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Abstract Objective: To evaluate the outcomes of low-dose-rate prostate brachytherapy(LLDR-BT) and inves-
tigate the prognostic factors of biochemical relapse-free survival(bRFS) and overall survival(OS) in <{c¢T3 pros-
tate cancer after LDR-BT. Methods: One hundred and sixteen patients with <{cT3 prostate cancer treated with '*°1
LDR-BT as monotherapy or combined with homonal therapyfrom Jan, 2006 to Dec, 2016 in Second Hospital of
Tianjin Medical University were retrospectively collected. Log-rank test and multivariable Cox regression were
used to evaluate the relationship between covariates (PSA. clinical stage. prostate volume, et. al) and bRFS,
OS. Results: Five- and eight-year bRES and OS were 75. 0% and 56. 0%, 80.2% and 62. 1% , respectively; Mul-
tivariate Cox analysis showed that Gleason score, the percentage of positive biopsy cores( % PC) . clinical T stage
and PV were correlated with bRFS; Gleason score and clinical T stage were correlated with OS; For patients with
< cT3a prostate cancer, Gleason score, %PC, PV and risk group were correlated with bRFS; Only Gleason score
was an independent predictor of OS. Conclusion: Low-risk PCa patients are the most suitable candidates for LDR-
BT. while the intermediate- or high-risk PCa, specially for stage ¢T3a-cT3b or Gleason score==8, LDR-BT com-
bined with external radiotherapy and hormone therapy may be considered. Very large PV does not influence bRFS
rate or OS. The PCa with high % PC should be paid more attention to biochemical recurrence(BCR), even biopsy
when necessary, to clarify the cause of BCR for definite therapy.
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LDR-BT) it 5§ [w] i B¢ 5 A1 ik 59 76 97 (external
beam radiation therapy, EBRT) #1443 WA iG 9T Can-
drogen deprivation therapy, ADT) & T 721K . /&
51 98 1T LA ARAT FIAR VA AR 26 BL A ¥R 7 ROCR Ah %t
T EB 43 BB A BT I RO, I &hE & A
TR Bl 56 1 A28 G 9 N 4% (NCCND | Bk
PRI B2 25 (EAU) S mi et . TR
T3 NI P14 2 508 PN 5E IR 4 2 A A1 55 Oy T 1 22
ST A IR AR Y R b e Rk R . HIkE
WAL LDR-BT Sy kil 14936 77 75 58 % 3¢ [ iy
A B 98 RE A %) 3 S i PR AR 5 e 8RS ) A O A
o 58 % i A R E B AT R LDR-BT 1297 ML
AR —E By IR
1 #HEFHE
1.1 &R SR

44N 2006 4F 1 H-—2016 4 12 H KHERL K
20 TR B WA PR ARSI 1 I 51 R AR 116 1,
Y AFRAE < I R 20 << T3NOMO ] ; B4 HH X 58 54 1)
Il PRIA T B 5 55} s AR SR A BR AN AL 55 7%

B — s M. PSA 8 8 ~56 ng/mL, ¥
16.9 ng/mlL; 28 H 7 7 I 5E /i 51 AR AR R 29 ~
109 mL,F¥10 51 mL. &2 Fi 51 g 55 5 1k Bt s

(PSAE T B AR G IR T 43391 L e 6 B 43 2 2F
S A B Gleason P43 . 25 00 A6 BH PR B H5 3 A 10
W&k 1.
1.2 BRI

"T-LDR-BT J7ik . ARRT 3 d D RITAE R G
W, 3% SR MR A B4 B BRI A s 48 H
FE B IAHT N B AL B8 2 2D % AR BRI 2] i
JRIZBRFFMEFE 0.5 cm J5 (14 1 Wy i &% . 3T F L
RGN =R I e R I R R A A
ZRINR T | T R G0 T 43 B 2 gk A 91 R S 4 1Rl
HEARLF 5 b 75 500 B 2" T S PR AL 0. 4 mCi/ KL
(ELED140~145 Gy, KRG 1 RE &5 # EM AL
FRsARE 1 ANAREZE CT, T kL7 &, 55 E
LR B 0 A0 A B 0 . IS 2 A R AR
#7 LDR-BT, @ fa AR GBS ADT JR97 .
1.3 WFFE 2 AIG IR £ 4l R 4R

PEAR 7 R0 2 mi AL 455 TC A= A0 B2 HE A7 22 (bio-
chemical relapse-free survival, bRFS) . i 4 £ &
(over survival, OS) ; LDR-BT R J5 PSA TR ZE &
K5 )5 X ETF 2.0 ng/mL (Phoenix & X)) i iy 4
1k & % (biochemical recurrence, BCR) .

