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(HZE] HM XL B &8 IR B 1 8 B 48 06 I BR R (green laser enucleation of prostate,
GreenLEP ) 52 JRIEFi# IR B V) AR (transurethral resection of the prostate, TURP ) J& 47 B 1R %) IR 485 A= A
(benign prostatic hyperplasia, BPH) JRER . J5id BB /T4 BE 2017 452 H % 2018 4 11 Hltiam
BPH [ 104 ], 735|453 WO HIFR AR ( GreenLEP 21,52 {51]) F1HL YJAR (TURP 20,52 f4]) 3697, PRIV 5
B E TR ] AR i i FARIBR 11T B AR DL AR 5 5 e o sl ] R Ji5 PR B4 ) [) A e
B[] S AH DG F8 A5 , O LA ARG LTRSS 1.6 A~ H B ET S BRAEAR P43 (TPSS) AR i (QoL) (Fe KR
T (Qmax) FHARIKE (PVR) FIFIRFE R PEDUR (PSA) (HII R IARL(PV) 55485, 858 WA BH
AR5 Qmax QoL ., PVR ,PSA PV [ TPSS FI TIEF 4§ ¥ #4458 A §if 9] % ¥ 3% (P<0. 001) , GreenLEP 41 )
Qmax[ (22.03+3.01) vs (19.08+2.62) mL/s, P<0.001 ]I IPSS #£43[ (5.35+1.67) vs (7.92+2.19),
P<0.001 ] fftF TURP 41,{HP4] QoL .PVR PSA PV E2Z R TG L. FARLE LM : GreenLEP
ZH7E PV <60 mL(#/MAFR) B A J5 e e vk i [ L T TURP 4H[ (18. 88+2.36) vs (34.33+2.90 )h,
P<0.001 ] ; GreenLEP #H ¥t Fij 4 It A 25 FH (60 mL<PV <80 mL) B A A7 H il & [ (63. 30+£4. 27) ws
(77.28%6.19 YmL,P<0.001] AJGHEEMrPERtEI[ (23.11£1.91) vs (41.56+3.15 )h,P<0.001] ARJ5
fEREEFE][ (3.07£0.61) vs (3.88+0.88)d,P<0.001 ] #{fF TUPR 41, ifii 93 4 T A 5] [ J2 i 50 i B 14
R RIS # 3 L ; GreenLEP ZH7E PV =80 mL (B i, 72T A Wil 48 45 410 T TURP 28
(P<0.001) , GreenLEP A J5—id IR 2R 2K A A= 325 T TURP 4, T GreenLEP AR J5 {IR4H MLAE P2
REREAS L V) 25 5 Ak & A 38 ROR IS fai I 2R 2 35 I T TURP 4, 2 R A Gt 2 L (P<0.05),
4518 GreenLEP 57 BPH f835 5 TURP ZURAR Y, 2980/ A v i Il AR S5 % e gk e ) A J5 432 Be s
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Comparison of therapeutic effects of green laser enucleation of the prostate and

transurethral prostate resection for treatment of benign prostatic hyperplasia
WEN Shuang, YANG Lin, LUO Jun, XIONG Bo, WANG Hongzhi, ZHANG Chengguo, WANG Yarong, ZHENG
Changjian Department of Urology, Bishan People’ s Hospital, Chongqing, 402760, China

[ Abstract | Objective To evaluate the therapeutic effect of green laser enucleation of the prostate
(GreenLEP) and transurethral resection of the prostate (TURP) for treatment of benign prostatic hyperplasia
(BPH). Methods From February, 2017 to November, 2018, 104 patients with BPH were treated with
either GreenLEP (52 cases) or TURP (52 cases) in our hospital. The operation time, intraoperative bleeding
volume, resected prostate volume, postoperative bladder irrigation time, postoperative catheter indwelling time
and hospitalization time as well as the international prostate symptom scores (IPSS) , quality of life (QoL),
maximum flow rate (Qmax) , postvoid residual urine volume ( PVR), prostate specific anticen (PSA), and

