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E e AR (high intensity focused ultrasound, HIFU, W48 J]) & — {4 ZH 1T B
URARIAR RS, A REIRRI B4 5 RRIOIR B8 R B0 1-2 /NS SE i BRIy, &l
—SOIBNGRE B RE A — RE hBR  BER AC B R (TRUS R i (RE 1 R
TGS R AT AR B A ENERN . K5 I 5 K& HIFU (38 56
FEEAT =4, 1T HIFU (585 ARG Mt e IR vk B R T . AEifRilfet, &
SHEHE — AR KL, A BRI G B H TR S SR E E AL R, T
TRUS IR IR BNIRE (R 5AAR S B, 5 AR R ART b S5 5 L ) v 7 2R R U 8 R B e i /K

R O

U T 5, HIFU FISHARTE RRSCR ) 53d i p A/ E R BEHRE R BRI 7752 200 ([
1) o BUER TR ARG S I RE R R R A RE I A TR R . kR
ThmBi 5, AL T HmE S S I R RETHR,  TIHCRAS B TR B R/ . TRER %
FIREE SR GEEFBRIVHRMIBE) | SAa R EhEAEL. ReoE, DA S



MR, WRAECHIEMEE 48 NHFLRREE ETBS (580°C) , &
]I A AT (coagulative necrosis) EFH A A AN AT R AHARAS T o ol 7022 THI T

T RS B AR B, I A IR T B R TN N, BB
IR R . (L8 RORIGRE, A LR mr B /) (20,000-30,000 £ , MM
FANML . T S Ba g B R B R R AN (1.7 x 19-26 mm)  EAHARHE B, T H.
A KR B AR AR R . 7RI AT HIEIE R B RE b, AR LE
BRI [ AR AR T A A T AR S BE O KR R, DR A A R AR A (R AR A i (R
B FE AR A B . AME AR AS I 5D AN & 32 B i),

B4 45 b CUHE H KR FH A4S B HIFU 2544 : 1 EDAP-TMS ! 1) Ablatherm®, LLJ%
Hi SONACARE MEDICAL Hi /i ] Sonablate™; FHAME RN 2T BHi1T
U BHESCRRTAS FIAR R S5 R ok AT BB I 2 5, DRI b — TH 2R M (0 308 f 10 B
i IEE M B BTSS!

ARSI Th#E e 8 Ablatherm®™HiA5 .

DA HIFU i8R B R i R (T 1-2)

I E H BB LA HIFU 1 A5 10 Ja) 30 S s 2 VUR v E I 73R 75 Y. Blana ¥ $1%
140 4 JA B FIEBI#E 32 HIFU {6 RGEHEZ /D 5 R & (T1-2. s R S PR
(PSA) <15ng/ml, H. Gleason 73M¥( <7 43) HATZ LT @Y, & REIRY) A epER
% 86.4%, AL IR FAEIOHE 5 FARR T1% VG T F12 % 69%. [Fl—HH TN A
WAE— RS 163 4% & (T1-2. NO. MO. PSA <20 ng/ml, H. Gleason 738 <7 4} B

WERF ] 2 4.8 £ 1.2 55) AR L@t 8 Falinlus, WEHED 5 FrAEE



FHFy75% @ Crouzet HHEH — RS 803 &M E CREVEB 6 by, IBHERH 2 42 +
33ME A ALY, B N BB B EBRALT 5 FBA T EBAENIEER (8
{l& Pheonix HJEF) 735! % 83%M 75%, AL H &5 B AH A R 73 751 % 72%H1 63%. %,

