS MHRRE T B
7.2 REITi%

7.2.1 FHFE -a BHUREARHKEHBKEER

IFN-a Fl FiZERARME mRCC AT RLREMFE. JLIBEHLMRER IFN-a j&fF mRCC
WEFRE S HEARTHEM . IFN-0ATTRIREE ) 6%~15%, MEHRRKEIK 25%, 5%
FItEEE, AR I~5 NAMEERE Y. EHM PR EENEMARREELEREEA Y. IFN-a
PR FRETHEBED, GFBRAMMEALFLE, K [ 58 Sloan-Kettering 48 & 2 fE H 1L

(Memorial Sloan-Kettering Cancer Center, MSKCC) BYEX (JF#R Motzer #74) | #1{X A st #%
) mRCC & ©,
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AE—TIRTREERENAAZR B, IFN-a BZ5R9TS IFN-a+IL-2+5-FU BE S R A RYFT 3B 2 P, A& —
AMNT 42 IS NERFRAERFFZEY Cochrane ZESHH, ELGETEEPErH ",

WRRA, 1EA—LATT, KRB H +IFN-a btk IFN-0 BT ERENMTHBEEEFC.
IREAFT B LL IFN-0 B — BT E AN BRI L EE R AYRMEI A REIBERTEHREERE. Nk
KRB +IFN-a IR ERSZAMMEME . HhE1E MSKCC RiekmEE. Hit, fEERMAR
£ mRCC &7 A E, IFN-o BH#E A 54,

#* 7.1 Sloan-Kettering £ &EAEH > (MSKCC, Motzer ) #xift

REEE * Il 57 =

Karnofsky {K 17K 7S < 80

IS W Z ISR T RYRT E] <124A

meaER < XBRESELETIR
BB S > 15 EXRESHETEE LR
RIEmB45 > 10.0 mg/dl (2.4 mmol/L)

EE, EMBEZE: FE. 117082 MTRRER: 58, 3 TEU ERBREZE.

7.22 ANE -2

IL-2 B M 1985 £ LUKF AT mRCC BI3A8Tr, EBMERH 7%~27%"""., REMIL-2ETHE
MATERE, BEEE—TMHIEARG, SFE5KET IL-2 AIRESKE (> 10 4F) T2ER "M,
IL-2 B9EMT ST IFN-a. REIEBMAME RCC AMBETEFARMN. MEMANBHARMTIL-2 5
REESHEARTHITIL P
7.2.3 BEHSEMBRET %

HFXE RS ELHERF. — RN RER, SLEFINIRE—LBTHEE, B
JB 5T4 GIEaTT + AE—&5a5 (FRER. IL-2 5 IFN-0) KReEBREERS 9. LREEET
B R EAEIFITH. BRi—IMEEHTH I BAMRETN, SKHEETMELL, BEFMERT -1 K

(programmed death-1 ligand, PD-1L) #B3&#7 B FBEEH M AT T RCC BERE—=T
B SR MNAES 1,

7.2.4 it

LE
IFN-a #22453477 mRCC % TR EZ54). 1b
TWASHRT, EIHZEFNFEY (RNRERIF, BAMMMBALLZTE, (REMERE) P IL-2 BIEETH |2
BEEM.
IL-2 32 IFN-a BIEA % - 2~3
H#LVEERED, SHEIL2 AFFEMNT2ER. YEEREEHENRTYIERTNEZTSTE IL-258 |1b

TR B H RIS EER.

JRZATHREIPEEE, NAKEHRTFES IFN-a % IFN-a BEESH. 1b
B HE 5T4 AT Sk — %A 78 L T E 73RS, 1b
Sgariat, AEETFEETE (BASTRSEMBLT)  TRRERERS. 1b
7.2.5 ##F
GR
L MR IFN-a #2545k S 78 IL-2 165 mRCC BI—%3877 . A
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7.3 VEGF $¥£mzY), REMZAMEIELHMBEMERLED (mTOR) MHIFH

PFEVNFHRTARECEZ A MRCCHAITRET LMIHEAY (7.2 . EHAME
A 4l Bt RCC 1, H von Hippel-Lindau (VHL) %k &3 &8 &EiF S E F (hypoxia-inducible
factor, HIF) B&ESH TMERNKEKEF (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF) #ii0
MBS K EF (platelet-derived growth factor, PDGF) Ry RiE, X & #HE T4 7 e i
mESE Y, x—IREEEHT RCC MEETME. Ba, KHEEEMELERENE R
KRBT mRCC By3477:

