o E SR 75 2017 4 9 A4S 17 445 9 ] Chin J Min Inv Surg, September 2017, Vol. 17. No. 9 - 803 -

£ PRIB BRI 5555 B TR SR wlER AR be i

HEE FEe KRHELT ELEER O ARET K £
(IR AR BE BE S FR AN M o AR BEBE XM 450003)

(HE] BB HRSIREYM IS IR W FE AR (holmium laser enucleation of the prostate, HoLEP ) 1 £ JR i 45 & F Hif 4]
fi 58] [ R ( transurethral plasma kinetic enucleation of prostate, TUPKEP ) 34 J7 K 1 fif 51 i 1 4= ( benign prostatic hyperplasia, BPH)
MIROR . FiE BB 8 2014 4E 6 ] ~2016 4F 11 J] 98 {5l BPH %okl #% B # B EHE AKX . 50 Fi4T HoLEP,48 {17
TUPKEP, F 42 2 20 FARIEIR XA JE 3 A A AR 1 B ik (quality of life, QOL) 3 43, fi KR ¥ & (Qmax) , ¥ By iy 51 Jij AE IR 3F 23
(international prostate symptom score,IPSS) , %% 4% JK & (residual urine volume, RUV) , # 8 5 TUPKEP 4 I # , HoLEP 4 F
A K[ (76.5 12.8) min vs. (57.9 +18.3 ) min, 1 =5.850,P =0.000] ,{HA A it i1 [ (128.5 +32.7)ml vs. (188.7 £39. 5)
ml,t= —8.232,P =0.000 ], Ji% I vb & B 18] R 8 B4 & Al fB) AR BERT R 46 [ (2.6 £0.9)d vs. (3.5 +£0.3)d,t= —6.585,P =
0.000;(2.8+1.2)dvs. (4.6 +1.4)d,1= —6.843,P=0.000;(5.7«1.1)d vs. (8.2 +1.6)d,t= —9.045,P =0.000] .2 2 Ik
RIGIFRERAEFILREFEEZR(P>0.05), KR53 4H,2 4 PSS QOL #¥43 .Qmax RUV HH A [ W] i 23 (P =0.000) ,
B2HzHERTLEIT¥EX(P>0.05), it WAARZXIAT BPH W24 AR M. ML E , HoLEP 7% 2 |
A7 W 52 8] 5 T S A AR
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[ Abstract]  Objective To compare the safety and efficacy between holmium laser enucleation of the prostate ( HoLEP) and
transurethral plasma kinetic enucleation of prostate (TUPKEP) for the treatment of benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH). Methods
A total of 98 patients with BPH from June 2014 to November 2016 were retrospectively analyzed. All the patients were divided into
either HoLEP groups (50 cases) or TUPKEP groups (48 cases) according to patient’ s wishes. The operation data and therapeutic
results such as international prostate symptom score (IPSS) , quality of life( QOL) score, Qmax, and residual urine volume (RUV) in
3 months after operation were compared and analyzed. Results The time of operation for HoLEP was longer than that for TUPKEP
[(76.5+12.8) min vs. (57.9 £18.3) min, ¢t =5.850, P =0.000]. However, the blood loss in operation, the time of bladder
irrigating after operation, the time of catheterization, and hospital stay time were less in HoLEP group than those in TUPKEP group
[(128.5+32.7) mlvs. (188.7 £39.5) ml, t = -8.232, P=0.000; (2.6 +0.9) dvs. (3.5+0.3) d, t=-6.585, P=
0.000; (2.8+1.2) dvs. (4.6+1.4) d,t=-6.843, P=0.000; (5.7 +1.1) dvs. (8.2+1.6)d,t=-9.045, P=0.000].
There was no significant difference in the overall postoperative complication rate (P >0.05). The IPSS, QOL score, Qmax and RUV
were significantly improved after 3 months postoperatively in both groups (P =0.000), but there were no significant differences
between the two groups (P >0.05). Conclusions Both surgical treatment of BPH are safe, effective and minimal invasive. In
comparison, HoLEP has more advantages in terms of safety and postoperative recovery.
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A % IF B8 4= E ( benign prostatic hyperplasia,
BPH) i 3K 75k 6] G 8 19 07 1) & AR T BRI A2 4k,
AT TUAFE B O 1Y 07 Bk B 5 | G T, 2014 4F 6
H ~2016 4 11 A, 3 Be 47 28 PR 18 Bk 0L Ay 51 i 59
% AR ( holmium laser enucleation of the prostate,
HoLEP) F14£: JR 8 &5 25 11 41 B 581 B4 AR ( transurethral
plasma kinetic enucleation of prostate, TUPKEP) J& J7
BPH 98 f5i] , A AF 5T [l B4 Lo %5 o AR 2036 7 i 27 i
BEARRE O ROR GBI .