*®1 AREZMEZSET LDR-BT A/ bRFS #1 0S 155 B %)
AN 1514 PRES 05
5 4 8 4 5 4 8 4

ARHi PSA/(ng/mL)

<10 47 39(83.0) 30(63. 8) 41(87.2) 34(72.3)

10~20 47 33(70.2) 26(55.3) 38(80.9) 29(61.7)

=20 22 15(68. 2) 9(40. 9 14(63.6) 9(40.9)
Gleason ¥E43

<6 41 36(87.8) 29(70.7) 37(90. 2) 33(80.5)

7 42 33(78.6) 26(62.0) 35(83.3) 27(64.3)

=8 33 18(54.5) 10(30. 3) 21(63.6) 12(36. 4)
A Z AR AR/ mL

<60 53 33(62.3) 27(50.9) 38(71.7) 29(54.7)

=60 63 54(85.7) 38(60. 3) 55(87.3) 43(66.7)
2F i) 3% A6 BH £ BUR

<50% 59 46(78.0) 41(69.5) 50(84.7) 38(64. 4)

>50% 57 41(72.0) 24(42. 1) 43(75.4) 34(59. 6)
& IR T 4344

<T2a 44 38(86.4) 31(70.5) 38(86.4) 30(68. 2)

T2b 36 26(72.2) 19(52.8) 30(83.3) 23(63.9)

T2c 12 9(75.0) 7(58.3) 9(75.0) 7(58.3)

T3a 14 10€71. 4 6(42.9) 10(71. 4) 8(57.1)

T3b 10 4(40.0) 2(20.0) 6(60.0) 4(40.0)
fa 5 K R 4

& f& 22 19(86. 4) 16(72.7) 20(90. 9) 19(86. 4)

W1 41 34(82.9) 27(65.9) 34(82.9) 26(63.4)

=3 53 34(64.2) 22(41.5) 39(73.6) 27(50.9)
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K HI SPSS 19. 0 B4R 4 BRECHE . R log-rank
K48 51 T 5 PR R 43 #1 PSA B .Gleason P43 I IR T 43
07 CEE AT A P BSR4 A AR AR R X
B 5.8 4F bRFS.OS 52 m . fieJ5 R Cox F i K
R B ARUHEA T 22 K 2 43 B, i 28 52 i) B 35 bRES. OS 1)
MEHEZE, U P<0.05 NESAHGITFEXL,
2 #R
2.1 BHUTEER

BiD; 26 ~121 A~ H ., o 47 B Ui iF 1] 85 A~ H .
5.8 4E bRFS 43514 75. 0% .56. 0% ;5.8 4E OS 4%
Wk 80.2% .62. 1% . MK 52 ma (R X AR AT
IIE G 5.8 A bRFS Al OS, H ik fa 41
5 4.8 4 bRFS., OS 4+ 4l A 86.4%.72.7%.
90. 9% .86. 4% ; M f& 4 4 5l R 82.9% . 65.9% .
82.9%.63. 4% ; m L4l 4r B A 64.2% . 41.5%.,
73.6%.50. 9%, W1,
2.2 HEHEEST

