WRACE 35 : 259-263, 1989

BIVIRMEREOER S L 0 EE LR 2T s

BRERFEFMWRBFEAE (EE 1 IUFEHFER
R EE, WEK BE 49 B U EH

BRRFERENENALIHRESBE (EF - HREHD
g ok B =

RAFTRBEWR R (R EEEAD
OB

STUDIES OF PROGRESSIVE FACTORS OF STAGE
A PROSTATIC CANCER

Takanori Suzuki, Toshihiro SHimizu,
Kyouichi Imar and Hidetoshi Yamanaka
From the Department of Urology, Gunma University School of Medicine

Keiji Svzuki
From the Department of Pathology, Medical Care and Technology, Gunma University

Hirotomo TAKAHASHI
From the Department of Urology, Ashikaga Red Cross Hospital

We studied the progressive factors for incidental carcinoma of the prostate of 38 patients.
Effects of anti-androgen drugs for the development of incidental carcinoma were examined.

There were no statistical differences with age, tumor size, histopathological grade, or in-
vasion of BPH capsule. However, the tumor progression rate was high for a tumor size of more
than 10 mm or poorly differentiated adenocarcinoma. Therefore, tumor progression was related
with tumor size and histopathological grade. Of 15 patients with stage Al disease, two patients
had tumor progression. Patients with stage Al disease are being followed with no treatment,
but radical treatment may be necessary for young men. Patients with stage A2 disease must be
treated with radical prostatectomy, radiation therapy or hormone therapy case by case.

None of the patients who were treated with anti-androgen drugs had stage Al disease. Pa-
tients not treated had stage Al and A2 diseases. Anti-androgen drugs may have inhibited thc
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development of stage Al disecase.

(Acta Urol. Jpn. 35: 259-263, 1989)

Key words: Stage A prostatic cancer, Progressive factors

#

AisZiR{@esE (stage A, incidental carcinoma)
RIEREVCRISIIRE & BT ST, foE e ERNLRE
KIEETR & O FHR ORBEMENRBTRS AL
Eh, FRIRACERL, LrdERoRVL0TH
B0, ZEOFHIBRFTHLHN —MEARRDO S OHDH
D, BEEC OV THIBRAIR TS,

il

WISIBE O F e AT 5 BT BmRES 0B &
b9, EBOHFETAARTFEARRTHHE. SER
SR BREAO RFERS X CEEEF oW TH
HLeoT, XMPYEELMLHEETS.

XRE L UFE

BEAERBECINIEION X h 19874 4 B ¥ Tl
RESCHIIIRGE & 207 S R i WS R o TR T &



260 , MERDE 35%

T RER B AR YIRMT (TUR-P) %7 Shi-
533G PR E SN I R S hc B R B S22 6,
1974451 B X » 198742 4 B % T ERUB DL I CREDE
LRI AT S e 13RS B & R BT BB R

36, I X ON19804ELAREBEIFEE TR R X h RISz iR
BRE136, F3sflengs Li.

FIERE D substaging TiL Al 1561, A2 234
Thote. BROAZSHT, BITER G, BIEA
BIOBEY 26, BER20ChH-T. BREOK
BASFIRRIZERWINIRERY 4 AIETL
fo. I Al OIBERRITERIRION, RS IBEE4
B, {LEERE 1, A2 OBRBRABELRER4EH, |
SWFRE 180, LB 1 HITh ot

BRECOMMNLAL CIR2ETHH, 4618,

A2 TIX5 A, 6% 9NH, UESHATHT.
FEEORECI BRE, * BELAW.

= g

I EHOHEBRAETOWT

ANIIRBREOEBSHIL6URELIT 36, 65~745%
1561, 75~845%1741, 8SELA L3 BITH 7. BRH
1265~T7435D 1560 2 6 13.3%%c, 75~84RE D17
BIF 3B 17.6 %A bh, FEBRBCAERELIAL
nigh ot FEFROAIDOFHERTS. 8+7.45%, BH
BUIDTEERHT]. 6+4. 35T, FREXRLRIL) -
1= (Fig. 1).