prostate volume (PV) before and at 1 month and 6 months after the operation were compared between the 2
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groups. Results The symptoms and quality of life of the patients improved significantly after the operation in
both groups. Compared with those in TURP group, the patients in GreenLEP group had better postoperative
Qmax (22.03+3.01 vs 19.08+2.62 ml/s, P<0.001) and IPSS (5.35+1.67 vs 7.92+2. 19, P<0.001)
with similar Qol., PVR, PSA, and PV. In patients with a PV no greater than 60 mL, the postoperative
bladder irrigation time was significantly shorter in GreenLEP group than in TURP group (18. 88+2. 36 vs
34.33£2.90 h, P<0.001). In patients with a PV of 60-80 mL, compared with the TURP group, the
GreenLEP group had significantly less intraoperative blood loss (63.30+4.27 vs 77.28+6. 19 mL, P<0.001)
and shorter postoperative bladder irrigation time (23. 11£1.91 vs 41.56+3. 15 h, P<0.001) and postoperative
hospital stay (3.07+0. 61 vs 3. 88+0. 88 days, P<0.001) without significant differences in the operation time
or prostatectomy volume. In patients with a PV beyond 80 ml., the assessed parameters in GreenLEP group
were all superior to those in TURP group (P<0.001). The GreenLEP group recorded a significantly higher
incidence of postoperative transient urinary incontinence but lower incidences of postoperative hyponatremia,
sexual dysfunction, electrocut syndrome and postoperative blood transfusion than TURP group (P<0.05).
Conclusion  For treatment of BPH, GreenLLEP has similar therapeutic effect to TURP, but GreenLEP is
associated with reduced intraoperative bleeding, shorter postoperative bladder irrigation time and postoperative
hospital stay and lowered incidences of postoperative complications especially in patients with a large PV.

[ Key words |

benign prostatic hyperplasia; green laser enucleation of prostate; transurethral prostate

B PR R AR, 2020,42(18) 1869

resection

Corresponding author: YANG Lin, E-mail;284835248@ qq. com

K £ 5y 4 B 3 4= ( benign prostatic hyperplasia,
BPH) 2 BRAMREH WLBHA , 7] LAG R R B BEAE IR, 1
H AL PR 2 PR HE PR B 146 R IRIE RIS AR R
YIA (transurethral resection of the prostate, TURP) /& H
BIAYY BPH A9 G Arif” , (H 32 R T O K0E 55 e 2
SRR, Ry I E B s /b o B T OE RS IR G T H
AT A2 A PR AR 2 I DG 3 1) FA e, 28 PRI T4 IR 2%
JEVRAEAR (PVP) 128 4 P S A 3 B 453 1 K& S
RRAGTIESE 2 22 R 3 Rl 1) R 4 30O ) R R ( green
laser enucleation of prostate , GreenLEP ) 1 >k — F 5 19
BPH 367 716 C N T AR, S PR3] 28 DR Tij 37 it
SO W B AR 1 TT RS A, AS O 5 AR A B
2017 42 A 2 2018 4 11 A4352%FH TURP }% GreenLEP
IRITHY BPH B SR AT R T AR 07 X7 880,
I KIGST BPH 424t 27

1 /M5

L1 &R

AR g 2017 4 2 H % 2018 4E 11 A YiiA ) BPH
B 104 1], 4202 (67.3+8.0) %, HiIHI IR A4 FHR ( prostate
volume ,PV) #(71. 1£11. 0) mL, #3& K F @ AR H MG
T AV [ A5 AW HATAS B 48 B 2 D1 23 it e
(2017-KYL-01) , g4 AbRHE: 128 BPH H 283 I R
B T ARIBIERN B E. W2k 2 B A 25
MRI K AR 12 B s B2 IR AA RO T 30 mL; RS 145