I AR b 25 L AL V0 Uy B PR 2R R 40 T3 2% 84.9% 11 73.5% . W7t N BB IBI5R 5] 8 FE4% e hl
FAER S AT R AR BB AF 05 200 1 7% 89%. 97%1 99%. BRI VA 1 FHAZ AH
tt, Crouzet i@ Z¥I4A A H IR HIFU [ 754% 2 /0 BUSUSHA BN o 38 & —THA & & 211
e, WIRFEE R 2008 M ERES 5,277 A M GASEBIEZ RENEE I, W
CAPSURE & B}& W28 HE M5 (Argawal A, 2008) @, FAhaf AR
T K Rl B o BAR B PR IR DI BR AT (K FA% b TEERZURIRH (XRT) 11935 44
P, A 587 N (63%) (EHEZEHAHITEY 38 (0 A4 B EHIR R . TRy
BRI 4342 2 5V, 47 1590 N (30%) fEHRSZIRHR I~ 15 34 {8 H A2 8 18 A e A U
R TEJ2 2013 4, Thiiroff/Chaussy 1236 B IR EHERS S5 3K 704 20 BINEHE GEHER
P >5 4, HRiamt 14 45 (00 ML, Rz TIRBRYE HIFU)  CGER 7SR
A E BB PRI TUR TART1% — 18 F IRy, PR IEAT 58 5 HIFU MU &%) 18 PSA
1 B S ARG ELAG ANAN TG PR 2 BRIV L LR R AT . #0RF 15%H) HIFU FRiR R
MANEE, A0 FmOE2 [RERFE] MG EMCRBEAEN (R D'Amico) %5 1%,
2 JE B A N A 28%, T AE e JEBE AR N A 32%. Fibi12 — R IEE B ERRIER, H
RS RS Ve B AR AIRT R — FE N 15% 00 (B ZH IR B 2 88 R TE F AT DI B o 312
AR B B A SRR IRIE A, AT E BT TUR F4H0 R i,
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2009 FEIRATBA AR T ER RS . 2011 IEUM R m is, 250 RE=1

Bl 1 o

AR Z AR T AHIEEE EERIA MERT SR VIBR K, DUROR B U AR VA
N, 4K D’ Amico 7 FEK I N\ 7 2R fGBsiF (PSA= 10, B HE A< 6 HERKEIN A T1-
2a), HfalEHE (PSA 1E 10-20 2 M, B H&RSER 7, SRR A T2b), &faks
(PSA>20, & HHRDUW=S, BUERARLIHA T2c-T3a). 7E PSA K b (RIGIET 1 PSA>
0.2 RUSIRH R, Hofbh 2B 5 +2), FRUA R b fabaie e, 4 fity XA 2 )
(Figure 2a,b), ANTE G, TR ARIAHEA MRH LA I 5% V0 RV R s i 22
(Figure 2¢). TERIMERITTIN, HETHIGRA SEE 11.3%0 N ZA4EH PR A (table 1), HAth 3
FEATRAUASH . EPEThRE T, UL HIFU BAT AT 4 pn] {3 (R Th e A R it 18
(figure 3), & SRWIHURHE HIFU, BT 90% r] & B TR Th g . 75 B R o i IR B
(figure 4) S A3 i B 7T 43 (figure 5)312 AR IR 1% A AR R L. AR J) B4 BRVAHE 1
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P HIFU & % & A 35 31 0 45 78 AR 0

TEARE AR P L P 480 A A K7 52 B DTk / 8K GBI BRI B TURP s & h, %
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Re & 7 LB BRI, (HEAJeHT 8% TURP, UL HIAIEEAT LAl ReA
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REELE [ CARARIERT S IRDIBRARE | M b3 65 % BARAMNEH 4
I 0 A, AR A 70 R (AxE: 57-87 XD . PSAI 44 4.9 (1-32) . RS RAETE A
39 c.c. (16-130c.c.) , i CUIBR 1 Fok e i = b A 002 20 5 (1-95 5D o AHARSEAR A 4%
SRR M OISR ALAR A5 BT A SHA% EL ] T AT 0% 5% (5-50%) 5 17 Gleason 2385 {3 1
#5555 (3-940) o WBRATREEEREMIRAE T B2 BURNAS B HIFU %82 (HER
7\ Ablatherm™ B4t £%%, EDAP-TMS (GEFELE) W) M9, B, 1.8

(0.7-5.9) i A& BAFFHUE %5 0.07 (0-3.67) [ PSA HARE:, TMi¥UEER]<0.1 F1<0.5

ng/ml 155 T LU 3 L 2 62% A0 81%. 7E°F3 48 i (3-110 i H) HEEHEHA®@E, 51
PSA (R AL EBUE A 0.13 (0-8.3) , AHE > PSA HIHH 7 BU#AL I £ 54F 0.01 ng/ml.