3BT B B R AL 3%  PSA LI IR T 431 R 91
BRARFL (=432 =>60 mL FI<<60 mL) . %8 il 1% &
PSR B R (432K R <<50% F1>50%) . Gleason
PEAY G BE > 2 s 15 i log-rank #6536 % & 1~ 52 M)
N RIATHEZE T, 5308 45 R 7R : Gleason 1T
A3 EE N E R PH M BB IR R T 4 1L fa I
%% 5 LDR-BT A J5 bRFS A # 5¢#:, Ju L ¢T3b #
B 8 4 bRFS B WAL T HABIG R 0 1 (£ D Gl-
eason PE43 i IR T 43 1 L f 16 43 52 Wil B 34 R
OS, [AlEE T3b W FH OS F &M (K 1., % EF
IR T 433+ cT3b X bRFS A1 OS 52 i fis K
FATTHKS T1~ T3a H M JEAT 500 A9 2 3R 4 7
ST EE R R - Gleason PE 43 28 i) 16 A6 BH 1 41 4%
R a9 5 bRFS B ;1M Gleason P47 fG [
SR B LDR-BT AJ5 OS Sy /9 il K & .
2.3 ZHEMT

[ FE % & 5] cT3b X} bRFS Fl OS 2 Wil
K AR 2 W 2 5 B b AT E XTI R 43 818 T1
~T3b 81 T1~T3a WEH 530347 T 2 HE 4
M. (R BS B AR AE 2R IK 22 40 AT v R ke 3 4 R A4 AR
1 PSA {65 bRFS.OS fEAEAH M (HZE & K Ik
PRI 5T $2 78 AT 5 IR AR TR R PSA (8 X AT 51) B g H
TG AEAE 2, PR 7E 22 B 2845 M v 3R AT TR) AR
THEMAZHE M, AR E R T T~
T3b W HT 5 IR I . Gleason FE43 | 2 H 776 A& B 41 %
G R T 4330 1050 B AR B2 bRES 1% 70 37 150
K, 1M Gleason P43 G K T 432 OS B0 57
T P Z (P <<0. 05) 5 X} F T1~T3a #7151 g 9
Gleason P43, % Il 16 A8 FH A FBOR LRSI IR IR L LA
B6: B 43 2% ¥4 02 bRES 37 W A & (P <<0. 05) , 1fij
Gleason #4342 OS A9 20 7 T & 2 (P<<0. 05),

3 itig

5T 3E 52 Mgl LDR-BT 8¢ [6] i 45 & ADT
(SO EBRT @Y7 AG . A% 17 410 A g [R) A AT LAk &)
FERB ARG F AR GRS 0T w A
Bt B E 0 R T A BOAS A AR G i
LDR-BT @5/ AE B A IF A HoAth N B 9% 1Y 8
T A7 R R R, XA T T 1) R R U A X A D
R JE 5 EBRT #H He, A B T H 2% 38 &5 i 41 5
e i = 7 N O SV AR A S 10 B R B 4
Z L, AR 116 BB EH 4 RE S TARE 1R
RERPRAE 5 3 40 28 5 DX 2 DT 45 i I, & B DR i
B L HEK BR B A) S G2 A N BB T B B RE R D
6 A~ H JE AT 43R J5 BR M 4 PR 38 AT A MR A DT R
(TURP) 7R o] 3R 455 B IR Y7 808 .

Zelefsky % |43 47 T 2 693 ] T1~T2
HI AR 2l LDR-BT 697 5 AR & fa 4l 8 4F
1 bREFS 1 OS, 5 AW 55 19 8 11 45 B 3 A — 2.
HWRKER T 5 4F & £ W& T a5 e F R Y)
% LDR-BT B4 EBRT.ADT JAY7 B i 4 R
R T 270 s i AR 3 SR 19 Sk 413 4L 80 R, 4
BB, LDR-BT B4 EBRT {497 [6) I8 245 F 58U 45
T ADT B, ih BG4 5 4F . 10~12 4E ) bRFS 13
MFFARUIGRA ., BRARZS ISR E R T & fad
5 4F bRES S5 AN 5% #5452 301 - {H i 5 Fifi 15 Bisf (7] 114 4E
Kz ny & a4l bRES ZH] B & T A .
] B S AF 5% 38 R o [R] - R U) Bk A E . LDR-BT B
4 EBRT jA¥7 s /0T 457 ADT #£ bRFS i A
PeFi ARG PR AR IR GE e 78 55 9 KA & AR R AR,
Xof A 19 Jo R M /N — 0[] JE A 5 A A T
2 237 R w1 H) IR LDR-BT A J5 bRFS #il OS
T R B R RGH 5.7 4E OS 54K BF 58 (4%
fadl 5.8 4 OS FHAL, H B 8 & T A5 0 L &
fadl 5.8 4 OS. v W FALfE4l. LDR-BT 1 L)
ARAFFIR T2 [ Z A9 I R AR (B F b L m e
20 ,bRES F1 OS ¥ WAL . %F T v L& A T 41 g
R, B A LDR-BT HUA5 B AR 250 5 i )
WY E 4K Z B0 R LDR-BT B4 ERBT i
ADT AR T Bt AR b, 4 K2
BB I % 55 O A BRI {X AT LDR-BT
BA ADT, K47 ERBT. ™4k Wi %5 [l i 45 #7 b
SRR BE 354 B R BRVE & e i LDR-BT i
7 J5 B I PR BERE , H B 43 v i R B N 40 A R
ERBT 677 . H 3.5.7 4F bRFS.0S 5 J5 [ % X
R E AL — 2 50 IE | A A A AR R
& K LDR-BT B4 ERBT A1 ADT,

