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UTAESK , JRy BRAE B (T1 ~ 2NOMO ) f 12 Fe ]
WEWIN . Zhang S HRIE T1b ) ( EAR4 ~
7 em) i Jey FRAE PR B9 34.3% (1286/3748) , HHT
Il R _E x5 T1h 39 1 J8 6436 97 J7 3 R B iLSE —
HE IR)T T A 2 BOR TARE M T ARAEY, 4
IR E 2 IR 97 TRy BR A B 98 % 3 1 iR,
TR 8 B A P 2 e 5 /N B A s, e 2D B o L %
AR B T A I T] A Dok 5 A6 385 9 90 e, 1 A 5 A R
[E] PR, DA T A S 0 97 2 . EEAT X T1b 3
B R RN R T A IR I B AR A R D) BR R
(laparoscopic radical nephrectomy, LRN) | J& i 55 5
#B VIBR A (laparoscopic partial nephrectomy, LPN) ,
A K Jey 8 A B B2 K 4 5 5T fil ( radiofrequency
ablation, RFA) \¥2 :1H fil ( cryoablation, CA ) | 3% 1M
fill ( microwave ablation, MWA) %:4'5: N Ol
5 AR ZOA 57 T1b 1 g 09 BIF 9T BE I i AT 45
W SR AE R UE ST R [ B AR AT B A i S

1 BEREEREEEIBRA (LRN)

FiA M VIBR AR (radical nephrectomy ,RN) AR J&
R 12 P B DE % 9 ( chronic kidney disease,
CKD) XU . Yoo Z8'° %} 483 5] RN 1 40 {51 "5 35 43
PIR AR (partial nephrectomy, PN) JA¥F T1b 3 5 ¥ &
A= CKD By XURS #4743 B, B V5 ~F- 341 106 >, LR
Ja it BNk g 33 % (eGFR) <60 ml/(min - 1.73
m?) JEOREE R CKD B WiksifE, RJG 5 4 CKD %4 R
RN #H % & F PN(40.7% vs. 13.5% ,P =0.005),
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NS TS 0 AT PR A B R IR YT T1b
FRPEZ HAR, ®EEAIER T1b W, PN REH 4
ARG B ohie ™ . Cai 4 %F 39 i LPN 1160
il LRN 9 T1b 815 9 19 5 o) e A8 Ak 647 40 BT, LPN
I LRN AR T GFR 439l (78. 94 + 18. 74 ) Fl
(85.27 £19.87) ml/(min + 1.73 m*) (P =0.09),
ARJG 7 ~180 KM GFR 4514 (66. 43 £23.08)
M(59.59 £ 15.42) ml/(min - 1.73 m’) (P =
0.04) , A5 07 Bl U7 B 8] 43 51 Ok 67 A~ H (18 ~ 118
ASHY A 70 A H (19 ~ 120 4~ H ), GFR 43 51 K
(67.14 £17.07) F1(52.36 £13.2) ml/(min - 1.73
m’) (P < 0.001), GFR F [& 19 v i % 2> % K
15.04% F138.59% (P <0.001) , AL, Joit 2 i1
&I AR 7, LPN AR J5 B DI RE ¥ T LRN,

TE TS J7 1, RN LR B He PN 4 0 4%
Ho Mir ZEPT%F TIb W & T2 W4T PN I RN (4
TG AT meta 5387, LG A 21 TWF5Y, Hoh RN 41
8620 {4l , PN 2H 2584 fil , 5 RN AH L, PN 2H i Jg3 52
KATREME(OR =0.6,P <0.001) 45 5 P sE T2 %
(OR=0.58,P =0.001) F1&HFET-*R (OR =0. 67,
P=0.005) ¥ 8 A%, Yang 551 X Tib W] % 17
LPN(n=177) 8 LRN (n = 154) , F- ¥Rt 55.0 A
M 54.7 H,LPN BAAER (P =0.007) i 45 5 4
HEFER (P =0.006) AT B A AL (P =0.008) &
T LRN;LPN 41 B 77 % & LRN /9 1.9 5, i
YRR LRN 9 2.9 £, KB AR E
LRN [ 2.3 5, P, X T s B R KM T1b #
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9% PN fE3R15 1L RN B HUS 455 .