« ZHiIER (Nexavar®)

- §¥RR#R (Sutent®

o NETkEHT (Avastin®) B4 IFN-a
MAmMEfE (Votrient®)
- BT EF (Torisel®)
R4EE T (Afinitor®)
&R (Inlyta®)

HRmMEERMHAUARXLEHAGZORENARSEMMEBEFHBESHEAMERRZH.
—INIIER IR 3 B 3t tivozanib FIZ FBERH#FIT TR, BREIEKRKME. XZHELFTMIXKIE
EERARTEREEEAMRITR, Bk, W FIEBAMBITEEE, LR TRIEEFIEBNIERE.

EXHFEEAYRMATAYEIMOEZNHRLE S, WEELBERKIBART 2002 £89
MSKCC R #8171 ¥ (£ 7.1) . B MSKCC (Motzer) #7 4 7 40 B & F Bt X 4 85 32 LA R,
EFRGEEIBEEFREEEIHEIET —NXEREE, FHREBYATHRTASERETEROXE
. X— B FRA B ERX B %A (Database Consortium Model, DCM) . Hiithi4ipaiE %
FEFA M /MR IS & fE 2 #E MBIl MSKCC KR &51%, BEMEEZHMER T IEMRSE (lactate
dehydrogenase, LDH) 2%,

DCM I B ARBII KU MEFLHIE, HBEHEHEND. E¥DCM ERMXZEFTH L
E &% (Cleveland Clinic Foundation, CCF) RE&4RE!, AEEE, MSKCC #E! LUK E br'S &
T €48 (International Kidney Cancer Working Group, IKCWG) # B # 1T T I IEFLLE . R ER,
DCM 5E MR g — Kk Fik 0.66, RAEHSHMREHFLAE, BTNETFIEKRERZRHMIGRK
KEEZBE N BEMREFANAKFEBIXLE TR, £ DCM MMEMBER AFNMS5RER 2 £5E
TEEHNLF—H P, ABEETEK, DCM BRHESZ TIMNRIRIE .

F7.2 BMAFTHAARE DCM REBZENRELEEFRM 2 FLEHFE (ET Heng FEARM

) 2022
YR BB AR - BE - i 0S* 2408
n % (A) (95% CI) **
fikfe 157 18 43.2 75% (65%~82%)
g 440 52 22.5 53% (46%~59%)
= 252 30 7.8 7% (2%~16%)

BFsEXH D, ~BEFSEXH™: Cl- ATEXE: 0S= 8L,

7.3.1 BB M BEIHIH
7.3.1.1 FHIEE

R E—FORS MEEMEF, TIEAT Raf-1 £58 / HRERMEE. B-Raf. VEGF Z1k2
(VEGF receptor-2, VEGFR-2) . PDGF &k (PDGF receptor, PDGFR) . FMS # /& B2 s -3
(FMS-like tyrosine kinase 3, FLT-3) #i ¢-KIT. —IRIIHIREM R EF LG REITEARMH T ESE
ZREBITAAITH BB RT R bR B HIFHIT T bhE.
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REMEFRHIEREAMPFSIESTINA, XBFFEAERER Y. EHIERAMELEFIAMN
R L RAE T (progression-free survival, PFS) #5314 554N HF# 28 1A [ KKtk (hazard
ratio, HR) : 0.44; 95% A[{5[X /8 (confidence interval, CI) : 0.35~0.55; P < 0.01]. MZ&REF
ARNEETERIERATHNEENEE (overall survival, 0S) BIFEHEKE P, —Is*EE
TERZETTHI MRCC BEMMEN I B ReEBRERIERMT IFN-a®. —RFISH 3 EF R B RS
HEENBENTTSHAARPUARNIEREAXMEBE, SHEERE. ZFERMBEATEAHITILE, B8
REDEEGFRMNMTRRIERE.

