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Abstract Renal cell carcinoma (RCC) is one of the most common malignant urinary tumors. Molecular tar-

geted therapy is a way that can inhibit tumor growth by specific cellular pathway. Also, it is better than traditional

cytokine therapy. However, effective ways for determing the outcome of targeted therapy are still insufficient, In

this review, prognostic related factors of targeted therapy in renal cell carcinoma were summarized referred to the

current study.
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"2 40 395 (renal cell carcinoma, RCC) B IRR
REAENWEENE . ELX 20 8P RREEE
EFA. AFRCCHRBRE, BERBEZIEREH
BZHEATE®RE, FRUBRMAEA Y. BBHE
4 ffd J8 (metastatic renal cell cancer, mRCC) #iJ5
BE,5 FAFRRE 10%°, X mRCC &, 1%
GMET FREFEGETREANF-OMBENR-2
(L-2)%HMEFIHRT. SEAREFRITFFE
KRR RS AR, RAY 10% BET LIk
FREEMEHBRD ., MAHBEE FRITHFER
ZENBIEM, WERH . EE RMILE . OERE.
BRB TG maEES. BE RCC o
FHLEI BB 5T 3 B, RCC 4 FHE MG I7 B 7 15 3
FRE. B FRERBITEEEINENRER
A F (vascular endothelial growth factor, VEGF)
P sl ¥ F 1B X ¥ E H (mammaliantarget of
mycin, mTOR) B M M AR, ERHRSE
"EEFARBEEAMFES(SHF 31100702/C100307 Fo

81270831/H0512)

TAH K ERE S T ARE BRI (L#E,200072)
WAEME & £ 4 ,E-mail: zhengjh0471@sina. com

RESHETEANEREFRIT. 4 FEMBIT
ALHAERE mRCC BEMARFR, M HEI/EH
BN, BT RCC W ETRBHE SR, G IR
b Z o R IR T BOR HEAT TR B A R A .
B BB IR RCC —Has: by 224k 5 b5 g S35 15
FUIAEE A SRS X B R, AR IR YF RCC
RVEAGST RO TG R AL HS BY

1 RCCEEETREHEXER

1.1 VEGF %#&

VEGF £ il /MR 7 4 4 1 B F (platelet deri-
vedgrowthfactor, PDGE)) REK B A, 2+ T BN
34~45 KD, FHI & BRF, /M EAEEN
HAREP, VEGF T EELSWEEEESHB®E
MR BB AR L P9 B 2243 3, AT R M 3 Ak I
BRR" . EsmstESREEM T, VEGF £k
TP R AR BT AR L T AR B3R I E B M
MAELAA M. EHEART, EHEREMW
VEGF 3Rk, KZ & 40, i e = 18 B B 4
a1 A K 40 Bfd B 43 W8 ¥ 7K P VEGF, DA 3543 WAL i
R 50 P g L PN B LA 2243 3, I 4 R 0 A AT



« 794 o 1% PR 388 JR Pk 2% 75

% 28%

B.BESHAENER R, REMEERK, FTHETE
BEREEN, JIRREEHRAAGELEQIE, R
By A R R A, AR T M
988 L BT L5 P R 40 B AR AR IV, 2 3 B R
%%,