1 IeREHETE

L1 —ese s

SLag A 98 foil, ¥y DA A7 1 HE IR IR ME L SR A3 TR
CIRBE AR ARG Z % T IRESAER IS . H i
RS iR 2 R L T8 R AR S T (prostate

specific antigen, PSA) (R 5 JIg MRL . JR izl 124012
B S RIE A o PSA s 3 5647 B 51 B 2 0% A R B
HIA AR, RS A4 5012 8 BPH, HEER AR 1fE: &
PR 8N 3 2 R B 2 U5 85 DG, 3 PR LTS 0, 185 e ik
JEE R BhAE , PRIE P BTSRRI PR E TR
JEE TSR AR ZI0IT o I HRBR I K ORE 2 Bl U5
TR EE

P& A= 38 0 R A AR SRR R TR R
Eik AKX, 1T HoLEP 50 4|, TUPKEP 48 #i], 2 21
FARENE —AREZ5E M, 2 HAFRR H 5 R A
R 717 ) B E R T 4 ( international prostate symptom
score , IPSS) A= i i 15 ( quality of life, QOL) ¥E4)
KR ZE (Qmax) B4 R i (residual urine volume,
RUV) DL K45 I0E 55 AR T B8R LB T4 11 2% 22 =
(F1).

£1 2A—RAMLE

45 k(%) RIS IR E 4 (g) PSS (41) QOL P53 (43) Qmax(ml/s)
HoLEP(n =50) 70.4 7.7 49.3 £19.7 22.7£1.6 4.5£0.7 6.5+2.1
TUPKEP(n =48) 71.6£7.9 47.2+16.3 23.122.4 4.3+0.9 6.8 2.8

1) MH t=-0.761 1=0.574 t=-0.947 t=1.231 t=-0.602

P {f 0. 448 0.568 0.332 0.221 0.549

2.5 RUV (ml) SR DR B Wik B b 1% IOk 5 i s GEN LR A IF R
HoLEP(n =50) 153.6 £30.9 4 3 2 17
TUPKEP (n =48) 150.7 +28.5 3 3 1 15

tOC ) £=0.482 x> =0.000 X =0.00 x* =0.000 X =0.084
PA{H 0.631 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.772

*B RIS E A (g) =0.52 x 448 (em) x BfF4E (em) x 12 F4E(em) x 1.05

1.2 F

1.2.1 TUPKEP K Olympus %% T HY R 5,
TR P AR BRER K, v e B2 25 60 em, B ) TR
25280 W,HIEED) A 80 W, Al RSN FRBR B 226K . HY
DIBE AN F26. 5, Se 40K BT v U1 T 115 51 it bRl %6
BRECIE 1), PR RS BLAL 1 91 R 20 20 0, i U4 Ak
B V%0 5 RO AT DL A AR CIRT 2) o H R AR
FL ) B A P O B B R P SR S = A A,
F, 1) A T D) I R B MR AA  AE 12 gl UD
ST ARG TE IR AN K 1T 5 R 53 B Sk W, 7E TS
i 2 P8 ] 70 5 B T A R S A I i L A A 5
IR B 5 R 20 2L (181 3) B3 BS e 4 11, i A 21
AE QLA AR TC v 43 5 s R 0 B U0 B, 8 3 il 1
FHHLBE k1M, R 8 Z AU D) i . AR e s H] Ellik
PR SR VIR 10 T 5 R 2 20 ok R ok 2 o 2R, R
BOF22 SRR S R T AR B R K R S 1 B DG o
eo GBS & e LGOI i, 5

[ N

1.2.2 HoLEP ffi {3 [H Coherent 2\ &) £k i G HL .
R 55 A0 bR P Bl 42 B . 28 PROE B F26 % ZEE Uk N B
e iAW SR WA ] A= BRER K . WLEE T A1) R A
W3 A R IO A i R A O AR O 0 E R B R
BT BE o BB T FE B E 8 90 ~ 100 W (2 ~

