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AA) BEEE BISIGET ]S B AR 0R folat Kol eigo] Yotk

P4 FHAHET SEHOIAE o83t WPA FHEES v 7= NRS 2710190t 4
e 12702 Aol SR W 9.55%, iR Bt 2.938 0.2 SANAS] H3= SRl f
FET FAHp<0.001). 4F9] A2 1271E Aol WEA BB HE(EH 0.578)0] SEH oA
£ o83t HEA FHEE(E 2.257) Hot o =0tHP<0.001). 11842 12719 Aol A9
A FHYHE(BH 15m/s)°] SEHCIAE o83t WA FHEE(BH 24m/9) BTt B FUTHp
(0.001). AFA 882 SALT 27t RS Zol7t giglar, HEA Solghde 12719 A1-
o APA FHHHE(4.32ml)o] EFHoIXE o835 AFA FFEE2mDETH B =34tHp<0.00
D). 7HeElE T G3H4 5 7HE ARS7IZHY)S & & PABY B 4.7317.03Y, HoLEPE ¥
T 1.36+1.39Y #HAY510] PAET K.t} HoLEPwoll A R-oloHA] o &2 717 AR&-3F tHp<0.001).
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Fdele RS DAl A SHAd e bdskaL, SRk AJH B Al
& 7 e 7IeR BRI WA e ARE YokAl @AW nHel Akt
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o] & FAIA & Ale] A2 ALdE & vk 2ol

20243 A3 2771 A8 7H1h2](2024.1.12. )04 299943 AE Aol 275t d=rl&
AF7HArE BRI A42A110F0] A A sHAEE"0) tisl] tha 2ol Aelst .

oJzrleA IRt B er s Bgel 24 1 1 9 WAYE S8 FREoR val

e o, T BRI AR HS SAE B2 R AR mY e vieed-sad] A=
T/ ayt gle vl AR 4 e AR R AEAd FUNHeY AR 2R du e
= Aot
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Prostatic arterial embolization, Benign prostatic hyperplasia, Lower urinary tract

symptoms
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1. GIoHHZ

APA FHAAEL AP AutE S|4 A4 07 Sof7k= E3to] HAIS F1510] - do}
SR 2 ZAIS A AISH= AlEo|th. B 7142 20164 A9 57 1S 7 EARAIE 1A A12016-2052,
2016.10.31.)5 %2 £ 20199 AT & SAEAEAR 124] A2019-80%, 2019.5.1.)= ULt
A19)7 714 87HE =93t 3 thksl A Q)5 7]&o] EAoks @AM AEgo] FE] A 7t
Z7]12 1Esto] i RyUEgo s WEEQ T, 20229 Al 113} 957|140 H7H19935](2022.11.12.)9]
A o= 7]eA g7t oz A=t

2 grlol|l A= PR hS SRl A AP FHAHE 5 73
Lol o B34 bAg, Aabg Sl thet 2sHe A ARgolal 2lw7]&9
9] &AL viAskaLA} gt
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ol Sfolof(wire)E AAIAIZIT.
@ U EHOR et g SN 5= A= v HEERS Al Qdotar HiAld A9
@ AHAAS IR BUEE TRl = HAA(polyvinyl alcohol, microsphere 58 Fsto] A9
Aog So7ke s Tt
@ v A B 2L Ao w Al

m
Cl
o
S
o,
ol

i)

23 1.1 RS0 MM SUMTE

EX: Modi &. 2022

P

2
o oJ27]4} ste] AFREIIA0] S2E ERYS BTPIASAAZ Fuf AIoFA st
o TheI 2L, B 113} 22 AEL BF5t] 130001742 Aol Sl ek

e IS
SEERUESYRY)  FHUMNMEXEHEIN(Embolization implant inserter, intervascular)
e A17250.01
A Z=H Ae=Hos SM Lo SN JMS EXIoiHL E@FE RiEHoh=0 AL

ESYED) ES67MsS HEH gy ALH
1 M5 23-1125  KIPZA KIZ100 2| 224 @Rl
2 £5{22-345  Caterpillar CTP027015U2] 274 HIECR IXT2 [
3 235{19-945  EmboCube EC25252| 574 HR/EHCRIT20[E)
4 £5{19-215  DC Bead LUMI RO2D001 HAEARRIEEFEPIE)
b | YUUMTEZIE  £5{17-2875  Onyx LES 106-7200-0609131  HIEERETZKS)
| EEN ~ _ ™ i

6 (Eribolization +oll7-164= I)aclte:lttderESnjs?[leurrr? "l oo oeele NEER=R201)

implant _
7 | inserter, 45/16-5275 \S/sgfesrﬁa' Closure o q0101124 HEE2LER0(R)

intervascular) Cardiatis Peripheral
8 £35]16-3565  Multilayer Flow CPVIS0B302 10671 ()ELMCR

Modulator
zi1p1a1= CONCERTO™. I T T ———

9 61445 o o Cailang D, W2 A Teix2512  HEERLD P

23] A EOIOFESHAA 95]7] QAR - 47|42 ol27]7]
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olgk

1.3 7ty A=7ls2 =mUie 2 &

1.3.1 = HSSK| sig
YA - ES A7 H AR 7MY 8 FFodE50] A-664(M1660), 850 80%= A=
o] QJtt. vH]-&-2 9J¥F 1,356,552%, B¥F 1,173,911%0121E‘r.
I 1.3 21228 oY 20-HI20] HIE =22 S g
2Rt ac == U718 (A, #)
M7t £t} £t
Ha () (He)
2% Y 20 S5 U7 ERES 2 AEXE
HOE MR L &2 S
H1E M| Y =2
[
YN SHAXS Prostate Arterial Embolization
X-664-1 M1660 T TMEI0 KH O AN S0 A 7|E WE 1472912 1366562 1173911
20| M2 LA F0 HE MEZH 80%
EX: SN
T 1.4 ZHZESMANLIR TASS M|
HISSWMS | X-664-1 | HSEDIZE | M1660 ERLEERES
22 H HHEX|E DA ®(2019.04.26.) Hgolx} 2019-05-01
siQE(shE) | MEM sUMEs MEF0FEE | 80%
= . L GHIRR3E
SHO|H(HZR) | Prostate Arterial Embolization B ot
QTR B
o= MM X2
e M2
M| S A & 285 XI=E HotK| Y= 8t
SAEE | Feo= S0 gl HANE 20
E7(-| 7OI-E0MIAFH7|-
1.3.2 32| B U HSKY sigt
ol= CPT =004 s Q27 |edt ¥eE A =rle™dS Se 4 AL, Y29 A= H3o|A

SRAS[A] RFRAT.



H1.50= 28 2 el S &g

=& Ic e

Transcatheter therapy, embolization, any method. Radiological supervision and
interpretation

AYH SUNAS] T S A L T o271 ol S AL elsteint. 20224 71E A
o1 IS
AR

H165 A8 2 X23Y

HAEE 2019 2020 2021 2022

Ext=(%) 68 261 398 380
SAEE(E) 99 390 595 562

- da5dd 21 36 47 NR

- SeEd 20 23 43 NR

- 8¥s - - 47 NR

- o= 59 331 459 NR

TS SH(HE) 133,953 556,728 865,128 838,190

e E EEE O EAR
NR, not reported

1.5 28 &4

1.5.1 MEUHIS

AFA|dis2 A8 S B 7t S7¥e A ™A H
(Benign prostatic enlargement)S @olH, HeEshz 0 & A A 7HAo|u ATl A|E0] SAAHO R
AekstA el thPa B Aek3H, 2010). A= 9| Ql= AH AN S 24 715 H7g =
UA] kot Urky o & 504 o] FY 02 FAIHHAZ I8 (International Prostate Symptom
Score, IPSS)7}7 oV, MR ] 7]+= 25g oV & ] 55HE7} 15ml/sec oJ5H] 242 HF
TS o Ak WE 5= okl of AR 2L Qlek(Hlehe 7| 2et3]H, 2008).

APA Bty o] Q12 Tets] Uw7l Hi= QIAIRE, 2220 HatE QIR AJu| A28} 7| A 2o] F4]
T= N EAPE O] Fo] Ml29] S22 Zohs 2 0= . AP ARHSO= Qlsto] HgE—141M4
o] W5 o] & Qlsto] Mk, 8554, BRG] Zhe 7t 59 vl S48 ZotA Eok. B3 AH AR S
g BE FAA w0 W] &8 E A7 A R Q] I8 A1E 27100 AFSte] 7154
g 84 SolA BoEHA ¥k, 3484 59 S/ Yotz P A. 2015).
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AP S T 7Hg & IR S A% 571 Y 2 2480] glon, feuRlolAE el Q15
71 Z7vetol wet AP AN S FA HA F71she AR, 2018 WHS =5 w2 7470@‘34
711} 2 201285 E] 2016E71A] 567 A A 8|2 BhAY SIR= 1,942, 466802 AAE ) o

H2 A 400, 50th, 60tH, 70tH, 804 oldoll Al 22t 8.9%, 16.8%, 25.0%, 26.7%, 30. 4%%
Aol 7l weh gEo] S71ok= RS UE AL 1AL, 40t FE 60t7HA] AP AdH[eh5-2] T4
E0| FEsH S7IetAcHarElst 5, 2018).