5IF MR n M U B R (open radical
nephrectomy , ORN) # tt. , LRN H. 75 B A% [l A #91 9F &
S RS 980/ R I | 80 R S RO AR D) 1 e
R AT e i fR) SRR R G S R R
W7 R05 T, LRN WA 3 E 4 A A AL # . Dursun
AN 28 B SO E P RN VAYY T ~ T B
HEAT A3 AT, Horp 11 524 $i14T LRN (8 85 gL a8 A
i B BB B8R ) (T1b 4 3501 f41) ,16 118 17 ORN
(T1b #6114 i), 45 K W78 LRN 9 1 45 2 4FF1
34E BAEAE R (97.1% vs. 95.3% , 93.5% vs.
91.5% ,89.7% vs. 87.5% ,%] P <0.001) ,30 K%t
T-3(0.53% vs.0.96% ,P <0.001) F1 90 KRILT-H
(1.04% vs.1.77% , P < 0.001) & & {L T~ ORN,
ORN #AEMRTH X TR & R AR, H A 2 1 T
B F AR GEH IR 57 B VI B kg A R LR 122 4>
BEC X AR R A AR R M Y R R R
HA I I DK A 09 B e, T A R A
Hw W sy B A B &AW K, Tl AR
ORN'"™'

3% [E W JR Bp 2 ( American Urological Association,
AUA) F5 R HERE 0 T B A 2 (R AR K LY
At R A R E R E R
A b 96 A AN WY T R R g v B ] R A 4R
BRSNS 46 ) 19 T1b 3B o, 0 2 R B AS 77 76 18 1 5
Joa ol B D REARL W RN S B 3EIR YT o, eAh, X
T B PAOIR S 22 B A7 AR H A 2 o 1 A8 38 1]
T RN, DAk e 5 52 52 U] 6 R e g, os /b R L, 46
FARMS ], AT 3R A5 B 4F 1 97 2% A 5 20 1 R J5 JF
KAEN

2 ERESIHASVIEBRA(LPN)

BRI w6 R #b Bl Bh & ( European Association of
Urology ,EAU) 8 R #E## PN iR ¥7 Tla ' % 19 &
BT T1D U1 g R T bR A R R K R Bk
RILEARG FARBARZ RS A sl i i ]
R LPN WRIF R E ™ LPN B R {1
BT AR JE I & XU L LRN B &, Lee
A0 a] i B A 1158 ) Tib 9] % % 47 LRN 5
LPN (15 PR YTk, 45 9 s LPN 41 52301 0F & hk 0 i
ZF LRN 41[9.8% (31/317) vs. 6.4% (54/841) ,

P <0.001], Tib MBI'¥ % i T Mg BAR K, U BR Al 4%
A AR BH 8K T Tla 3B 9, J0 & B 1T A b
S BLLE A 2 L R T I 1 A0 DR e R A Bl i ESF ), AN
RE A8 SR AR 1M 2200 X6 B I8 36 7 1 190G 2 A B
RERYARE4R ) LPN JAYFY T1b W T B R # %EiE
FLIZ I ME s SRR R AT HEAT ™A% VAR HEBR AN S &
LPN A , S5 AT LPN 2352 Wi [ g8 10 5% A9 190 e
ME e B e FEO™EIFRAE . B
BB HAMEM AR SIS EM R BRI
Bk AL RAZILE S RGN TIb 5T
A7 LPN, I N AE R BREE BT A BB " ERE
ARG M Tib B 8 AT LPN KX R A
R.E.N. AL L. P43 22 Go AR 05 i 88 119 it 3500 e o5 ) i Jgg
(52 22 M AT & WAL PF 53,4 ~ 6 4 AR & 24
g 7 ~9 4 R EE R % 10 ~ 12 4 R i B 2%,
Jea e ) 45 K B A 2% o R T OR O o e R ) T
LRN s JF i A b T B & 4% o, 25 % A
LPN , 7 18 i 58 5 AR AN 8% 18 28 B8 T vk 32K 380 W 3 09 1) 2%
Aokt B e R T R B LR, M 2E 4 TR A ]
s R B DIRE R A AR RE & A RS 52
M A S5 A4 1% i, Liu 270 % 137 45 LPN 1 54 5%
HCE RS VIBRA (OPN) 3 FE & 2% (R E. N. A. L. 7F
43 =10 43 ) 19 Jy B B 988 0 A7 1m0 JO 1 43 B, A6 1) P
VEARUCHC S5 43 5 2 97 5 Fn 44 {5, OPN ZH 1) eGFR
TR /0 T LPN 4H[2.57 ml/(min - 1.73 m®) vs.
31.59 ml/(min - 1.73 m”) ,P <0.001],2 HEE &k
HEAFR(P =0.287) RAAFH (P =0.296) | ¢
SEAAFR (P =0.664) 2R W LG L2 4
B LAE (P =0.621) AP 8 I L HE (P =0. 647)
M & e R IC G 2E B X, R, A ik 5 5 A8 s
524 1 B 9 b, OPN [ LPN fig 55 47 b A2 47 5 Th fE
17 LW 45 R A I

