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2 M 7 a;]zw < e s AR sk (Lower urinary tract symptoms > LUTS) [1] -

1w s fps € (European Association of Urology ) ++2013# 4 £ 2. § 27 j&
PR AR ie R 4p 31 (Guidelines on the Management of Male Lower Urinary Tract
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1. Fewmgz  (watchful waiting) :
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2. EHoogk ol Hfll% % R8FFuH (al-adrenoreceptor antagonists ) fr5-ai®

F fE 4] (Sa-reductase inhibitors) » & B a & o

3. FiEeKk e T TR E o
(1) Frhg=s H;]'L*r "f #¥ ( Transurethral resection of the prostate » TURP )
(2) Bz 7 H;jz*r % #= (open prostatectomy » OP )

(3) T 5w ’”]1*7"‘ # (laser treatment )
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resection of the prostate - TURP ) 27 B 3z ;% % 7 Hf?ff % e A [4] o PR R
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w0 7] H’j"x“ ",% AER] AR 2 [5] 0 14T A B[P o



(r\ﬁ@¢«§ FRbsgd o
» Center for Drug Evaluation
LA Rl S e (open prostatectomy » OP)

1930 & 0 H 0 BT AR R £ L E R E 0 g Bed b
SRR IS L S ol UrE i JCE N RN 7 ]
¥ 36% > APk B[6] - Fl P B B TURP B~ » 3 & 3 % 403 7 AR A
Fox (>80-100ml) ¥ | ¥ & § gk B T R T PR R BT R B b
[2] -
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fod AT KA A2 EAGER AT x5 EHET SRR ISIE e &
P d MR PRE AR A A L‘i"‘f#-f'* EARA D FB A A A
BAPHG G R SR LA AR EIRP S ARFRL AL A AT

/w\Jf‘?ﬁJ: J 3’—1"’-}1\.’"1: .
511 P #E%#

RARAT L LAL 0 P AREE S R R SN T AT S s 4 (L5
XL G e R B LAY R A e (¢ FiE2 R E TURP) -

512 F§ %

SL21 AR E ™ FE R T AR BT S %rt M F i AR T TR
P ETURPOP SHRORIEE S RIEH & iR 2 ik F %
ko e 5']”?%‘1%2:‘*?/51? e 4 b 4 QALY » | 2t 4 it 7 & A ¢
* 445 (cost-utility analysis ) ; & H & »c2? H 8 TURPAR T » B8 17 e 14

~ & #7 (cost-minization analysis ) °

5122 v 4= % D A kW 51]’9}]15“" * 20 ] AR R £ e i TURP o

5.1.2.3 ‘& T i A 45 H04) THEERSE ¥ £ -5 #3 (Markov decision
model ) & 73 %% (4B ) 7+ F 2 Uﬁ{"“’ﬂ PSS/l N S S 4
_{}_ ° Lﬁx*ﬁ—\’fﬁ—%ﬁ}f‘ﬁ& E—"}:i/{h‘/\)‘w\'ﬁ'ﬁfp‘ ¢ gfi;%“%ﬁ;’

(remission ) ~ A& A ¥ f2 (no remission ) ~ ji sk ¥ i 5 SRR & A

(remission with incontinence ) ~ 4 & % 22 § A& #1525 (no remission
with incontinence ) 12 % 5= (death) o 4 P ANy i T
ARERE G RAEEA T A G R NETEGE T R g
A e & fj\lg*ﬂf)in;%x(TUR syndrome )~ R i g % (Urinary tract

infection, UT1) ~ 2 2 J % § (Urinary Retention, UR) #
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remission )

without incontinence

no remission
without incontinence

treatment remission

with incontinence

no remission
with incontinence

dead

}%‘] 2~ 5 Hﬁt’“" Y __'_/tlﬁﬁ_'m] ﬁ‘:

5124 i m A7 B 0 AR T ST Ao 4R M WS PP R S TORK S B4

5.1.3

5.1.4

5.15

TR 5 108 > 2 A TR T R RS FE B Y 2 L) o ol

oo

Fpord

=k

TR REL A ARTIRn Y & B s % (health payer perspective ) o
T N AREEITIRF Y L 3% o

Bk B AR F P RAREBRARA L A bE S
QALYsS -

Hou B

Tk forefrir TR B T TR Roce AR F e~ £ 22/ 2 2 4p

S S LN SRS LS A R

PITRR RSk A S AT SRR A0 2 NN A L RERT S22 TR
ok BTV NSRRI AP T B2 SRR
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ﬂ%ﬁﬁwwmmmpﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁj@ﬂyﬂgﬁo@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁw
ERAHRTELT N ?"@

522 F A Ficforn? tA RSl EFR A AR TR S LIAF P BT
ERAHAGTEAT A REEF DRG R S FAF 2N A A 4
Helcdp e 5 T F PR ARFRRE DN AR S AR RRARY AL
FAACBPM AL 2 e B AP TR RETHREA RS2 L6 RET
FEAFTES « FREFIRGHL 0 ENRFE L LH LT

R L = SRR AR N

b =7 4L
5.3 i AR 4 &

q.ll:l ¥

531 A#HEBE LT I EARTR S E B LR 2 A s &kt @ (incremental

cost-effectiveness ratio » 12 f#j # ICER &) & 4p 1% > 2L O N e o

ICER= (AC1-AC2) |/ (AE1-AE2)

532 AR RAYE R T AMEA YT AET L MR LR E & %
e FF AR R AT T RE S R T R s g g

}i’é’\*%ﬂ] ﬁ” “i/:‘?‘FLlp é.‘% m?‘?’fo‘}ﬁ"z g_{}’} o

ARG R N E R G A R SRR F T Y kT &
B o a7 e AT B AT

6.1~ 472 4

6.11 PR 1P AREE L F R AL ISR D PR A 4

6.1.2 RiEE : PALEEY » M@ @ AL TURPY = E % & 5 3o
HHEE T EED SR ARG f

18



(T\H@¢4§ FRhoe o

» Center for Drug Evaluation

6.1.3 T8 iR 5 ajfggljx;rtqﬁ/;;z L~ L

6.1.4 =R A isflne & & %4 % (health payer perspective) °

6.1.5 B AFEF J‘,{'é‘{l}lj’ﬁ’j{él]ﬂ%ij{ﬂﬁ—‘? (AT

Mﬂ

-

6.1.6 & 47HEF = & o
6.1.7 %# Lk :

FRER AR ’J,T\W«QI%A7I;P-/\$(
(2) B p /Fj Q[;Jr %’}5 “fb;‘l‘pr}«'— .

B) A+ HERFLMRB AMTETH -

\*ﬁr

4) 2973 Sl d ViE RREE S PETER B RE L AT

\\\Xr

Bw o iR AR R AT A

Hh.

FEFARE RSP SO PR AL A B FANE Y SR

AN BRI B TURP a0t ] (3 1k 3 ) & o
6.2 A 174 Z
(1) ;‘L-E'f /f:" é‘ 12 ﬂ']‘}'ﬁ'fl 2 1‘;‘?*’5%; (%Q;}'&_i _—Y./’{,{ﬁf/r%‘me{,ﬁﬂ 51],;;?,;“, 2 [}%
L) P g R R ® A AT e i U )T A R
A #ic o

(2) #H B EATERT 2P RO B LR T FPRL DR L D

> FlrBpPEG @}F?L;E\? Fh AP TR R A ER TR AT
% RTERIF I e o AR SRR A T R S 5
@i s (TURP) hv a0 3 B35 0
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oL R R AR 4T .