FAN ARG T 14 ] cT3a #.10 #] cT3b
1R B IR R AT T UM 2 M . ZBRAE 5.8 AR
bRES Fl OS J5ifii ¢T3a 1M B 2L T cT3b . H
HICT T3 IR 17T LDR-BT 397 i9 AH G
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X0 H £ L LDR-BT 3497 6] Bf 8% & ERBT
M ADT N ¥, % T LDR-BT B4 ADT 4t  #
WFFEREAT > X T T3 1151 B o , 26 [ iR 2
AHE YT % 45 (ABS) .NCCN %46 B 48 B &
ERBT #l ADT, {HA =3\ K. LDR-BT 1 #|
FH 28 15 M S 6 R P RE K 1T 47 B A DX Ak R i
T B R 2 A5 AR B MR AR R 3 3 ~8 mm 93 [l
X 2 g2 S Bro A1) B AR R 1. 75 5. B S
T3a HWHHTHI A6 . 24 FLAT 76 A7 28 X Ak J7 5] 42 v [
WA, 17 LDR-BT {54 H A& #pEN ) — 30 8] i
WFE 534 T pT2NO Fl pT3aNO A7 51 B 4 #L 36 1k
VIR AR G2 S5 ARG bRFS (M B X R, kB
pT2 IRFE VI & 1S pT3a WA G U4 B 1% #
HHEMFE B bRFS! A b Xt T3a ). 24 4l
LDR-BT Ik ERBT X {ij 51 B 42 B5 A1 ik g 20 278
REWS 25 T 2 W8 1 Ak 5 ) 5 B, B i AT DGk B 2 0
T2 WAMIG IR R . AN IER R, 29. 126 R AT
cT3 W B ERIGRE N pT2 57T, X Se4545 i
BT ARWESEH T3a W RS IR B & 5.8 4F bRFS
A1 OS ¥ B EALT T3b W, 15 T2c MAHEE,

WA BT TNM 438, PSA . Gleason 343 . Hil
GIRR AR BLCPV) FE B 43S | 27 4 36 4G A 50 PH 1 26 4%
IR AT G R R E e M EERNE, E—
2 316 B FEAR . = fa i 81 AR 9 AR 52 LDR-
BT s & ERBT Ay [a] it 4 #F 55 v & 30, % T ik fis
B H A PSA VHTSI R V100 2B 5 4F bRFS
B ST T R & T Gleason TF 40 28 Hll 7% £ FH P
RUR CRBEES ADT il Gleason TE47 . 28 Hll 1 K
PHAE S BCR 4 9 2 b R fa 4 5 4F bRES Ay 2l 57 i
MRS EIRATBETE ., 2 B o W 427 - 5t
F T1~T3b Y575 If 95, Gleason PE43 . ZF H 1% £
FHAE S EOR (IR R T 401 L1041 R /R U2 LDR-BT
AJG bRES 420 7 T30 B 3 L 1 Gleason 343 Ifi
KT 4y 812 OS By gk 57 0 B/ #5 X+ T1-
T3aNOMO #, Gleason ¥ 43 % Bl 1% & FH 1k 1 %%
R0 H R AR B S B B 4y ¥ & LDR-BT R
bRES (#7057 F I [ Z L 1 Gleason #4342 OS )
MSTH A ZE . Hd X F T1~T3bNoMo #, T3b
] bRFS,0S W AKX T T1~T3a ¥ ; X85 T3b
WIRT B BRI RR T R B2 R40 . I K 2 R ATk &
ANRERBLOY MR EL 45 52 A K Ui T X T3b
4T LDR-BT ¥¢4 ERBT Fl ADT By 254k,