() R =50

20

=64 65~74 75~-84 85<  Fi

x 13.3
20 17.6

Fig. 1. s L BRAK

2. BEOKXEICIAEREE
RSLIR B T AT X OB RRF Rl ovT
B L. BEER S5mm LRI66IF 2 6] 12.5%,
5~10mm D 9FsF 14 11. 1%k, 10mm BlEko 7
B 19l 14. 3% BREABR. £#kEIHCE
BEI Abhieh ot (Fig. 2). L LEBOKE
WA ERERNEEEND Labhi.
3. WHERSMEBREEC ST

25 19894F

(#) - IR
. 6 . ’

7

L ]

0- WEOKE &
(mm)

AR
3

12.5 : 14.3

20
(%)
Fig. 2. BBOKX I I5BRAE

GURIAL 73 S 1ER))
(m W55
204
~ 13
104 6
5
3
o |
0~19°  20~39 40~59 60~  MaEE(g)
0+ i
5
;30 16.7
2 33.3
(‘;‘E’ﬂ 60.0

P<0.09
Fig. 3. MWMHEESMLBRERE
(BT ¥ L8 TUR-P )

BRI T 88 L U8 TUR-P w27k
Flic. HHEE 19g LUTo56F 386 60%c,
40~59g o 6fit 18l 16.7%%, 60g LJ o 3 it
1 Bl 33. 3% ERNRAbR, 20~39g OLBHICIE
KX HZohish -7, HHES 19g LTEE 20~39
g BrAEE (0<0.05) NALRH, MOERE
HARERRd bhlkn -k (Fig. 3).
4. REESRFNSLENEREEC T

BUSZIRSEIRR S0 2 I C LR LR 24 Bk 2

(m)

304 2% WM& R

wel mod i por

304
(%)

Fig. +. SMFOSLENFREE
- (RIZARFE R R 8)




SR, @A ANCRESRE - BET 261

Bl 8.3 %, HALRRE 12614 3 B 25 BB R A
bh, Bl 2 BRI AL RIS - . AR
il BEEIA DR o7 (Fig. 4). primary
score & secondary score OFITHIET % Gleason
score® TH% & score 2~4D 166 24 12.5%
2, score 5~7 D 196G 34 15.8 LT HEFRH Kb
h, score 8 ~100D 3PICERII AL T, £
HHC BEREIX 2 6hich -7 (Fig. 5). Hizls
BRCBEHOR SEREOEVEASR TESFETS L
B LIRE 206094 2 6 10 %, o biRsE126]4 2
B 16. 7%, B LiEHE 6 Bl | 6 16. 7% B s
Abhic. FEECREBEEIALRIh -k, B
EEOBVCEBSEVFET AR FERRNEVER

(3%‘13 | Rt

20 6 13

~4 5~7

Gleason
2 8~10  <core

B

%

. 12.5

x 20 15.8

30+
(%)
Gleason score=primary-+secondary score

Fig. 5. MBS CEERBEE
(Gleason #+¥8)

[€)) = 55
0. ]
204 20
12
N . =
oL 2 2| 7]
wel m(.;d por

a3 oo 3
.i

20- 16.7 16.7

304
(%)

I RIBRLBREOECLNTHFML ).

Fig. 6. $#FN5LENERFE

CRTSZ R BER R 5 8D
ERBEhi: (Fig. 6). T &L BRERKO @#G 0
it | et elifs, 2 A Ba i X hs
el o LBE X b ESEERE & SLE 2V BYL
L, 1 fci@Eagsrmeed, | AITRE ET S
hTuwiehofe (Table 1), BRBEOBBFENSLE
BEREL Y ERECERVIORRLhLEHETS -

Table . FHikss L OB RBEOEGEBOLTL

No. ) &Y FHEFMLE BEHHMEE
1 I.N. Ay wel mod
2 S.F. A wel A L
3 J.K. A mod por
4 K.S. Az mod mod
5 H.Y. Az mod RERET

fo. Uiedio THIBRRRBOT HS L OBk

HEBFEHSLENEETH S L Bbhk.