7RSS SRR LT R A RAIG T LS R S T

Jq

e

FEBE LR AM Y B AP R RS A T
U prz 4 R

Ve e kiR ik 0 AR Fa@f’«:‘ﬁ‘;iﬁ.—‘ﬁ‘;—*ﬁ

3 2 b
55 e

»
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T LR

(=) TRAEBHEETEZ2ER

? A N AR R Ef”'”ﬁ““”"#ﬁ?‘f’?‘ TR E L p 2 Fllwiﬂ’fﬂ
AR AT (SR R TEMFRARBRE SR ) Sl
itk (RE w7 ’«'ﬁuﬁ_;}* 74 (International Prostate Symptom Score » IPSS) ~ A it
BRI EARE p A DL REITR B o BT A o 3 7R k)
mE A (M STURpRHE M aRREEDEEhEFE) -

FHETRARACE & 2P RN EAHD PR - H D AR
AR APRAVF AT A 5 BE HTA R 2 R4 > R 7 F A
FRw AR o T GRE 2 v i T RFID S 0T OS2 KRR

1. @ %;—H L N A

A e SR E AR R R A 1 AT R R P YAt A
B~ }%‘%%’{Iﬂ-’_ﬁr'f °
(1) EtE= AR i

D Jg$41 fﬁw‘ T LR T N 4 FL;,LI’,S 6% [12-17],% Miki & « [15]
3t 2003 & £ 2.t > HAR D K [12-14, 16, 17]35% % %2008 & - H ¢ Miki % 4
% 2008 & 4 2% Fr[14] AR RY 2 LG @R KGR 7k s transurethral
resection in saline, TURIs) e B # § ~ 43 ¢ 2 178 ¥ 00 50 o1 iF e & 5 loritani
¥ 42 31214 % TURis e & 00 2 % 50 g R g sk i 22 f g
(transurethral resectionof bladder tumor, TURBT ) ek ¥ 4% 5 Kitamura & £ 1

éiﬂﬂmd@ﬁ%ﬂﬁawﬁﬁ%?ﬂmm%%$£¥ﬂ:uP35“?%$

PR 2R v HE BE’?’”’°?:€%I:}§§[12,16,17]¢/§1%’“E}Elzk’%%lo?”ﬁ—%;[lS]
s 7 é fﬁ*ﬁwﬁ%s"‘%féw 7 H*]"\IF (R SR A ﬁbﬁ?ﬂ’ﬁl‘@}f’%ﬁ%

%ﬂipf%%°NT§§?%H¢’?%%H%131°

Miki & 4 »+ 2003 & £ %7 7 [15] 5 p ~41* % B 11 7 TURIs *+ 25 3% 4
2 w,lczgaﬁ e 30 = 2 7 apwﬂ (BPH) &ixaf—?ij,‘if,@?]:’:n:j:;{:‘i;}_



2 NN
G ?Zf:i{; ;ongDrugrEjaIEfatt:on
280W (* v 1)) 4o 120W (¥ *5F ) & % 1 42 TUR /] 3 k& 3
Az v Aol A G @R IT S iR o TS r 0 1 R B DR TR
PRF RS T TR g RER L NP A G F B o TURIs fiFis i
RWART LR DLRT R HFRAY TR E LR S
S ERRIPAVRY BTV TERR L BRI AR 3 UL Set ML T e
“] % 6,083 ml 4 16,100 ml > i¥ = 43 91 TURIs &2 7L & -k otk st ™ 4t § ocs #
Fode AT RTARLEX 2ME L A2EF > Ft TURIs %
RTURE L 5™ ko o

Nishimatsu % +« LP;&;‘ [17]5 286 =i * g4& TURIis ( B 4k~ REF R ks

P TUR f3e @ % 438 & B K30k ) 22206 = * B TUR(E&T 27 )
UL RFT Y 0B fiAT AR B R oS hR R BT - R R
B e R 0 sk g sk R R e p LGB B B
AR AR & (BPH) kA 3 0 % R R 4 cndg b TURIs
R E L F 2t 0 2 3R TURIs 2 jmenf 4 ¢ &2 2 TUR ik (T idgp s

K)o T FE DT AT A RR T b

Nakagawa #* + h#* 7 [16] /1 % B ie 5 /R T E4F K,ﬁ; £ s ( Transurethral
enucleation with bipolar, TUEB ) » 12 2 H 4= 3% e 5 =8 % o & qaésk 31 2w 7)) Bﬁww
* m&—‘g i T IaE# L 66.7+7.1 % (55-86 k) Timw 51]’9?%27&% % 66.2
+21.7ml (25-116 ml) » T35 & pepr fF 5 116.0 + 24.8 ~ 45 (75-180 » 45 ) » T
i’—:v*ﬂ,éf?E%Fé“ % 69.9+ 258 248 (34-131 ~4d ) THs PR L 162 +83 44

(5-32#db)-ilp RFFRE %]JL P RH e B S g (19.8+6.3 versus 7.3 +
30 L/s)~Flepik g (41 + 29 versus 124 + 110 mL )~ B *% % 7] ’Jfll:fiflf'\-‘if% #£(6.3+45
versus 205+ 7.5)~ 4 RSl AR ER i (16+13versus49+11) 2 PSA (0.9+0.8

versus 8.3 + 7.3 ng/mL ) =g 4 B ¥ & o

e R 7| U]ftrp‘ fL f#¥2. Puppo & 4 z_ < ;,;%[18] LB 6B b
&R T R s 1,000 it 7 RS RAE S K,ért #=( Bipolar Transurethral Resection
in Saline, Bipolar TURis®) & % » # ¢ 376 it {7 i fif # 7 Rl e

( transurethral resection of prostate ) » 480 = i& {7 35 F ig 35 Bk M6 % 4 % i
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(transurethral resection of bladder neoplasm)» 4 2 144 =38 {7 55 fR g o 7] B:jl*r 2
& (transurethral incision of prostate ) o #77 £ jiriE Az s & * BFiREK & (B 27
26F fARAL 7 BB L Fensl ) Foud B BOKIELHEY bR FRY R
EHY Y s 123 (62487 ) EHEFFRT] BRI IWDLF LAY
B TUR G R & AL #4555 27 1’:‘1,&—’5 (27%)% 4 PRI R F 4 f:‘:,&—*ﬁ (it
19%) # 4 e P 2l mpF (21%) #2 B3 PLnFT 1 b g

(1 11%) 7 J&ﬁa?]i P W6 T RIFEEE R # A X TUR HRE ¢ (1
2%) A4 FaVA G F 6 e Flpt T4 TURIS & % 2120 23 i B R

TRIESE 2 EH A RERFOF L F o
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z\l“f';j—ﬁx“

ﬁ S4B A

g R B

iT¥ E: N

TERAT | AR

[ﬁ:,&ﬁ;:

i ¥ (P)

et (D)

=

st (C)

K 2%dp e (O)

Miki

2003 |4
[15]

Japan

55

Superficial bladder
cancer (25 cases) or
benign prostatic
hyperplasia (30 cases)

Transurethral
resection in saline
(TURIs)

Occurrence of obturator
reflexes

difference of hematocrit and
electrolytic contents before and
after TURIs

operation time

total volume of irrigated saline

nerve

Nishimatsu
[17]

2008 | 3 Japan

582

Bladder tumor or BPH

Bipolar TURIis

Conventional TUR

( monopolar
electrosurgical
knife )

Bladder tumor:

status of bladder timor

Operation time

Presence or absence of
postoperative perfusion

Urethral catheter indwelling time

BPH:

Interrelationship ~ between  the
weight in resection

Time of operation

Postoperative perfusion

Urethral catheter indwelling time

Miki
[14]

2008 | 27eAEg | -

Nakagawa
[16]

2008 |4 Japan

31

Prostatic hyperplasia

TUEB

Operation time, enucleation time,
and morcellation time

Mean hemoglobin values

Urinary flow rate, and the amount
of residual urine

International prostatic symptom

24




C\Eﬁ[ﬁlé CFERERY
» Center for Drug Evaluation

score, QOL score, and PSA value
loritani 2008 | AieAsg | - ) ] ] )
[12]
Kitamura 2008 | Aieisg |- ) ] ] )
[13]
consecutive
transurethral resection
( TUR ) , including The incidence of  unwanted
transurethral resection ) stimulation of the obturator reflex,
Puppo of prostate (TURP) , Blpola_r Trar]sureth.ral TUR syndrome, thermal skin lesion,
2009 |3 Italy 1000 i Resection in Saline . i
[18] transurethral resection (TURIs®) blood transfusion, urethral strictures,
of bladder neoplasm and bladder neck contractures were
( TURB ) , and recorded.
transurethral  incision
of prostate (TUIP)

R AR Lk S g AR 2SR TR SRR SRR R T A Bk S
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G Egeﬁr]]t/;r ;or%gDrugrEjaIEfatt:o:
(2) B ARG i

AT 7 F A GrE R EST R G 4 R[18-21] ) HE E
2009-2011 & 2 B « # ¢ - J < pr[21] 4 g ¥ 2r 2 dt s S]sse + o (benign prostatic
hyperplasia, BPH) .5 fisg o 7] ;;?)1 |#% i (transurethral resection of the prostate,
TURP) > & 3£ 8 &% 7] }]a I'f A8 AR ZURSIE AT 4 5 i et eh e
B ARt 2 RE L HL R AR AT R E LR OIFA D e A
2. Puppo % * = pr[18]2 p % & BriE 7 VR AR VGRS RN I U 4
%’%ﬁ%zx\?*"%ﬁéw ;nj}ﬁ»n TR FIT S G vzgua\ nld £ ®[20]% %5 & 37[19]
Fh oo T LR R v R4 2

