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Advances in the treatment of prostate cancer with bipolar androgen therapy
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Abstract: Bipolar androgen therapy (BAT) is a novel treatment for castration resistant prostate cancer

(CRPC), which can significantly reduce the level of prostate specific antigen in serum and improve the quality of

life for patients. Now, there are significant advantages in the treatment of CRPC with BAT, so this article reviews

the progress of clinical researchs of BAT in prostate cancer.
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il 41 I 985 (prostate cancer, PCa) J& 5 M & UL
() e 2 — L AE R R R R A R AR Y, ik
AE R B A A R 9 RE R MR PR (prostate specific
antigen, PSA) Ui £ 1% e 11 i B 4 e R IR A 42 w5
HI 9 M (PCa) B 1 7 3 5 55 M v i 2 F ot
TR e RE S . R A3 1 W A AR R AR
TEVIZ I E 240 Ty th b, L7 T A B E TN
STUBIRYT 14~30 A H 5 S RN & e hy 2 34k bt
P Hij %1 IR 8% (castration resistant prostate cancers
CRPO)",CRPC BBty PCa 897 FBA R 2 H
I P9 A0 B F 58 44 . RO B 38 2R 3R 97 (bipolar
androgen therapy, BAT) J& 3 EE L 4 KFE %
e ST AF R B 4 1 1 — R g X CRPC SR & IRy
B R A 2 P A A B O AfE Y R (supra-
physiological androgens, SPA) 38 # #4524 i) J7 2L 3k
REAK PSA 7K 7 RIAE 2 CRPC 1 3k J& . & 2 — Flof
AR 5
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1 BAT H#LHIBF 3R

PCa 4 it M\ 38 28 SORCIR 25 1) 25 SR b R A
BRI 7, — A DR R R 2 K (AR JE [H 3%
TR B IE N R A S PO L RO
LTI R, Y5 EE T SPA K, 3501t %3k
AR 1Y PCa 4111 22 32 B0 A= KR 2 ML A iU 5B T L K
AR {5 53 B 09 BOE AT LUE #F PCa 20 M ZE K,
TERRE B LT 38 0 LR B3 PCa R B/EHY .
HAETKE I E 2% W, SPA Al L F % CRPC 40
MaAER S I B e g8t 7 28 A K IRAE
FHHHLE]
1.1 DNA #ifj

AR AT DL #F DNA $ 45 & 2, il AR 7%
P A 0 55 DNA B Z 6 /1, Chatterjee 25
5% & 8L SPA A LL T I8 PCa 4l ig ¥k LNCAP #1
PC3*™" i) AR 23k, H T DL 2 S BUH DNA W
BEWT S, ILAMIF 9T I8 & B SPA 4l DNA & %
KFEH L HEIR Z 5 DNA [ & 5 . 1 3 52 20 i J&]
SOIBEL | R T RN 40 M B0 40 M R A . Lam
FUUTE — R 5, i SPA AR EE 13
CRPC £ # K Ui 19 /N B Hi J (patient-derived
xenografts, PDXs) A1, & BLEK 4> PDXs H B A= &
SN I R B L I — 2R 9 & R AR 2 A B R e A
R AT LA SR I DNA & il F 40 18 52 ML, 20 i 34



+ 990 - I R 8 PR A1k 24 75

% 36 &

B T A2 B4 7E 3 525 K FIER] T BAT
SPA WA 8.
1.2 el 240 A 1)

SPA 4 B A28 PCa 41 i, 41 i 2> Bl BH W 7
Go /Gy 1 DT 38 5 22 20 9 ), o3l 5 AR #p il C-
MYC £ [ 1 2 3k i — 25 7 i) 80 5L ) SKP2, A
T A 5 240 B ] 40 8 10 A0 1 3t 410 7 5 Ceyelin de-
pendent kinase inhibitor, CK1) p27 #7Z & 1k [# fi#
I/ A A R B B AR M G Ceyelin de-
pendent kinase, CDK) £ 40 it & #1 25 A (cyclin) &
AW IE T A0 R Az 2t kA AR
AT L E AR T P21 JE 8h 42 o P21 % 5%, AT
H—2 4 Cyclin-CDK & & 9 136 1 . fff PCa 41
it JE 4 Az F e