B0z eldolel /A A ol whEw 20214 71 EA1 9F 1358, 84gF0fH| 1 AL 2F 2909
Ho= YERaL, 2017978 202197H4] ket @ FgFofuE FHo| Al F71sl= FAlolth

OH

H 1.7 TEUHUS Xt H QAZ0H|IE Y

=

O

1= 20174 20184 20194 20204 20214
Xt =(Y) 1,191,595 1,270,604 1,318,549 1,304,329 1,354,026

QOoFR0{H|2=oH(XMY) 172,214,336 195,901,349 226,543,687 268,428,058 290,587,293
24 B0 o]E) AgA AF

Fﬂ“‘ﬁ@ﬂ]ﬂi& ili‘ﬂ“ﬁi)_% ﬁ J mo%"ﬂ —XHEl 1% —‘;— @ A Q% AEE 2RI AL

ZoIAE ol 83t HHA BHEE, olXF

IUF7PEE (", &)

ER#s ICc =5 o7tz Bt =2
Hr ) (32

H25 P 20 =5 - HU7 XIS 2 ANEXIE
MO XMX| Y =8 S

H1E MR 2 52

[H)=7]]

UNYN QEABIE Al= Temporary Urethral
Stent Insertion

A+-366-1 R3666 = TEI0] R U AL S0 25 T)E 1,946.96 179,315 155,173
HH20| 2 Y50 M8 MHE0 80%
[HAAMAL7]]

A+-395 R3950 HMEMHES Prostatectomy 1311412 1,207,810 1,045,195
13‘*" 2YQH Prostate Hyperthermia

X397 R3516 Z AR71719) £F U N&340| E256t1 X2 2H17.A 231,900 200,630

7|12+ 12|28t AEEettt




NEC M SOHALTS

U7 rEE (8, &)

BEEHS Ic =5 =1t MoN| It It
He (g (H8)
HAoEXN MEM MA= Transurethral Resection
of Prostate
A-397-1 R3975 = X7|HOA RUS ‘O 20| 22 U 20§ 8,795.45 810,061 700,997
é@ SUH"0| 2Jot0 AFSICT,
ZMEIN MM 7|5k Photoselective
A+=397-2 R3976  Vaporization of the Prostate 6,647.03 612,191 529,768
Z ABA| 225! Laser Fibere EE ARSI}
no £F 4l0|NE 0|88 &AM F™HE= Holmium
A=397-3  R3977 Laser Enucleation of the Prostate(HoLEP) 165681 1,073,592 929,048
ML &P Hlg0 55
[H]z7]]
(’S;ﬁ I§)
o 5z ~mgao: 2,138,7232
AlS] AZXNIE 0|26 M2IA] 4= LU R ERPA% , =
A5 RIS (o S Ceng e Impltablo Dovee  ~ 02 1:500,0008
ift using o i  Al2rar
=0 1,593,0208~1,229,109¢
12N 1,446,0008~1,210,000¥

A=A = wet Gl 7E s
41 20239 AFEAHAE 7ML 8 FF v

1.6.1 HEM H[LHS

7HE A A AZEE(Open prostatectomy, OP)> O}E—,— Fe=glere Aty A
9.0 29 A2 slolg] §J)r;<
2004). Y47|7te] 24
oJrHZES:
2:0] S = S0] 36%, AFLE 1.4%E Zﬂ‘?}ﬁiiEKKour 1995) 474 ol=go
RO FLolli= A A1) 80-100g o0& - AA B o e dAlE == AASH | 2Letet A9
S A9, 8= F2o & IS Ao | ekt joflet A3k 0 &2 APt

o B okl S3aHE AL LA
2% 7V 359 A 2ok e,

3 2= 105, BA19) 0] AR 5] )

Sletat e 5

% A8 o

=

e

oB2- 20214 7| SRR 86,

SAET 1143], Ama9

H1.970= MEM HE2(0P) & M8H L XZ2H
MAHAE 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
EOVES () 133 184 250 102 86
EA22KE)) 135 187 257 134 114
S H(F) 62,907 108,102 158,755 125,579 97,257

ZA: waolzudol B gAY



1.6.2 39X MEM HilE

A=A APA AA&(Transurethral resection of the prostate, TURP)2 &4 A =52 HEA R
o = A2 ot ghom, IPSS7F Bt oF 70% ol A F = AFFA oAt oF 20%2] SEAo]A]

£, 7153800, 84T, 34 AUEFESTH 22 T35 8L 4= AtHMebust et al., 1989).
e e AP A0 T ARSF L AagdHS 2021 7|5 SR 2 53179 v, SAREF ek 73
3], XE5Y oF 499] Ho|iTt.

H1.10 29X M HHE(TURP) 3 A8 & Taa Y

MAEE 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
EIXp(H) 6,657 7,156 6,991 6,198 5,701
ZAIE22KH3)) 7,070 7,698 8,040 7,749 7,135
=g H(HY) 4,134,299 4,763,779 5,171,024 5,317,664 4,986,052

2A: molwugo|8 A TA~E

1.6.3 £& H0INE 0|t HEM BHE=

TURPS] ETJLQ‘Q F|Agto 7 WA 78 AP AEE0] sIRR =54 7 Aol Blsstes A
5 $EHo| &5 Hlo|AE o] &3 AP Al 3F&E<%(Holmium laser enucleation of prostate, HoLEP)
ol H7HA| = 7 98] A== &olchBach et al., 2012; Elzayat et al., 2006; Kuntz et al,
2006; Naspro et al., 2009). SFA|9F HoLEP E3H 23 8.2 A3 E E gstal HEVIE S| 7H]
2 Al7to] A Q BT ThEE SEAfof| A =4 Rt 2 ZHkE QAP BT 4= QLo HAE A7)
5ol Fdigt I FA] L= A-o] dcHKluivers et al., 2008; Myles et al., 1999).

i

5 Fo]4E o] 8 WHH BHZ2| F A8F L ARTIL 20214 715 FA OF 47 99
548 oF 574 5] 3], Ar3Y o 579 Yolglet.

’

H1.11 22 208 HRN FXEL 5 A8Y Y K23

A E 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Ext~(F) 3,805 4,075 4,578 4,644 4,983
EAL22K(E]) 3,848 4,207 5,042 5,123 5,571
TI2FH(HH) 2,346,868 3,150,936 4,221,697 5,227, 444 5,749,906

ZA: waolzugol B gAY

1.6.4 HMEM 2EQH
84 24 3 ¥ (Prostate Hyperthermia)2 A A0 EL 7Foto] 221 -Gl A7 |= HPHol T},

oo ARSI ARz, AHAA9) A9 g HiMe g AHAARH SRes55)

i



of g3t} APA 2F HO WS 22 d Q H(Transurethral microwave thermotherapy,

TUMT), 3= A &(Transurethral needle ablation, TUNA)&©| ITHHgHl Aol @ AF5ts
2021; @A, 2015).

AYA LG QM| F A8 E ARFANL 20219 71 T% oF 1%, S48 o 170 3], A=5

H1.12 MEM 290H = AlgE 2 X2
MHAMEAE 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
EVES ) 1,433 1,419 1,205 1,025 1,084
EVE=ET 1,478 1,469 1,234 1,056 1,115
HE2SHEFE ) 385,492 383,160 320,446 270,495 290,247

24 BA0 R go]E ARG LT

1.6.5 ZMEX MEM J|sk=
TAEA APA 7|82 19909 )] THlof| 60w potassiumtitanyl-phosphate (KTP) laserS o]-&3t
A AE0] 270 & 20000 80w KTPE o]-83F B A dA|&o] Qs a3H&Ql 7je=2 A7

it F Ha1E0)4 80w KTP lasers -85t FA & A 7|51 (Photoselective Vaporizatio
n of the Prostate, PVP)2 TURPO]| H]s=$E 8715 Holu TS Zttal B 15 tHEES| 5 2007).

BAHA AP 7151e9] B AR L AEa2 20219 715 B4 1617, SAREEF 1813, XEw Y

oF 19} Yol gict.

H1.

»
ok

PMEHE RMEIM 7|3k £ AR 2 XIZ 2o

AMARAE 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
EIRp () 622 580 13 232 161
EIVETTE) 646 589 474 295 181
ISZH(HY) 309,278 322,787 244,896 145,787 100,411

R CETE R T AP

AlO|

1.6.6 YAH QEAHIA MAUS

1>

AAA Q =AHIE 4R1&(Temporary urethral stent implantation)= A A1 v 2 Q1
AL 2 v o] SRS O 2 HARGH O R 8 AHIEES 304 o= ©7] AUt
i EE-S 7HsoHE S o= 71&0]th YATA Q= ARE 4140 & AR 9 B2 2021 7]
SR 119, SARET 153], AggH oF 2407 Yo g Yehgt)



H1.14 LAH 9 ARE Mols F MEE H Tea

MAEE 2018 2019 2020 2021

BIXp(H) 9 12 21 1
ZA[22K3]) 9 12 26 15
ISZHHE) 1,678 2,304 5,346 2,413

B R EEEEE DA

Z&(Prostatic Urethral Lift, PUL}2 @7 £-5152] H|Fo| 2 AR5
A} 504 ool AP A -820] 100cc BT SAFE T/ 2 H]t5]
ZARE olgsto] PTA 0 E RolEoEN 85 Y 3= HS X msiTe
Algo | =R E A, 2015). PULS F4 2541 A S A 5EMH, ﬂﬂioﬂ/ﬂ SR
E T T AP 5= AL Aol EbA= e T BT ARlo] BasHA] gfor, e 5 4715 Aot

B ER] g=th= Ao] It Larcher et al., 2013).

PULZ HIFO] 2 AREE|o] FEIet ARG 1fels}r] of2f gl oy A7 E A ARG 7S] Hlgol X =H]17g
B Ao =2 A= 7] Haa S 2,231,203, 372 1,500,000 0.2 ERIFEHAFE
ArPE7HY). 95713 FEET) A AFEEEY 1,217,3749, Y 1,605,2389, HY
2,640,0009, 9191 2,962,069¥ 0= BRI, A5 == Bota oF 1208 A~1605t ¥, S7HH
oF 1173 ¥~1407F Yol qich.

—|—‘ iy

2
)
o
r>~
{4 }.‘N
)
o
S
>
of
ﬂlﬂ,

H 1.15 O[AY ZEAS 018 B 2= U A=/ 52 =Y

&4 Yd2A(2) SU3AU(3)
| 2,231,203 1,500,000
CECERT 1,217,374 1,200,000
SeEd 1,605,238 1,400,000
HH 2,640,000 2,500,000
oA 2,962,069 2,040,000

A AZEAAAE 7 v Fo =] HR

e

1.7

2

o|27|=87t H HETRX|

o

1.7.1 4 2=7|=8ot

2016 91571715 T % U SN2 /I Wit I ol 24
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Sl SARPAL H Aol A



S BANA SHERRFAE Ak B2 0= b W aibdo] Al AlEE Bkt

Mo27IEEI g

CHa=tXt  MMB|S 2tht

ElAls  HEM SHMNs
- AR MEMERH|I=(TransUrethral Resection of the Prostate, TURP)
- AR MEMEIN=(TransUrethral Incision of the Prostate, TUIP)

HmAlE - 32E3x=HII2X|E(TransUrethral Microwave Therapy, TUMT)

- JH= MM H=(Open Prostatectomy, OP)
- YO|ME 0| &%t MEMEHE

[

= £ 20
o
Mejes - E"“OIHH"*HI OJARAIE] 2T, HISAIQIHIMH| T QIAE 11, Sa(017 17
- M7IS HOIS QUsHs BAIEC HTEX| QLT AlZISt HAR 02 gm0l 53i0] 12| 21
OFMM I GOl MMSXX|Z AREUCH 19 S U HEE A= Z0[3 4520|9008 £ Jj&
S ot 974l
QOSSN K|, ZMEN AL, MM 85 MM S0[39S SAH20| HZ2E0} § WYyC
&M Z Lt A2 HE(E EABEAIE) HlIA| 2 SR A0IA AR 2Dt UREOR BE)
002 = 7|20 ENS T2l 422 HotK| o= BIXIO|Z| MEA| Q28 210|2fT MLt}
o | T2 SUMTES NENHSEA & »&H ARE 2O ol SNE (HOR ReRsaS
OB st st AjS2 OFN 9 SO AT QI TR BIISHZHO| 4% D)

9=+9] National Institute for Health and Care Excellence (NICE, 2018)°f|41+= “Prostate artery
embolisation for lower urinary tract symptoms caused by benign prostatic hyperplasia”®ll
gt A=A LS B tHPowell | et al., 2018).