McClelland # * &8 3 [20] & §1* R %= 2f PlasmaButton iz 5 425 7 5L se
* (BPH) &4 > fﬁq‘.ﬁ'\lﬁﬁ" P TR (transurethral vaporization of the
prostate, TUVP) ¢ 45— B s 2 B2 KAk hite ¥ U2 0 a B kiFs
s B AR R S L + = RN U R R G
ST B 0 B Ak A > 2 gl fok el g RN B E -
Geavlete & 4 7 7 [19]5 80 =%k iR T 642 - RS 4+ 18

‘s (bipolar plasma vaporization, BPV ) 5% % 3t 3 2 & e vk ia B » T 35%

F i
B 5 148 ml> T 3oE fiep F 5 19.2 A 4B TRl v T % 5 0.2g/dl

\T—E

LAl S 25% 0 BF TIORRW A 25 % 0 TIHABE X - d R

H»

S F aF (BPV) 3 R 5 4F vk 4 ﬂ']ﬂfﬁ,‘c”a‘vﬁfﬁam""“ 5o

S0 DR B E AR Py i A R i grenRIT > B 430 a g2t
R % 1295 % &% (non-muscle invasive bladder cancer, NMIBC ) mﬁ,ﬁ KI o i

:Hv

LA WA e (BPV) 5 F - FAPN ARELIS iE 38 -
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22~¥ E R %@wwﬁgﬂmcﬂpiﬁw
(A R Il N Y Bk Vil L (P) e (D) gt (C) | e rcdp R (O)
o Postoperative short and long term
. .| Olympus PlasmaButton .
McClelland benign prostatic bleeding
2011 |4 USA >100 i transurethral - o
[20] hyperplasia . o Operative time
vaporization o
o Catheterization time
e mean operative time
e mean postoperative hemoglobin
Geavlete . bipolar plasma decrease
2011 |4 Romania | 80 Large bladder tumors L - . .
[19] vaporization (BPV) o rate of obturator nerve stimulation
e mean catheterization period
e mean hospital stay
Rassweiler
and Schulze 2010 | iR T | - - - - - -
[21]

R EEA AL ]

-
-k B

B w2 TR R

SR ]

DA bk R g
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2. P )fle‘}-)gﬁ

TFEREARM 1,%&75 S0 L plixdR 4 % A4 EH  Cochrane/PubMed/Embase

FLE 2. % 2P e LT 5 PICOS Bk HOF G > THOF B & k 2k FT

=%
4y
R

BRI P T 2k 4 ¥ (population) ~ iR 2 i (lintervention ) ~ fy < ¥t R &
(

comparator) Fe iRl £ 4p 1% (outcome) % 7= 3 &k 322> ;% (study design) -
¥R R T2 iR - i;fj\:g T 7| gi?\{.l]",% # (H4 TURP) » o x 22

RIS A RSk G A 0 FHCE T K0 Ry BB R 2R R o H T

E Tt iffI“’ L

;;];‘3 A 2F fv\]ia‘.: 5:]9;118:»'—&;],—;3 A
o ik = ﬁfﬂ?ﬂfﬁ&
' el S Y
Ty P PR B AH ARG IR w SR (B HRTURP)
Tehkoorx s SRR s JRE T E PR e g IPSS
R 22 ip) £ 4p ¥ B fjinig ~ AR ETE

FrMIEFEE e 7 e S TURREGE ~ B i Rms
ASUE T ] SLE AT s A R g (B Y pEE

R0 ghon ZEREHOL B SRR )

International Prostate Symptom Score (IPSS):0-7 4 4 iR #ohk 5 8-19 4 2 ¢ Bk

A5 20-35 & 5 E R Ak o

SRS N

2.1 i 7 Hle—;nJ 'fﬁb‘r' ( Bipolar transurethral resection of the prostate » &
TURP)

A h RS R T R e F ARG BT 240 vk APUbMed %
FAEREH0F > & W R PILLE 8 RS SRR b e e R o
AT A BTP 2 ;];u%ze A b p 32013# > X ¥ b 442013 F 3¢ 4

w

SEN }EchE‘. FHFE > TP T HE 3] 5 “meta-analysis” ~ “Randomized controlled Trial”

£ “Systematic Reviews” o gi& 7 7| H:j‘uilj ",4rt Ry 2T~ }gie:f%:éi R drdots & B o
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HFEEE j25
"prostatic hyperplasia“[MeSH Terms] OR  ( "prostatic"[All

Fields] AND "hyperplasia"[All Fields] ) OR "prostatic
1 hyperplasia"[All Fields] OR ( "benign"[All Fields] AND | 22,161
"prostatic"[All Fields] AND "hyperplasia"[All Fields]) OR
"benign prostatic hyperplasia"[All Fields]

2 resection[All Fields] AND bipolar[All Fields] 753

3 [#l&#2 152

5 | From 2013/01~ 32

6 “meta-analysis”, “Randomized controlled Trial”, “Systematic 15
Reviews”

(1) Eta# 5pelk i (HRTURP) vs. 55 g o 519 o4 i (E 5TURP)

* L AR ) Hﬁuﬁ'] “$ e B ﬁé;f}g w7 Bﬁu;uj % Mzt g E - 1E 2014
-0 3 A W e )I%ﬁb)éﬁ[ZZ] PR R 2ABES S R BESR O TREFRELS T AF

T A H e 3

F®RTURP+ & * v X % » ¢ 4£Gyrus PK ~ Olympus TURIs ~ Karl Storz
AUTOCON ~ ACMI vista,x 5t > B § & * Hawa o AR VirH kR ¥
7 3 % Olympus TURIs # £ fé%’%a%é%”ﬁl*? "$ AEL BRRE S P HERE AT IR

v

o WUEFY R FRPYEHPENTHR  Hepy L7 ml (P ERL2EY ) 2 ¢

ﬁ_{,’:{!\o
% 3~ B TURP &2 5 4& TURP “g 8 & g3 2 1
T ® 4o E N AR %% (B/IM) Eim)ﬁ

Giulianelli 2004 B/M 80/80 36
Singh 2005 B/M 30/30 3
Seckiner 2006 B/M 24/24 12
Patankar 2006 B/M 53/51 1
Nuhoglu 2006 B/M 110/110 12
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= HAEN » # %% (B/M) ﬁ“zg@f’f@
Kim 2006 B/M 25/25 6
Ho 2007 B/M 48/52 12
Erturhan 2007 B/M 120/120 12
Michielsen 2007 B/M 118/120 1
lori 2008 B/M 27126 12
Bhansali 2009 B/M 34/33 12
Kong 2009 B/M 51/51 1
Autorino 2009 B/M 35/35 48
Singhania 2010 B/M 30/30 12
Fagerstrom 2010 B/M 95/90 1
Chen 2010 B/M 50/50 24
Me ndez-Probst 2011 B/M 22/21 6
Fagerstro'm 2011 B/M 24124 18
Geavlete 2011 B/M/TUVP 170/170/170 18
Xie 2012 B/M 110/110 60
Huang 2012 B/M 71/65 1
Mamoulakis 2013 B/M 141/139 36
Yang 2013 B/M 58/59 3
Akman 2013 B/M 127/130 12

TUVP= transurethral plasma vaporization of the prostate » g &+ 7 Hﬁq’ fL e

BT SRS L B2 vk B g 0 A S heT o B E A7

v
3
-~

24
A. LY fiEis el ok B A

PRI B TP WL S TURR IR G B o L e
SEAMFAR AEBRE ERETEFFRERE GRAgTRE TLR
2079% > ATRAR AN FIR YA RAEINITHFLR Do & fy o 5 2 TURJE i
oA hfesk APy £ R o BB 5 s (OR=049 > p=0.0009) - ¥
TUREGE® 4 550> a Hige? £1330% % 67 5 196]4 4 TURE iz #
(OR=0.22 > p=0.002) ° & it i B #2 5 4pk o
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B. iris12ip ? pF2_ 3%

¢ FIPSSAfic~ 2 EEFT AR ER c GRESTRFR > A 22 IPSSH

#c~ 4 E r’f};’r;v\ﬁ;t ﬁ’*/‘]\wﬁ\fﬁﬁk_'ﬁ";‘“ﬁi o) "‘;’Eii‘- ﬁ,\—‘fj\,”&s %ﬁg E'ﬂx
B oo RIFE P EHOE DY REAFS > W 0 p kA2 B R 4oIPSSA ek fHE

wRE R BERR Bk S R BB R E R E A LR -

M-

C. AFis12 " Pz % 2t
CHRA R RS 12 0 o IR RO 20t F e

FYE Y
e RN T

Him e o w5 5.4% (52/964) ©24.6% (45/986) » xRz FE g

('stress urinary mcontlnence) S eyl PR % 250 et Y
% 1.5% (8/527) ©22.2% (12/534) A RS EEFALR o ¥ b LSS