LPN J6Y7 TIb W BT Z AR E LA K &S F
AREARMFE G5, 76 PR UE Y S B Pk 1Y [F] i) B I
IR I A8 45 RV 27 N AR B R i ) A R
H ) BARAR DL A IF FAB AR | ] B SR AR 5 4
A TEIT R oy BR A R0V A ) O RRE , PR R
20707 R AR RS B T RE Of &
iE KURS G 2B A2 45 SR AP A B 0 T, LPN W AE A T1b
W W e R YT o, AR R A A R
P BAR T %
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3 HfSREBL(RFA)

RFA A0/ TR0 OF ke 2> AR 37 5 )
e ARG E B S E 2T B EeEITe,
JEFHIE TR KU 3 1 88 7E LPN R AT AT 19 1% i
T ,RFA AIFE AR 2 Bl B O 8 R 1 B
R, RFA P 25 BE e 600 Tib B I aEE
57 Tib 98 2 — R el A7 e Sy Oy AL
Cazalas %5 " 1) R G VR A4 7% 9 T 5 263 4] T1b
0T i A WD T A R T S AT L T S R
ERAE 8% LA F % 6% (10/176) , KI5 I &
JERER 9% ,— IR A A RK 86% (226/263) , —
B ARA R 94% (2477263 ) o MK MG & AR
SE 4T Al AT REME L T RS 2 R L R . Zhang
SECVPRAE 122 61 T W RFA AT R KA T
MG, Hob T1a #8993 1, T1b B 29 i, 5 3 Fifi 75
64.9 A, 5B EA >3 em H(n=66)H I, <3
em 4 (n=56)5 AE TG HEAFHR (P =0.009) M AELF
F(P=0.036) FIEE KAEHFR(P=0.011)Fif,
EAE R TR TN NP VAR D SRS = O
0.034) ., Liu 221 %} RFA 1 PN 387 T1 3 5 9 19
I R YT 2L #E 47 He 8%, Horp 115 B4 RFA, 149 il 47
PN, Bl 78 A~ TE I >4 em (9 (T1b
1) v, RFA (10 48 Jo i A= fF AL T LPN (P =
0.03), PEWILEIA YT T1b M 9 B, RFA W5 A
an PN,

RFA H i 2 M T2 4585 | JC 1k i 52 & U Bk 8¢
A EIBR A | WE AL R B VIR AR S R R
XoF A 5 7 Al A IO O T B RN 4 DA RO
S V1B S 1 IS B U 2 & B i, B e R O R B
R# RFA AR Rk 7 €5 B4R RFA X
T1b W5 9 2 % 4 AT AT ﬁxﬁzﬁﬁmfﬁf HHEK
7RG AN B VIR R | 3 £01% 05 =X R0 AT 4 A
AR S5 R 3 2 W g A 4k

4 BFERE(CA)

CA ZOEE A T AR R AT
BB 4 RUON o A A R T I I PR T S
JUHCJE: iR B T AR LA A o R R B

I HoAth 18 5B 9 0 r“ﬁnf‘a%r‘%““ i 98 & A B
K, B R s AR T A B R, T At CA DR

HEF VIBR AR, & 250036 97 I i kE A s 4 /N0 g
WAEA CA JLEYF R . 4 Btk il 2 80 B 2
e, WEMAH BEIAEHE, CA b 2Ttk 5w
FERY,

Deng 45/ %} 17 0 CA (2 2 8 %8 ) 5 PN
(JEREBE HLAS NECIT ) 3697 T1 15 g8 09 [al Jost 14
W52 4T R GV, PN fE 2 RAET- R (P <0.001) |
fith g8 e SR FE T (P =0.03) 5% (P <0.001) Al
JaR A K (P <0.001) 7 HEF CA,H CA 7E'H /N
BRUE T F T 4 (P <0.001) F1LEFTF & & 4
(P =0.006) i F PN, 84K If & A (P =
0.001) M RJG IR AE (P <0.001) & A %1 B B AK
T PN, H AR, 5 PN M H, CA JR97 T1 3B 9 1
RURIF R & AR, T B AR JS B Th e R 841,
AT 82 % T R B ThRe 2R R R 32 B U
FRARF,CA b PN A ¥, CAIRYT Tib M
TEHA FRAFTH ) Pecoraro 251 X} 242 fi] CA
15521 1] PN iR J7 Tib 5 9w 247 g, CA 4L 4F
WK, B /N T L BE T 38 AN A, Zefi 1k 4
D 5 At B[R BE T R 8% CA 20 5 4F i oid 5 S5k 4
TTRELPN 2.5 f5(P =0.03), Wik, CA JRYT
T1b ' BA B S R RN RS