UESEAELEIRS DG b 1 AR, HL B bk a8 PR LIS 4 R 47 5 Bk
JR7H (max flow rate, Qmax) <10 mL/s; Fij#1 JgaE IR 0
4y (international prostate symptom scores, IPSS) >19 4}
w5 IR e 5 4 P JR ( prostate specific antigen, PSA )
<4 ng/mL, HEBRAR UE: O ARHTI2 W7 A 1 51 I 8
QARATE IR A2 RGP IR J] B b 2300 72
SERERN , AR IR I SN )R A S B D e bR L g
Wi RAE SR s OBEAERTSI BT A 5 @ g TR
A EOIREA )

104 1] 7L AR HI B B IR 33 401 AR5 I bR % Sk
e 22 9, F ABURRGIG ST s AHTG I i 1L 42 4] b
PRI 38 i ik Lo 15 ], T DAXTRE AL B, 5 I i 1 R
AR ML EAEHIAE 150790 mmHg A4 PR A8 B 42
H7E 10 mmol/L. 517 T ARIGYT, .0k [ & A Hi
3 H TR AN o AT 4] 55 2 56 36 1M 37 o
R4 IR 4 5 M L 2 (total prostate specific antigen,
tPSA) K, 56 35 PR Uit 3 5 27 A A IR0 5% Qmax 42
JR & ( postvoid residual urine volume, PVR) |, R Hij 5¢ i,
IPSS J2 A4 1 5t (quality of life, QoL) #¥-71, 5¢ W [ P
L IREMR] % (international index of erectile function,
HEF) W53, MR TAR I 6 & 4 P, & 52 4,
PHALRF AR R VRO IR IR B 22 R IE G T2 B L (P>
0.05,% 1), P HEFH Ruj QOmax, QoL ,PVR PSA .
PV IPSS P43 Fil TIEF P43 22 R4 JEGe 12 73
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£1 BEEAGRAR

A5 n 2 5 B AR AL/ mL
TURP 41 52 67.42+7. 16 67.13+8.75
GreenLEP 4] 52 69.85+11.78 72.38+10. 83
{8 0.184 1. 144
Py 0. 854 0.255
1.2 FRF*
1.2.1 GreenLEP 2 X Realton B4R R 5L,

VBRI R T 5 22 PGB BN F26 N B, SO R 1 B
80 W, Wi hy ST HE e B A 0. 9% Iy S AL BT S,
WO B T 0 E s B R 1 B Si s &, 4k
ey 120 W I TR U)#],40 W R T 1k 1L,
TINS5 SR T A3 kG B s i 2% DA TR
SMRHELIE, 8 1 DI b 2 g 5 A0 A i R
RIS, RS 12 SAb R ADGE B 5 7 XY T
HURR, ABE BRI 5 A 12 55 ke 1k A, 3R R A2
DRI ET I, A R k7 I 3 [R) 22, 49006 1k il
W UIRR B LU TR W 2605 4, BB IR, TS
B B Fp 2 bk o
1.2.2 TURP H  ZJRIEEABYIE, ikl
5% VR A BRI TR, TR A UM g PR A, 8 B0V 00 v A e
P 2 IR B O i T 2% 6 AL T L VDA DD B A
&, VIBR i VIBR R B2 LA 8 R SR I8 R B, MBS
RS 1 s 2 S s VIBRZEM i, BEIESR 7 2 11 i 1)
BRAT O A HORE B R [B] , re s Ak I, v k3K b s VD BR
A LUF R, BB IR, ARG DL oh s
1.3 MERIET

WELTF L s P R TR 1997 R K AR A
AHOCHE AR , LB A S il 5 T AR VIBR 1 41 B A4 AR
MLIE AL TS ] AR O IR AR S5 %
Bt P [R] | RS BA AT [ L A A BE R ) AR S A BE R
i) RS B ER ) AE . RIS 1.6 D H BV Qmax
PVR \IPSS $4) QoL ¥¥-4) IIEF ¥4 L Ko I % i &
T o
1.4 i3 TR H Ok A2 e R

