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The influence of castration in combination with high intensity
focused ultrasound treatment on survival and immune state
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Abstract Objective: To explore the influence of castration in combination with high intensity focused ultra-
sound( HIFU) treatment on sutvival and immune state of patients as local therapy for advanced prostate cancer.
Method; Between March 2000 and December 2010, we performed a prospective, controlled, and nonrandomized stud-
y on 64 patients with advanced PCa after hormonal therapy. 30 cases in control group received hormonal therapy a-
lone,and 34 cases in HIFU group received HIFU treatment following castration. To make survival analyses by the
method of Kaplan-Meier survival curves and calculating survival rates. Some patients(control group 11 cases, HIFU
group 12 cases) were detected the immunity index of peripheral blood before and after treatments,including IL-2,
IFN-v, VEGF, TGF-81 and CD4* CD25% Foxp3* cell. Result;: The 3-year and 5-year survival rates of control group
were 45.19% and 25. 83% ,and those of HIFU group were 76. 92% and 51. 26 %. There was significant difference
between two groups in survival curve( P =0. 0404). Compared with control group,IL-2( P =0. 042)and IFN-y( P
=0. 019)1evel of peripheral blood in HIFU group significantly rose,and VEGF( P =0. 032) , TGF-g1( P =0. 042)
level and CD4* CD25% Foxp3™ (%) ( P =0. 001) significantly decreased. Conclusion; After castration treatment for
advanced prostate cancer,combination with HIFU to strengthen local control of primary lesions could enhanced the
therapeutic response of patients to hormone therapy,also improved systemic immune state, significantly prolonged
the survival time of patients. .
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B iR B 8  (high intensity focused ultra-
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MM ERE RN ESERES (WK RES
HSPs %) SRR 4 . Bk, RATIR AR
Wi PCa ZEN MR YT G Bk & DA HIFU (97,
) P L R ER R A R ) PCa JR & &, 1 B H %
BLAAR G B IR 25 0 52 i 310 1 % A8 A, A T B 2 e
PCa MERER, UEKBENEFRE., &RCE
Xt PCa WA IBIGIT G 1 64 4 /8 & #E AT HT
BEME 0 BR L JE BEAL B BF S, MK HIFU X B E 4
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BT 2000 482 3 A ~2010 4 12 H, B K
i PCa B3 64 ], W& R FF M PCa(Tyes No M,
B Tiea NO M) 18 % ¥ PCa (/B4 T, LT N,
MpD., FFERERBEHAIRE. IAREZER
AEBERET TR HABRERBHEZNERE
F. XTHAH 30 P EZ B K #E)T, HIFU 4
4 plESEER-GMA HIFU 87 . £HJEHEKNE
B E WR A ES R A . WARE
FAEE HIIR PSAG IR 2 1 Gleason T4 2 7
¥EGTHERE L. BALE L
1.2 FERF

$i A CD4-FITC, CD25-PE i $i, Xf B /) K
IgG $ifhk L B PE #Ric 3L A Foxp3 Jil Py §e 53
Fl & W 5 3£ B eBioscience A H] ;Hi A\ VEGF,IL-
2. TGF-81 # IFN-y iy B £H R&D A H,
1.3 BT

HIFU j4J7 % § FEP-BY Bl B E R A BE
BIFARGE  BFPERRELEYEETEARA A
Wi, EBUS ER FDAAE, WE 1. BMNR4E
EOEERBERBITESAEEAMNE RIKRE.
BERBRRGE BT RMTEIERE. RGRE
B TFHREAEE R SR, & B E AL G
5. BAKRFER-PNIERER, RRAKE

£1 FAPCaEENEFRISE
Ei-Tn HIFU & Xt R4 PE

N 72.3545.10 71.9745. 62 >0. 05V
% PSA/ 87.36483.32  80.31439.53 >0.05"
pg - L7
T 4338 >0. 05%
T, 23 23
T, 11 7
N 4381 >0. 05?
N, 19 9
N, %Pk 15 21
M 438 >0. 05%
M, 13 5
M, ZEE 21 25
W 4+ >0. 052
C 6 2
D 28 28
Gleason PE43 >0. 05%
<7 6
7 11 8
>7 17 15