£ i BePF2 0t A B] 5 6.5% (40/613) £27.4% (46/625) > @ st LB o

o

3 F A

D. £ 8 %5

EHAEI20B ) 2 TR TARF L ¢ FARERFEZRGEEFE L F 3

W o RERF AT FiREEEEE F 2 5055 63%
%ﬁﬁa A H] 5 5.2% (14/268 ) 22 4.6% (13/282)
B % 16.1% (35/218) ¥213.4% (31/232) >

By zds

(17/268) £26.7% (19/282) ; "2k §

LA B H- Bt P AF S
dZ Bt BF RAVHELER

E. |

4

b af RS g BB 24K SR A R R A E A HTT IR 0 BRI ok

B ded PSR Gt g 2R ST A BRSO R I fmﬁ@mﬁﬁ TR
RPN AR ATRA AR T ANEFLAR LA A EY Y £
i F 2 TURE B # A1 F F 0Rd > 7 44 2R H ARG G 5 730

Hre EMEHL AT NI P D RTER ARG 7 W AR

Ko R cEBZ PHEA ‘E?E&E%"iﬂ .
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% 4~ # TURP vs. ¥ 48 TURP 2 52.£ A 45

g | CrE | RAE D ST s
p (BM) | (BPi) [95% i i1 % ¥ ]

Sjepsm (A4) | 16 | L76/1176 | 83%, <0.001 [“;'[1)5125112 |
e 19 | 1,419/1,424 | 15%, 0.28 [322(’)'32]
ST 13 843/844 0%, 0.98 [0963,11.?56]
TUR s i 3 19 | 1,329/1339 | 0%, 1.00 OR 0.22*
[0.09, 0.56]

TS 9 638/638 | 95%,0.98 [_'\122_’0_'(7)?2;]

IPSS (12 % " ) 10 | 656/646 | 0%, 098 [_g’.'??;%}lzl]
- ("‘“iifff{ 6 425/410 | 58%, 0.04 [_'(\)’_'59’_8:18 |

Fek # (1210 ) 6 527/534 0%, 0.91 0 ?2? ,Of:s]
R k(12 %7 )| 14 | 964/986 | 0%, 1.00 [025’11'?50]
P (1260) 6 613/625 | 66%, 0.02 [0.02201'?32]

£ IPSS 3 2101198 | 0%, 0.42 [—O'\./E)DZ,Of(?O]
KW R T 4 268/282 0%, 0.89 [O(.)4R8,01..9:8]
£ g puk sy 555 4 268/282 46%, 0.14 [0?52’12'.1;15]
LWE £ 3 218/232 | 16%,031 [0?73,12.2151]

* 4 77 p<0.05 » MD=mean difference - OR=0dds ratio

2 & # & 47 (pooled estimate ) % % - 4-¥tid 4 % 58 (continuous measures ) 12 4 T 32 % (weighted mean difference) # 7 - 43¢

= A %37 (dichotomous measures ) R r4 2% & (Odds ratio) # 7+
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»

(2) EAETURP vs. BE4E 703 F i 7 (BHETUVP) vs. B 15 53 30% i (8 15
TURP)

Geavlete ¥ 4 ch— + 3§ > Pt RS SRR i (1ETURP) &4
i (BTUVP) 2 8 4g 5 79 el ke (R HETURP) » = %% 3 ~ 1701 5 b - 3§
iR S FIA L A AR 30-80mI ~ B & A <10mL/s ~ IPSSA #>19 o i
HLBEFEZeRLR X 2P G 0 BRTUVPEpRATE &3 o 5 750
EF LR M FER EF R BERSY mﬁl;lm IS B BT
H1BTURPE - R § B Y Wi fic F&TUVPE® > F1ETURP= 2 > |
HETURPE. £ o S4psf ~ REERF - B Ppe g & L S 5 v L e
TUVPE > > 2 %1+~3+612~ 18" pr2 IPSSA #ce .+ Finid ¢ 11 FHRTUVPE
o RERFRIZ 2R F LB

AN
)

BEAR T FRFNG AT~ AR SIRF Y Rk T IR A ot & 22
2o BRIV E F AR o - R A RERE A SRR R TR
B~ Gkt o R E RS2 BIPARET e D S R RRa F R
E 2 45w A ERTUVPERE B4 o #5002 3g AcIPSS 4 #edr &~ Jpinad 7 AR
#wTUVP# i o

2.2 B3| 95}{,’{ it #= (Bipolar transurethral plasma vaporization of the
prostate » g% TUVP)

A d L ST R i 5 R G MAET SR vk APUbMed T
THREEFEF > £ W R DOE SR 7 H]ﬂ\,«,z R s e B RGN e ;»*Jer_a«ﬁg‘;ip Todd
CEESGEER S8 i ERHENS £ TN EVILETERESS £ TS |
2014747 ig 7 i RRIEFHOF 0 ¥ FRI[ VR0 22 R RGP S IRGER
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FEAE P 1 (BEAETUVP) vs. i 5 8 465 g+ 5 3% i (3 $ETURP)

A AR 5 H;]@g L LY ﬁ&g;fj\lg T 7 a;jn\glj % # (TURP) i&
Tt FiE2 kAt };J&T}’}éﬁ\'—‘ it 2 - K £45720001 " 32201410 5 B
& fdgﬁlg? L Fr TURPZ S A iz » £ 0 » TR 3RB([11] > 7 B 4450

A 5~ FiR FIRLE T e B 4R TURP M4 4 ik % 2 45 it

3 E‘, ‘-" 234
ir ¥ #E X Mo e B % #c ;jﬁ?f?})\ 3 ag A
. g TUVP (Gyrus) 30
D WD | 2 12 RCT
unsmuir 003 ¥ 4 TURP 1 C
# 45 TUVP
Karaman M1, | 2005 | % & TUVP (Gyrus) 38 12 RCT
¥ 4& TURP 37
g4 TUVP (Gyrus) 81
Hon NHY. | 2006 12 RCT
on ¥ 4& TURP 79
1= TUVP( Olympus ) 75
Geavlete B. 2010 6 RCT
v ¥ 4 TURP 80
g1 TUVP( Olympus) 170
Geavlete B. | 2011 | ¥ & TURP 170 18 RCT
&= TURP 170
| TUVP( Olympus 43
Nuhoglu B. | 2011 | % ETUVP(Olympus) 12 RCT
¥ & TURP 47
#1ETUVP( Olympus) 15
Zhang SY | 2012 6 RCT
g ¥ & TURP 15

P B R i g B AF ERRTUVPE B HRTURP &b B 2425 7] 24
FURRERERRLZ R EE 2 7 PR r 3 AR T
WF T BERRIE TR A RGER Y 0 R L0T1E R 6] 6/ v EHETUVP

(2282 % 5]) 2 H4ETURP (279 % 6]) » - £ 5 3-armiz (7 £&TUVP ~ ¥ &
TURP2 4 TURP2 i (& 2% 170 B % &) » BREm = > & TUVP ~ ¥ & TURP
£ EETURPA &) % 452 ~ 4592 170 1% % & -

i R AR 304 5 kT Dunsmuir ¥ 4 2 F § R TUVP ke jie i 2 IPSS A i %

o HApa fE L Ny E R F LR o M T I5IPSS A #ic ;22,7 -
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FE1ETUVPAR 3t B B TURP » T 354 jiepb F e (39.5vs. 4834 48) - B/
FTERRE (425Vvs. 775 FF) > T30 kX s e (3.08vs. 44% ) o jie
RIS SRS R0 BRTUVPE L 59 505 1.2% ¥ TURPR] 203 6.5%
6BR%E " 146 %%@Tuv%ﬁm FHAE % > ¥ TURP o

(b) # it P %

FRARFREBEL £ AP RREH E 0 - BRREHUIBH P o 13 FH Y3
&-IPSS A4 Bt~ Fpinid (Qmax) o i Bk 0 F A e IPSSA #5570 $E e
8.3 IPSSA #ic2_ix L > F 4 HRTUVPE T H &TURP -

(C) wLip & 5

FAhEKeg Y (MR EHA Y ) R FETUVP 2 95 550 55 -
R I F B R 2 3w 5 0.6~5% ~ 0~5%122.3~35% » % 1 h3-armeniEs
* > EETUVP {5 TURP R TURPZ i et sk 3 454 5] 5 0.6%4.1%3.5% -