7.3.12 57 BE R

HRERE—MOMRHIEEELNES (tyrosine kinase, TK) #1&IF, 1®FMHH % PDGFR.
VEGFR. c-KIT #1 FLT-3, EEmMEFMRIMEEREE. FRERMENZLKIATEZLAT mRCC
BEMINHRLETEIBSEMEN 34%~40%, KFIAE> 3 MAHMBEHELLEIA 27%~29%,

E—NHFRBERBEA—ZKRTIL IFN-a BA—%ATHXBHITHRREHD, FREEREK
IFN-a X8 TEKB PFS (11 1MHBvs. 548, P<0.000 001) . XYL RIER, IFN-a 22534
ff MSKCC R fE# & mRCC BHEMTHE THRER . FRERAM IFN-a AR BEFHS
FH264NMAF21.8 4N H (P=0.05 ?. HFMIFN-a BLX X EFREREAMEE (n=25) ,
£ EE R4AFA IFN-a tARI AL OS 4534 26.4 A1 20.0 MA (P=0.03) . EREZEMMARRE
BITHEE D, FREREDBLFIOS #2814 H, IFN-atHh 141 N8 (P=0.003) .

ERIE—IAN 292 GIEHER I BMENH RS, XEFEER 50 mg/d (BH4E/EH2[E)
5&FR% R 37.5 mg/d HETREBA AT HBMEERME RCC HITTIHE ». £RER, &R
BR50mg (B4R /1EH2E) (n=146) ARy L BATIE (time to progression, TTP) 7 9.9
NB, 37.5 mg/d #HEBHEA 714N (n=146) . 50 mg (AZ54 & /1£252 &) ¢BF1 37.5 mg
S TRE M BIRERRZE (overall response rate, ORR) #3514 32% 5 28%. ERETEH (2314
Avs. 235 A;: P=0.615) . BERENAREHUREBEZEERRMENERERFTERURINETE

F. BABAMFEEHETPP FELARITFES, BHRESOmg (KH4E/1FH2F) MEH
TTP B, B REEERAX—ARHITIAT

7.3.1.3 TEMIE/E

TEME A fe 2 —Fh O BRAY$t %t VEGFR. PDGFR #0 c-KIT A4 i & 4 B0 &5 .

£ —TUIAM A e X btk R B FI5A T #1358 mRCC B (54%) MBRFEZSHMEAFATHNEL
(46%) HOBTREIEREHIKIE D, MHREMEfELERY PFS B EME B EME *. tAMIAR A th % R
FILHAY L PFS A

o BUKFTRAR: 9248 vs. 4248 (HR: 0.46; 95% Cl: 0.34~0.62; P < 0.0001) ;

« ¥RTAAR: 1.1 408 vs. 28418 (HR: 0.40; 95% Cl: 0.27~0.60; P < 0.0001) ;

« BRI EMREFARTIITEAR: 7410 vs. 4218 (HR: 0.54; 95% Cl: 0.35~0.84;

P < 0.001) .

—INIAMTA B 5 &F e B e 3T L B9 FE S B R BEHLIITHA K 3 (COMPARZ #T53) 1§ AR TA JE
MAF—M—ERTIEE. ZMRERER, PFSZOS EFFRBERASHMMEBHETEEREE
Bl XFEMBEYETRMFERLE ™, WHIERERKRERN QoL BEff. ES—REBEZRFHAR
(PISCES %) #, E—HNEXEH, ATERKESFSEREMAE, BEEZMME TIEFHMY
WHETIEFRER . ARMRHEELRE, MBEEET (FRER) S5HLEHAT (HMMER)
HEATELEL

7.3.1.4 [WEERE

MEZR:%E KO VEGFR-1. VEGFR-2 #1 VEGFR-3 &£ #1HI5, *FEH b ZKa9HD
HAERRD, B¥REAE. MEBEKVRMEAN LB RITMH. £ AXIS K (—IXMEE
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REZRHIER B TREMME TR E 254587 KM A B H T LR MBENITEIR ) &, R
EETHIEZEZMEEREATHEEZPAIPFSIES 40% (BINSAMAEMET7 AR RiITEHR
21y,

ZHRBEMIERELFR, BAHERITIERIXEA, 3 FBE VEGF $EE5E 7T KK A B H i
T EN AT AR MRANT23GEE, MEBRESRIIEREANDIKPAPFS 2514 6.7
AB54748 (HR: 0.67; 95% Cl: 0.54~0.81) . PFS Z R ME FAF MM EE PR K:
MEBRHEN 121 (10.1~13.9) NB, MEHIERLEN 6.5 (6.3~8.3) B (HR: 0.464; 95%
Cl: 0.318~0.676; P < 0.0001) . M F&FRERATEAMMEE (MEBRH =194, FHiiER
An=195) , MEBRHEMPFS H 4818 (95% Cl: 4.5~6.4) , HfideRBH 3.4 41MH (95%
Cl: 2.6~4.7) , ®E#Etk, P <0.01,