1. BRERSEFEEBEOFEC XHBRECOW
<
BEREVREOIFCH D, HOBREOFRI D
250 1 IOBI% type A, BEFRES REOLR

CHb, »OREOFRID 25D | REIETHEAL

7ofibk type B & Lic. 240 1 HEICRE Lz

Hbhigh st BRABPEAMEEER CRELEDbR

TR EERE () (cap (=), BbhTwin

WEIRBIREE (+) (cap (+)) & L7
Type A EEOAX X Smm LHO Gl X O

type B REHOAE S 10mm J EORANERECEHH

S7chs, BEHREEIX type A 2312.5%, type B 14.3%

THER CEEERXA LR 57, ¥ cap (—)

$$10.5%, cap (+) #16.7% 0B RR CHEMCE

BT ZLRED o7 (Fig. 7). Ls» L type B F

hbEEOAE VA, LW cap (+) FrrER

RoBVEREAAR LR,

" W BMEDOKE X (mm)
Type BA| <5 5~10 10s
A #0000 [ 40000

cap(—)[ OOOOO

000
@ 900 |00 o
cap(+)

B o]
cap(—)

—@ [ele]e] @00
cap(+)

HEREIH. @ AREBH 4 RFABEH

Fig. 7. BERERC X 2BREE

8. METHLT v V= ¥ vEB S LRI BRIED L
BER LOMEBRERC ST
BERRBREREAICOWTHRE L. izt r

7 HR SRR TOTEMIRAt L., =7 rrx
s b, RS T e A RENTEEERFHL L. T v
FryrvRRBE TR AR =, SRAX, b, FrA

FFvEERALE. R 3HOERCEREIALR



262 WFEICE 35% 25 19894F

7‘.{:7}‘0‘f\:.

e 5743801 Al 10612. 3%, A2 942 1%,
3 7 BRMGBER 2004 A2 2416.9%%, 37 ALL
LR EBES3GIFR A2 2 B3. 8% BB BRI DO RE
BAbhicR, 3 » AKRiE LU 8 » U RS
Al oRERALRID -7 (Table 2), #L5HMD
REFECHEREERALR I ok, 7 v Emsy
YEIDEITIREIREE (AD oR4EviEHiLTuvws 2 L
PREI NI, HHRBERACOWTLD L5198
FAB 2L 1B RBRENALR, 3HARBR IS
7 AU ERERE 4 PIeBRIIBED bhich -7, &
B 5B EERI R -, HEER7 v F e
7RISR RSO ELYE L TV H 3D L
EZzbhi.

Table 2. B 7 v ¥ = & vHIER S & FTRME

FEFEDFEE SR
5 EEY A, A,
By 433 10(2.3%)  9(2.1%)
InAkMiE 29 0 2(6.9%)
3nAMLESE 53 0 2(3.8%)

% z

BT FHICEE L BT stage & AN
SLE T 55, FFEREIC L L EBMI: FERE
T, B LREIC B LES RS L FHAR T
HBSY. BLEE Y BRED PTHRD & TTBER
# (stage A) X stage B, C, D oliR&ETH 5.
stage I3A—B—>C—>D &35 O~ TH 54,
X p B\ stage CRDARF, 7 LTHTTB02%
5—F, stage A WEEF>TWBHALALRBY.
Lichi-> THILIRBRE O ZHIIC IS 5 BB, 1Y
MR BET 5 BT oW T DR EAGFAR T EE
ThHh, HEECIPIDLLMETHS.