FIAPHFLR  HeTRRY B EFE T ARFALAR o

d FitEsk v 4ath o ERTUVPFLE o 2e % i iE > & ),@ttﬁ:uiﬁngﬁli LN
ZEREGERPEOR A > AP A PR F Ry E gt HEE
TURPAEE » 2@ > L | é)}%’ﬁ FEUF] 0 ¢ W B R A B~ 31004 0 4L 3
P R L AW EHO TS BRRS FRRERFZTH BT - FER

BB R e £ B 2 IPSS&~ 3 £ 8 > A2 v/‘k B 4 # (Oxford score )
# % » 2014& { #7:0EAU ( European Association of Urology ) s 4p 51 3 & #-F e
TUVPS| » ja i35 » B 7 T8 59 2 A SR nit- HET H B i3
2 ¥ & TURP4p % -
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* 6~ D 7 H;]‘H? i (B4R TUVP) vs. @ L5 Fsg o 7] H;j—z\glj x/% B (45 TURP) 2 4p s »cim s 2 &

) ) , LHERER | R TR | LR | o K| LR ST I S
X ERx | FE AR % J IPSS _ _ E
f t FRE ) rOe) | & ) | () s mis) | x| pr | P
. g 4& TUVP
Dunsmuir 30 33 19.9 1.45 0 4.7 17.3
2003 (Gyrus) 12 - - -
wD 21 26 16.8 15 0 6.3 15.7
H & TURP
B TUVP
Karaman 38 40.3 * 35* 146 * 0* 7* 16 5 5
2005 (Gyrus) 12 -
MI. 37 55 68 2.8 5 12 15 8 5
Y & TURP
B+ TUVP
#1 81 32.6 3.0* 0~ 7.7 25.6 1.2 0
Hon NHY. | 2006 (Gyrus) - 12 -
79 28.5 3.4 5.3 6.9 23.5 25 1.2
H & TURP
B & TUVP
Geavlete 75 35.1* 23.8* 1.98* 0* 5* 21.8*
2010 (Olympus) 6 - - -
B. 80 50.4 71.2 3.9 6.25 9.1 19.3
H & TURP
B & TUVP
170 39.7* 235* 19* 1.2* 5* 23.7* 0.6* 47 35
Geavlete (Olympus )
2011 170 55.6 72.8 4.2 6.5 18 8.3 20.2 4.1 5.3 8.8
B. H #&TURP
170 52.1 46.3 3.1 1.8 7.9 20.6 35 6.5 9.34
1% TURP
# & TUVP
Lk 43 57.1 54.3 * 0 6.4 17.5 0 2.3 2.3
Nuhoglu B. | 2011 | (Olympus) - 12
47 53.4 73.2 2.1 6.2 17.9 0 2.1 2.1
H #&TURP
#&TUVP P
15 39.0* 98.4 * 8.7* B. | 16.3*
Zhang SY | 2012 | (Olympus) - 6 - - -
15 69.3 163.2 11.7 9.3 12.5
¥ & TURP
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AFE Y ¥ 32014 & 8 7 > 2 BPH jiF;¢ &2 Taiwan iT 5 B 45 > 3% PubMed
égki 5032014 & 8 7 1 p #£F EMBASE T4 R > *T4] = & systemic reviews
7 meta-analysis & randomized controlled trial = ¥ gL 2447 5 3K 3 (3 gt
Mo 2R R TR R ) HE] Y o AT 2 PICOS G AR i v prifAE s
FRERAGE 2 AW 6 Rt £ 7 25[24,25]5 - 48R T o5 7R 2 g8 o

B4R TURP i 03 7)50>80 £ = s 4 cifp WA= > Bl A3 A 4E7 14 420k o

et R F AR RER Y P 2§ 3 8 T PRF% (Chinese Electronic Periodical
Services, CEPS ) 4r® < 7 F & =3 < PR 4% ( Chinese Electronic Theses &
Dissertations services, CETD) % # = £ 3+ TR EHF I HFie 72 ;gle'ﬁi& - CEPS
ﬁCHD%‘ﬁéﬁﬁiﬂ’ﬁ”%ﬁiﬂéﬁﬁéﬁﬁéwﬁiéﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Boa@RRRPLL

w4 R v RY o R 2 [ A REK[20] [27] 0 1 R RRE B Y
[28] 5 2 1 £ B taMamg [29] - 2 & SE4s A v sk & u)t S 45 TURP & B 15
TURP [27] ~ f48 75817 i/ § i it (B-TURVP) 2 ¥ 18 TURP [26] - 1 f %
Mot g 5 Pl A ] 5 B-TURVP 22 8 48 TURP 2+t (28] 11 T A |k bk & 57 § 2

I]\ ? [}
2.1.1 SRS A RERER
(1) #4& TURPvs. ¥ & TURP

& A U L RGRER[27] v R TURP (Gyrus plasmasect loop) £ H 4&
TURP fipfr 0 108w % chfocs 285§ £ 4~ 107 Lo 4 0 8¢ 58 A g
L B TURP 20 ¥ ¢b 59 £ B4y f H 4% TURP % 33 e 3 jisie 3B 2 o

RN 20 GRS~ IPSS Al ~ 2 AR BB RN 2 BB
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REGRET G REFL > LA22FRRLE - ¥ iR TURP eip ot ¥

# TURP 205 B ¥ ihd n & ~ RAEAYNIS ERPFR ~ frEadifas o
(2) B-TURVPvs. ¥ 1& TURP

Bl 48170 - R A RGER([26] 4 L SR AE>E0 £ dp
Ko T8 L AT L 2 4 e SR A R B R A A
B-TURVP 22 ¥ & TURP ' > i B3 jiFis 2 & > T mHjivP 2% ~ ok = % »
52 A% o BRMF 0 B-TURVP e e T 3oL epb F ~ i ol b Bov 22 8 -
BT o ajaﬁ’@_g S R RE R IR RERE P ARETEF RV EE

TURP e o jisfo s i - BRI AR FAR - AT 28D HIHEFY »

SEpA YT EREEFOREE A 2 B AN 2 £ IPSS Al A E S
Bodd fond PRRGERE RS AR RIS SRR AN A
B oo T AT B-TURVP fsF sivd B % w7 kdfe @ wfrc) Pl H 15

TURP 45 % o
212 BEBPWEFT

1% 4 [28] g ¥ {8 TURP & a3 73214 i § it (B-TURVP) s o
Ak 2p R 1997 £ 8% 32002 £ 9% £ 221 £3%% B-TURVP sup; 4
2 220 2355 TURP s 4 Sh ~ 47 0 2 #3EBES » = fwops £ & IPSS A dic~ 4 3%
A B s Qmax s B[S AR s BRI P AR FGE B R~ B IS e R
4R FEMFLE o &b BTURVP e b F 458 « i i o b s

CERPER s AR G e GRS AL PG BEEFRE MM $HR
% B-TURVP 7 £ 4 21 H 6 TURP AR § chff o2 % 20 © B 4 jee 8 5 % 14

2N Y ENF R

213 HuEApMAag
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s i TURP 2 64 2 B peni § » B FREBRFTHL LR

B FREF A S S RE LA M -
% [30-36]

WMF L 4p & o e S aF (bipolar vaporization)  H- f&% 2 -~
SRR LT R KR ek s Rk e e R 2 F [37] ¢ R AR
Foibar i L G R e R ook ok o RE SN E T B R R
Ao REEFCEDESE LT AL AL AL BRI B2 Y [37] B
Foo @R FRISHE SRR (ARG RS ) JRRERF PR AL
RPHERET AL AL G54 gyt BT AR FTREFRF R
Bishs A sk A e 2 e m 2 Havy 2 &8 BPH 2 ¢ g i 0F

BB ehFERl [30-34] -

3. W' HTA #4g42

34 3 & %< CADTH-PBAC 2 N|CEL%}'§‘7¥J‘J}¢’I‘I;’§F P B fEL B
FRALTE WL L AL E AR FAT 2 o NERL FRPHTRHL A
£-41 B 1R TURPITUVP i& 7 B fL303m 4R 4 0 9900 0 Gt BUE 3 R (4R o

PP L P
#320144# 47 16 p 1k 02010 £ 9 7 R B IRF 4§ 80
kG EE R e (BOW Bk F af) 2120 Xeh BB %
PBAC % F 5t (120W LBO PVP) 453 5t 73§ i 7 %4 i#% (ThuLEP) -
(&) BT S SR ‘R (Ho-laser enucleation of the prostate,
HOLEP) % - {&#%8 5 &+ (Diode laser) % 7 78 § &4 %38 P & {7 &
pEM =% 48 2 (horizon scanning technology)
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CADTH
(i k%) WA - BT SR AP R N W A g 2 (BPH)
“ L ren d kR R X R AL -