H AT K BB TR 7 B VEGE M # &
BEAWR., —RKE/NrTEEEBRBEE &, &
&R Ru R MimmkiE e, @3 M # VEGF %
RN ECOHBE RREERY: D %2
VEGF Bk, i N XA 41, it 5 VEGF &5
&l VEGF 5 ¥ VEGF 2SS RE
fER™ ., MAMRER —HEWERTUHTM
] VEGF i 518 15 18 77 UR
L1.1 KRS ZERKAGWRBPRA, BE
WBITHIG R R HF S5 VEGEF WMHIFIBIr SR ®
X, EFEERER IHREHRTRR. 5
IFN-o 3G Y748 b, 33 1 75 1 41 3 5 K P IE# , Witk
BEREE KN T 120 U/L BBEDST 2 NBE,
TR FIRIGITIE B A (overall survival, OS)
BWE (P=0.06)" Motzer & VgL &}, X F
£ [E A& #P B 8 U 1 4 (The Eastern Cooperative
Oncology Group, ECOG) ¥4 R IF, ML 41 5 H K ¥
EF, MESAKEMET 2. 50 mmol/L, 7L i = 5§
(lactate dehydrogenase, LDH) K T IEH E£&
L5 %, BBk PRTER. 1 M RUTHS
HBERATREERBITRAEFRBR, XHEH
RRA— G R R T BB VEGE #7697
MR . Choueiri 2 FE Xt VEGF %l 3 # — 2 s
KRR 5 MW EF., BAMEER
W CRIENRIF/NT 2 48, /MR T 300
X10°/ ul, PR M BOK T 4. 5% 10°/ul, B
J5 B I 75 45 7K FAR T 2. 13 mmol/L B 2. 50
mmol/L,ECOG ¥R KR T 1 ZFF R BB A
JfE BB B BT R R PR A U R VEGF #4151
WBIF L # B 4 F B (progression-free-survival,
PF)%M ., BRILZ 5, Han %9 R I H R H R
R ] DR TR R 0 B R 0 0 B e X B
FIRITRIR . BFR G RER CT AN E R
B SIHITFBRM PFS M6, CT TRk A
BHEE, VEGF MHI AR SR 8. ARER
R VEGF BIigiT B BER—&B S
BEM K. Schmidinger %7 B R MAE R ALk
RBERFREBRBRTLEST HIAFREIEEBRE
EMEEER L RE N REIEH % & (28.3% vs
3.3), Rni E AR EAETFTEERBIT
mRCC B3 o 72 o ) J il B 7 & 3 iR OE % &
# PFS #1 OS B B #EK . Eechoute 99 2 35T
I8 & L B 7E &7 B & B 1R 7 mRCC 7] DL3K 4%, F
BEFHEK 7.2 M (P=0.035), LRIEKIR

AR, 7T LU I 3P mRCC B IR KRR M
¥R Te e RSB T

1.1.2 AR%¥R REHMAHIWHRBRHR
FEHY A RCC, Bt MR L HIESH
4 M E B XA Rl VEGE 3 41 50 3 1 36 97 30 5%
AF. Strumberg Z"" I BN, FEBERIHITA
SCRFABEELEEE RCC K PFS 25 11.9 AN AL T
ZEhIEREBITEE PFS A 5.1 M H (P<0.01),
R 878 B B X 2L 3k R0k £ 40 IR B YR 0T AR
LWRPLIERIF. Mo, Choueiri 5™ 3k — B B 5T
RIEA YA RCC WAH R %4 5 %t VEGF #f
HIRE BT RRAEE N, ZTEESHHR
45 5 8 % W 40 MR SO B LB B T A A R
G T R (P=0. 06) s 3% Bl 40 M R4 o9 &5
i RCCBITHM BB IF (P=0.02)" , Golshayan
S5 [ B A BT 43 0 5 B8 4 3% WA 40 e S R R
WBIT R, 83 VEGF MHIRBIT.61% B EHYH
g A8 bR R BR AR /0, AR FLK R R B 40 R
BRERHRAE 0N BENBERBLE /N, MEXE
EFEHGK RCCHRABHR TR AITEERS,
IF] B %o} 32 B 40 B8 4 A D S R 3R, 72 15 3 BA 40 MR
A BB I B B IR T B PFS 8K (P
<0. 00D, M 45 /NEB B (P=0.05), &5
mRCC 4 2=4¢ s 7T LA VEGF #) i 7 ¥ 11 38
PR, B mRCC BEHG

1.1.3 4 F4AYkhE BUMREAASBEDE
RN FRIEYWEEGHEHTEF (HIF-o) .
VEGF .mTOR B i 8§ IX(CAIX) A& 2R
SREAHE (MMP) . B EHEAKETF I .mR-
NA-%4 7% B8 3 (IMP3), CD133, VHL, p53, Ras
p21 %%, ¥ VEGF ) il 51 #E 5 34 7 e IR iR 3
AHRBENEENT.