N1 o2 A R ) Py vl T S0 2 NG 11 N S 1 I
H S LA AR B A A TP AS T3 o i
= I X (R AT ZE 40 M AR - AR5 20 40 A s AR /
[ ORFTLLAA e AR+ AR 5 2040 AR ) /2 ]+ AR v g i
o ATIIRARRI R 5 R 52 BB PR A BE T MY
H A 8 2 AT A R AR B (mL) = i 41 it = 4 SR R x
0.52, PEINREVEH R TIZhE I RE AT (ED ) S F0 17 5
iR Hoop DL E PREhE T [0 £5-5 (international index of
erectile function 5,1IEF-5) $E43E R ED HEFRUE, DAST
I PR PTAS A AR 301 7 SRR e A

1.5 Clavien-Dindo 4% % % & B AF/4E

Clavien-Dindo 43 2% 2 4t % H o B J5 19 2009 hR
Clavien-Dindo TR IJf & GE 73 Hbn e, Horp T ARG
UL R BN AN TT L2580 TR LN ST Y
G RAER . SRV Y B3R YT A0 46 « 1k 24 g2l R
2y FI PR 2N R T 2R S W PR Y, ARG IR T T
B . DO 1 T2y LIS 259
BT A2 AN E 5 . MBNTFET AR
PR SR T 100, 4% S 4 430 T a (AN 55 B2 4 S At JFR
BT AT RS T TdE it ) A0 I b ( 75 B e FE Rl PREE T b7
T Tkt ) | IV R g 26 A 1 I &0, B 3G K &R
GiItRE , 7 2 ICU 3RY7, V AT,
1.6 ZitF o

K SPSS 21. 0 G it A4 4T 23 B, 11 Bk
xs Fe, 21 R) 25 5 L ACR ] o A 0 B A2 0 oy 22 49
BT, K g K fE «=0. 05,

2 #R

2.1 AR AR TELR P R RS AR LI

2 PV <60 mL .60 mL<PV<80 mL A, B4l A 1
I3 A e e B ] | PR A R A ) RS A B
i) 22 A g2 L (P<0. 05,3 2) , PV =80 mL
B, P2 AR ] AR H i R R BRI BR AR
A S 5 e R ) R B N ) AR S A e B ) 2
SA G E L (P<0.01,5£2)

2.2 TURP #15 GreenLEP ZE R & & K5 1.6 A~ A 57
2k

PR AR HET ARG 14 H Qmax 22 7 G012 5
X(P>0.05) , RJ5 6 A H, W4l Qmax 22 557 Giil 2
X (P<0.05), MZH Qmax BRI A AR <ARG 14>
H<RJE 6 A~ H, BB ) lh i 22 R A g% &
Y (P<0.05,%3) .

P RIARHET ARG 1.6 1~ PVR 2 7B L5 11
X (P>0.05), TURP A RHj PVR B#FHKFAR)G 1,
6 1~H (P<0.05) , K5 1 MHY5 6 4MHERISIH
B Y (P>0.05),GreenLEP 2 PVR I N ARFI>AR)G
6 MH>AKIG 1AH B E] &S e 22 5 A g h2F
=Y (P<0.05,33) .

BIZH AR ARG 1A IPSS P14y 2 S 04 i
B (P>0.05) , Rjg 6 MHMAZERA G #EXL
(P<0.05), TURP 4 AR IPSS W BE B TAIE 1.
6 NH (P<0.05) , R 1 MHY5 6 MHESISI
2 X (P>0.05),GreenLEP #H IPSS T¥43 3% 8l 1 A Hif >
RIG 1TAHSRIG 6 A H  BIFTI o5 8] 22 53596 e it
N (P<0.05,3%3) .
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%2 TURP A7 GreenLEP AR ERIFIRERBZ AP R ARBEHEXIEIRIEE (xs)

PV 15 \ jF?kET AR AR5 4 ﬂ?)ﬁﬂ%ﬂi’t‘{#ﬂ JIRE 7!:)%1{[&%
[a]/min 1fil 5/ mL B AL/ mL PEITE]/h EIE/d A Al d