T3 —J5 T DNA & il ¥ 7T X1 5 % I 3 40 i
F e 3 R M s G B BB AL, £ 45
FE T —A~ 40 8 91 b RS 3 DNA & fl0 . B
JE R SPA WMPLIPEE I FTRE S AR 1E°F DNA
IR A 6 IEH PCa 400N AR 704 2253 %4
IR R B FE R E K R B DL AR g
D X G B — A AR AR 5 52 A5 AR L A7
BEEE B G, 3189 DNA & #1140 3 5% S #
BELIE) . Gravina 25" 78 be %5 ) W7 A 3 25 15 1 4
MR IR YT SR T & B 18] W I 3 23R T S A0 R Y
KA Gy /Gy BH ) b 38 5, B g A 1F A6 i R
BEL ¥ 0 2, o JEL 398 B (0 410 )V FH SR 5 . E— 2B L
HIBFSE &5 cyclin D1,c-Myc #1 SKp2,CDK4 F
p-Rb K B F AR LA & p27 F1 p-ERK1/2 ) 1
A XN, Lam SFU AERCHT Ok B CRPC B #HH
T 98 455 0 b [ R & B SPA 38 i 31 ) Myc-E2F
T [ 5 04N B BEL
1.3 fEiEdpeT

TEME I AR W PE PCa 40 g b, B 38 25 7] 30
AR EZAEHCIR T AE A2 25 40 M AR < R0 6 L Sk
i SPA [Al B ] DLl it AR i g 233k Pitt PCa 1
T, Joly-Pharaboz 219y CRPC LNCaP 41
MR AEAR I P R S R S h AT K B 5 S T —
Pl PCa LNCaP 4 i Ak 19 2 4 MOP 4 Mg, &
URAE VR SMIE B T M 38 25 BB 0% 412 12F 200 M 0 o~ 1 100 i
PCa 4/ K, )5 Kim 2520 W58 T #E % 8
if AR {55 8% T8 BCL-2 i mRNA B335 K%
ik BCL-2 F (1% 35 NiiifE #F PCa 40 T,
1.4 SEUNM s F L

FHAS TR) v B A6 BE 9 N T4 B I 38 26 R1881 4b
FH LNCaP,C4-2 Fl PC-3*%" PCa 20 il 2 J5 . 46 1] & 3R
M B-2F FL AT I (senescence associated B gal-
actosidase, SA-B-gal) #E R1881 ¥ £ KT 1nM K}
FIlE kb MTT RT-PCR 44 1 5 3% AH
KefE 558 B4 F . & B SPA it pl6-Rb-E2F1 i@
BEATAR Gy, Gy 4 ) 3 B ¥ 5 35040 i 5 2 DA T

il PCa 4l i £, b4 SPA I8 1] DL 3d i #11
#il DNA #1162 S8 g,
1.5 HABHLE

W) R ARG A BISIE 52 SPA VAT S 40 ML BE T 48
BT 3 A% H I 3 5E A G 0 40 A% AH G BT R
Ki67 H1JC B @ A5 4k , 3% 3% W 40 i A < 30l el g
BHEES T RADR AR T (0 40 i B AR SE T
BLE I A B BA ) A SPA ¥R A DL ik 30 ] AR
HELDN KLK3 W3Rk, 55 AR B9 #:48 7 K AR-
FL 1 AR-V7 E£iE8 T H M6l PCa 40 M 19 A=
KU H /b W) PCa B FGF Al MAPK 38 #% 1%
N E AR AT FGF #1 MAPK 38 2 i 3
HIFA A RCRSY . R T DU i FGF
{E5 Mg H EZH2 i BCL-2 28 1y %3k, 11 41
21 g 354 5 AR 2B
2 BAT Wl R#f 3R i3 B