Dy 15 ;2 Kruskal-Wallis 15

FREAAERLMEN . AR HNEESILE
FREMBEHNRES. HREREHR 3 mmX3
mmX 8 mm,JGIF B E A (1. 04+15%) MHz,
KA B AR AR A IR <<1 500 W/cem?,

HIFU4BEEEHFARE 2 AAL 1 HI-
FUWBIT. BEWBRITIBRESAHERKRME, BT
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7 s S BN & 5178 75 B Y 38 £ 20 18] LA i i
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KANEKEHZRE 4 AETRITEE, £ EME
PSRRI ET, BB E T REFES AT RR
HWEAF®H . BLMFEIRES  HRREH, HH
Bk, RBURITEZ RN WEEE . ARG ITH
] — B 7E 45~60 min, BIRHKENBRIBITE
T2, AHSHEKNEITEARNEERTES
DB kL. B0 B E R R4 w5 R &
JER/NHEFT 4~6 K HIFU 3897, MAR R IKIB T 1Y
E PRt RN 2~4 d, BENTRE 2 AL . HBITHE
BB A0 S AT 2 R 2% b 8 2 T B0 0N 3 JE 28 OF B B
HHF1em £F,
1.4 51 i S 38 An s

XA 11 PIREAEEEZFARA 1 RERE 6
FIRAEIM. HIFUH 12 B EEEZEHF AR 1
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KB HIFU 7 /5 2 B R 51 I 9 5 4 AT (7] 4
BEEY9 6 . 99 EH A T B R ML A% e B e (] B A — B
FEME i ml.HEP 2 ml @ 2500 r/min L 10
min, FEHME- BT —80CHKERETFRItER
JIMBEET . ®43 ml Mot ASASE. 0
A = S A0 R A BT

CD4" CD25" Foxp3™ ¥ # T 41 fg (regulato-
ry Teel . T,08M: AFEMBEDTESFEERE
B OEAoE A — 4 (PRMC . 3 4 iR
2 1X10°/ml, B 100 11 40 ff 8% (1 X 10° 40 )
At CDA-FITC,CD25-PE B$i & 10 pl, iR
gufs 20 min J5, R EZ PRBER 1 K, WA
A B/ BER 1 ml,4CRE 4B E 30~60 min,
ez ml BREEHBBBER 2K BELFELFE. 2%
IEH R RIME 100 pl,4 CHE AL 3 15 min, DI BH BT
JERE Fe Z4, B RERERE, BWA
PE #3iEHi A Foxp3 GEfES PCH10D$Hifk 10 pl,
ACHE LB E 30 min, Y% 2 KL R EMA B E R YL
B MIRIRS, F 4 MO & 30 000 S48 fE/
%, CellQuest AR I M $4E , U =65 EH
R HEARE 2 RiEF 4R, VEGF, TGF-
B1.IFN-y #1 IL-2 #r ] . ¥R F B8 BX 5 5 R Bt 35
(ELISA) #:] ,
1.5 FEiH

WIFEE3MNAMEY 1R, BrARAIRE 5
APCaBiiRE, AT FEANKILESEHE:
T B R AR BT FR M PCa 2 ZE RAFET- K
LR R B[R] 5 B AR AR A B S FE T B B RDOR T B SR T
BRI AEHIEE ., 5EFHMEREZRHER
KFEMF. R, IERBIT RN IR,
1.6 Stk

K Fi Kaplan-Meier %228 PCa BB E AT
KIHE 1.3.5 FEFER, KA Logrank 5
ERAEFHMANARZR., HIFU A 53 BAS
MEBRWBITAEZEEBRA Rk,