APA sHAHAES 1719 AAR 2, 2709 T2+ H| 2 /A @ (Randomized clinical
trial, RCT), 1709 BIF2FQI 25 Bl /AT, 2709 SRl G, 3719] Fa] Bl W F=iof| A Al8gt
Amg dAR F7keldoh. 23 A= 419 4, A4 A94 34 d=(International Prostate
Symptom Score), 8 G584 AHE, QPAG A H= TS F919 Froet 4G, 8, A9 24(E
1w 9 WD) A BE B2, Q4 AR, Als S Brlelsl EeE AeE Aue
479) 2 o)A Wigsteint,

I AT A AEG Alg & guo] TAEC] £9a, G YL AUt At A St
d == AP fleliAe A 8,

Xiang 5(2021)2 AHAH S SEApol A M A S HE0] DA H % FAE(TURP) HlsH
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FalAo) 1 QAR of] gt Al A E3 1wt wleRE A Algoteitt. 20209 59714 197K 384
A(PubMed, Web of Science ¥ Embase)< §5t0] 5 108 2] RCT A+ AA=Act. 1 23} PSS
(mean differences (MD) 2.32, 95%, CI 0.41~0.77)2}4¢2] A(MD 0.18, 95% CI1-041~0.77)2] A2}
A & 27 gfgt 2o 7t gigitt. WA B HAHE-2 TURPO HIs) 2t -5, A1 -84 2 A4
Eold g1l 591 7154 29| 7ol Wokot, hEE-2 T A3, B8 Wokon, 7|zl o
Aokt AP FHAHEL 715 T A 1S AR k2 A oA & HETHE F 24719 A
Z430] iA=L olofl M A B HES TURP HIol E5oHA] kAL, 4123t §hE5 glo] 2470

I 7leel=al Ealskaltt.

Malling 5(2019)2 ABAH 5 SAtol| A HHA SHAHE0] 7|&A&(TURP, 7i8<rE, AR

(sham), 2F&)ol| val] Z3&o] 11 QTR of] thgh A A4 B &3} HeHEAE& AlgotaiTt. 20174

119714 3871A] PubMed, Web of Science, Cochrane Library & Embases o|-8-510] £ A4S

Skt 405H9] 73] ARl ARV HEE B9 & 108 A7 A= ATHRCT 24, A4

TS E A8, $FH IS E A+ 39H). 11 Ay AP FH A2 1 AlF 71241 tiH] IPSS,

49 A, AgA 84, AgA Bold T, vl & X575, Hd 85, A 7] 7|5 Aol ffgt
uF

iAol AL, RS2 72 WA ottt ool Al S e AHARSE 71 E/dellA

ot
2
R
iAL!
°x
)
olN
1o
ON
i
o
i
>,
Ay

e 80 o2 ke, ol Wi, AR R 92/ PIA TS Algetoirt. AUA Fma et
7S A AR B0 2 Lol 1385ttt 1 AT A& F o/hdel AgA T dET>
IPSS 13.2 (p€0.0001), 4<] A (p<0.0001)llA] 7-2J 3t 7i4do] ATt F-2H8-2 A A A gLof| 4]
14%8(35.0%) AR A =Z 1378(32.5%)°14] HAYSHSAT. olof] Mg Al T KL ARIX| 2ot v ws}o]

943 Tt S

2. 714

5 /R AARHE BRI YA SUARES] Qg b W Aol TRt s 2
7%571g 5o Bl RAe) BEH AE-S R YA o}
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1. HAN 20

& 7= A el g B S AETel | fiste] AAIA Edarde st
oF. AR B7 2 ool o, B %‘7P 3 —% 7l£x*2 e 0}01 “’ﬁfﬂﬁ A" o

38,

ot

AAH BRI ARG AL ofo] M 94T FEH] TFET BYL O SAsigch

> H

—_

« AHAHIS EAlllA A=A s e vlalAle e /bds
4

AIARIZ?

Aol ARG Mot 7t T/ R 4nof W2 AIRARRS (3 2. 1) T 8 A0l AR Aol
P4l ofal] 71 9IS HEo] oho] 29k ZA/ITHF AL, 22F A9 U3 =015 AA Aotk
H 2.1 PICO LHE

CHALSEXK Patients) MEMH|HE St
=XHAl=(Intervention) HEM SHMNS

- HE RN MES - OIAJ ZENIS 0|23t HEN 2R
pS)
=

[BLY= MR =)
- Az - 57 08 225 Fal AHE
mNES g = _ _
HliAE(Comparators)  _ souopg ojzet Hei 2Hse - KR
— TEMENE RN 7|5lS - o232

AYF od - HlIs
- STEA|H D OFMA(SHZIEA| AZH BIAFM BAMY) S
° gAfI-IA

- 2P MSMEL(International Prostate Symptom Score, IPSS)

[

Pyl A o 410 &
SRt * QoS X|E
(Outcomes) _ - FeL i B ALY =
?:Ig&l -9-% o MEM X

o MM EO|° %(prostate specific antigen, PSA)
. 7}E1|E‘| o g0k
. IH

SO AD =l
o UE E%:Tgéiag

12



« 2EARL YRR

FEUAIIZE 34, 670, 1271, 2471

dxdg NS

A& J1A| o s

17 28i(Study Design) Bl

1.3.1 =2

=-9] glo]gH|o] A= Ovid-Medline, Ovid-EMBASE, EBM Reviews - Cochrane Central Register
of Controlled TrialsE o]-85to] AAIA FA2 A| 38 HAHY 0 2 V&)= Hlo|EH|o|AE 235151

CHI 2.2). AMo}= Ovid- Medline©f| 4] ARE-E 74480]

71202 2 A2 90) S0l 2 st

=
] MeSH term, 2ok, e A4 50) 247152 425 T8ahick AR A 9 342

T (32 3]0] AABIAt

B 2.2 59| HXt H|O|E{H|0| A

2 2 M URL =+

[

Ovid MEDLINE(R) In-Process & Other Non-Indexed
Citations and Ovid MEDLINE(R)

http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com

Ovid EMBASE http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
EBM Reviews — Cochrane Central Register of Controlled Trials http://ovidsp.tx.ovid.com
1.3.2 =Ly

=4l HlojEH|o] A= oF ] 37 AARIEIE o]-85to] RYIATHE 2.3).

H 2.3 =W HXt H|O|E{H|0| A

U E8 ZMA URL F&

KoreaMed http://www.koreamed.org/

O|sk=F0|0|E{H|0] A HA(KMBASE) http://kmbase.medric.or.kr/
SHEUIRSEEHHARISS) http://www.riss.kr/

1.3.3 M 7]zt R ST A0

ZTEEE AREHA) T Qlofis SHtolo} Qolz Akstart
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HAAS) B A 5 Ee, 2 ) xﬂ 7ol A3kt BRL 271w PSS
A7 ofng wersie

DAL Y BE RHS0] o) i 5] AR SYH 02 Sgelaict. 134 Ale- w4 3o
A=} 222 FEsle] B w57to] 749} el Sirky Besls RS wiAlsk, 24 418 b
L 22014 o B2 BA) AR AEStel AHHo] Fa 2R A7|E] B BHS
MBIt o7 BAA7} e A9 A 34 = D 291918) 31918 59 S| AYAS o] =S F3ic
A B WAL (R 2.4)9 2t

MEHT|Z=(inclusion criteria) Hi&|7|Z=(exclusion criteria)
- MEMH|S 2AHE HAO 2 $F 372 - ASMOIL 5B A ﬁ—_rl(m V|tro or animal studies)
- MEM SUMNMES 25 G - ¥X(original article)?t Ot XH-(reviews, editorial, |
- MHS oz ANVt 5 V1K O 0 FE ¢ etter and opinion pieces etc)
- ot=0{ 32 0= H11E A7 - A, BdlED

RCT9] vIEA Y H7= Cochrane?] Risk of Bias (RoB)E AR&5to] T o ] HEAP =HZ o=
A&t Higgins et al 2011). 71} HIEE = A= W71 9] A1) A SX4E ERlsto] H7tot

At RoB Z=7-9] A2l B2 [R5 4]19F 2t

£ g7 2obd HIAHEA F vIFEH 7 (Non-randomized study, NRS)9| HIEH N H71=

Risk of Bias for Nonrandomized Studies (RoBANS Ver.2)& AR&5}o] &+ 1 o|A}o] AEAZI EHZ 0

2 AFollth 4= 5, 2011). FAIZQI B71HE-2 [F= 49 2.

1.6 NEFS

Aol B ARSE AL TENof 5 B0 YEAF SYAO 2 ARF R SIS, B

AEA} A0 AR ] vt BAS el T 02 e deApt 25 Ane Sgd

= sk, T AEAY OIgAE olo] SISkES sleirt, AETFoIN ol BUA7} 218 7

slolg 53] =ofsto] gefsisit

ARFBUPAE AT} 2L P T, £IIUTIE B0l 2% P, 0 A5 2 Yol
AFEA, AT, A, A A, 3] A 52 #@5}%\‘:}.