S35 T 12 g A A B EBTE R B
TFRTFI IR LY, TR 2= AP R EAL , fifhr 38, JH#0OE A
KBS \T i A 22 18] Y] R 510 JiR 8, = A,
8 2 M A v o ) S5 R 0 A 30 K R R i £
LA LYV HF, HE BB, IR i o B R R 5
TE S a5 Ak 390 I TR 70 O i R AR S 5% 7 A T R
K A 0 - B AT B (P 4) T2 A5 e e K 155 D T
P 20 i 2 4 0 B I i T S 6 A A, B B 22
SRR T IR T B KRR N o vE . B

I 1De 45 1 7% ] Ik BK RO R A IR T o



of [ BRI SRR 2k 2017 4E 9 45 17 %55 9 1 Chin J Min Inv Surg,September 2017, Vol. 17. No. 9 - 805 -

E1 TUPKEP R REAMEIIBRRBIERERBE (FFL)
EEMIBRIECE,EEFRERWIEBEEREZFOLEILN B3 TUPKEP RAEHE
FHRYVIATERNBHBRETIEENM, TS RMREGRTE E4 HOLEP Rk
B S B ET 5 AR SR 6 B 52 B ) B BT 5 BR

2 TUPKEP R

1.3 WEAEHR

(AR L B N T NG SR BT 5 05 i N Ll V1 D
TR S5 W B A B TR B DR e VR Y A A
) B e A 22 oy sF ) (b R VR B S 3 A S AR L o
UE) ARG PRAE BB ) (e R MOVE S L e E 1T KRR
PR T IRAE ) A BE I TA] (PR A8 4K B I HE BRUA B AT
) o RETFARE 3 A H AL IPSS, QOL ¥ 43 |
Qmax . RUV,
1.4 Geit2e)5ik

K H SPSS17. 0 e it 2= iH R « 5
FoR, FARAGG LBCR HEC R ¢ £ 5,2 20 W) b3k
FHAI ST REAR ¢ K002 AUV B00E B U BCR T X A 0
PL P <0.05 25 5 A5 e it 2 38 3L,

2 FR

2 21 ¥ WA 58 B F AR, 5 TUPKEP 4 A L,
HoLEP £ F AW [A] 1, AR vk i i 2, (R o i
I AR5 B DG g I ) L B S DRAE IR ) AR B I
Al ¥ % T TUPKEP 1 (% 2) .

2HIFRAE R AR EF TN EME (K 2),
TUPKEP £ 1 A J5 2 J& A AR 1 bR , F1 A 1k 1f 254 1
JaREIRTE 26 5 1 IR IS 1A H BRIEBe%E, ]2 5
PRIEY" 5K 53 BIARJG 1 ~2 A H B ¥R 2K 55, 47 4
JEWL W 46 0 25, RIS 3 A H BE U7 R R 2R K
HoLEP 4 JR i J gt 2 ], JrIR GV yr 2 i, 2 Ay
I & R IE B Y] 28 & fF ( transurethral resection
syndrome ,TURS)

R2 2HAVUEIERLR

E N Rebobimit  RFiRt BB M B fEBe -
415 , I K diE
(min) (L) (ml) (d) (d) (d)
HoLEP(n =50) 76.5 £12.8 27.3 7.1 128.5 £32.7 2.6 0.9 2.8+1.2 5.7+1.1 2
TUPKEP(n =48) 57.9 £18.3 20.0 6.8 188.7 +39.5 3.5+£0.3 4.6 1.4 8.2+1.6 5
t(Xz){ﬁ t=5.850 t=5.194 t=-8.232 t=-6.585 t= —6.843 t=-9.045 X2 =1.520
P4 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.218

RJ5 3 AN HABET,2 241 1PSS QOL 143 . Qmax &%
RUV % AR A ¥ 23 9] 5 (P =0.000) ,{H 2 21 (7] &
EMER(P>0.05)(F£3),

3 itig

22 R 18 7 A IR H V) AR (transurethral resection of
prostate, TURP) J& 3397 BPH (1 4 b ', (EL A7 A 4%
LA, B Z A0 1 & TURS, £ F k6 )T B /MK
BUBPH' | Bl %5 g A3 K, TR B i) 2 K, Hh i 22,
TURS &4 Tt AR A C 98 AR 2 07