HEHH ARG Stata 5.0 4.0 P<0.05 5EH
AHITERE L
2 BE
2.1 HIFU T PCa EE4FEMEH

HIFU 8 Fn % B3 20 28 38 i o fur B £ e (R] O 4
B F 28.1011.5~39. 2> B #1 28.8
£17.5~51. 7> H . HIFU $Hf A8 4 1 Kaplen-
Meier £ 7 e WIEH 2:1.3.5 FAFEMRE 2,
Logrank B AR~ HANETEREF T
ZEEX(P =0.040), HIFUSHSHEETEHISE
IFHB-AdHERARLE.SETER. Haa¥
¥R RAEW BIRITHRIIIFRIEE.

—— HIFLE]L

C.75- j’l_l_l — RE
#
i C.50 -
H
£.25 ‘—
£.00 - -
20 40 60 80

HEA

B 2 Kaplan-Meier & 75 i &%

2 WAI13SEEEREREE

148 3 4E 5 4
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BE PR ey /Y AR/
HIFU 4 34 100 76. 92 51. 26
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2.2 HIFU j&¥7 % PCa BE AR ZE R B

RGN (FE 3),HIFU digyr s B E 4 E I
IFN-7.IL-2 /K F-F & » VEGF, TGF-g1 7K SF-A1 CD4 "
CD25" Foxp3™ (%) & fi% ; i X B8 28 W) A4H K, IFN-7,
IL-2 B i, VEGF, TGF-g1 #1 CD4" CD25" Foxp3"
OORE. SHBA LR, HFU 4RI EBRE
CD4" CD25" Foxp3™ (%) F B T 10.25% (P <
0.05),VEGF FTF T 84. 60 pg/ml(P<C0.05), TGF-
Bl FR&T 20.06 pg/ml(P<C0.05),IFN-y £ 5 T
14. 46 pg/ml(P<<0.05),IL-2 & T 31. 32 pg/ml(P
<0.05), 2R RAGITER L.
3 itig

I K %t F 8 85 PCa, B RT3 3% 1 40 W8
¥7. 3 R 4 i ¥ & B ¥ (maximal androgen
blockade, MAB)F01 [F] &k 14 BH W7 R Ul . 7E Py 43 3436
T, KERBETTRBR BT, HE F A
Bt R R 14~30 A MERBBG  JR KX W46
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x3 RMARTHRANGEREREFREZEBLER

AR YE# HIFU#E P
8.61+ —1.64+
+ + + /0
CD4*+ CD25" Foxp3*t/ % 71 115 0-001
VEGF/pg » ml™! 3119 —s3.41k | ..

85. 14 54,63

O 6.97+ —13.09%
TGF-B1/pg * ml 21. 88 13. 51 0. 042

—9.84+ 4,62+
— - -1 *
IFN-y/pg * ml 19. 61 .17 © 019

—19.95+ 11.37%
. - -1
IL-2/pg » ml 25. 14 28. 62 0. 042

ST RURREY PCa, JL - #0A ] 3 5 1K R B R R N K
Z4E K PCa, HZE HRPC, I K b i T Z M8
FhHE, —~BAEGFEAES 2 £, T ERET. Ak
AT BB B R 2 B PCa M7 3K, 2R T » 3K
ﬁ;Xj‘:‘F‘ Ty~T, ﬁq PCa ’flﬁ ZO%Z_‘EE‘?ﬁ'ﬂﬁsjﬁg
BiEnatE BARMELEERY . XEH
KT R EE I B DNA 454 (5] &2 DNA W
EREOBH 4 R T RA T EHEP R4
MR EFEE G GBS B 58 DNA B2
MEMBELRBE. MH, BTRTRSER K
577 & BUE M, (B 32 8 BOT R B0 5 30K 3 AT 5 R
MGEMBREFEBEN“EFRERERDE L
F o EBEEMEENEFRED .