14



W

A A2 FA B4(Quantitative analysis)o] 7Rse 39 FA A (WEREA) & 3514, B7FsS
3% A2 AE(Qualitative review) BHS 28351t}

HEREA] 9] B9l o] 8y W= A YR E(Risk Ratio, RR), 943 #i4o= Haxjo]
(mean difference, MD)2 EA45}9it}. o] AL TAIAFA 4= W=l -31A 2 H(Mantel-Haenszel
method) ARESH HZFE N F(Random effect model) 2.2 EA5193c}

HERLA] A] o] X (Heterogeneity)oll tigh Tk Q-4 A]ZH2 0 2 <19 (Forest plot)S &1l
Cochrane Q statistic(p<0.10 ¥ 39S A G4 Br1E 0 2 71537 I statisticS ARE-519]
E37F A o] AALS TWSIITh P BAIH 50% oA FL-S A% 0 & o] @ Alo] Qltkal 7HEsh

o]
2 9o B (Higgins etal., 2011) 5 Q7oA oS 7|20 % 4 1HEAA o4& wheksiolch

SAIA 42 RevMan 5.32 0|83, 23t B3} 0] 2] BA14 frold2 2l S%ollA] Tesi it

-
(e}

=

H g7lof| A 55 A A1 Eel 1z 211e] 2A 52 Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation (GRADE) < #Ho2 759t 5, 2011). o] S =3
Syt Y A4 E A5 EFE 1Bt 8 ATpR| o] et ASE A H S Aot It
OJu|E A ALzt STt

= Gt

3

2
2,
)
)
1
K
ofx
ﬂ
O
m
mlo
i
?d
_,4
3R
_r;

FaiLi=r=1 L]
=gt It tof UM ‘?J’S_é; 1t kg0l 27t S5k, 1 9 FUte= S5 SEH2E 1
(recommendation)  SI%E Mf =L et S=O0IA oY =7 |=2 AI8S HIE
2 HOE YIH o UAA OFMM T b0l 2 2 T 2| HUtels S SRACE 1S I
(conditional QA AIO0|L (0] M) B IHAS] QAN RE-40| E2tE £ U0 diY =7 |&2 MR
recommendation) S X715} &2 HgtHo=Z H1Et
PN NIV I to| UAA OFMM T b0l 2 2 T 2| HUtels S SRACE 1S I
(not recommended) 2L QA ASHO|A SIS Q|27 |&0| AFRES HIIGHK| &2
. HIICAO| QAN oMMt St SOf CHH EFFJ%E* UMATI EESH L Yo A=
=255 Moty o=/ |E2 A0 thet BSs 28 + 8iS ) i
(insufficient) X 25E0E MOZH0| H =720 Uolhs =5RC= AYE ARt 5EX(0) O

oA Holott] 220 7IeE & US
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SR eIy

BIARAIS A B 3] Aol e Aol o) AS ALg Sl A BEL F 1,9127
Aol 22 A4 51382 A9let 1,39970] BT o] AHRE 9

<=0 2 [H5 5]0] X}A|5] 7|&st R, & IHgof| A A1 E B3 1,384 2] 553} A= B3 2]
7|&st At

Q| C|O|E{H|0|A (n = 1821) =LY CIOEHIO|A (n = 91) 27|8M (n = 0)

*MEDLINE (n =617) «F2|0H|E (n = 39) *Google Scholar (n = 0)

*EMBASE (n = 1123) *RISS (n = 30)

*Cochrane Library (n = 81) «KMBASE (n = 22)

S5HM = 2 2

(n=1399 HHS o2 AT B IEK| 92 23 (n = 10)
“H[ T} Ol 25 (n = 399
-2IX7} Ol G171 (n = 485)
ESAE U FMOUANE 7 (0 = 18)
525 (0 = 11)
220 YRS 291 (0 = 191)
+51201 U GOIZ STEIX| &2 %7 (n = 66)
-5225 (1 = 55)

Ljof MEE 25 4
(n = 15 (137} &)

I8 3.1 29isEr
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1.2 M2 5y

E 7o) e 158, £ 137 7290, H7Haak= AH9IE 71491tk Gondran-Tellier
E(2021)& HoLEP} green-lightZ AF3H YA A A AP A A&&(Endoscopic enucleation)<
FYsto] 2913 =015 AA SwdolA FAE 157 |= A5l oldfl & 7169 HliAlER 7HE?
A AZLE(0P) 271, AEA A% AAE(TURP) 871, AR A A 715(PVP) 171, S8d0]A]
£ 0] 83t AP FZHEE(HoLEP) 27, 5715 o83t F 2 =4 AYA ZA&(Transurethral water
vapor ablation of prostate) 171, 01418 AZALE o]-83t @A ZZ&(PUL) 17}, ARX = (Sham),
=X & 282 1707F lSiTh

AFFFEZE RCT= 670, NRSE= 67101311, ©] 9] Carnevale 5(2016) 9= RCT2} NRSHFFo]
oot A EP}O]E] OqE‘r H g7}ol| A= Carnevale —(2016) LS RCTRE 715511 Brlsto] &4

= 71&9] Hla7|& & AR RE AYA SW 5 o] FHE R AQle 5 E Bk )5 §, RS
FUSHA] a1 7HHE A A= RO 2 Al&stRlal, 2Fs X]E‘IE”?S' H 2 Dutasteride hydrochlori
de0.5 mg/ Tamsulosin hydrochloride 0.4 mg tH&+~2 Tamsulosin hydrochloride 0.4 mg®}
PAES ARE3FITE.

2 F7he] A8 F3-2 2014004 20239714 S A0, S e A 470, Bepd 2707
SHEHAL, S, U, 2904 5 ol9] w7l A= 242 1] A7 Igieh

4011

H 3.1 MEHESIOI EN
S i . 5
ot M1 KX} - = HAPAMEA CHMX SXXE2 N H|WX|= N oE H|31
SR b
vs. 8 HEM HE=(0P)
o M&x  BPO/ 1,6,
1 Russo 2006 o5 o' gpny  PAE 80 opP 80 ooy
vs. 25X MM HHIE(TURP)(multi arm22& Q15§ OP, HoLEP, PUL Z&H(ZH 1H))
2021 2471
LUTS/ 1=
2 Abt AQA  RCT PAE 51  TURP 52 =,
2018 =N BPO 6%,
12
Capdevila 2021 LUTS/ 31 30
AHQl  RCT PAE —— TURP —0
Insausti 2020 | BPH 23 22 124
M-TURP 20
4 Radwan 2020 omE Rt IS/ pap g 1742
BPH B-TURP 20
1,3, 6,
5 G 2014 == per WYUIST pap 57 TURP 57 12,24
BPH VI

6 Carnevale 2016 HzH& RCT BPH  original 15 TURP 15 12748 PErFec
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=X
= g = = Tk
i bl B W PP HRdA EX SMXE N HWX|= N o H|Z
|E =7t 717}
PAE PAEZ
- PErFecTE IoE
ISE D PAE 15 CHATR}
1120
S5HK TURP e
7 Razemne 2003 O o SO PAE 33 5 IE
- - PUL 1362 =
TURP 48
Gondran-T SIS il %2
T2t A o i =y
8 dig 2021 ZA G BPO PAE 15 Homum . 12H®
laser
OopP 25
S8y LUTS/ 1,3,6
o .3, 6,
9 Ray 2018 g= o471 BPH PAE 206 TURP 79 1270
vs. EH0|HE 0|85t MEUM FXE=(HoLEP)
S5 LUTS/ Holmium o
f 21
10 Mazancourt 2023 IZZA o BPH PAE 57 laser 490 12744
vs. £37IE 0|88t ZEX MEM Hils
ooz Water
s d vapor
11 Baboudjian 2022 ZIZgA T)f__r;‘ slE PAE 1 thermal 1M 1274
= o therapy
BIX} (ReZum)
vs. HAIX|E(sham)
12 pisco 2020 = ReT WIS paE 40 shem 40 e
vs. A=K
13 sapoval 2023 IZZHA RCT LUTS PAE 44 SN 43 971

BPO, Benign prostatic obstruction; PAE, prostate artery embolization; BPH, benign prostatic
hyperplasia; RCT, Radomized controlled trial; LUTS, Lower urinary tract symptoms; OP, Open
Prostatectomy; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; M-TURP, monopolar transurethral
resection of prostate; B-TURP, bipolar transurethral resection of prostate; PUL, prostatic urethral lift;
PVP, photoselective vaporization of the prostate; PV, prostate volume; HoLEP, Holmium laser

Enucleation of the Prostate
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1.3 HIZSE¥A Tt
1.3.1. 2EHIE H|w AMAIR(RCT)

B g7k= 7719 RCT] tiste] RoBEF-2 HIEH S H7He SHsHch

G150 Qo 291 SN BL T B HE5T0 A7 B2 AT A
2= S7H(71.4%) AN SHPHL AT Qo] MIEY IS R0 WAL, o] o A
A igo] glof BeHdz Brlsks

Hol), Aol Hee71 S 370] AHA2. 90N B B4 1ol B b stk stof 8
2 BHSISLE, FIATGT. 160MHe w15 it ol o] B2 B 19isi, 27
Hhe e HRe A 2] Ao 710 Slsink S1stol 2(28.6%), 27128.6% ATE w1
51 SiotThi Hstol .02 WA, ol9] 370(42.8%) AT FAH 1ol glof e

E2835 A7REAE Carnevale (2016) 7oA A4 A Ha1Q40] AT} o 277 Zjo 7}
0.004)32 Asto] HIEH fido] &aol=kal 7kl ol Al9fet 671 AK85.7%) 1 =

0 2 g7t Aeia] At ofA = 770 A IOl A W0 F sttt 7[ep HiEH o R
A1) 2| DS 87Ktk 470(57.1%)00A41 TIxtdte] A 2k §E] giofrtal sho] W0 2 7t}
, 0]19] o] = 37 ATH42.9%)= B =2 HrIsI3ch

;i

rul

d
8 FS A 3

R

ill ]
L il
ey zes s S | g =

Bl
pzeqcn N | 2 554 B
sonmmnnse [ - sBE B
DI SR Chet 27t F s E2E @
zomnge s mow Eo2 o m
- F ox YR R l
zzesrzanz F 0 £ B W ow D
- SRR EEE
HEE ET o 5 W M W T~

Jezzezazny) N
t t + t { Alt(2021, 2018) . . . . . . .
0% 25% 50% T5% 100%
Capdevila(2021), Insaustif2020