CA AT T1b 115 g HLAG 5 19 R s 2 2 Al
A2 L A bE T R OR AR R B 45 R
FRLTG G HE ) A B 2 R R (HaX 2E 5% 22 oy [l Josi P A
G AEAEREAS S/ BT B[R]0 356 26 M A 45 J) PR
T EEHEAT AL Y EE R F 5T, LB o CA TRYT
T1b 3B 98 1 T A7 1 R 3k 25 AR

5 WUKER(MWA)

MW A X LA 52 ) 58 /0N, X F R BLER K RN &8 Gl
A G AR A S A P A ST AR <8 em 1Y
VR SR R B LA e D R R
AfT MWA, BE4h, BEfE PN J5 R R & B Al 5 i
JEAE MWA 938 N IE, X TR LB /NE &,
MWA AN F AR B AR T 5 X T 6 300 45 K i 8
AR5 5 B R b MWA al 4 R i A 7 5 3

Guo 251 4f 3 23 {5l MWA IR Y7 T1b ] ¥ %,
87% (20/23) — W IH ml B By, HoAx 3 1] 2 YR TH fil
Uy It ke 2 191 (8.7% ), ¥ R B OOF K AE . MWA
BT T1b W1 R A & R L F AR &, H KL 50
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DL 58 2 T fl R B . Shapiro %517 X 40
B MWA 74 5] PN ( H i 5% 14 451)) A1 211 1] RN
(HrP R B 167 1) 167 I PR 43 30 T1b 1915 98 i
FTHCAEE MW A 36 97 J5 Al 1 B /N Bk 8 3k 5 A b
BHh4.5% ,5 PN MHIE(3.2% ,P=0.58), B @K
F RN(29% ,P <0.001) ,3 £H th v fi /i 34 35 F1 49
A VEBIRRE K F1.2% (4/325) ,MWA R E
KH(5.0%,2/40) @& T PN (1.4% ,1/74) Fl RN
(0.5% ,1/211) ,MWA 11t 5 4E KR E kK EHF R
9 94.5% ,5 PN AL (97.9% ,P =0.34) , B & A%
T RN(99.2% ,P =0.02),3 21 5 4E ot R LE 1 %
(P=0.19) 15 R Fe AR (P =0.62) %
ST E M, ZE BR, MWA 597 Tib B s
XTE DI RE AR Y 5 LPN AHL, HAE3k18 5 LPN 3§
LRN AHALLEY 130 5 25 JRy o i 96 53 3000 R0 ik 98 4 002 T
il 5 R MR R 3R Y Dreyfuss % 40T T1
B I AR YT R 2 R s LR 3k 256 4] T1 H
JE (Tla 1 215 6], Tib 8 41 1)), H o 178 il 47
MWA,78 17 CA,%E k& 23 fl (16 filJm&#BE & ,7 1
AN ) e R4 T1b 9 (HR =2.46,95% Cl .
1.06 ~5.72,P =0.04) FlJ IR 4> %% 3 .4 9% (HR =
4.17,95% CI:1.17 ~14.76,P =0.03) & M & &k
fh kST 19 S P E TS R TS e (P =0.30)
PRI I, 326 36 90 Rl Y o %o e e AR O ) DE A A EE

MWA IG5 T1b ¥ 98 2 T A7 09, (H A a0 22
1188 Z2 B RIS, LLPPAS MWA 1% 2Pk J7 80 &
KIS

6 NG

7RO PP AT O SO A B B AR AR, B
Je R A i GE A AR YT 5 R I RO D i R, R
JURR DT 3697 Tib W B A L4 2 ab o X T i
= N A N VAR Rl & S R o & B I -
R.E.N.AL L PPl 25 M AR P B A 20 R B A
WS LPN AR AR R S B SRR A
ZA YT, PN AN RE AR UE 52 B U BRI sg EL X000 ' D) fE IE
#,LRN SHE 67 a0, WA 2 TR A
J7i RFA Z J T A 7™ 5 LRl 5O . xF 05 2 g A
QB AU 22 4 W g 5 CA AT A O e i it &2 AR HL i
TR AT o DR B AR T O AR A R
¥7 757 30 T 5 2 MR 6 T ILIE T AL T MWA X

THE I LA A bR B PN S JR B A kB A% kLA
LR S IR 6T SCR B . PR A JE A T LA
ARSI T RO B 45 5y, {H 33X 28 81 77 36 0 A
AR A4 T1b 9P 9 P 16 20 38 75 2 — 20 0
e 2R AR . PR TIb B
167777 2, AP AR A DL i T A E AR
ST A% T1b WIFE I RiA 7 oot i st # f93h
775 o X PR e ) AR R R T AT % U AR
e, X HE AR OO 2 A7 DR Al 2 1S 5 B E R IT T
Ao BAIEOAREA B0/ AR 5 D fig L B 4> I
i R S8 (I B, B 7E DA 5 15 B9 T 9 R R
S RV P 2
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