FRTIRRTERE? ORIZIRBRED FAE B\ T
TEBECERICLL Abh, FiESEER R
Zbhic, BRCELTIERCERETIZ bR,
o7ch%, Blute H'360LI T stage A BloEM
BBBEORKR, Al 158 4 flic progression %
K, BEFEA LTI SEEL 2 RSN BET
BB LT B, McNeal 57055 Lo RS
CAES LIRS0 FELR B L RT V5. EbE
DEEL BB L EERMNEL, EEZTEN
EENHIGTE Al BiTh progression ALbhB
TERHD. ChHOBEAR &V IFRERCNT BE
BRI ER R LRI ok & Bk,

BEDOKE X ouT MceNeal'® i3 1em® %z

% LEBEYETS EBRTS. Ei progression
Be v R T EMMUBEE G EE LB B Y
BT5 LR TWB . EEoAE S EARFHSL
AT S EEL LR, EEOKEZDHI,
POESBBEORELE Al XITRRIFTHERD
Big, FBOKEINKEY, 1oPk LMES L
WO FELE - A2 XTFHAR CHER, BEANS
WP, SEORE T EBEOKRE X B XUAGFN
BEECBH OB ELEILLNRD -7, BER
B K& FlicEnich b BRED B EA AL
h, BSBOFETHTETH LEHBEALIVE
WERRYRTC LARRS .

Lilien LW BHER 55 ¢ ¥z 5 L AIRE
FREDRAEMN 2 fTHINT % LRNT B0, bhb
ho R T BHER L NREBRED B
Zbhleh -7, HHERLFRECOWTIE 19g
LIT 8RS 20~39 g FHiC (LB L AR ICHRB ORI
b, ZHIXBEEOD S GH TR
Bwo A FEEh, L EEBED GREM D
Y, MFHEOBIIIRAEBR secondary TUR-P # fEfT
LARBASFNCEEREOWENDETH e &
PERBERIIO.

HRPI DS IINTRIEE O B f & B B¢ 5 SR
FReERIRD >ToEBEL TS, SEOKRETY
cap (=) $¥& cap (+) BHREREROEZALhL
Dot cap (+) BRA L BGEENRLRT.
cap (+) BINBIEBECBEBERE N BDOIhB0
T, HEASENCEERFORRL TO/KRR LD
el BIRT A LB S B L EL bR,

W IGIEAEES YOWEZIE 7 v N r b RSN
Hhh, BENCH 7y ey v HAnER IRTH
B9, Hi7 v ¥ ey HDINIRMEREO REC S
P EZ BRI TRR LEEER, W7 v K
By v HIBRSR Al REXRADOLLT, ILER
Bb B LRl ot ERRES AR R HT O
BETRThER SRV, Al W7 v K ey vk
TR H D A2 i 7 v N e ¥ vIEEERRENER
HELTWATRESZRB LTS & Bbhic, BER
7 v F e 7 HIEIRAEASE O R LR
IhTWBA, Zhb HH A T RMBISE © 7y
modify LT\W5 eSS 5 & Bioh i,

MED 3 X0 S EOKRENZ X b BTLIRERG 0 5
IEET, WHEERCBETARTFE LT, BENC/EH
T2 30 & LTik4ENT 703D promotion oL,
AT EEO KR X LEMSOMEE, e
RIFATHLOELTHZ v ¥ e ¥ vHIORENE S



8K, @0 BISIRMERERE - BEERT 263

bz FRBRNCER]LC CRBEERFOREED
TR, Tithb ERE: staging U EDERY L &
T Ll iaiRh 0 BIRCH D, stage Al Flie LTk
BHEEAD step section ¥ ¥ leid £EIBR YA RFET
X FEASRFNCERER L, SRR IEREERF
DEEXTERTS. TORKE Al THIITERRTE
BEET S, B EREERS TR DR 5 FliLE
BErBETSH. ¥ 60 LT OFEFITIL Eggleston
519 D 5 HRRFIIREREMR * ZEL Th X
Whok#EXS. HiEEo Blute B0 #§iE L RAKC
Al GICERY 15808 2 PICBD bhich b ThH 5.
stage A2 B TIX Y v~ 8 ¥ iRRES O ks
HH'P, CT, Vv 8558, BEERE Bovs
R EORBHNETHS. TOKE A2 FERlCK LT
TEIIR AT, NOWRE, BERRER LD
ErBbh3.