‘.Lowriskofbias DUncIearriskofbias .Highriskofbias ‘ Apenaz0zt, Insausti2ni0) . . . . . . .
Camevale20te) [ 2 |2 |2 |2 | @@ 2
J21 3.2 HISEEI9/S 212 RoB caoz01s) (@22 | @@ @2
Pisto2020 | @ |9 |9 | O (@ | OO
Ragwan(zo20) | @ (@ |2 |2 (@ | @ |2
sapovali2023) | @ | @ (@ |2 (OO | @

13 3.3 HIZZ A0l CHet 7 21 Q9f

RoB
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1.3.1. HIFX2| Hn HA(NRS)

B 3B71= 67] NRSE HAO2 RoBANS ver. 2.0 ol-g3t0] £319] BlEd S H7Ishict.
67 A5 270 BH33.3%)1= 7 1AE5A0N AT R 218t 2lo)7} glo] Wg-0 2 WA,
37H AT0%)= DR 7IAEA A ;oA ST} 27t -F9f gk 2lo]7} §lo] &30 & Brle3irt.
019} 17] A7H 16.7%)= TR 7ol A A2 Q1 ]é% AAGHA] Qdot vEY 98-S BEHAIE 7t}
et

WA} B SO A 47] ATH66. 7%)0A WAl tigt BT g SRS Qgoto] &
olgtal st o, 171ATH16.6%)01Ae ATASS HASH] Aokt ot 302 %7}6}Mﬂr.
B71R19] 1o A= 270(33.3%)001 4] 18-S Seagato] W02 BUIsHAT, 170(16.6%)0 s =
7HE $BoH] Kottt Aot 502 BrkeHirt

=) = = > ool % e PN oo
B Ayt 170(16.6%)°14 ASX]71 A7 B0l Afol7} QL Aol e & = o] =22
2 Grlsiiek
ol9] Qigo] Qi FEL uIBY Yug Bz Bl
0 _ i
nezuzse [ TN 1o P E O
) I oA
pezsx I BE R Bd
N s Pounow LE By
== I T T R S — R TR
z=x [ TN S 5 @ H @ om W om
womel =z (N | Baboudjian(2022) | @ | @ | O (@ | @ O | @
2 I
ZLER Gondran-Tellier2021) | @ | @ | O | O | @ | O | @ | @
zerzrzanz
ey | IR RN
b 2% 50% 8% T00% Raizenne2023)| 2 | @ | @ @ |9 @ | ® | ®
[ Low risk of bias [Juncearriskofbias [l High risk of bias | Ravizie) | @ |7 @999 O @ @
russo2015) | @) | @ | @ (@ |2 | O O @®
12 3.4 HIEES 2 RoBANS
78 3.5 blESIH0N et B} 2t 2o

RoBANS
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PAE®} OPQ] AA| g5 & H2R8-2 27 AtofA] H5k3it}. Clavien-Dindo 39HAIE $HdsH
Ay} T 27F 8955t Zfol= QIITHRR 0.18, 95%, CI 0.02~1.44, p=0.11, I* = 0%). Clavien-
Dindo 1-28HAl= PAELo] OPZETH ¥ Eo] WOITHRR 0.46, 95% CI 0.24-0.89, p=0.02, I?
= 25%).

H 3.2 [PAE vs. OP] MA| giH3 2 B8

fo. ] HI1 XX} i M -:’Sxﬂ":ﬂ_g PAE OP
- (BHAIT) e L 7Rt n N % n N %
™| &5(Clavien-Dindo)
“Telier S8
1 Gond(;a(;]21T)e”|er T»f; o 15 0 3 25 12
Russo mem | 39 12HE
2 (2015) EEY o 8 0 3 8 4
Tellier 3atA
1 Gond(rzang)elher Taqo_—rx_' . 5 2 3 25 o
Russo e 1728 2K
2 oo 7 80 9 21 8 2

(2015) o
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; OP, Open Prostatectomy

PAE oP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
Gondran-Tellier2021) 0 14 3 25 509% 0.23[0.01, 4.21] — ]
Rus=sa{2015) a g0 3 80 491% 0441004, 2.73] —
Total (95% Cl) 95 105 100.0% 0.18 [0.02, 1.44] —ei—
Total events a 4]
Heterngenem:Tau‘:ID.DD;Chl‘:D.DS,df:1 (F=082); F=0% 0005 o ) 0 200
Testfor overall effect Z=1.61 F=0.11) Favours [PAE] Favours [OF]

12 3.6 [PAE vs. OP] Hx| 895 2 2&(Clavien-Dindo 3Tt
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PAE op Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random, 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
Gondran-Tellier{2021) a 14 13 25 4945% 0.64[0.29, 1.44] L
Russo{2015) 7 &OD 21 80 50.5% 0.33[0.15, 0.74] ——
Total (95% Cl) 95 105 100.0% 0.46 [0.24, 0.89] -
Total events 12 34
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.05; Chi®=1.32, df=1 (P=0.29), F=25% DI.EIS sz é 2h

Testfor overall effect £=2.32{(F=0.02) Favours [PAE] Favours [OF]

1% 3.7 PAE vs. OP] Zi%| &3 & 22f8(Clavien—-Dindo 1-2&tA))

212 g BNS Y &5

PAES} OP9] 7iE HS2 S8 993, vt S, 49, 4715 ¥ Aol &lE

283 TS Russo 5(2015) 171 AFtollA i, HNF, HIFZ QIS =Fo] 2RRIE =1,
it 92 QIS =82 PAETOA = HAYoIA] Ak, OPollAl 2+ 5% (4/80%), 6% (5/80
) 4RSIt EAMZ2 PAETOIA] 1% (1/80%8)7} 28519111, OPZol|A= WHAysHA] o).

ZFAL Russo 5(2015)0)14] 3A 2uto] W Q3l g Z7Fdo] PAER 1% (1/80%), OP 4% (3/8
0v) HA¥otATIAL STt

e P22 Gondran-Tellier 5(2021)3} Russo 5(2015) 271 Ato|A Aele/ QA 8
T 52 U EEz), Q2 QIS Alpso] dRIE Y Al /QAH, 8% S2 W PR

PAEOIA= AESHA] Rkl OPolM 242t 3% (2/80%) '35, 8u= Q1% Ale&2 PA
oA 20% (3/15%8) AL, OPollAl= WAYSHA] eigiet.

o)

716 T AL Russo 5(2015)0014 =AIH7]7]'55797|=(International index of erectil
e function, IIEF)-52 B7}5t A3}, PAETC] OPEEY F7t B =4 UEhy AJ7]60] & 3 1
Qla}

2784 Aol PAEC] OP Bt} B 4| fAE= A& RIsFATHPL0.05).
H 3.3 [PAE vs. OP] 7iE giHE 2 B8
o1 H[1 XX} bl M =SS Sy PAE OP p/
G 2% LI 7Rt n N % n N % Haz
S s
S 0o 8 0 4 8 5 HH
1 Russo FEE Tome e T 1 80 0 8 0
coe w1 -~
= T =24
e 0 8 0 5 8 6 '3
2
Russo Mo Q27N o SR
Toaee BE TORS vmg 1 s0 1 3 80 4 9
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o K1 XX} i Mg et PAE OoP p/
T (G R¥ e 7kt n N % n N % HZT
bl SHES
Gondran— 55 EHH
1 Tellier T)f__rf' /EOID 0 80 0 2 80 3
(2021) = Es
QE 82 RINEE
HHEE 1271 0 80 0 2 80 3 2t
9 Russo et & e
(2015) o [l E
olst 3 15 20 0 25 0
s
Pis ¥ mean  SD N men SD N
= =M 1445 NR 80 15.1 NR 80
Russo IS S
1 i IIEF-5 6712 1553 5.13 80 1069 7.76 80
(2015) A >
12708 15.13  5.07 80 1088 763 80 <0.05

IIEF-5, International Index of Erectile Function 5; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; OP, Open
Prostatectomy; SD, standard deviation

x2IM

[y — Y

{2 T}

i B |

2.2. S
PAES} TURPE B|X3t A+ F 87101211, o] & RCTAT~= 571, NRS= 37H AT

2.2.1 Hx| BXE L HES

T2 v AGAE
RCTOA| PAES} TURPS] A &S 37 AollAl Earstaitt. o] F 27] Aol Al= Clavien—

DindoE ARMESIY T olE 435t 23} ClavienDindo2] 32A(RR 0.58, 95% CI 0.21-1.60,
p=0.29, I* = 0%)2} 1-29+A4I(RR 1.01, 95% CI 0.93-1.10, p=0.79, 1*=0%) ZFol|lA T 7t 52
gk Z}o]7} Qldct. 0]9] thE 17] Aol A PAETS o] Q111, TURPHE 1HolA & 5 4
Z15F BARg 0 2 HE Aulso] mHI =Tkl Shoitt.

H 3.4 [PAE vs. TURP] x| &8E % £&&: RCT

ESTT
O L - . PAE TURP o/l
Tin| 245 (Clavien-Dindo)
Abt 2
1 (2021) 24714 4 34 11 10 47 15
. HIAHS
2 oo om0 17 o0 1 47 2 S8%
Hoo™T
RCT  3eH ot ot
Carnevale e - 3= MU=
3 (2016)1) #5% NR NR NR 1 15 7 anp E%*J'ar
ot
1 At RCT 1-2HA 2474¢ 30 34 90 40 47 86

(2021)




gl -3
o HEX @m oag TEE PAE IUER .
oEmem 88 W8 g on N % n N % T
Capdevila 2
2 (2021) 1270 17 17 100 46 47 98

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; NR, not reported

PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% CI
Abt2021) 4 34 10 47 BY9.6% 0.551[0.19, 1.63] —
Capdevila(2021) 0 17 1 47 104% 0.89[0.04, 20.84]
Total (95% CI) 51 94 100.0% 0.58 [0.21, 1.60] ~-—-
Total events 4 11
?et?;ngenemtl:lT?ru t:-zDP?fshEP:—uljuzaé)dfﬂ P=078),F=0% Yy P T o0
Estioroverall gnect £ =1.HatF=1. Favours [PAE] Favours [TURF]

13 3.8 [PAE vs. TURP] A &EE & £x+&: RCT(Clavien-Dindo 3TtA))

PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
Abt2021) 30 34 40 47 12.8% 1.04[0.87,1.23]
Capdevilai2021) 17 17 46 A7 TTI% 1.00[0.91,1.10
Total (95% CI) 5 94 100.0% 1.01 [0.93,1.10]
Total events a7 ag
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 018, df=1 (P= 0.67); F=0% f I ! I I
Testfor overall effect Z= 026 (P =079 0.5 0.7 1 15 z
Favours [PAE] Favours [TURP]