EAXISIRI S, MEBRASIRULFEHRMEIERS (11%) . SILE (16%) RZH (11%) .
FIERINHFRRN T, TBLRERH 32%, RitH 24%, ZHH21%. OS WRERRES,
FREXZX. OS BREANMERMEZRASZHNERZKBTEREEES %,

AR A RN —&ETAROHAEERHTTHN . F—TAWNE I RCT, i
FISHMEERERERZETTH mMRCC BE P RYFHME L MHITT DI,

RERZNEMEEHIVATEENEZDTES, BEHNESHEMEOMTHEEE S, MEEEF
BIEEANDPFS 5145418 (95% Cl: 9.2~245) , ZEFFIERAEAH 157418 (95%
Cl: 8.3~19.4) , FEREHIILEEEN 16.6 MB (94% Cl: 11.2~22.5) ¥, X—LE R @M
BEARSEMENRIK.

A—MEBRMILRFIEREL—&BTHTVAERMMAE mRCC BH /T ITRENITH
R, MESREMNFHMPFSEE. I, UMRAEETEZTHNESRERERIERABTHNE
EEPMRPFS A EGEERZE5[10.1 418 (95% Cl: 7.2~12.1)vs. 6.5 8 (95% Cl: 4.7~8.3);
HR: 0.77; 95% Cl: 0.56~1.05]"". REAERIDMBIMEBIKRKNRSITES A 0 HHEHEH, ME
BRATRENIERAITH PFS B (13.71MH vs. 6.6 1 A; HR: 0.64; 95% Cl: 0.42~0.99;
B P=0.022) . BEEANTEDTMEERTE, FRUFRESHTMEL. BAXTMARHNER, WE
BRIFRMMERAT—%ET.

7.3.1.5 7 S flfe B P H TR 55 B9 B b B S B A B A 1) 7

&3¢ 3 # VEGF Z AL F £ O AR TKI tivozanib, 1§t & #Z RN TKI £ & B Ei#tiT TIIH
REe P BT XERBMER, MAYRRILAT mRCC #IATT .

7.3.2 £1 31155 VEGF K58 55 fEHi &
7.3.2.1 MIXH B BZ587T5 RILHEL + T E -a BKEETT

MLk BENRES VEGF-ALEMABRMERERIK. SREFMEL, NEIKEH 10 mg/kg
B2RAAHRTRETEEAMERETI ORRIES 10%, FiE2F PFS®., —Ii%t* mRCC &
ZHWEIHAIXE (AVOREN IRLE) (n=649) ENETkEH +IFN-a 5 IFN-a EHBTHITLE
BO, HRER, NETKEH +IFN-a A5 IFN-a 225547 HA P4 ORR 5314 31% 5 13% (P
< 0.0001) . L PFS M IFN-a AW 54 ME RER S NIXTR B +IFN-a LA 10.2 MR (P
< 0.0001) , BHERMH KB PREEE. SRBERNKE. ELATRFHARELXA
B AVOREN iR 1, M{ZERE L +IFN-a ARy {L OS 5 23.3 1A, IFN-a 82258744 21.3
B (P=0.336) 9,

— 4B LRI A IE (CALGB 90206) AN T 732 il “O, 3t Mik¥k&EHT (10 mgkg &
2 BEERBkN 4G Z5) +IFN-a (900 B E 3 XK T4%) 5IFN-a 2% (900 F 2 EBEA 3 RET
W) HITIR, FRETHSAES IFN-a #25AR P PFS H510 8.5 MBF 52 ME. R XiEit
h, BREHEPALOS #1831 H, IFN-a BZEA 174 NF . NILEREI +IFN-0 485 IFN-a 8274
ARLLEBEESH ORR, 9584 25% (95% Cl: 20.9%~30.6%) 5 13.1% (95% Cl: 9.5%~17.3%)
(P <0.0001) . N{&Ek&T +IFN-a AR RESHERNEX, 3RSME (9% vs. 0%) - KB (17%
vs.8%) . =H (35%vs.28%) FIEHER (13% vs. 0%) BEEL,
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7.3.3 P EMESFLFESD (MTOR ) MEIH
7.3.3.1 BEAEZEA