6 #E47 . —J& TURP J7 7K 5 9 ek, B TUPKEP
25 PRAE T A BRGSO SRR R
AR SBOE %" . —J7 i, TUPKEP & 7¢ TURP #
RER &R 454 T TURP MFF i F A W45 5,
AMLAT i 1k TURS, 5 45 TURP F1 T 3 T AR A
W HA F AR5 i/ A8 Y H ) 5 A 5 R
(455 R I TUPKEP R 2R 4w, 75 AR %
B B TS R B L S —Jr T, B0
TR K r U1 R D g, vl AE AT 51 AR A0 B ok g2
TE 24 389 14 0 R A o %, BT 32k 1) 5 kR L G 9
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®3 2ARMMAREINAREHERILE (x £5)

a1 IPSS(4}) QOL #¥43 (43)
AR H ARG t P 1H AR Hif ARG ¢ {H P {H
HoLEP(n =50) 22.7£1.6 7.9 1.8 87.310 0.000 4.5+0.7 1.6 £0.9 25.633 0.000
TUPKEP(n =48) 23.1+2.4 8.3+1.5 60.316 0.000 4.3+0.9 1.5£0.7 24.249 0.000
t i -0.947 -1.925 1.231 0.612
P1H 0.332 0.235 0.221 0.542
13 Qmax(ml/s) RUV(ml)
AT} LG t{H P{g AT NG ({8 P
HoLEP(n =50) 6.5+2.1 22.4 £8.7 —-46.846 0.000 153.6 +30.9 9.2 1.3 347.054 0.000
TUPKEP(n =48) 6.8 £2.8 21.8+9.1 -32.476 0.000 150.7 £28.5 8.9+1.6 338.765 0.000
t i -0.602 0.334 0.482 1.020
Py 0.549 0.739 0.631 0.310

PR O BR AR AL B HOR . BKIOBIR YT BPH £ 05 1 8k
WO HT ) B IH B R (holmium laser ablation of the
prostate, HoLAP ) | 28 JR i £k 3 Ot Hiy 51 Bt U B R
(holmium laser resection of the prostate, HoLRP) I
HoLEP =ANBrB:' " . HoLEP R I [ 3 2 b Bk e 45
I KO 156 ' 21 154U A B R Y B A, WY A
R AR IR, A 38 AE 1 i AR 2 200 3 R BRI AR
S FH2H 2083 8 s 7 A % 26 201 () b g JHG el g s AR
4b, 5 HoLAP HoLRP A M, 45 & T A i [a] , o6k b
L, 4 AT Be I 18], ff HoLEP %2 Bij 5 & B 418 5 58
™, RGP [ HoLEP 5 TUPKEP A H: 4% 1 it
T AESE 322N TR ARG 97 7 2R A RO
BARNE WA AN A 5 T AT HO R

S, A RO DT T, P E B ROR R U). HoLEP
fEiAF 5 TUPKEP JL-T-AH 8] 1997 &%, RS BEDS 3 4>
1.2 41 PSS QOL. Qmax ., RUV % §5 b 2 8 A 17 0]
W (P<0.01) H2 HZE LG 2%5H (P>
0.05) 3 5 M el — 8" o Hm R 1
7 SR — 2D B R A 4 B 1 WL %€

Hk L rEirm, &% %4e mal. 2 4k
8 HoLEP A iy ifin b fHFARM A, BREOLX A
KA 2B TEE AN 0. 44 mm, LA V) B & A1
BT, AP X R 0.5 ~ 1.0 mm LM X H
B2 207 A A O v B R PR, 28 38 A 8LV L 1
FH TR 2% AR A, A RGeS B 400 0 . BBOL B
AL T K B WO B, xR ) 20 2L 5 AT R4 Y
AL VIBRZNBE , OF Ho Ak i D BE s, 2 2R 47 10 51 1 49 Bk
AT B PR, BT HoLEP AT X i 41 i i
FIRs A MERE T W VTBR AR 4 i e HE PRATEBELZE AR
HEA BRI Z 2, AT HoLEP 4 24 ) 3
R L A 2 P I PR SR A AR s HLTE AR ROR A af
75 HoLEP Bt (P =0.000) . J34h, Bi#OLA

S RERIAS AR RS 41 . BRHOLEA BRA S, A
IR CH R S, 26 2 il i, FEA N 277 A
FCEFT5 98 Je v K AL, TR A E g A O JUE R 1T 45 2
WAl LA . BRIOERE IR Tr 2 R B IR 2 B0, i i
WO SO KBRS ARG 6 #
[ s A5 KO B A, 58 4235 BR 25 41 . TUPKEP 2 XU
W AE B T HOAR T AR B R K o R AR B A4
PE A ST R B TURS . [R] I, P93 2 00 A%
a7 PR S g B -FEA e a8 H D), S BH I i O, AL
V28 A L6 BT TR ) O I, s L D TR R 22
BeAh, PR AR 7 S 28 [ AR A, T fige i 1k 13 A1 R
BLIEARAE 2 2 AT 95 DR wh ok I 18] | B R S BRI T
A e o 1) 24 B0, Y 7 L 4