13 3.9 [PAE vs. TURP] HA| 283 & £+ RCT(Clavien-Dindo 1-2H44|)

H]—“Pﬁr% H| 2 AFAI-(NRS)

SATo A PAESE TURPE H] 3t HA| T35 1709 A-7HGondran-Tellier et al., 2021)°
/\1 127H A& ClavienDindoE ARgste] B 1519t 1 23} 30hA $HEE2S PARFOA =
HHAYSEA] Q¥9kal, TURPEONIA] 2% (1/48%) HAYsHILY. 1~2qu] PSS PAET 33% (5/15%9),
TURPE 25% (14/48%8)°] 'WAYSHAAT, & 27t Rl o= <Igo] |l

T 3.5 [PAE vs. TURP] M| &S 21 Hxt2: NRS
o 1 XX} i Mg =S S, PAE TURP
SE o) g8 L 7Rt n N % n N % P
| u'tc";%((lawen—Dlndo)
Gondran =X 3t 12742 0 15 0 1 48 2 NR
1 ~Tellier ISE R
(2021) oz 1-28H 1274 5 15 33 12 48 25 NR

NR, not reported; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate
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1]
ol

d

S0 B2 A IR FRCT)

PAE®} TURPS] £8#3 52 RCT 471 A-H(Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021;
Carnevale et al., 2016; Gao et al., 2014)°4 Xk, 518, ¥, 82 BU5IFT. = 47)
ATE A /9T A7 PAETT TURPERE 723t Zpol 7t YIITHRR 0.41, 95% CI 0.17-1.03,
p=0.06, I*=0%). 318 27 Aol B 15}4=T, Insausti 52020} 1271 A& 243519
o] PAEZOIME 6% (1/17%)7} LAJgt ¥Fd TURPwOI A= BHAYSHA] Qtthal 31}, Carnevale
520162 AAH A= 3|do] PAEZONA 6.7% (1/1578) HAISH¥ L, EPHZo] PAEL
0.6%(2/307)°] HAsI oL, TURPTS 5] Igith. @¥H2 Carnevale 5(2016)°14 PAET
6.6% (2/30%)°] HAYSFAIL TURPE 6.7%(1/15%) TAFSIATt. 82 Gao 5(2014)°114 PAE
L BhASHA] 959k, TURPT-S 4% (2/53%8)71 A8t 31t

H 3.6 [PAE vs. TURP] =&2td &3 RCT
e E= | PAE TURP

H1™xt A

ﬁl— = = %Fél‘ P
EWin) | e 7t n N % n N %
s
1 Insausti e 1 17 6 8 47 17
(2020) RCT
Abt 2
2 (2021) 24744 3 48 6 9 51 18
Carneval =l
3 e RCT 1270 2 15 13 1 15 7
(2016)1)
Gao o
4 (2014) RCT 24744 0 b4 0 4 53 8 0.122
S g =
Insausti XIKFE|E Jhe
1 (2020) RCT A&l 1274& 1 17 6 0 47 0
UAH
Carnevale & 1 15 6.7 NR NR NR
RCT SiE! 1270€
3 (2016)1) =kl 2 30* 6.6 1 15 6.7
RS 2 30* 6.6 NR NR NR
Gao A 24
4 (2014) RCT == N 0 b4 0 2 53 3.8 0.444

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &
*original PAE(n=15)+ PErFec TED PAE(n=15)
NR, not reported; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate
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PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
Abt2021) 3 48 9 91 53.6% 0.3a[010,1.23] I
Carnevale(2016) 2 15 1 18 159.8% 2.00[0.20,19.78]
GaoiZ014) 1] a4 4 a3 9.9% 0.11[0.01,1.98] *
Insaustif20z0) 1 17 a 47 207% 0.34[0.04, 2.46] e
Total (95% CI) 134 166 100.0% 0.41 [0.17,1.03] -~
Total events 4 22
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 2.75, df=3 (P= 0.43); F=0% I f I |
Testfﬂ?uvergll effect 7= 1I.QD P= D.Dé) ( 4 0.01 0.1 0 10
Favours [PAE] Favours [TURP]

13 3.10 [PAE vs. TURP] &k RCT

2] B2 AFATH(NRS)
PAE®} TURPS] E8HH 852 NRS 170014 S, A3 BF, APY Al 80l 1= &

=1

= Raizenne 5(2023) A7ollA PAET-2 ¥HAYSEA] ka1, TURPHE 0.2% (24/11.205%8)7} 7+

H8 AMo] Wast Bk waystrka stk

AR FZ2 PAEZONA 2% (4/216%) E1513=Y| 0]& 19o] $=8o| ¥ Q3519 1, TURPZO]
A= EAYoIA] dTE APIAl 282 F o B5F ASH=T, PART 12.6% (25/199%), TURP-
1.6% (1/61%8)7}F A5t

H 3.7 [PAE vs. TURP] &8 &3 NRS

=i

o HNEX @ Mg T PAE TURP .

" o@Emm 88 w8 5, n N % n N % P

S S
Raizenne 4 o 7
T ey L, = vk 0 3 0 24 11205 02 o
T—Oo T | =} D;'
- e ME 4 216 2 NR NR NR S
2 (20%) e TV =
=2 25 199 126 1 61 16

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; NR, not reported

e |
=R=]

ol

223 M 25 Y B

T2 v 2 AFAERCT)
9L RCTHT 37](Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Gao et al., 2014)0|4 RF g27Fdo g

R 11519t} o] & MotE W F w7t 7St &Xfol7F AATHRR 0.74, 95% C10.43~1.27, p=0.27,
12=0%).
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H 3.8 [PAE vs. TURP] Z&: RCT

o1 H1™XF S My R PAE TURP JH|T
SCo(Emem) 98 ug vt n N % n N % P
1 'E‘;g;g;' 1212 0 17 0 4 47 9 NR
(@)
2 (2%?1) RCT ;ﬁ 24N 14 48 29 19 51 37 NR
3 (2%3121) 2474 1 53 1.9 2 53 38 0987

RCT, Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection

of the prostate

PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random, 95% CI
Abt2021) 14 48 19 a1 91.2% 0.78[0.44,1.38]
Gaoi2014) 1 a3 2 a3 5.2% 0.50[0.04, 5.34] —
Insaustif20z0) 1] 17 4 47 36% 0.30[0.02,5.23]
Total (95% CI) 118 151 100.0% 0.74 [0.43,1.27] <
Total events 15 25

Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.56, df= 2 (P = 0.76), F= 0%
Testfor overall effect Z=110{P=0.27)

0

01 10 200

Favours [PAE] Favours [TURP]

13 3.11 [PAE vs. TURP] Z&: RCT

H|529] B AFATE(NRS)
298 NRS 9t 270(Raizenne et al., 2023; Ray et al., 2018)0]4] % @270 2 B 11519t

)

H 3.9 [PAE vs. TURP] Z&: NRS

=9 |
oy ANEX G MR ;_xf:; PAE TORE /H| 1
o@Emm 88 ug Y, o N % n N % P
1 R(aZ%GZHBf;e $¥H oo Mg 15 33 49 504 11206 48 R
R ISE T,
9 (2031v8) ol FE e 10 199 5 1 61 16 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate

12 FAIS ) = 2 895k 2o )7} QIATHRR 1.12, 95% CI 0.57~2.23, p=0.74, *=11%).
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PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Tofal Events Total Weight M-H. Random.95% Cl Year M-H. Random, 95% CI
Rayi2018) 10 189 1 61 10.6% 3.07[0.40,23.47] 2018
Raizenne{2023) 18 335 504 112058 B89.4% 1.00 [0.60, 1.64] 2023
Total (95% CI) 534 11266 100.0% 1.12[0.57, 2.23]
Total events 28 504

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.07; ChiF=1.12, df=1 (F=029; F=11% '

Testfor overall effect Z=033{(P=074) 001 Fg:vjlours [F'AE]1 Favours rI'1UDRF'] 1o

13 3.12 [PAE vs. TURP] Z€: NRS

2.2.4 M5 SR8 9 g

ol

:Hi

o
ol

'

S04 B2 A IR FRCT)

i T TS-2 RCTAT 47H(Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Radwan et al., 2020; Gao
et al., 2014)°4 81|, g2+ QAF0 2 HI519t} Q8= 47l A = 371 A XInsausti et al., 2020,
Abt et al., 2021, Gao et al., 20145 TSt A}t F 7t -F-2lst xlo]7} YIFTHRR 2.67, 95% CI
1.01~7.06, p=0.05, 1*=37%). B2 37] A7:(Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Gao et al.,
2014)oA B35t 3L FAZ T = 27903k 2Fo] 7 IATHRR 0.25, 95% CI 0.04~1.40, p=0.11,
*=0%). 84152 37l12] 74(Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Gao et al., 20144 EH 115},
27] 9H(Insausti et al., 2020, Abt et al., 2021)= A5 23} = 7F-5-9]5H 2}o] 71 }IITHRR 0.24,
95% CI 0.03~1.91, p=0.18, I’=0%).