2012 4F, Schweizer 2" 4E — 35 97 45 I IR BF 5%
FLE RN 16 ) CRPC BB & AT BAT 1697 . il f]
PL28 d i 1AL ZERA IS 1 R4 5 16 fi
JodE Ak CRPC B & WL 400 mg 210 , #4517 22
il 7K - T+ 185 % 1500 ng/dL, fif 14 d 5 K 1 RS
T 100 mg, 58 AN JE A P9 00 FH 4 o 1 2 il 38 R i
# % (luteinizing hormonereleasing hormone,
LHRH) i 30 75040 ] P9 98 1 1 35 2% & L fl i 3 4
JE 30 A S e 7K - 4223 5 HOKF- (0~150 ng/dL) . &
BH A 7 B B EH PSA W E T R X T 24 KF
=50 HIEH B E L ERNR RN IEH T BAT B
BAE G L %A AR 7E— T BE ML I R
WEFE e, XF 29 Bz 6 > H ADT 397 H PSA<<4
ng/dL MEME L& BHE ST 3 DTN BAT iY77
CRIMAMRFCIA ) AR5 Bl 3 A~ A MR
FIZFIRIT (ADT) L e 252 U 50 19 26 B & 3 A
PSA i) F R, 17 Il 2 # 18 N A J5 ik 5] PSA <4
ng/dL ) FEL N FERF IR L5 7 1) CRPC B9
Fh A 5 )X S B Al BT e I R R T A IR
R ABATR S5 R F B BAT ] DLAE— & R K
i CRPC (B3 X Bt e v 38 2 259 0 Sk . k4
Teply 9 78 — 3 Bt TRk, 3 2 A ST 5
t, X% 30 Bl B CRPC 8% #4177 BAT JAY7 .
Hirb 30 % # A (9 B ) PSA F [ =50 % K4k K
L BAT WGIF S WG A 29 0l H k2 24 7 B0 6
Jeihyy . Horp 15 B i PSA TR =50% S K
L AT S SE B T BAT JRYT 12 4, H ik —
LFWT BAT AT LMK E CRPC &3 Xt hubfe vk &
TR AR

Chatterjee %" 7E — W BF 5% SPA i@ i AR 4
Sy DNA F5 0 H PCa WA K B HLHI BT . A
TIUEA DNA BREFE I PCa 85 X SPA 11l
PRSI0 16 58, % 1E 7F 35 %2 BAT 3897 19 I IR i 56 1
CRPC ##F AT 3E HAG I, 25 5 Bon R H B E
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B (homology directed repair deficiency, HRD)
B BRFTE BAT BIGY7 o PSA TR S5 1 T 5
Hirh 52% (15/29) ) HRD ¥ PSA MIxt T 3 4
KRB 50 % 881 & HRD B3 h A 18% (6/
33) [ PSA ARXS T HE LK F T Bk 50 00, X 46 % B ik
— BT BAT BHLH LK 5 DNA 453697 19
PRRIAE T o AT ARk L A e A A 5 A ) A K R TR
JH9RE 36 T 1 B Markowski 5557 E — 00 G0 S A
A M PCa 097 SR BESE H, R LW &4 %
BAT {7 # 6 U1 FH A 4 11 (6700) i PSA
AN F LI T R 50% . 88 &k #2542 BAT iR97
1 35 Bl A T AL 4 B (1100 A, X iR
BAT W] g J2& S K A s il i A2 vh i — Fh 8 21
Ja 27 BAT ¥4 5k AT 6 16 1 91 BRI &30 97 h &R 4%
R APL