e AT AR O E VR R AH B SR (Clavien B0 4 -1 8 I ELHI<15%) o R BTIEHER &%
REUR: B RGIM I 15% 2 th S FEAH AR s Bs e Sepe s sl . LAt R EIE
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B0k 33 BT (BB S A7 R T 1 P AL 0 31 M T o MR AR SR SE T R
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B 7 Sy B PSA > 100 FIlAy 53.6% V. AFRREEZ Y AR 17 42 b, 12 M6 A
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LR 5 1 HIFU ¥6 % % 1 52 150 16 9 5% B B0 968 78 i e

JATBURIR 38 2 FU% AT B HIFU OB RUFHIRGE, 1 FLRE A L B apeiki b
A, HEIWER OUHRIREES Mo R0 A e s e B s VA B R s B
R R e, HHERERE TEA ] Bk, Hik [REMRERmE ] al R nl LAER
FIREERE . HATEIREL, A TERE R RO R ORI S IE R A 5 52 el O s B

amn

BIfEH

E HIFU 46 SRR A BRI AR B ERARI SRS T HIFU FIRIMERT, & RBEIEH &
ez oA MRBRYE HIFU 12 354 el iR DhRBBR A (FEAE2 %% 32-61%) . JE=&HE KM
B, et [HEeRRE R AT T AR B AR a0 (. h HIFU &% SRR
T DA R L T 5] 3 TP D SRR e P I SRR 2 15%, HLEZER AR
KA/ . BT T4 IR E AR IR 102, TR AR T R S5 2R IR 2 JE PR R 2%, (ALt
SURE S B (A 95 2E, T FLId PR ZE A0 2 TUR A 51l HIFU——HIFU $HEANLE B3
RIS AT R 5 TRURKEE (1 FIRAT) A% 4.6-16%, 127 11 A RREE
(2-3 FJRAT, Wi EANEREE) %4 0.7-9.8%: 3 I ARKEE (53 FfRAm, HRFG E#B
AIREREE) AMHE SR SR E BRI TR R REEMILE, 1MifE TURP/HIFU #H &%
V2 A FH A b L A SR BRI, JR LR TUR 21 HIFU (%D 18 H i1 7 85 58

ik,

PR 2 BOR DO AR (R E ] IR &S AR RE RS (2-48%) . i

L ORBE: EWM B2 prE R R, W0 HIFU #7287 8252 57 B i B4 TURP, f#



15 RIS S B REIRAE | PR, ARG BRI 3828 R G B A4 52 HIFU ¥R
PRI . AR5 5] Ablatherm-HIFU A1 xCRtH B2, 2000 4 LR 1 V#5216 5 K 9
AR RV AFE B HIFU 2 98 B - R 18 B 1 22611, 1 L 2005 4F LA R TBUHA 1364% B
SRR B, B HIFU 55 3% B - PROE B I R AR & D R (DL THEE = R4
A T1-2 95 B lkE, 8542 %<0.1%) 20, EHEAT HIFU 2 4% /N 6 i 22 51 B A5 ok Be Ik 15
T AGUERIER . I — TR HAEAT M RTIE A S (QOL) WAL & imR i 7t
45 (Shoji A, 20100 V. w7 AN BRI 4 FACT-P I SHIM 76 N AAZHER %, A
Jiti4T HIFU 2 H S8 HE 6. 12 A1 24 fE F R 73 5% 326 42 55V, RS EFAS HIFU B4
W E IR . R EAR A DL HIFU M50 R M I Ry, ThBe PR TR A A v i B TR

RS 1S AR RAR R DL

JBUA ¥ R Ok BUAR B R ER HIFU

HAl, 2 ss . B2 R AR R R I H%% (brachytherapy) . #
AR T A L - PSA TR . BRI HIFU RHUR, DL B2 2 50 B AL A0k
% CFARTABUR R B R ) S e G S5 ni &, 27T LU HIFU 1R 2 R i BaR# . o
18 A2 PR A 1R S5 B S AR B A VR e i (definitive treatment) o 4% Argawal il
CAPSURE (¥4, RV H:32 BURHA FR (K95 (B AE 10 FERS & 63% 850, M PEfa
TEVULT, SRR BT R B (R RO e 0 2 Ao B 52 (M R v (LB 93.5%) « A
BAE39%HIRGIP A FERIT: BERARBRIER AR VIERNT (0.9%) BOAREE (3.0%) .
2 B L L R RT3k e i 7] B AT VA BRI L A% B VR i (B