VEGF R H 3R 3% 1% 76 I8 1L 37 4 i R
BER., R KRBT VEGF k VEGF %4k
(VEGFR) K5 VEGF # il F #1367 BE R
FiJ5 M %. Deprimo 2V %t 63 HI&F /& % e ¥ 14
BIF mRCCHMREA, EEZHRITHNEEF
4% BE M VEGF K38 I7 #i M8 tbA Br 7t
B » F At L VEGF %4k sVEGFR-2 #1 sVEGFR-
SKETREMBES XD 1% 87% ., SIBIT
TR B M L, VEGE IS FIBIF B3 B X
SNEAWKER EidsE., BRuFER=ZHIEKR
BB RIE VEGF ELR K LW BERNIERE
PR BRI VEGF K EHBERRED. B2
VEGF RHEZHRE KL LIS 40 M e 1
BT BCR W TE AR

VHL & H % i F p25-26 WM EE R, VHL
EERTZMH VHLEQRZFF S B3 W4 S
RERBHEWMHA, Rini £ 3} 43 HlBEZEH K
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KB RIM VHL FEA KR UER B F
PFS,(HEX B & OS ®EM ., WA MIMEL R
B VHL R &3 % VEGF #) #5736 57¥ mRCC
RMBERAEEZW®, VAL £E R 58 EEBIT
REBRHBE—SHE.

Tsavachidou-Fenner 4% Fj [z 8 2 [H F§ %) #1
FE R 3R IR T B D o B 40 B R 30 0 G 9 A S6 |
EERMEERZEIRE, — S REHMEXYRE
HIEBAHBIT R R, BERELED RS
(AMP-activated protein kinase, AMPK) & 3E 3
B P Bk VLB B BE 3 (PISK) / Akt 15558 B 30 1 b
BEK, EEBEEREBRES AMPK HHKFE®
wE RGBT PFS #1 OS 8 4F. [Fit PTEN
HRZBA UM PIBK/Akt 5 S EBEIEK B &
B OS, MR BB Akt(pAkt) K H T i /=¥ 8
B2-S6 (pS6) M RIB B E MARAPIRIT OS KA.
RamigEEEMARESRET AT IR
mRCC BE MRAHIRITHR .

MRERERA I L BEIAGREDDE
4 8 & B3 1 #)57]-1 (tissue inhibitor of metallo-
proteinase-1, TIMP-1) 5% B2 fif B [X (carbonic an-
hydrase X, CAIX)% , X S4r KW M7 VEGF M)
7B F mRCC BEHRRERF . TIMP-1 5 L)
T 3o o) B R R A AR AR R IR 0E 40 A B
BEH, TIMP-1 T KA S MR R 28 m
AX, IRERAMHULTRER N HARNIER
WITHBRE S 3 AL 12 AMmE TIMP-1 K¥F
BB T %™, 278 TIMP-1 4 1] G884 B R e
FRWBITHWMIER,H TIMP-1 XX THS
mRCC B3 PFSf1 OS M AF#, CAIX FEx 5
MHEZERBEREEEBHR P ARE M
RCCHERE., ZWMHAREYN CAIKREKTEE
mRCC BEFIFIF OS TR, Hsh, BETH
BBERE MR EYE VEGF %A Emigr
B E> . (B R FEE X mRCC 4 F L% B 58 1Y
R, XEEERSY S BB MGG Z R
RESR/IHE—FER,

1.2 mTOR ®&#&

mTOR B—F %/ FFRMRE D BB, B THIE
BEALEE 3-34 5 AH 558 B8 ( phosphatdylinositol 3-ki-
nase-related kinase, PIKK) B EH R KR A, £
Ash s HZHEE. mTOR [ESEBZHBEA
BER ARKEF . BEMNREENSKETARAY.
EREMEARD S ZEE LRERA &G,
SH mTOR 5B &I EE/. B mTOR #
A AT EGIT EFERE mTOR K4, &M
EAMRERER, BI TS EMWHE mTOR HAEHE
HREBIERA ., MXBRES—LBEHERTL
AT P mTOR ) i 70 3L BB IT R