AR B3 PCa W RHIB T ZRBRBE N
XKk, HIFU /E 8 J& 3367 MR A% Al 8 R 15 B &
MFIRL A . ¥ F PCa, HIFU 2 i i F 2 8 g
(KT MR BRI A5/ W% . FTE
RIBIT R IBIT IR RIS BRIE #8020 ~100% TGk
IR, R, X T HIFU R F B PCa 57
MIREMR D . RHFRRI, B PCa BEFE W4 W
6975 R HIFU 83F— 30058 JB & AL R 351897
REEEEKBENAEFNE, BEKN 1.3.5 F4F
ROAFRE T 4 14%.,31% 0 25% , HIFU 4 FixtHR
HAMEFMAGERZNHEZR. HIFU @3 #3%
BF HUAE SR 56 15 5T 50 B 38 £ KO3 i 88 40 0 & AR B
B MRS 2 40 B 3, A B i PCa JR R AL, W8
AT MO AT, A A T BEL L IR RE — 2 1 40 I R R
Bk imAa 55, v sEE o R S IR T
40 e SR8 R JE AR M Y 48 M T RE, BEL I B R B
mE R IR PCa 5538,

BT HIFU G 7 R EBIGIF 5L, Bk F
R EZHM HIFU BT e LR e E RE. &
PRI B B TR F A R T REAR T, R 40 M R K
BT P MU IR L e B i BB T DR A P R 1
PE4pfECan T, 4l T4 MDD =4 , M #& T # 8
4T T R4 RTHOA NK iR ER R

By, RRAF T, Xt e 40 R 4 I B 1E L, B e 4
MR BEH BOR B AR R4 I . T 40 HI1E
H—FEER MG M, — B, E
40 e 2 [ O e e Ak L T 58 o 43 W TGF-B A IL-10
T %ot 5 0 B B S g = A 1 i T L X B B 4 o) A
HA MHC R#I#%?, VEGF #fi TGFR1 1A 2
AN G ] B T ER RRAR 2 R B I AR R
REMEER ; B 4h, VEGF 68T 3 28 1R 40 g i iR
B, TGF-1 Beiil Tw 48 MBI L& FTEAL, T T
40 a7 2 BB B R0 e e 4 M S B S8 4 i, AT DL
R IL-2 F TFN-v, 8 38 A% 45 1 38007 40 Fi 69 40
MEIEM. ARTRRE,RAREEHR N BA R
ERHEEF IFN-v, IL-2 B W HEHF
VEGF.TGF-p1 # CD4" CD25" Foxp3™ T, 4 i
WE, RS |RT. M5 RA e, HIFU 4
# HIFU 975 B& BSHE ML IL-2, IFN-v KF &
¥4% B, VEGF, TGF-pl / ¥ # CD4* CD25"
Foxp3™ Tre 40 Ml B % &%, BB HIFU JBITRER
& WE MR B E MR SRR AR T e
JFERIEFHERERAER,
HERARBBOTEWBHEMBRAEEE 3 KL
EFHRAERRERFHR 6 0f 157 AP, HI-
FURFTRFRED (U BERTESHR
SRS BRERRL HENERES, CEHR
SEWMEBRERE ERRREEN S/, BE4
RBEE HIFU G757 s #EFIG T L BE R 3R
HOCEIRRENRERCTER O, XHRE
L 7E HIFU 419 34 BB EF, T—H R ALK
WPRE B AL TE B ™ E H RAE .
2 ERTR, AT N B PCa ZE N 2 BTG »
BR& PL A HIFU fini& PCa W RERIGIT R E AT
AR, EAMURE T ¥ PCa iy B 4R57 20, T B
B THURE S0 R 3 B R T30 1 8 IR & kb i
BANMAR . BERERKBENEFNE., Bk, 4T
We i PCa, 2 TIEK B H A 7 IV ] , 08 B B T
B R E T BB ER G R RN REBIT .
HIFU WM& A B8 B 5.
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