R o HLIE AT REE N A R R e BITE R SR, A . I B



WU ERL [ U VAR B BT AT 2 fetk HIFU ) A BAMIERSC: Murat ZE4T T Lyon (95 B R
FIET, Ve 167 432 RIE HIFU ITEEAS R, SHUI RIS A 73%, 1 5 5
TG ARy 84%. B FT AP NG AR B GE 3 EL AR B OF S0AE, (HJRRAE IR Ky 49.5%, LA
TRAR B M R R U R AT R BB 7 T R I 3 A2 532

Berge 55 N W §1 35— THIR R RUE HIFU B RTIEVERT SO 2 A A BIa R R IER % 39.1%.
TEREIR TR R, JRR AR 35 AL SRR Lyon MIBF AR (Berge 5 A 5T AR
th, H 17.3%3EE 5 1B AR k2R @, s — &0 B & E BB - B
RZ HIFU (MG 2y 50 B BURERENE) ARSI BRI B B 5, 388 —18
AR —FIABGRIR. SRR TE T & EREA /NI OF S0 CHBUR R OSBRI
AARATEI D, (FREASHA B BB BRI S R BN, fEE HIFU #02

% RN — TR ALY,

FTAR BRF AT OF B V6 98¢ 2K BEUAR I AT B R #k HIFU

JE#B HIFU s2& —MoRs i e AR . APRTHR A 57,2 A A 0 3 i) = = B e [ ik . M L&
A AR AR RS (a3 5 HIFU (25 IH2 80, Al DR 1R 2 R AR AR AT 3252 T
SRR I AR RN RpXEAT R IR I PSA S fIRAE G T2 B 45 32 10 4 S5 ¥ ek o A 46tk
i, 10 H CRE A JHTR I . IREEIUS R 2 A i R e s R, D &ih
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k&, W LL Ablatherm #EAT5EBIGHE, R 7 18 B R 1B 95 R AN R 10% M1 15%2 [H . %
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o B IRET T3-4 B HUIRE 2 B 5E e BT RE AN T 113 4418 HERE ] o
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PG5 96.4% . AP GBI — 1 S R AR FL: SEF AN T 55 BIRZ AT 540A
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BB Y, S e BUB AR5 R 4 87.3%. IBAEMIAE A NENRAEZ A N IR, KA
WL SR PR AR 2, A7 475 IR [ v (57 Bl S
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i HIFU 3 AE— I n] HUACEE — B e e ik Bl B 5t T (s, AR S, JFL3 A B P A
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Figure 2 a
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Figure 2b

Time to PSA biochemical recurrence
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Figure 2¢

Time to PSA biochemical recurrence
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Table 1 Postoperative complications

Variable RRP HDR Cryo HIFU P value
N=97) (N=161) (N=114) (N=120)

Urethral stricture, N~ 29 (29.9) 10 (6.2) 4 (3.3) 13 (10.8)  0.000

(o)

Secondary TURP or  28(28.9) 18(11.2) 10(8.8)  16(13.3)  0.000
OIU, N (%)

Urinary incontinence, 11 (11.3) 1 (0.6) 2(1.6) 3(2.5) 0.000

N (%)

Epididymitis, N (%) 2 (2.1) 6 (3.7) 8(7.3) 7 (5.8) 0.311
Scrotal edema, N (%) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 85(74.7)  0(0.0) 0.000
Rectal injury, N (%)  1(1.0) 3(1.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0.243
Irradiation cystitis, N 0 (0.0) 6 (3.7) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0.006
%

irr;diation proctitis, N 0 (0.0) 7 (4.3) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0.002
(%)

De novo Erectile 32/38 (84.2) 30/34 (88.2) 44/50 (88.0) 21/32 (65.6) 0.042
dysfunction at 12
months, N (%)*

*Erectile dysfunction were restricted to those men who reported IIEF-5 >17 at baseline
RRP: radical retropubic prostatectomy

HDR : high dose rate brachytherapy

Cryo: cryoablation

HIFU: high intensity focused ultrasound
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Figure 3
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Figure 4
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Figure 5
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232 £ 1.28 2.33 + 1.47
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1.86 £ 1.17 198 + 1.4
0.318 0.794