ST SR T3b A FE Z1 AR g 6 R 15 A 21 I At 5
W ¥ fE R A T, e o B RS e T1 ~ T3a
LDR-BT J&97 &R B R &, FATTXF T1~ T3a H 0T
IR AT T 2 W E i, @ RERX T T1~
T3a .16 K T 2 W34 & LDR-BT A J5 bRES I
OS By gh 7 T F 28, X — 2518 807 5 AR 0F 9% b 56
T cT3aE cT2c WiFF L. 5 T2b LR

KEGITEE LAY A . XF 5.8 4F bREFS f1 OS %1
R E Gleason PE43, L H 2 Gleason PE4r =8
3, B bREFS fil OS B B AR AIK. AR s 8 B
Al bREFS By 20 7 W R 2 L {H 2% & 3] PSAL I
PR T 4 AASRENE A bRES (4970 57 W0 B 25, PR o v]
LA B ERS 2h Gleason Py £5 T & 4
XA G bRES (40 57 15 I fig
FEAIEFE T K IR0 5 B R R AR B2 LDR-BT
ARJ5 bRFS {7 5z B0 A 2, B AR AR FL=>60 mL B}
FL 5.8 4F bRFS B I i TR <60 mL & . ABS 4§
R AHARE =60 mL A A 3 A i 3T B 50T 14 AH X
LIRS YT IS A U TR AR AR B > 60 mL
H L AT ADT (750 B4/ . B4 RA
HBOR # Z2 1 SC R ARG L XF TR R R B >60 mL &
=100 mL # % LDR-BT. s A] L) 35 15 % B AR (1) T
JE P, Stone 0 RGHGE 2 051 6 AT 4 AR R R
17 LDR-BT, H: v 34 1] §if 51 B B 44 1A 2R 100 ~
205 mL, 34K 126. 2 mL, 8K & 24 PRI B8 i XU
i HSE T 10 4E09 bRES, 5 A4 /)N (149 46 1 3T 6 9
0, T L A BRI R Hh 28 g S e R R 6
BRAAR=50 mL fY FiT 51 B9 S 30 - X 4 B4R 1) 42b T
. Pham S22 X% —30 2 076 B & Fi 51
BRAEAAT B4 -LDR-BT yA 7 B9 BB PR A 58 . 2
200 K IR AAR TR > 60 mL..PSA F1 Gleason 1F43
B ARJE 5.8.10 4 bRES [y ~7 0 P 25, 44 FH >
60 mL #F HA H & A bRES, A H T 7N R A i 51 i
I R K B HIBESRAT B 4719 bRES, JR K AT BB AL 4 -
IR BT JR B A BELRE R A L a2 R e L 42
2 o G AS R AL Bl 2 38 L ) R R L g s R
T E PSA i 28 DA R I AL AN 65, 4032 5 g 3 D
Z W 5T & B JCE R B B MRI FH 74 38 J& PI-RADS
3~5 43 /INIR IR BB 3 512 R it DR ik 2 P 4 AR 1Y
JRURS: 357386 =40 /0N B A iy 410 B9 b (<<40 mL) , B
] B Rt v 5 E 9 o v, HLYIBROR S o B
&M Gleason P43 T =7 B KUBS: B8 2220 5 gb Ak, i A
R UL AT ) 5 i B 22, DOO it 35 B =5 5 i L
PR R TR AR S5 HAAR R /N B 0 PR
D90 fH ML FE =2 A K., B&UES, A AR T &5
ARG MR & K A W A S PESY . D90>>140 Gy I i
9o A= A i 2 B B = T D90<C140 Gy #
FATIE K B2 16 A BH MR A BOR R T1 ~
T3aNOMO i %1 i LDR-BT A J5 bRFS Byt 7
ToU PR 28 L 2 6 AS PH PR B BOCR > 50 Yot L 5.8 4F
bRFS BH 1K T 28 il 36 K6 BHPESF BUR <5008 . —
