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ENDOCRINE CHEMOTHERAPY FOR PROSTATIC CANCER

Takashi Maekawa, Noboru Kashihara, Masaaki Tsujita,
Yoji Morikawa, Nobuyuki Hayahara, Takaaki Nishijima,
Kazuyoshi Ezaki, Masaaki Senju, Mitsuaki Iritani,
Mutuo Yamaguchi, Masaki Kawamura, Hiroshi Tanaka
and Ryoji Yasumoto
From the Tumor Research Group, Department of Urology, Osaka City University Medical School

We carried out a randomized joint study on endocrine therapy and endocrine chemotherapy
for prostatic cancer at our department and 17 affiliated institutions. Of 80 patients entered, 39
patients were treated with chlormadinone acetate alone (group A) and 4] patients were treated with
chlormadinone acetate in combination with UFT (group B). After excluding 10 inappropriate
patients, Stage C was observed in 14 patients in group A and 13 in group B, and stage D in 20
patients in group A and 23 in group B.

Side effects were observed in 8.8% (3/34) in group A and 22.2% (8/30) in group B without
a significant difference.

The anti-tumor effects (response rate) and clinical effects with respect to each item did not
significantly differ between the two groups.

The non-recurrence rate and survival rate were significantly higher in group B than in group A.

These findings suggest the usefulness of endocrine chemotherapy using UFT.

(Acta Urol. Jpn. 40: 555-561, 1994)
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