#£1 2014 % 47 16 p + > = K NICE »> 2003 & = # — 4-4t40 3

NICE LT 5!]B;j1*7 Mr‘,’{iﬁ-‘f‘ o~ ;}ﬁ 5l o

(#W) ¥ i 7| ’9?»1 % i (Transurethral resection in saline » TURIs) ¢
302014 £ 7 0 P° bl T A L RARM R 63k

4, TRERE ¥ 2R

(1)

)

3)

R FT % i 7 EHETURP/TUVPE B 5 TURPZ 25t 0 & BLACTE 4o o

BEETURP B ETURP:: §22 RCT£ 24 » #4ETURP2 4t &2t 24
® 46 TURGE i HATF R > > B F RO RETEMT R LIRS Y U
"ﬂéﬁ})ﬁ%"%i#ﬁﬁ;‘é g‘gﬁp B2 kB HFgE S ?7&]{]107}\;1 - % RCT

R R % o

BHETUVPS 7/ RCT# 5 TURPAR s » &5 e B~ TURGE % 4 ~ ik 5
Ef\?— gﬁ%%&ﬁl’l]‘;ﬁ%ﬁﬁ:# lﬁ’gb,‘{'{gxﬁ"—r‘ v rpﬁF“EWFl%(ﬁ’\F "_;18]@;14 )
AL o T LR R B At € 20148 2 5 4 51 B A H2 ) 5 isu

EIE o PRk T ORI R ~1'§‘fs§lj9yj‘{8w—k o

TRGEARE A b o BTRAT R Y RS SRS A F T (B-
TURVP) - &4 é}gkt‘ —~ ¥ RCT » i fe p ¢ * B-TURVP2? ¥ 1 TURP2_ %
oFRELIEIY Lt o LHTER A ST ORIPRE R R 0 R

H4TURP » e @ 2 »c % pl4p ¥ o

FE BT o KRR A HiETURP &2 B TURP ¢ ¥ 2SI ¥ 2 2

#rc% > HiE TURP &2 45 TURP 2 £ #»c% ¥ if 2 5 % 2142 6 » 1% TURP

R AWEFK S T ok BN EAE TURP > &l g LA To

40



C\E’U?ﬁ];é CFES AR
» Center for Drug Evaluation

# 7~ H4& TURP £ 4% TURP 2 #2

H & TURP #1& TURP
LS » %4 i
L g F AF AR EAELAC R 3
) B Al o ",f/éf? L
£ ppE H -~ & TURP 4piT
s RS H - 4% TURP #piT
£ P in R d i iE
ﬁ]n’-. *[22] 4.4% 2.1%
TUR s & #[22] 1.4% i1 0
EREET d 2-6 % 2-3 %
Tk & % W f % PHOTE LR R

Ao~ i RA 2 R
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1 F%HTA B4
(1) ¥

ﬁ.’”l?a‘a]% o BB 3E B4% iE B BB E 7R3 (Healthcare resource group, HRG) #1 & » #% %
¥ (Payment by Results) = ;% » i 3% (HRG4 LP13-14 Code to Group) [38]%g 7w & 7 ’“ﬁl
40 B re® & LB-Urological and Male Reproductive System Procedures and Disorders » @ 2
M 7] Hsjzw < BB eip B 3 R 4 ) §_LB25A-Prostate Transurethral Resection Procedure
with Major CC ~ LB25B-Prostate Transurethral Resection Procedure with Intermediate CC %
LB25C-Prostate Transurethral Resection Procedure without CC - 5+t ¥+ (2014/15 National
Tariff Payment System : Annex 5A - National prices) [39]%g 7+ = 7| Hﬁu%@j'é_ (LB25A -~ LB25B
2 LB25C) i /i *t & 43 2,626 ~ (combined day case / ordinary elective spell tariff )

T|#& 4 6,518 ~ (non-elective spell tariff) 2 & o
(2) 4+
HEM T -
(3) B o
HEM T -
2. INAHTA

j&t“]-‘ﬂm:- A

5

ik

SR CEREY B SLEC RS U] S A S

International Network of Agencies for Health Technology Assessment (INAHTA) ‘=

L HTA s (HTAsialink) shé § R 23 =6 ~ Bl & > e - R %
RMES5BE R MY o Al s INAHTA & § es @2 p

N E SR T A
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7 8~ INAHTA & ¢ R &5

MEBZ2AFEL R <
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B2 PR A R R R B

B R

H

H1ET 7

lﬁ

(TURP) Bkl

¥ 7 @ 4 1

Bk © X © X
HY ¢ % © X
Ny ¢ B -
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() RApTRAER? LR

Apid gy 1907-2010 & ik IR F R F Y F 4P by A 4T F R B
TURP (% # %45 79406B ~ 79411B ~ 79412B) ¥ 4§ » %404 9 & 2002
£ % o & & QHF 14,000~16,000 % TURP » & p 2002 & 4= p| = % 3
10,000~11,000 % TURP « ¥ * » fi 2004 & 7 7 4= » TURP i % 5[3jtend £ & 5
5-15 % ~ 15-50 % ~>50 % kA BT B0 0 P2 4 Bhies B 5 11,055 2 -
13210 2~ 2 15236 Bk % 4 & 53%:i 25 7 3+ 4244 7| £16,914 =~ 20,211

2L~ 2 23311 B > fptzow BT R (R aja:jz_eh@;fé_ Ko B3R

4 9+1997 #~2010 # =% TURP ¥ 3k & (& & %)

TURP TURP TURP |3+
(5-15g) ™ (15-50g) | (>50g) "
1997 & 14,060 14,060
1998 # 16,760 16,760
1999 # 14,360 14,360
2000 # 14,020 14,020
2001 # 14,040 14,040
2002 # 11,300 11,300
2003 # 10,400 10,400
2004 # 8,500 2,660 600 11,760
2005 # 4,340 5,940 900 11,180
2006 # 4,340 5,060 1,000 10,400
2007 # 3,900 5,380 900 10,180
2008 # 4,440 4,820 1,020 10,280
2009 # 4,380 4,900 700 9,980
2010 # 4,260 4,720 860 9,840
|3t 129,100 33,480 5,980 168,560

*1 i H R A5-79406B - EARE W 7 ’ﬂjl*?‘ “,f -7
*2 iR H R AB-T9411B - AR “Jil*f “% =7

*3 i 44 1 A -T9412B o LARE B AU e dk

f
,4r‘,
f

e 5|]5;j1_€_f&_ 5% 155
e ajwiﬂ\ifé_ 15 1 50 % (93.07.01~)
7 ’ﬂjl_i £ +* 50 5. (93.07.01~)
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o3 s g
G et
Bl 3 3 1997 #~2010 # % TURP ,¥ 3R € e #p48% » 4 1997~2001 #
B BT ok i > p 2002 AR5 PR OT ' > 2 SRR LS
MR AR A o ¥ T Bt L s e pE Y 2003 £ 4Pt 0 2002 E cHp BE T OFE & AN B
IHREPEFT RIS O F PG S - THDRFIvG FiE- HIF
T oo B g e St TURP &Y 3R & T 484> )5 & & 7% 153% - ¥ ¢
FRA T ECTF TG VP AR 4 e b RAAR A T TR 65
b A #ch 1997-2010 ERF o F E R TS EARSR > EAE XG5
18% - Fp § 8L pFsligs— & (2002 # ) B4ni(7dnfs » BRkizEREX @
SH 48 TURP o £ 8 (11,300 £ ) % 5 90 7 & $eX L% 7R~ £ g
Lord 1.8%= £ AR 0 F AR Fen A BofE s £ 3 2017 & 017,087 4
2011 &t enH & TURP & * £ d 30 87pF g 2 B0 i iR TR R iy > Tt 0 &
&g 153% A4 f 0 3 2017 EpF 0 AE 3% E #-F 8,832 X H & TURP i * >
oyt B8 TURP & % 21200 3 < e A BT K@ e @ * B4R TURP
W) o p 2002 # ¢ 100%:E 8T % T 2013 £ 1 61.4% 0 ptlciEE ARt B
2 Iwee £ oda iz h kD 2017 EpF o ¢ % H 4k TURP 0t 57 5t ¢ "8 3 51.7% -
FrE@* HiE TURP %1 R4 100 a3 & hikdpidin?d FFHE
ERTIEFIRp FAD LT VY FEEDOEGLBE A A R

Ao e ol T R EHT SRR AR R

§ b2 47 48 TURP % s fesidicp » % o4 115 877 § ¥ 48 TURP &
%rwmwzw Fo BB AnE <0 B P BRIEIER B 50 PR

TSR LY $%%§%iﬁwﬁoﬁ%%%$%“’%?ﬂ“‘aﬁ§%
23 % Frad A TURP e & 347 F R 4 -
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1