<60 TURP 4 12 51.42+3.87 55.08x4. 34 18.75+1. 48 34.33+2.90 2.67£1.15 3.60+0. 92
GreenLEP 4] 8 52.25+4.74 49. 88+3. 87* 17.75+1. 58 18.88+2.36" 1.38+0. 52" 2.70+0. 34"

>60~<80 TURP 4] 25 77.84%6.33 77.28+6. 19 31.6422. 64 41.56%3. 15 2.32£1.07 3. 88=0. 88
GreenLEP 4] 27 75.19+6.27 63.30+4.27" 31.96+2. 82 23.11+1.91" 1.67+0.62° 2.70+0. 34"

=380 TURP 41 15 103.00+9.36 126. 80+8. 47 42.60+2. 61 44.80+3.75 3.73£1. 16 4.79x1.01
GreenLEP 41 17 81.12+6. 43" 90. 18+7. 56" 51.35+4.92" 26.06+2. 01" 1.88+0.70" 3.43+0. 68"

a:P<0.05,b:P<0.01, 5 TURP 41tz

®3 WMABEARWMERE 1.6 MRATHLE (n=52, x45)

aFR TURP 4 GreenLEP 21 F{H P{H
Qmax/mL + s~
i) 7.10x1. 64 6.96+2.07 0. 148 0.702

ARiE14H 18.64+2.36*  19.01x2.43*  0.617  0.434
ARG 6 4H 19.08+2.62°  22.03+£3.01" 28.264  <0.001
PVR/mL

p N 57.44+9.89  57.90+9.80 0.057  0.812
ARiE 14H 16.10+3.86*  15.69+3.33*  0.326  0.569
ARG 6 4HA 17.31+2.86*  16.38+2.90*  2.667  0.106
IPSS $E43

AH 27.44%3.86  27.25%3.19 0.077  0.783

 NEREOE 8.79+2.32°  8.48+2.40°  0.442  0.508
AR 614 7.92+2.19°  5.35+1.67" 45.451 <0.001
QoL ¥4

PNl 4.92+1.40 5.10+1.27 0.436  0.511
ENEREE 1.37=0. 63" 1.23+0.47° 1.536  0.218
ARG 611 1.35+0. 62° 1.25+0.44*  0.831 0.364
tPSA/ng - mL™!

AR 2.930.53 2.7820. 69 1.545  0.217
ARG 64 H 1.3520.29 1.27+0.28 2,276  0.135
IIEF-5 $£4)

PNl 11.40£1.97  12.02+2.82 1.659  0.201
VNERN: 7.29+2. 80 7.17£2.20 0.054  0.816

a:P<0.05, 5 RaT b4 ;b: P<0.05, 5 R g 1 A A rbik

P BIARHT ARG 1.RJG 6 1~ H QoL P53 22 571
TGt L (P>0.05) . WZARHET QoL 4334 i 2%
KRFARE 1.6 H (P<0.05) , K5 1 MHE5ARE 64
H 2R IG¢ R L (P>0.05,%3)

P[RR T RS 6 4~ H tPSA TIEF 14322 74
TG L (P>0.05) . WiZH AR tPSA IIEF $}4)
HREGTARE61H (P<0.05,5%3),

2.3 ﬁ]éﬂ%#f‘ﬁ"ﬁfiig‘-tbii

i Clavien-Dindo 432 F 48 % AR J5 [ 34 I & 4E
AT T Gt I P R EEIFKAE Clavien-Dindo
LRIt RIER R ERNHAZ T LG I FE L, H
TURP 2R 5K EN I AE A& 4 %6 8 2 5 F GreenLEP 4

(P<0.05), Clavien-Dindo 1 %% 3 % i 24 %k H: %
GreenLEP 41 5. %It F TURP 4 (P<0.01),TURP 41
PEIRERE AT AR S5 i ) & Az 22 W] 5 & T GreenLEP
4] (P<0.05), Clavien-Dindo Il 2% If: % $i 34 & A 2
2 RIS 2 5 X (P>0.05) ,{H GreenLEP 4] —3t
PEPRRER A 2 = T TURP 41 (P<0.05),
Dindo VI Ak (HLPIZEAAE) KA TURP 4 8 %
T GreenLEP 41 (P>0.05,5%4) ,