1.2.1 ERFME —EEKKELZHE mRCC &
He R FEIFF A5 mTOR #) i FIEI7 KR A
X, FAFHEA N HERRBHRRAHEL T
IFN BT E B /DT 65 3, £ K 4 (Karnofsky
performance status, KPS)/MF 70, LDH 7K E#85
EHER LS BREE OSKBE™, X
RARBEWNEAFERAE MK IITRR. Am-
strong % P — 5% B8 M LDH /K F7 1E
HERL23FU LREFAFRABITS0E
LDH KEZEE® LR 1. 23 U TR EHLER
LA 2.81(95% CI,2.01~3. 94, P<C0.001), Sun
FOERBHBESAREAKRREMRREAL
AT -S4 R IR 5E P 0 (Memorial Sloan-Ketter-
ing Cancer Center, MSKCO) #E4 K f& . W f& 0 &5
AP H PFS 4518 114 MA 6T MARL9
MR L#RR MSKCC 4R A FIHE BT KRG
THRBE. BRESKKRXRCERT —&Em
TG B e R 4% 1E , A4 tb F VEGF # il 7 8 5%
mTOR ##I 7 B M R R R AR EH Fr E—
BTN

1.2.2 AA¥HEAR BARHEES mTOR #
3 % 325 B 40 Jfd 2 55 9 0l o B 4 B AL B IR 9T
BT IFN-"Y, Sun %% 3 82 Il K T
mRCC B F WG RO 5E & I 70 & 2 5] %t % W 40 g
ERETE A kN gy e Y R i )
50%F0 35. 7%, B PES 43+ %K 7.4 M H F1 5.4
MR RAMHETEEHARATESAT A
MEHAREERITSREF. HEBWMASHK
e PRI T K &+ %) 2 B 40 i AL ' 98, T X% F mTOR
WHIFIERRLRFETR RCC HFBURZE RN ERE
TaAER. B, BEAERNFREREGFFREER
e PR3 4347

1.2.3 SF4YhE HRFRER —2EEMm
JE M RIRBEYE mTOR PHIFILIGBIrPERER
# . Lin 2%% 5@ i1 Western blot #1462 40 4k 2 87
HRIEAEERE . FREEBEANERBHAR KR —
# mTOR F5 BB FREKTERE, MBIk
mTOR,pAkt, p-p70S6K 7& B & FF £ 5 K F W IE
WHLAFE, Cho %% L8 & 25 5 I I ik I 5
LRI pS6 1 pAkt KB K HHJG MR, HAF
B pS6 5% pAkt RIXBEWG R, #H— PR
RIMERIZN Y pAkt ERBITFNBEA
FlL,MEREWHME pAkt MERBITHRE AR
F, BRELHN mTOR EEEBRASFEEK
LB DAB mTOR HIFIEITT R, HRER
B CAIX REKFEFM VHL ER A HHEE X
mTOR MFIFNE T WG LS . M4k, Gordan
200 g oy B FARYE HIF WA 595 40 MO v] L4 R
%K. —RHEIK HIF2-o; 5 — R8P FE HIF-1a X
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ik HIF-2q, HIFH K I 40 Mg Je R B B 3R 1k 4

. mEEFRE Akt/mTOR iGN, B/AX

P2 B X R 9T B BURE TT BEAR ], B SRR 9T

RAHXREAEFHE SR, EdREBBHEM

KhrEYRE, T DA H W mTOR #P i 7 15 36 57

MR EHEMRAL B EDERD, ARHEE—P

w5,

2 AESRE

WEE o FEYF B RNER M L TR 4

MBEFHRIT BEREGRTEZ2AR. HE

RCC TR BB ZWAEYLSE . i F &Y

T R4 4 B RCC XM B IF MR R .

RCC ¥R IT BUE MR E KRB 5, W KR

R R IRAMKIE . BRI REEEPEEY

R RCC #, xR 2 B 4 R B BB M AT R B D

Xtk B 4 B B R I IR T TS SRR A IR

Ao ATAEH RCCAMEALBI BB I6 T BF X RA
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