1

1

1

8,000

6,000

14,000

2,000
0,000
8,000
6,000
4,000

2,000

10,400 10,280

9,840

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

B 3~1997 #~2010 # % TURP %,¢ 4R & (& &%)

% 10~ 42 % frE @ * B 4% TURP W 5

e @ X LR Akt H4& TURP @ * 1| & * ¥ 4& TURP 't i
2002 11,300 11,300 100.0%
2003 11,616 10,400 89.5%
2004 11,941 11,760 98.5%
2005 12,274 11,180 91.1%
2006 12,617 10,400 82.4%
2007 12,970 10,180 78.5%
2008 13,333 10,280 77.1%
2009 13,705 9,980 72.8%
2010 14,088 9,840 69.8%
2011 14,482 9,689 66.9%
2012 14,887 9,541 64.1%
2013 15,303 9,395 61.4%
2014 15,731 9,251 58.8%
2015 16,171 9,109 56.3%
2016 16,622 8,970 54.0%
2017 17,087 8,832 51.7%

TR O AT HA T A b > EAE S 1.8% -
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}i 2003-2010 4 8 £ TURP i€ * 27 " 4B%idi s » & 4 £ %

-1.53% -

# 11~1997 £~2010 # ¢ 3 TURP 2 F 1“1 g » 7

B T %

%5 B 20 6.73%

% B %5 3 101 34.01%

B % %5 3 175 58.92%

Aot 1 0.34%
o2t 297

2. AMFHFIMH A LN LR RN A

BRGETHES 7 #* TURP @ Jriasriz G 17 300 7o ¥ 7 i L4

*E ST R IR AR RIE Y

R R E TR T LG AP FE § R RER
ERhz
S 2 315 (282%) 0 T L w R A Sk 2 A b

A7) & 110 Foo S E 67 7 R TR

AR 2 TS R 1 LR IR S

4 FoiBd - LH ST L d ek (¢ § R 2

ZRERR PR TR E ST YIT 2

o 1 %5 f;‘bé]

w®iooP e ite %R 9~14%

sk

LFms T il &

ARk S i N Ll i R
{83 ERES %
FE 11 2,921  69.45%
B F IR 16 1,232 29.29%
B R ¥ 4 53 1.26%
31 4,206

A HS N B S PRI

’ﬁ;‘.&ﬁﬁii%l‘% ZH (7
Farrw oz 1 ¥ o (5wt

-
vu;'L o

iﬁ“%]’%m ?‘J’n%‘&?l‘%

7B %)L G 4,206
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% 13~ 2 5!]’9@“" < AR TE RE F Y
Tk ERUE S %

AR E 11 2,060  48.98%

A F 4 801  19.04%

¢ % 5 431 10.25%

% % 5 553  13.15%

% AW 5 346 8.23%

L % 1 15 0.36%
31 4,206

e AR 2 P R A B P ow L R D E R T 7 B SR
"4 (TURP) v b F > ifid = & B p § eng 30 44w (25.16%) -
BART 7 3 FPRIVEIF 1 AR]E 14.4% » B LSCH ST SR e i

%F%iﬁ *oom H NPl 2 TUNA (..‘si;ﬁﬁi;ia%ég’%’ﬂjwif{d—i ",ﬁ%zﬁ?a Transurethral
needle ablation ) ~ TUI (ki *» B jiv » Transurethral incision ) ~ #L "z dt = 7| ’Jf]l#i ",’f

AEE S R B EES b L (drk 14) e

R i e S Rt X
RN B E TR
i 2 T 7 # 71 E ( TURP) 58.06%
BABRR 7 3 SRS F i 13.92%
£\ F gL g 24.32%
PR H R e T 0.03%
H 0.34%

F’%E ‘L%lﬁiff“j‘lﬁ?f%’f&%7i/{ﬁ'7 f}ii%"i’( u—ri;* ég,(l)
Er LS TR e R F 0 (2) R Fe AlE 5 (3) WIDPRMAR S F
< 3 400 &+ 3t 609 0 ¥ g E PE R R E 2 2 #F 4 TUR syndrome & > ¢ 2 3R:E

BEREL £

48



Gt

herid B oA s A4 (30~509) A B0 A B pesS enTdo- LA geer g oy
tht I ¢ e diche & 160 i A H B R 7 1% A7 (TURP) 99 % 60 4 4>
i 7 f-'J“,ﬁ% W F Y E 60~72 A 48 0 27 TURP #piT o

% 15~ 2w Evjasjuw L LR

i HiET 7 B e s (TURP) 60 (30~120)
Hipi * e 7 o 525 e 72 (50~120)
Hipe* e 7 o SR (i 60 (60~120)
EE R BHET 7 B ARIDE 60 (33~120)
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LIRS A B 3984 LR HTA B dR s - 0 4 £
P DL S = e %%&ﬁi;}i’f—;p ’l‘}ﬁfﬁ—?}'/r}% T 7 Hﬁw X TR AT AR L 2.
&'5 PubMed Fﬁg KL ;'JET\HW = —L#E Fﬁg .f:q‘—/ﬂ FLIV ~ /;JY 3.= [g"rr?’ﬁﬁ FHn oo
L B% HTA 48 2

B L BN 2 EREZ B Wﬁm% E P IEL 2 Cochrane

Library i = {8 7L 61% 1§ 1+ 2 A < JH0F B+ F 117 benign

prostatic hyperplasia” i 5 B 45 2 (F3F o

(1) £+

H AR S ARE R AR 2
(2 =¥

B AR PEARE R AR 2
Q) =&

BB 7| f]l*' % i (Transurethral resection in saline » TURIis) g3t 4 & 7

PR AR TRt ﬁéﬁsjgﬁg;;;@gpi P RN EADB AR SR o

2. PubMed z = %’% 2R SRR S

R B F 40F PubMed » A40F B)# & k kA RTNE KoRFERA Y -
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Yl 2 ALY 0 R TURP 2 B4R TUVP = &+ jisch=
Amir i GApke o FH 0 R TURP (75 % 2 o

B A SRR ) R TRE R o AV R B
PR R AR AR FR L ARFE R B )RS
LA AR (F oS A) PRy FH ik By AR T
AR -

G P H RS F A R I TURP e » T ke 27 4 44 8
BA S HBLI R PR AL A 1000 2T o P LA g RIT o AP ES
TS 5 B TRA & Fo & FRAERS > B AP F BT RS &
5,000 =-15,000 %2 ¥ ; @ HARI > FIE B T 5 o B b B FEE 0 A A
PR A ] e

ARAE S EITEZ MB R A ASHG > Pl R TR IR
TEZ FREY T BB ERTURP 2 5% & 5 20,795 = © F]im3n

FRBESREBR AELT T LR oMM FART N RF FREAY TR
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() &3 2 kwE 4
AFTE A DA R E AT R SRR (10T ] R TURP) -

mx @ TURP (127 8 B TURP) » & A% ki 2 Tofk ok w A %

_’L—Eﬁ]‘l = j\?‘ﬁ['ﬂ' 'l”\*fr i%;‘% -q—/kl ‘:I‘lp R ,Z‘E )

\\\?{Ir

¥ ® R R 7t B 7 7 I (National Institute for Health Research, NIHR)2008
£ 117 o 2 R PP AR [40] 0 B SRS T AL RHCE] o et i
WRAEHF 3B G- W B0 E > T A0 B g R
FHT R BRXIINRE > REIRA LR DR (outcomes) : Jg Bk %
# (remission) ~ fx % # (incontinence) » #x -3t g b » A #3K 5
AR R R RRER Y BRI ER S G A E ik
SRR RAFE R ERE G RAE xS B g R mR
A BAEP AT BF o bF - BT OREERLET > ¥ T X 2R
PR Tl AR RIEY e 35 RE ",%-‘I,-\‘_E“f ¥ (TUR syndrome) ~
w6 Bl ig g % (Urinary tract infection, UTI) ~ v 2 S F (Urinary Retention, UR) % -
BT S B 0 AT AN L AL AR R o

LM RS A EHBI P BT AR o 3k RRE D A
Fg L AR ERF SRS AR A E N A ITEHCA K 2R R
AR 0 2 ke Frm TS S g AT e A~ iR TURP £ jira 4
AR TR N 2L E R T AT A A d H 4R TURP 2 & A R| ik ik
MERgE 5 20,211 7 (7 53%EARG AL 0 M L BEL AEF AT ) o AL
FERF*T IR (2o g2 FLPH ) p 2R TS ’Eﬁiﬁﬁfﬁ’ﬁ%%’
B TURP s A 2 I R » ¢ MR ap P 385 B %
%% \i;,@igﬁ{:%ﬂg SR B 2 FRRIEF E > TiE L E X 45649 1 oo