Clavien-

%4 T4HEAE Clavien-Dindo HFBHERGEHEES EBR
Clavien-Dindo 43%%

TURP 41 GreenLEP 2 x> {f P i

I % 13 10 0.629  0.405
Jp IR YL 1 K 2 1. 000
AJG Kt 3 1. 000
% e 2 2 5 0.128  0.720
P4 I A 5 0 0.025

% 20 6 11.159  0.001
SRR R 3 2 0. 674
Wb R B R 2 1 0.613
oAb R 2 1 1. 000
L IR=pig 5 0 0.025
PRI e i 8 2 0. 048

M4 10 12 0.140  0.708

Ma % 9 12 0.400  0.527
FEEIMKT A ESIK 2 0 0.237
AL HHESIK 1 1 1. 000
PRIEBAETATIREY KA 5 3 0.482
— PR IR A 1 8 0.031

b % 1 0 0. 490
BT IS bR 1 0 0. 490

3 6 0 0.012
Y ZR A AE 6 0 0.012

3 ifig

HZ it A SR A T R e L B G, BE
HIS R A= 0 1) B SR e e 4 2 S BUB Ik b A
FH, Xt 2 5 8F IR 8% GE R (lower urinary tract
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symptoms , LUTS) i) 3 22 Jgi X, 25993697 3 5 2 Hii 9]
PR A s LI ) — IR T T R, SR T B A e 1 i
J& RO E AR A ER AT TR,

ZPRIART S VIR (TURP ) J& BPH & NIRYT
(R, 22 A RS 3] TIESE ™, BT 2
BIT R AT RE AE A O LUTS bREIR T ik
SR, TURP VR — R AME TR, HAFE R Z 8,
TR G IR 6%, BRI IE RIE R AR 2
R 1% , JE I T H 81 B AR B R 1) v i S8l
IEA Z Rl 1 B, LR 0 O R & A M
SN B A T A T ™ O L 2R B A A X
K1 1 5B 1 L i A B T R o B A
SXIBW B AL, BB RT RE 2 PR A 5 22 1140 ik i
PRI, R LG B A R0 S 2 4 i o 5 JOE o 10 58 L i A
PRAME: B A5 AN T M P 170

1998 4 MALEK 2 34 vk 32 18 v B KTP-YAG
(532 mm,60 W) 547 BPH BUS i EACR . £ X
CIERBIE I DL KOG ER B AN W elcidE |, i i 91 R
HEVRTT SR EOC MR TT R 1 AT ) 80 W-KTP | Bi7E
1) 180 W-KTP , & O£ PE I 51 IR VAL AR (PVP) 1y
o7 FH L AR 9, A S o R i i A s e
PLEERYY ONERE SR E ARG E S G Sk EE, 1K
B AV R B A5 2 90 SR SNBHEE DR A T 4R
A HE PVP X RARFRAT S R (R FE>80 g) J7 8L
25 BT AR, R G B = AL bR AR, F 5 1 51 i g
BETRERZ Y o BEE BOE A B R AT R 1 )i
BORM | 28 RGE T 9 BB A T 86 I T 206 T
ARIFBUAT T BRI 8, ik 7 PVP PR
FETERIFR AN AL o