H 3.10 [PAE vs. TURP] i = 2t3 $HE: RCT

>==x]

o EIE @7 My 3 2 Lok o
WoEmHe) |8 w8 S5 o N % o N % P
o

Insausti o
1 (2020) RCT 248 5 17 29 4 47 9

Radwan o o &%
2 (2020)" RCT 671 2 20 10 NR NR NR 71%] Al
3 Abt(2021) RCT 2000d 2 48 4 3 51 6
4 Gao(2014) RCT g4 244 14 54 259 3 53 5.7 0.004
Bt

Insausti o
1 (2020) RCT  goax (72 =) 17 0 2 47
2 Abt(2021) RCT 2088 0 48 0 5 51 10

r =2
3 Gao(2014) RCT 2&z® 242 0 54 0 2 53 3.7 »0.99
Bt

4=

Insausti _ 2
1 (2020) RCT (22 =RV 17 0 3 47 6
2 Abt(2018) RCT - 24048 0 48 0 3 51 6

Carnevale _ o
3 00182 RCT 12712 NR NR  NR 4 15 26.7

1) Radwan(2020): PAE(n=20) vs. Mono polar-TURP(n=20) vs. Bipolar-TURP (n=20) 37§ &

2) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37l i+

RCT, Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection
of the prostate; NR, not reported
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Events Total Events Total Weight

TURP

Risk Ratio

M-H, Random, 95% CI

Risk Ratio
M-H, Random, 95% Cl

PAE
Study or Subgroup
1.5.1 £ml
Abte2021) 2 48
Gao(2014) 14 54
Insausti{2020) i) 17
Subtotal (95% CI) 119
Total events el

Heterogeneity.: Tau®= 0.27, Chi®= 316, df
Testfor overall effect. £=1.98 (F=0.03)

1.5.2 €=

AbICZ0212 u] 43
Gaol2014) u] 54
Insausticz020; u] 17
Subtotal (95% CI) 119
Total events o

Heterngeneity: Tau== 0.00; Chi*= 0.73, df
Testfor overall effect =158 (F=0.11)

153 B3

Abt2021) o 48
Insaustiiz020) o 17
Subtotal (95% CI) 65
Total events u]

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*= 0189, df
Testfor aoverall effect: Z=1 .35 {(P=018)

3 51 231%
3 53 38.49%
4 47 385.4%
151 100.0%

10

=2(F=021F=37%

5 51 36.5%
1 53 29.8%
2 47 33T%

151 100.0%
8

=2 (P=069; = 0%

] 51 49.6%
] 47 A0.4%

98 100.0%
]

=1 (P = 0.66); F= 0%

0.71 [0.12, 4.08]
4.58[1.40, 15.03]
346 [1.05, 11.38]

2.67 [1.01, 7.06]

010001, 1.70]
0.33[0.01, 7.86]
0.53 [0.03, 10.598]
0.25 [0.04, 1.40]

015 [0.01, 2.26]
0.38 [0.02, 7.02]
0.24 [0.03, 1.91]

Testfor subaroun differences: Chi®= 809 df= 2P =002 F=753%

J2 3.13 [PAE vs. TURP] bz 2tz

H| 7219 W B FAH(NRS)

i T S

R

-

—a—
—a—

SH
=

0.01

0.1

10 100

Favours [PAE] Favours [TURP]

#S: RCT

NRSY 27H(Raizenne et al., 2023; Ray et al., 2018)°f|4] Q.3]9} Q41F0] ERlg]

9t} Raizenne 5(2023)2 370 A|&o] QH7} PAEZO 3.9% (12/335%), TURPZ 6.6%
(696/11,205%)7} ¥HA5H3ITE Ray 5(2018)0ll4= Q450 PAET 1% (2/199%), TURP<- 3.3%
(2/61%) TAYSFATE. 27] A7 B A 1Z Q] Alol= AFTHA] Lt

H 3.11 [PAE vs. TURP] i =23 &HHZ5: NRS

o1 |1 XX} i ME  =EE PAE TURP
SCo(Emn) 98 g  Ip n N % n N % P
1 Rgg‘;@;e QW 3H¥ 12 335 39 696 11205 66 NR
S5y
- o
2 (20%) QMZ ¥ 2 199 1 2 61 33 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; NR, not reported

T2 v 2GR ERCT)
EZ= 50 RCTHT 47](Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Carnevale et al., 2016; Gao et
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al., 2014)04 55 2 A5 2t 5 0= B gt A EE Aol o] 5 3702 A-HInsausti et al.,
2020; Abt et al., 2021; Gao et al., 20145 /oI9S W F 7725t AFo| 7F IJEHRR 1.46,
95% C1 0.32-6.62, p=0.62, 12=71%). Carnevale 5(2016)2 PAEZOIH & 3 3~42 Fot A E
o AHA 97 e S5 AE~F 5w H4AE5S Balskyrh

H 3.12 [PAE vs. TURP] 83 &: RCT

o1 1 XX} i Mg =SS Sy PAE TURP p/Hl
T (EHen) 83 L 7Rt n N % n N % in
S =0t 4 17 24 3 47 6
=R =
Insausti —=2to5 o
1 020) RCT VAS>6 12/4¥
285 1 17 6 4 47 9
£3
SOzt
2 (2%?1) RCT  ZST 242 16 48 38 29 51 5
Cormoval PAEZOIN 4% 5 3-4% S0t A2 [ Z=-E5C0)
3 “ooe RCT S%  1274g MYN S9PHELE Ko 24§52 20
TURPZ 012¢i8
4 (2%31‘2) RCT Ex 2474 1 53 19 0 53 0 099

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &
RCT, Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection
of the prostate; Visual analogue scale, VAS

PAE TURP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% CI M-H. Random, 95% Cl
Ahtr2021) 16 44 24 81 48.7% 0.589100.37,0.93] =
Gao2014) 1 53 0 53 157% 3.00[002, 72.02]
Insaustii2020) 4 17 3 47 357% 3.69[0.92,14.81] —
Total (95% Cl) 118 151 100.0% 1.46 [0.32, 6.62] —i——
Tatal events 1 32
_I?et?;ngenemfl:lT?ru t:11'—1 TD; fghép:—aﬁggazl)df: 2{(P=003F=71% IEI.IJ1 EIH ‘IID ‘IIJDI
Estioroverall enect £ =0.AHF=1. Favours [PAE] Favours [TURF]

1121 3.14 [PAE vs. TURP] & S: RCT

H|EZ-9] v 2 AFATE(NRS)
B35 52 NRSATF 17H(Raizenne et al., 2023)0l4] 371 Ao 57 552 E 109t PAES

26.8% (82/335%), TURP 8.4% (888/11,205™8)0] 245193 A]
T 3.13 [PAE vs. TURP] £ £: NRS

=
—n
:
)
o
O
ok
5
fr
it
)
v}

oy ANHXL iz MNEg et PAE TURP
T Emn /¥ HE 7kt n N % n N %
54K
Raizenne 1</ =54 o 11,20
1 (2023) _?'(_)12—_5 wE e 82 33b 268 888 5 8.4 NR

NR, not reported; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate
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: TURSSZ £2 MHZSZ

ol

226 M5 25 U

T2 v AR ERCT)

TURZS i AZS L2 RCTAT 270(Radwan et al., 2020; Gao et al., 2014)°]4] X% H 11549
o}, TURSS-2 Radwan 5(2020)°014 67K& Al-oll TURPE 5% (1/20%) HHA85HR 1L, Gao 5(2014)
o A= 2470 A1l 1.9% (1/53%) AT}, A AF -2 Radwan 5(2020)°014 6714 A17800
PAET 20% (4/2078), Gao S(2014)%= 24714 A1) PAET 11.1% (6/5478) T35SIt

H 3.14 [PAE vs. TURP] TURSSZ £2 MHZES2: RCT
o Ij|1 XXt ﬁj‘ Mg SR PAE TURP o/HlT
(EFr) f38 U8 Ipt n N % n N %
1 T;g%?{} ACT TUR O NRNRONR 1 20"
2 (2%31‘2) RCT = 242 0 54 0 18 19 0971
1 T;g%?ﬂ ACT ME e 4 20 20 NRNA A
2 (2%3&) RCT = o2a%® 6 54 111 0 53 0 0038

1) Radwan(2020): PAE(n=20) vs. Mono polar(M)-TURP(n=20) vs. Bipolar(B)-TURP (n=20) 37§ =

** M-TURP+B-TURP
RCT, Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection

of the prostate; NR, not reported

H|529] B AFATE(NRS)
TURZE-2 NRSA 17H(Ray et al., 2018)°f|4] PAET-2 A5°] {1313, TURPwO A& EAY5HA]

gttt 1P 3 AHSeE BAgh A /ISl

H 3.15 [PAE vs. TURP] TURSZ: NRS
t PAE TURP

=X
T

MIHR a7 Mg TS e
@) 8% 48 ,, o N % n N % P

Pl

—
C
X

T @

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; NR, not reported

1

227 NF 548 H &ES: g7Is #E A4Hd

T2 v 2GR ERCT)
A7) T S H 1% RCTA = 37) A-K(Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Carnevale

O 1" v v

et al., 2016)°]|3itt.
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YA Aol 271 A1t (Insausti et al., 2020; Carnevale et al., 2016)°l14 12714 A8 A&
B 519 Insausti 5(2020)-2 PAET 6% (1/17%), TURP 11% (5/47%8)71 485F3A 1L, Carnevale
5{2016)°llA41= PAETZ-S AF51A] 4%kaL, TURP- 100% (15/15%) 285kl aFict. APl
=37 A+ (Insausti et al., 2020; Abt et al., 2021; Carnevale et al., 2016)°|4 ® 1511, 22+
Insausti 5(2020)2 12712 AJ-of| Aol PAE: 6% (1/178), TURPE- 2% (1/47'8) ¥k,
Abt 520213 24718 A1l APSgoll7F PAETE 56% (14/2578), TURP: 84% (21/257) TAYSIIH.
Carnevale 5(2016)}2 1271 Aol AFgH Buj 747 PAEZOIA] 10% (10/307) LA3314.1, TURP
T AFoHA| et

HF71% o= Insausti 5(2020) A7-AlA PAET 6% (1/17%), TURP 11% (5/4778)7F 2HAJsH3AT.

715 Aa= 171 F7HAbt et al., 2022)°l14 371 Aol IIEF H47F PAE: Bt 14.64, TURPT-
7+ 11.738(p=0.53), 24714 A| &0l PAET: B 14.43, TURPE B 11.338(p=0.55)0. 2 1=}

v} 22 R el Kol } gigick

|0 o ox

H 3.16 [PAE vs. TURP] &7|s &3 QtHd: RCT

O < R = PAE TURP o
CEoEmn) 98 ug 7Rt n N % n N % PHE
st APSEOH
Insausti aatd o
T oo RCT gy 1211 17 6 5 47 11
Carneval  RCT g5
2 o /2 ey 1M NRONRONR 15 15 100
0016) BE EF
APSZI0H
H ySl=3
1 st ket AES o 1 7 6 1 a1 2
2 (2A02t1) RCT AREROf 24742 14 25 56 21 25 84
Carneval  RCT Aot
3 6 /2 Gpo 12W 3 30° 10 NR O NR O NR
0016)1) BE THEE
17 Pioj
1 '[‘;g;g)t' RCT  woimof 1274 1 17 6 5 47 11
s B mean SD N mean SD N
~=d 152 NR 48 131 NR 5 NR
" 342 146 NR 48 117 NR 51 053
1 ooy RCT IEFE 6" 152 NR 48 117 NR 5l NR

1204 145 NR 48 12.5 NR 51 NR

200018 144 NR 34 11.3 NR 47 0.55
1) Carnevale(2016): oPAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37) &
*original PAE(n=15)+ PErFec TED PAE(n=15)
o, original; PErFec TED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal; IIEF-5, International Index
of Erectile Function 5; RCT, Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization;

TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard deviation; NR, not reported
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HIF2H9] v 2 AIRI-(NRS)

A7) T QS B 113F NRSAT-E Ray 5{2018) 1712 G334 AFgolizt 4715 A4S Rsiy
.