FE T AR 6] 77 18, 2% H 0 B il A — o ABFSE
278 HoLEP FAR B[] & F TUPKEP, 73 Hr H A -
58] HHS A I 20 A A A R PR R A iR AR 42T T R
Je P PR R BT B, T A I 1) 32 2 55 i 27 R A
AT S KON < AR AR T D3R i
SRR AR WA RRAT 22 5 AR R IE R 2 A
PRFL[(49.3 £19.7)¢,(47.2 £16.3) g ] FAHE K
K, B Z BRFEA B M RAR AT SR (> 70 ) T
R R ] F9 AR SR 5 R 2 08 T TR R 4R B B R AR
FEE U A B RN T KT B B 1 R R £ B

FAR A,
5| 855 AR S DR O 2 2 i 249 9 53 AR K AN T ) —

AN, Krambeck %5 4 3# 1065 ] HOLEP A |, JR
Gk ke k SRO1L 41% ; Bk %0 R 123
TUPKEP, 17 ] R K, 75 1815 A 3 5 bR £ AR R 58 42
JRBA 5 s EACR AT RBEIE 5 R0 R R R
I PR 2 5 55 T 51 AR R BB AE AH 3G, Spearman AH
F B 0.597 (x* =20.363,P =0.000) , K & FR 7 51
JR 8 A R T I R R A KRS B AR BE Y
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TUPKEP RJ5 3 il JR %% %% , 1] HoLEP £ W JC , %% &
REAR KD 15 BRR B UR /N E R BR AN S AR #H
MIE AR o A Bl B AR S5 PR e 25 0 vl 58 JR I8 A
gl bk AR 25 B 1 A R AR 458 56 4, 11T 910 B 350 R 3 s A
WA, PRAE IS T 5 B N T 5 QR 81 B 9 35 1) b
FIOZ AR ME A5, 75 ZEAY) RS VI B A A 2 1E F HE DR | (H 45
BitG 25 5 IR S T R Y RE R E W
2 U Al H A R R BT S R QT DR G b A B
FIREER Y s @& AF S8 IR IE SN E 29 L) AR R
@5 bk AR B S BE R 1 f B 3K, S ik sl A LA R Bl st
2L M 445 1 0] B8 AR R UR A AME 29 WL, B0 M
PRI BEZ Pt ; © TUPKEP Hi i) £ 1 51) i 41 2 3% 11 %
B2 ~3 mm B HL D) R B I S H E Ok i e S
P49 105 e 250 1 (0 S A7 46 29 WL, R 8 1k i Ay R B K
WP, F W IREFE LN, 55,1 B
TUPKEP A J& JRIE B %5, H IR A J5 B K 8 &R
BN (9 R) Alfige EEHEEK,

25 b, 20 PR IE KO B 5 B A AR B R IR
7 BPH, ¥ 0] 45 4 2% fifk 10 41) B 384 26 (09 °F PR 3 e IR
ISP Y, B %4 B R 5 R TR AR A
BRI 1k i R O, (E AR T A R R T A R
BRAR 5 55 4h 4 800 W2 0 T AR AN Bk 1 ) 24 5 TR
H8 o B 48 493 1 XURS: o T TUPKEP (14 £ 5 7 T fiff 1)
JE YR W, AN T B A BN A% o 6 T AT B i AL
B A ol E A A2 BUBE VR YT AT RIS RS R
i >70 g WiiEFAREE] > 1.5 h, 804 I 4™ 50 il
RER B I RER 2w e sk % IS
4k HoLEP, [W] i 22 25 J& - R B Uil % 79 Fh 4 R
BB R BT LA B3R 2% S R B AL B MO IR
SN 5 D 6 R e D s Al RS R G B
B, 850 M B 2 R FEA I K B[R] B 17 DL &
A 11 BB X B AE 5% 2 — 2B S

S % Uik

L5 g, A, R SCH, AF . 4 RO XU S B T I ST S At A
ARG TT TS 3G A E (B 360 9 i 45 ) . b I ) AR RE 2R R
2016,16(6) :495 —497.
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