B 532 mm ERBOERA B IFR AL HI AR
J1, WM LT EE I RE A e PR R . 15 AR B A R R A4
2R 1 A D S T 4 R R A D, SR I
RETETERTS R AR AL ZUrh T o AR v b T BB R A b
SR AR, S UL R B, 2RO A B R, akiot
REZEI% 0.8 mm WYHTFIIRALL, FiE)Z T H 1~2 mm
Y BEE 2 R T K06 0. 4 mm B 28 3% 2 .0. 8 mm
() BRE [ J2 FNEE O 0. 2 mm 12835 )2 0. 4 mm {5 &
2, SO T AR FIRCR AR M BOR S 2 T — &
PRI , DT ZRAS T 2 1) = AR R 1 () B A s il 17
AR HETS BRI AE L, PRIGE T TF AR (T W, ASHE
FEH GreenLEP 7ERTH BRAKR T K20 (=80 mL) FA
B B D T VIBR A T BRAABAZN K F TURP 41, 45
HA 2557 AN PaTSIBR AR FR AL (<80 mL) fy

FARMBF R ZYIBR AT IR B A I B 22 5, X2 ]
RS PR Ry JGE A7 AR, i 8 R S e A B A T A
J7 2ATS SR S VT A D) 53k 17 270 B , 340 85 )i 2R FH 41 2 03
o PR BAE BRI Z %t TURP i 5, 80K
PRBURTH R R 0 22 (VBB 1k i st R . AS B
FERMEE 5 24 G AT IR AR R KA (>60 mL) |, B4
R AR I RS B nhe s ] AR 5 A e R T
WG 24225, GreenLEP # TURP 204 {i %, X7l
RE-5 IO B8 A 45 TRl AR A i ot DA B X ot i B
PR VR A 11 LA O

A IS HRAB AT 28 bR Al 91 i LU0 AR B 8 A Y i
B B MR VAU 1T 3% S TR e g, I JHL R o R R 8 A A
B R, B B B R R 4L 20 25 B 25 B ) 4k 2 48 A O T
WCFE LUTS SR 1 & A4, 5 AF NI E R FRIR B AR R
B ARBFFE X TURP 4145 GreenLEP 2147 6 4
A BBV, &R BR ARG 1A H EWPENF8 45
PSS F1 QOL $¥437E TURP 4155 GreenLEP 4 [a] 2% §- 7
Gt Em X, HIERE 6 A H £ WIE M 5 b5
GreenLEP 2 IPSS $£40) T TURP 4 ; 43 #7 IPSS $E43
TG WE RN AE PSS 4355 2 A4S 5 T, GreenLEP
HAEARJG 1A H B B R, % W5 FR Qmax 1
BT HRTE, 2R HAA SRR X T TURP 200 % A B
BAME, RIATEARIG 1~6 4 H , G BOEwIBR AR 41
BRI S AR S o X AT BB S SR IBR Y
RUZ R AR K, BRI B B b ie , J&] 41 23461 1908
N, PRIEAE S JE SR T ARG 56, (HAR SE L o] BE Ty 22
PE— 2 BT SEIE B, MISRAT 251 4 3# 120 {5 BPH
BN PVP Al GreenLEP 3657 , fEAR 5 2~6 4~
H B HERIG PR RS0, S AT I 45 AR L.
ARG UEF PFor 3R AT 22 T b, ol B 5 i Ah AR
J7 2CHB A o RE A A D) 31, FABEAE AR o R T 3 G 1
95 3 S T 0 A A 28 R Jg 0 ML A DA R I B R T
UBE PRI T 0o 25 R 08 JE AR 5 , TR S5 0 BRI 2R i
JEFHPERIRS W T 8 FEOR S5 M RE AT . PILLEE
HAMEMIEH 1545 : PYR PV PSA 4R i & 24
3. TURP 4 5 GreenLEP ZTEARJG 1.6 4~ H iy
PVR QoL PSA IIEF-5 $§¥5 I 22 57 G 2¢ 58 Lo 45
@R GreenLEP 7£ A J5 i ] 19 F A 5 R A T TURP
U, ARSI WEAT 5165 TURP M BITATF AR

TURP J&:38 1o /8 491 HRL 370 ol 20 20 % AR B 1T 7P K
17 25 236 T7 8L, EAE I R B A R B g 0 T
TURP A 1 i PRI , A i R 45 8, B VD25 B AE &
A SRR HR A A SR PR A S I R A
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