Markowski %% £ — 35 Bty IR, 20
Z BRIV ST X 29 {51 85 28 42 52 B BE R g R 30 4
W 284 7 R 2% B Wi 0 JCRE IR B A PR 25 SRR 1k
PCa(metastatic castration resistant prostate canc-
er,mCRPO)Y#4T T BAT JAJ7 . B4 8232 Bl LU ¢ e
BITH B E A 5 W (17%) &K PSA FTE=
SOV KT 2 B G irIr B E DA
300 1Y BE B PSA N [ =50 00 BE oK -5 78 )R
o kb2 WL 2% it 38 B 245 05 A8 R e R A R 45 5 T
ZRIGIFFE L., BTG BAT IR E L3#36
J7REURAE VR K BAT 3697 5 PSA BesL 4k B T
R B BRI T 3BT R AR Z A 32 BT L
FERIRTT W E A 3 41 (16 70) i /3 PSA R %
=50 0 HL A, Z i B G MR YT i A
15 (68 %) [ B PSA T FE=50% H KT, 4l
] 22 S A ge it ow i X U R 2 4 2 AR B e 2y
Y15 23697 1B E B BAT 8 4 M Pk & H X
EHIEIT B BUR M, LA, Markowski 21 7R 2
A — TAF 53 0 & B0, AR-V7 Ik FHME I B 1
BAT 1697 Wi R TG #E J§& A= A7 3 AR X B 40, AR-V'7 W]
fEsE BAT filf5 ) — P EEH R,

Denmeade %55 78 — I £ 0 JF G, 00 I
IR BE LT B3 . AF mCRPC £ 3 %5 B L R g ifif
25, BT BAT 1B % & Jiig 20 95 9 T i Jig 26 A7
] (progression free survival, PFS) F & 24E 7 (o-
verall survival, OS) 2 5 . BUEH 195 6 BT Lb kF
Tt 245 1 S5 A AL 4> 4, Hoh BAT 41 94 i), B2
B 101 19,36 7 2ok AR v s 2 R 1 A8 3 AT 22
HEAXT T4 25 R WoR BI4 S PES Je OS 22 7348
Gt B, BRI 5 R 2 BAT IR
7 I 28 S A R B e 2 ) F- 1 PES O 28,2 4
H M B J% & e 43R 97 5 28 ik A BAT @
19.6 A A 2257 A 50t w8 L. % BAT
AT IG 38 SUHE N B A & e 4 8 5 PSAL, (PSA AH
Xt FHL KRB 50 %) R 77. 8%, PSA ik JE I i)

H10.9 A HMNB A E R AHIGIT R 8 XA

BAT A& 55100 213000 1.1 A H L AL H s 2%

FAGITFE X, XTI BAT HiGI7 558 Lk A

IR WAL B OS Sy 37,1 AT R

B ALIRYT R 2 LA BAT 412 30. 2 A i %t

T a2 B G e 28.6 D H . BFSE R Xt

TR R e T 25 1) CRPC 83, BAT 0l &g 3 #2 5

SEHE ) R e ) OER  T AZ AR T B 2

ARARST 258048 LY R AS [ 416 7T RE 52 i A8 38 9%

I 1) 5

3 EE5RE
BAT £} CRPC & # B iR 7 7 i, o] B AR

4y CRPC 1M PSA /K-, 4E 28 9k 1 0 &8 . $2

e A T B RS T IR T Y U BB Kk

FEEEN ROV H TR e PCa BBE MR T PR

BT — 5 M BRI R Y AR T AT AR AL T

Il PR 1056 B BE L IF 3E B AT A AR BAT SR, k4%

BAT 75 Z 5 0 PGB E W1 . B HE A B L

= R G 2 — 25 5 T 22 A P A R L A

BAT HARAEJHHL &I AT oK 5¢ 42 B B, 5C T WR b i 9o

FEAE W] A BAT 15 JC B8 A= W0 b B I B3R 38

A —E LI A K RO PE A 2 20, o5

IR A H W58 Har L. BTk B AR B3R5

5 AR-V7.E2F By IAKF LK DNA 545 #1%,

HE— LRt BAT th SPA 4 il 40 A= < i1 45 F 50

FU TE G A P A5G 30 ) 50 R 508 IR T T vk DAY o

BAT BYI7 ROMI 2 4P o 547 3 40 1) b 9 A= I, 42 5

PCa Y7 BB 1T o

5% 3k
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