2 £

BB o E ks L OEREF oW THRRH
Lic. (RERCIEATS 0L LTSRS BEEOX
% X, EBFNSE, IHEcERATS 0L LT
7 v ey vEIDRENE L bRl EARRP
EREYHTCREE T hilikbitnE B b
o, SBEAYEMLER LW EEXTHA.

AR OEE O3 460 AABmESRS (O Tk
VTR L. AP0~ 198TEEELER N AR
Bé GEEEMNITIEMAORE « #RICBIT 2 RRIIB &
UEEROTR) KLofFbhik &2M4ET 5.

X [

1) WREBH FE WLRERERCHROE IR, R
AWREMNFS - AAREYSW, SFEHK, X
A, 1985

2) Correa RJ, Anderson RG, Gibbons RP and
Mason JT: Latent carcinoma of the prostate.
Why the controversy? J Urol 111: 644-646,
1974

3) Golimbu M, Schinella R, Morales P and
Kurusu S: Differences in pathological
characteristics and prognosis of clinical A2
prostatic cancer from Al and B discase. ]
Urol 119: 618-622, 1978

4) Sheldon CA, Williams RD and Fraley EE:
Incidental carcinoma of the prostate: a
review of the literature and critical reap-

praisal of classification. J Urol 124: 626-631,
1980

5) BARE, REHE, BRES, PREM, M
i, BE H, FFED: iNLREEEEoR
L F OB, A retrospective study. HIMFE
£&Ek 76: 1006-1014, 1985

6) Gleason DF and The Veterans Administra-
tion Cooperative Urological Research Group:
Histological grading and clinical staging of
prostatic carcinoma. Urologic Pathology,
pp. 171-198, Lea & Febiger, Philadelphia,
1988

7) $KEE, R & SHE— IPEF &K
B, BREl duEE— PME B RLUBK
BB : B BMBRE OREASFIRE. BURS
5k 79 : 1529-1534, 1988

8) Gaeta JF, Asirwatham JE, Miller G and
Murphy GP: Histologic grading of primary
prostatic cancer : a new approach to an old
problem. J Urol 123: 689-693, 1980

9) Whitmore WF: The natural history of
prostatic cancer. Cancer 32: 1104-1112, 1973

10) Blute ML, Zincke H and Farrow GM:
Long-term followup of young patients with
stage A adenocarcinoma of the prostate. J
Urol 136: 840-843, 1986

11) McNeal JE, Bostwick DG, Kindorachuk RA,
Redwine EA, Freiha FS and Stamey TA:
Patterns of progression in prostate cancer.
Lancet 11: 60-63, 1986

12) McNeal JE: Origin and development of
carcinoma in the prostate. Cancer 23: 24~
34, 1969

13) Lilien OM, Schaefer JA, Kilejian V and
Andaloro V: The case for perineal pros-
tatectomy. J Urol 99: 79-86, 1968

19 $ARZEHE, R & WMERS BERRE $F
B—, hRE, HARE  NIRENER L
BNZRE O RETLC BT 2 REARENIRN—
B R EREEOTR VT 5 5% Hi
R£&EE 79 1 1806-1810, 1988

15) FHE=, FHEE— WPEF: T ey v
s EHEIR 23: 1203-1219, 1975

16) Eggleston JG and Walsh PC: Radical
prostatectomy with preservation of sexual
function : pathological findings in the first
100 cases. J Urol 134: 1146-1148, 1985

17) Donochue RE, Pfister RR, Weigel JW and
Stonington OG: Pelvic lymphadenectomy in
stage A prostatic cancer. Urology 9: 273-275,
1977

(19884 3 A 9 HEZAP)