T4 45 1 656 (il /& # H2% LDR-BT (1 1] Jii 14 #F 5%
FRETL 3B PSAL &S 73 9 . Gleason ¥F43 . 58 il i
K BHPE 4T 8 R 45 5 R J5 bRFS Y& R, 48 it s
U 43 2% Gleason P43, 25 I 76 A6: FH M &1 80K & 4k
R RMERRER., K22 hoptad ki
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FRE KB E 8% 5 LDR-BT AR J5 bRFS & B
AR g 2 S B K B A A ROR
H LI AR G K A BT G XURS: 36 =, {3 7R
73— 266 4345 A% L L eGS0 AR AR A
LDR-BT #) [a]Jii 4 iF 75 Fh 1, B8R Bl 25 25 300 36 K6
FHPESE BRI N bRFS A TR tath (HEZ W&
M A Gleason P43 1 PSA & AR J5 bRFES #y 2
SRR . SO AN S R T A BH M A ORI AR
T i 9gE 1 g7 A0t o %) AT T A I X 2 o B A Y
Gy AT AL B HEAT 50T L 5 RE S AT T R Y o A
NI R T /BB o R VA o s =
RS N P B 2 kb k. B AT R 483N o £k
PERTF MR A5 1Y & AR R 6090 ~90 %6, H 5 i
B REN 3 L VA 18§ RS AL AN 5P S W £
KA B B R) 25 ) 4 A i 25 SRR B A o T
e 5 4 1Y X 398 b 2% i (field cancerization) A
S IS 4 BT B 2 A R R R R IR 9T A Y
FARYIG & B 24 Y] % 0F & 1 51 IR 41 20 545 4 st
“IX kg b R AE B, BR B Y OE H TS R 5k PIN
2H 2 F i 2R A R B R B Y 22 e kb A
Ji g B KU B RO, DR, B b A AR T Y
8 B 280N T O 55 e, EL A X A R AR Y R AR
A T e T ) DRI R R . — 0T 49 AT I 8 R
iR F B R (HDRO 3T BE B 0T R 5 & & AH G R 1
WEFE o A BT A K e kB T /D BN B Kk R A
LR R IR B N CBE AR X)) & & . R B BF
FE L GIE S AT 7E 2 o P R TR 19 T 9 A e LA T
152 RIS b o A% 000 R G AE A B 5 R, 5 O
TE A FHAPE S BCR S B B L A R R A e Y R
AT RE A A5 AR A0 55 A 4 A0 1 IXURS: 386 0 s i e 5t &2
N8I A S 0 o TR =2 1 ) W= B i R
FHER B R BF 98 2 78 > 50 %) I, 1 & 9 BE &
ERBT #l ADT, Il & MR fbE & %,

A RAET PSA SRR FHEARFAEMAE L.0S
JC BT S AH S 1 58 1 45 AL T R0 H At 22 B SCHER i
A e 2 X Al e 5 A4 3% R AT PSA (3% A
1R A B T O W Y 4 R AT AE — E R

25 R 7E 3R OB TR A BT AT LAAE A
A& R Z AR 1A RORIT ik 2 — s xF a8 h .
TG H B N [R5 A AN UEA T ADT,
JuH & T3a~T3b M M Gleason PF43 =8 43 Xt
TR AR A R B i A AR e L i R T4 T ADT 47k
R TP 2 B SRR AR A5 A T L = 4G 97 1R
N ISR LN € S I RN N A S N
M5 R AR R /N 3 X I R P
FHECR W S E L B T EWEE S ERBT #1 ADT 4b,
AR5 REAARAL BE 7 5 06 B A7 28 4 5 A, A A A K
JER, I T AR T .

RIS I AR 5 R A 7 25 v o8
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