BEAFTEAZ— SR mTOR #HIF *2. E—IRIIHIKIE (NCT00065468) i, LM RiFAE
TEHSREA MRCC BEMIMAEZTERTEAN IFN-a BARN_HEKE—%ABTT. ERET,
BHSHEAHES IFN-a BEIHAI OS #4548 109MA 57348 (P <0.0069) . AT, BAFTHE
7] +IFN-a B89 OS KRB EM T IFN-a 7540 'Y, IFN- HMEMRNKRAEE, XAEER213ETF
HIMERAMFTIERS. F MR ERT ER SRR TRESFEEREIT AN EEHITT
EEiE. XIBEAIITERIRLE (INTORSECT i) KRR mEAT EAAwkK PFS AEAIIKE, 1B OS
FaRE Y, ETXUEMARER, BATEARFHEERT VEFG TKI HEEMHERE.

7.3.3.2 1K EF

KREZFT R —MOR mTOR &I F, SIEXA AT VEGF #iaMHEERET. —MIEHAR
(RECORD-1 i®18) Mik# =7 + s £ X #5877 (best supportive care, BSC) 5% & | +BSC

A FBEfE#1 VEGFRATTAMMEE (HHMEN VEGFEBERTAMZTHNEE) NERIITIL
B, ZRER KEEIAASRHETNEANDEPFS SR AH404ME5191MA (P<0.001) . #
RECORD-1 3G #, 124 fjl (46%) BRENEZIHFRERBERATHMEBZNPFS A 401MA (95%
Cl: 3.7~5.5) . RECORD-1 XIS\ TEL{F £ # VEGF $BATT kMBI EE, #HMXFZHEAT=
KM ESETT (UARZZ877) M,

2013 FEEH IR KMEF < (American Society of Clinical Oncology, ASCO) %4 FiRE T —
TxEFe B SKERERA A TH/E MRCC BFBTHARFAREFRTFEERIKERTHITE
FTEORBEHL 11 #3368 (RECORD-3iRI&) BILER ., kG EASFRER—EATTHIPAL PFS 9514
7918 (95% Cl: 5.6~8.2) #110.7 18 (95% Cl: 8.2~11.5) . X&LERF R, SKRHEZFMELL,
HREBR—ZXATAANEETRKREEZENPFS K. KEMNZXEHFERIRITRIETATT, XESH—
THOMBEHNERBMERIR. NEEHFZARNLESH.

74 BT R S#HE
7.4.1 Fia BB BT B AR ERIi8TT

ERBIMPRLELBFRERINILKBERES IFN-a (EHIREEPRITS MNVAEAMEmME
mRCC B&H M —4%iAITiEE. COMPARZ iR ERHMIHEIEFEERE EFHMNTHMTRNE
ML . BIZ R A DS Ia e R #E I h B —Fh—25a kR . BT AR R RIRITRIEREE,
Fi & & e #A tivozanib R#HLAE R T 4158 mRCC BEHRIETT .

7.4.2 FREERET
7.4.2.1 VEGF #5817 I & iH AR 72

JLI I EAANIIARIR 38 B 2%% VEGF 8RB — &8 B Rm A £ R BERATIERHITTH
#. RECORD-1 B EF B RATERALHREXRAKLERERFRIATTIEAN MRCC BEHMIATT
Rz — "M, AXIS I8 2 F B ME— X BE1E TKI 3897 K M5 5% A @ TKI 5877 3T EL B ROBEHLITTEA 41
MRS, GRNBISIEN LR 7314 FH P, ATREHMES, BFFEE RECORD-1
RIS RIEIE S AXIS X I8 RO ELIE T LR 4E B4,

INTORSECT i1 @M——IX & e B R AT RRm A £ R A mTOR #IHF 5 TKI (BAS
A vs. BHdERR) EIEHITILRABENIEINA KT . BRSEABASERIERAR T PFS
AANA43NMBFI39ANE (HR: 0.87; 95% Cl: 0.71~1.07) . XELRKAFNFITFEEN (M
P=0.19) . #T, WHAB OS FHEEEER, THIFRHEM (HR: 1.31; 95% Cl: 1.05~1.63;
WM P=0.01) . FATH, XLEHIERLITHME mTOR MFHFIFIMKLEETEEX.