EESPT o LR ST ARPMAL TR YRS AT
Fodbdoibet o d A Rw a2 A RETHELS TSR B E
& TURP I+ z T3oafe® #ies 5.1 % & TURP 4p 3t B 4 TURP» & > 0.79
= (R #%1027132) #E&é‘&ﬂc L4160
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# 16 ~ w7 H:I“\”W-x

LaEz W F A 4 L R 2k

4 3 i (f F) 3
1.8 & (cost)
¥ & TURP 20,211 AR e L A RE
Gamma (16,914-23,311)
g TURP 50,000 b ;‘;T;% FEIRS GRS . A

Gamma (25,211-50,000)

F 3 kA YRR B

=Y R

T 354,549 A/

2R G T

A R R i TN R

EEAE BN iR F L

2 AR R TR

%%P WA i B
SRR FR 2 ER

FRZZ‘ B

)

LB

.
PR RRTAL

ET\" 7r</?3¥~)’7]'\% #®

T ek % 1,862.3 AT
= 1,3814 &

TS B

ok #1E A #

TynE p 21,8925 A/T ¥
& p 22,8454 ~

2. B F (transition
probability)

2.1 R R

R Few AR g s g 2

ERERE B H 0.941 ki
BEREERE AL H 0.029
B ERE G RLE 0.029
EARRERY G RAHE 0.001
1% _TURP 0.02
£ i # TURP 0.25
+ % pr_TURP 0.75
i
¥ & TURP/ 4% TURP 0.0152
2.2 L Rh
S i
¥ & TURP 0.014
& TURP RR=0.22
Gamma (0.09-0.56)
Uik
¥ & TURP 0.06
#1& TURP RR=0.68
Gamma (0.47-0.98)
B4 # 0.03
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S RER 0.042
3.2 ¥
Y 0.88
SRGE 2k L e i 3 0.80
T R % 0.92
KT 0.88
4.8 @
Az de & d 65
Tiotipet # (%) AR FGTHL
¥ 4& TURP 5.1
g 4% TURP 431
I F 3%
7 H (cycle length) 3"
TR LR (analytic 10 #
horizon)

* 1 Ap ¥t A & 1 (Relative Risk, RR)

FAp R A LA Ak R A IR R R A D A o
1. = A»x? 447

217 5 B TURP &2 45 TURP 2. & A»ch 245t % c L N ZE =
Eghent Gl 2 A RA#E 0 A w2 E 4 TURP 4 20,211 = - g4& TURP &
50,000 = % #1473 > #p >t H & TURP > f£4& TURP 3 4c 0.007 & QALYS > 12
Z H4e & & 29,910 < 5 ICER & 5 4,247,550 ~/QALY ° &4 F 373 (# 3T F
% 3%) 4p #>t ¥ & TURP 4 TURP 3 4c 0.007 1 QALYsICER & % 4,165,207
QALY -

317~ H4& TURP 22 H & £ jiFs\ 2. & A * o 45

= & ig"\: = X ,
_ _ 3 H ¥ 4o 3 # ICER
(%) (%) < Bt
FHEF 0%
¥ 4& TURP 998,027 8.95452

#i& TURP 1,027,937 29,910 8.96157 0.00704 4,247,550
FEF 3%

H & TURP 874,289 7.82569

i TURP 903,612 29,323  7.83273 0.00704 4,165,207
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AR TURP ehd A7 it 3 2 et 2F7 5 VB (FACR B A 170 it
- HBRE A A PTG LR AERARERE SR04 18
BA AL ETIZRP e} BRIFL S A2 2 HBEX R
TURP = A d 50,000 =" <% 30,211 ~ - 4 F3TmM (E4FRF 5 3%) > Fix
TURP 7 ICER & 5 1,018,638 ~/QALY - H =t » # *% i< £ jir2 4244 = & ¥ 5,000
P A BER B TURP = 2 d 30,211 ~ £ "% i< 3 25211 ~ > B] ICER & £
¥ 5 223,609 ~/QALY -

% 18~ H4& TURP &7 H 4 % jw N2 A7R B A 47

=% Ao ® s Hded® ICER
(*) (*)
' S 48 TURP & 4 % 30,211 =
¥ 4& TURP 874,289 7.82569
#4& TURP 881,460 7171 7.83273 0.00704 1,018,638
' S48 TURP & 4 % 25211 =
¥ 4& TURP 874,289 7.82569
#1& TURP 875,863 1,574 7.83273  0.00704 223,609

¥ AT B 5 AR &R 4 17 (probabilistic sensitivity analysis) » #-2 =+ jir
S N R EF RS E D MA LB R A F R a7 1,000 = 2
FE TR UF RN SR TS A A SRR Ay

BRI FHAERAREI00F pF o B TURP 2 &5 & Ay duE g o

55



C\Eﬂﬁl;‘é CFERLRY
» Center for Drug Evaluation
(=) FEEFLSH

AR LT AGREHT R A RFAE S FR S AR E S
% B8 TURP £ s 0 » iE TR 7 A0 3 K enif B Bl 4 49 o

Vo ipt Al

FREFREFTHAELS TS S > *P5 2000 2 2 k2 HiETURP ¥ SEp ki 4 £
MEPBETARFRELD Piohm AV R o e REEHRG ARF EHI LHED
5'JH>j‘t’W ~ SR ik #icF A 8 & 14,000-16,000 4 2o @ - 12 15,000 A i® 5 A
H G o
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CATEZREBLEL REFEH LI AT ES S BRARE G R TURP (2

B TUVP ) » S | (FTH8 ) R R TURP 23 ik 5 -8 b £ 3 40%>

3 oL L A

% 19~ %5 F1& TURP (ZHE®ETUVP) p » 2ot £ s (b

e

. Py — AT —

% - H ¥ - & % = &

H % TURP 060% 55% 44% 33%
f TURP/

?*ﬁ 15% 20% 30% 40%
& TUVP

EA Ly 25% 25% 26% 27%

3. & EpF2 A
H & TURP 2. i i% :'13’313* ."1"735'J”1T\5‘i;'§_ 15-50 5. z_ ¥ & TURP Lo

% 20,211 ~ i¥ -5 o i TURP R ¥ 3-8 =2 & 36,398 ~3- B i iRsg & & e

4.

2y

i e

% 20 5 B4E TURP (7 B4 TUVP) 4 » & iR i 15 4p 00 R 5 90 3 &
GOIEE R o B RFR T 0 Gk L ATAR 015000 LB LY 0 iR ,;.]75 9.000
At H 4 TURP > 2,250 4 3% #4& TURP > 3,750 * &% § 84 s> H ¢ Bk
F 2L HEB TURP S e 4 3 % 4 % 20,211 < ¢hH 45 TURP i i £ )

-

>
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%20~ W7 B TURP (7 #1& TUVP) 3 » i35/ {8 hif B el

- F E E N s
(2015) (2016) | (2017) At
W 4 ke 15,000 15,000 15,000
1. R
¥
¥ & TURP 60% 60% 60%
fE1& TURP 15% 15% 15%
T A 25% 25% 25%
Vi
¥ & TURP 9,000 9,000 9,000
1 TURP 2,250 2,250 2,250
T A 3,750 3,750 3,750
EHA D " & & TURP & 5%
(F2) 18,190 18,190 18190 | 1y 0011 2an
2. }THB
T
¥ & TURP 55% 44% 33%
£ 1& TURP 20% 30% 40%
T bt e 25% 26% 27%
A ¥
¥ & TURP 8,250 6,600 4,950
f£1& TURP 3,000 4,500 6,000
Ty 3,750 3,900 4,050
"1 & & TURP & 5%
T 4 £4720211 < % g
Belag 27,593 29,718 31843 | =1 s o e 5
* 36,398 ~ 3t K
. o #1& TURP & 0.79
AT EEL | ore 1,617 2156 | = kP o HELE
argr (§7) 12 4549 ~/p 3t
Ti f’f 8,325 9,911 11,497

.

KPR RS RE A Al FRARRELN  CAFFLLANF G P IBRT R T R
BR kit R R RMECER FFERBEE  FERR 2ARERGTRL -
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5 - # - & ENER: S BBk
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1. 2 apda e & 08 A i (13,000-17,000)
2z e 3= o) ’)’1—‘
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g E4Y
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i Al ke ﬁ
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(8 ~) A H
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B 3 A B2
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(g ~)
4, 3 THFBET R 2 A #k (027~132) ¢
27 55 4 Q}—;Jc‘-}_,’v\—
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g E4
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iR FPREDF T i (B-TURVP) « & 2 2 ged — | RCT [26] - v+ ke
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