Fitt, BT H#HFREF VEGF 8 AT NIZATIREFMPREFREEZIN, STESHEE INEXR
£ F R EATT IR R .
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7.4.2.2 mTOR #IFIFE 17 /5 i & £ 1 B ny b 72

BXRZX—EHMEFEIEEER. £T VEGFREAYATBEMNTH BIWAFHEREEA
VEGF #5877 (EREMW) . AXISiKIEH, RAPNE 126 (3%) BEERZITEAFEAMEA
—%389T, B AREEHETRE P, RECORD-3 IRIMAERIFRA IR, BETHHRH, TRUE
HaTiHEE Y. T, FRERMFRABHENTEY, REBXTHETIEE.

7.4.2.3 {HREEAE TR 1T IEH RAIALFE

EAMENXBREERNIER. MEBRFMMIARIEANLEBERATTIEE, T4 PFS 23|
A55. 12174408, EFAXS KEHEIE WEEZRATHRERSABREFETHEERT
';‘E?_‘_LEIEE [32-34]0

7.4.2.4 ERZGY = L5877 I7 RIALEE

RECORD-1 IR A ST BoR, KHERR SLEFIMELR FRERZ T —%U LBEHAYE
TTHEEREGARTIER. ZWHRP 26% WEEET T 24 "% & VEGF AT, EZKE
BEBAFMATEZE5%%E (HR: 0.28; P<0.0001) . GOLD Rk eER TE FERBFHERES
VEGF #1 mTOR # &35 5B mRCC B MMM TR, BRERTENIERIEAZLE
FFRYfrfnR 24 (WEHE 0S=11 1) P9,

7.4.3 S RIZGYBE S B

B, £TINHMMBHRRETEEDAYHESFEANSERNSEMER§ET K PFS. OS ik
REMAERIRE, BUETRELEXEOAMBEESFERNEE. — BRI ITHARER, N
RIKBH + [ERBRE PFS AEAFM T RAR B + REF . BEH 11 H TORAVA K3 *" £ R
B, MkHKER+ BATEAMNSERMILTAKAES . 5— UM 18R Nk ER + BR
TEA. NEHKER + RNERURZNIEE + BASEARKSFEAS KRB RBMERH#ITT 4
Hr (BeSTi®IE) , #F 2013 F ASCOFEL E#HITTIRIE ™. HMATZEEITEMRL S PFSAM
FRMETF KB BIBEAT. BEATHRNEKREREHAENmESERNES.

RECORD-2 i3 #1 INTORACT RIG XM X ST 2 A TR B FHITTHHR. INTORACT il
AT R P B E + BESEF S5 ATk E R +IFN-o0 BEE AR S H#IT T 947 19,
RECORD-2 i3 7£ 2012 EEGHAE A&} %4 (European Society for Medical Oncology, ESMO)
FEEHTTIRE, AR KSR kRS + KERET S KB ER +IFN-a #ITT o
™., WPEEE AR PFS #1 0S AEBARE.

7.4.4 FFEHAPEE AR

BRIt . @i E XIEERMAME S MEEES 58T IR KARE. RCCHRE
T XAAMBRTHMTRT, XXBHEEIREBITHETLESS TERAMBEE RCC., FEEHRA
BB RCC M EAT AET EQEBATHEA. KEEF. RRIERMFRER 0,

BE RAIEERMARE RCC TP AL kik 1 BFn 2 B RCC, BEX Ttk ZE RCC 5= RIAE4RE
MRWER. XTHFRERIKERR, B/ ERBAKE ™. XWHEMEAER, B%Ex
ZHEHITILICREE. 7 2013 &£ ESMO 4 HiREM—TIAEREM [ #1iX18 (RAPTOR i8> ® 3¢
WEET A TAME KR RCCFRHFITT 2, ERETEEEMEABT AR DIREBRRIFABIPAL
PFS 4 3.7 1MA (95% Cl: 2.3~5.5) , HL0S 4 21.0 MA (95% Cl: 15.4~28.0) .

5 —IHEREM 11 BBk 36 %t foretenib (MET/VEGFR2 WEHMHIF) B FZKIk RCCEFHITT
N, FRET, HEMREATUES, BEMETHARTHEEZTESRSHERE Y, x
K= ERIEHARARE.

EREBENEERTIA. MAREIHFMXXBERISENET. LEREIIHAEMALR
S0 B 540 ik & ZH AR AR R E FRER B3R YT . IXE B S HAAARIIEMMREREE D, MRBITHE
ROF 4B 43 4 15T,

BENIZEIRKIRNIEIERNZET AT WREEHEMIRE, ISEERERE, LTF5ER
B4 R — B BRI
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F7.3 2014 FRRHBRMBFESHEBUETAREDE S RTHEILHEE

RCC ## | MSKCC —& LE" . LE" =8 LE" B LE
mia™
BB KE. #iz | FREBR 1b VEGFR Z f5: VEGFR Z f5: EfELE |4
BB * nER AR IE /2 1b &% e 2a REET 2a 54
ke |1b AR * 2a
Sl REET 2a ‘
XA TR FRETZE mTOR Zf5:
&R 2a
AR E /2 2a
E AL S e 1b RITEE 254
BB *
EERRE | AR gRER 2a EmEEEzsy 4
BBl ® TRHE=EF 2b
BHATER |2b

IFN-a= F# % a; LE=iE#E7kF; MSKCC=Sloan-Kettering 2B E H 1L ;

RCC= B ftzs.

mTOR= IEZ ) B E FHEE G M7

* F&: IFN-a 900 F ISR 3 RET4AZE, NATESE 10 mg/kg & 2 FEElkAZS; 8785 50 mg/d OBR, A%54 A, %2 F
BF T EA 25 mg FREEKAZ; THWDAR 800 mg/d OAR; MEER 5 mgEH 2%, BRIEHH
2/ EFMERN, MESTF 150/90 mm Hg Sk B& EEZEZ e MEAYET, WEZE7mgSH 2% K4%EF 10 mg/d OfR.

A AR . BB N EIRRIRISIESR NIEEATT. MRRAHEEIRE, FTEEEREIRE, AT S5ERMAEESHE

(37.5 mg FHELATHREES)

—HHaTT .

T NCT00065468 i3 B &5 fE iR MSKCCP RN % 38 B4t F5 KUK 4R A

* #£ RCT #, HHidefe#E PFS AES TMERR, M 0S HFEE LI ™.
A LUEHRIET RCT R MLA S 47ET, IEBK SRR .

7.4.5 &ip

LE
TKI A FERMAE mRCC —4 A — 4 AT IR S TR RE M / A ER. 1b
MROIEL, SZdERMAL, ME%RATMMETM VEGF e £ MEH 487 8MEEPFS S | 1b
EEAMIE.
FRERATFABEL IFN-a BAH. 1b
BB S IFN-a BES % IFN-a BB AT ARBMAREZTEH. 1b
BRI 2 A F 4034 mRCC B MAmAEE F477 5 B B & F R A, 1b
M 2 54 77 1B AR R AEE. mRCC BT R & T RER. 1b
BT EE 875557 A T 57 mRCC % IFN-o ATIEK A4 725, 1b
1KY B R AT K BEAE VEGF $R[a5477 £ Mk 3 VEGF & A S e T REE. 1b
AR T X — R I 15 3 AR T o4l (3477 80iB AMIAEE. RCC BEEAZHFH. 4
mTOR ##I% (RGEIFMBABET) 1 VEGF SE757: (FRERSZMIER) HAATFIEEHMEE |3
RCC 93477 .
W T EE A T EEIE RR T 25547 . 1a
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7.4.6 BB EHMESSRTHEE

#E

@
sl

mRCC £ &R 17 4 EFE 254

W ET B R AR A e (E B H / SRS IERRLAAEEL RCC M —4KIRTT

HEFF RRIR B +IFN-a {EAREFI R EGRE / B IHERMAEE RCC H—5&IATT.

BEBETEAEABR RCC BEN—&AT.

R E B R{EA mRCC BHEB — 44T .

HFRGER R AT VEGF =877 K MAERMME RCC AETT .

MEr iR FNE R AR RIE A 5 & e B RIATT 204, FHEFIEABREMME FIATT KM/ Z5Ia7T .

> W >z > > > >

TR AL E G FEHETT -
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