AP AP oR= 1271 A13oll PAET: 24.1% (48/199%), TURP: 47.5% (29/6178)7HA¥5193.01t
2ol AFSHA] Skt 1IEF A& B71Rt 47155 Afolkt= 1271 Al5oll PAET: Bt 1637,

TURPT B 14.84.0 7 8Holx|QiA|ul &= F71 9035} 2Jo|= olZ5}A] gkt

H 3.17 [PAE vs. TURP] §7|5 &3 2tT14: NRS
== PAE TURP

o1 M1 XX} i ME :,_"; o
=S (EelD) 4 e “; n N % n N %
el APEFEIol
Ray S35k Aty o
1 oot mseoim Ay 1PIE 48 199 241 20 61 475 NR
L [=X=]
s B mean SD N mean SD N

&8 144 NR 164 144  NR 36

S lIEF g 162 NR 126 156  NR 28

(2018) IZEQ¢HA e 671 17 NR 100 19.2 NR 20
1271 16.3*  NR 102 14.8* NR 20

NR

*2&A vs. 127149 p>0.005
IIEF-5, International Index of Erectile Function 5; NR, not reported
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; NR, not reported

RS HIELAPATHRCT)
AR obA 0 2 WAL} 9 EAIAI710] SIIE|QITE WALARES: 37 Qo)A BsiolT,
0] F Gao 5(2014)= 8 Fse H 9=l sk
 Camevale 5(2016) @701 WAHLO2. 21t ko) Sisiekn slgirk

%8,
of
O«]
m
{
>,
Lo
rlo
N
=
o)
2
-
)
o)
E;E
%
k=
0,

H 3.18 [PAE vs. TURP] EZtEAY &3 OtMM: RCT

o AR 7 PAE TURP o/
== (EmoIT) (=11 mean  SD N mean  SD N H| T
S\ (Dose area product, Gy/cm ?)
Insausti
1 (2020) RCT 228 61.6 17 NA NA NA
Abt
(2021) RCT 176.5 101.2 48 NA NA NA
3 Gao RCT 113.051 26.715 b4 NA NA NA *2
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o 1 XK} o PAE TURP p/
== (EHAT) (=1 mean SD N mean SD N H|2
tsat
(2014) {9
SUE A (Fluoroscopy time, min)
1 '[‘258;8)“ RCT 58 20.8 17 NA NA NA
2 (2%2‘[1) RCT 508 175 48 NA  NA  NA
3 (2%3&) RCT 33.2 6.7 54 NA NA NA
oPAE PErFecTED PAE  TURP
Carnevale 492 172 15 458 146 15 NA
4 (2016)" RCT HIAFMOZ Olt B QIS

1) Carnevale(2016): oPAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &

o, original; PErFec TED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal; NA, Not applicable; RCT,
Randomized controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of
the prostate

229 M8 B2XE A EE: Mrs E M

TR B2 AGAIBRCT)

Ao D QAL 242 1784 Hu5HATE. Abt 5(2021)2 PARZOA BS3A A3} 9isg74 0 2 Q1%h
EVS|

o5 7150] 178 WAsto] Afa&st9lal, TURPTOIA 8 =82 21, a8 d2t 1, A 9154
3)sKCalcifications of the prostatic fossa) 29, 715 1750] A5&s13athal B 15k Carneval
e 5(2016)°14 YL PAEToNA = o] §laL, TURPZOIA = 6.7% (1/15%8)7 i dstltkar
Hsiath A, AYY 25 F 2 723 ZolE AFsHA| 2kt

H 3.19 [PAE vs. TURP] X2 2 ZHY#: RCT

o H[1 XX} il = Ess PAE TURP
== (D) 28 e 7kt n N % n N %
Abt AN 2|
1 00} RCT  Waa 240 1 50 2 6 50 12
2 Carnevale RCT Xy 1298 NR NR NR 1 15 67

(2016)1)
1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &
o, original; PErFec TED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal; RCT, Randomized
controlled trial; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate;
NR, not reported

H|EZ-9] v 2 A FATE(NRS)

Aee D QYL 271 A7 Raizenne et al. 2023; Gondran-Tellier 5(2021)°]4] E115}tt. o]
% Raizenne 5(2023)2 A UL 75196 PAFZOA] 35 6% (109/335%), TURP—TLOﬂ/d 20.1%
(2116/11,205%) YAYSFILE. Gondran-Tellier 5(2021) A7-= A48 9 2 A& SRS
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o]

SR, PAET 20% (3/157), TURP 2% (4/4878) WAYSIILE Ao, YUY 25 F 7 89
2lo|E AFsHA] 3ttt

ot

H 3.20 [PAE vs. TURP] K== & THR2: NRS

E~gnid
oy HNER @ Mg TE PAE TURP -
T Een 88 W8 ;54 n N % n N %
Raizenne =Xo12S) o o
1 (2023) I5E0T MYUHE  37HE 109 335 356 2116 11,2056 20.1
Gondran-  Zauxy EX:
2 Tellier ISoo Maz 12 3 15 20 1 48 2 o
FSEH
(021) EERT T

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate

2.2.10 7|t

T BHLA, Sl

L-o=

o
Y
=

71t FPARA O 2 QI B R, =&2|T FE|E] A7 WS
Aol A ElE et WA ]RGS PARFOIA T LAY T, TURPZOIAE LAYSHX
PAEZONA HEF(0.5%), =54 SHEMNQ2%), AU (1%)°] TAY5IH 2, TURPEA A= LAl
tigh AFo] Yt o] T & AT 7HHE] ARS7IZR2 PAET Bt 1.3+ 1.4Y, TURP 3.3+ 1.492
PAEo] TURP=O] H]sf| F-2l5HA & 4tH(p=0.001).

AN

&

H 3.21 [PAE vs. TURP] 7|E}

=X
oy WIRR @R Mg 3D PAE TURP
T Emn)  R¥ Wg S 0 N % on N % P
- LA 2
g msaustiper (adioderma 12! 1 17 6 0 470
(2020 titis) =
R say  Mgs . 1 216 05 MR NR  NR
2 org (EBE mASUIY g 4 216 2 NR___NR__NR
aT SAHY = 2 216 1 NR NR  NR
mean SD N mean SD N

AA
3 (2%22) RCT Aé_ﬁﬁ%) G2 18 14 48 33 14 5 000

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard
deviation

B4 7l=t=ol Hld

315F A= NRS 170(Gondran-Tellier et al., 2021) ©|9it}. ClavienDindoZ
2 PAEOl A= WS ER] QAT 1-20HA] 832 PAFE 33% (5/15%), PVP-2

PAE®} PVPE
H gk 3cHA gF

OEHI
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19% (12/62%8)7F A5y, 7id 852 Q2 QU A& B st 1271 Aol PAET
20% (3/15%), TURP 2% (1 /62%)7} ugslolT)

H 3.22 [PAE vs. PVP] &85 Y 2X8

Sy

o WNEX A7 HE T PAE PYP p/
R B W& 5+ n N % o N % HZ
x| &3 (Clavien-Dindo)

Gondran - 3 = 0 15 0 3 25 12
1 ~Tellier LEo 1271

(2021) TFSEAT  1-20 5 15 33 12 62 19
E S

c,gondran - Q=2
1 “Tellier 522 oIt 1274 3 15 20 1 62 2

Qoa1) TP aps

e

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; PVP, Photoselective Vaporization of the Prostate

2.4, HEH SUMHE= 252 0IXS 0|2 MEAM BHE=2 Hl

PAE®} HoLEPE ¥l Rt 17h= 27001 it A oS % F-4H-8-= EAljt Mazancourt 5(2023)%%
Gondran-Tellier (20214 AA FH5-2 F -5 gEAol7} fIITHRR 0.99, 95% CI 0.69~1.43,

p=0.98, I*=0%).

NE S 5 STHH T2 Q2 Al FHSIAE AR A7 PAER 3.5% (2/5779),
HoLEP=- 7.1% (35/49078) A51 91 1, 8-S PAEFO A= EA85HA] 2943, HoLEPZol A= 1.8%
(9/49078) &Yt

e SHESC 271 AT 3 17104 A, S48, 9, A4S Bl 8452 PAET
ofli= ASHA] %A1, HoLEPoll A= 9.3% (46/4907) HAYoFAtHp=0.009485). /2. H= PAET
Nl A= 12.2% (7/57), HoLEP 4.8% (24/490%8) A3(p=0.03272)5to] QA4S G485 2%
PABZ-ETH HoLEPOlIA frol51HA| o] BEAYa} Tt PABwOl A= TAYsHA] 3ko 1 HoL EPZollAl:=
Qe HgA A o] WhAysto] ZE2 WA A 5ot i A Aa-S Algstittal siqict. TohE 171 AtollA=
Q¥E B15I9T, PAER 20% (3/15%)7F 2HA¥51911, HoLEPZol= uHAla}A] Qkorc}

71 AR2717HRD)S 42& 5 PART: Bt 4.7347.03%, HoLEPT Bt 1.36+1.39Y HA35}0] PART
Ho} HoLEPOl A 3-2JoHA] B &R 717 AR&5HITH(p<0.001). THE5-2 FA3A17F 2 a3t i E30]
SR 17 Aol A Barstyl o, & w7k 3-2jst Alol 7t Q9L 43716 Ao = wiE Aol 7}
gl AS ZRIsHATHp=0.98)

=A%) 2 QRS AR o 2 WISlgT, PAEZOIA71,782.64 175,718.8Gy 7} SRl

r

¥Q gk
o
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H 3.23 [PAE vs. HoLEP] 8iH= gl HXI2
=
A1 XKIXF MZ PAE HoLEP
— = —=
H o) 8 %‘_ZIE spt N N % n N %
Hy| S
A 19 57 33 172 490 35 0.8836
Mazanc E&%&  Clavien 1274
1 ourt ISE  -Dindo o
(2023) o1 30 = 1 57 1.7 36 490 7.3 0.1
Ol
Clavien
Gondran 5315 —ngo 0 15 0 0 25 0
. ° 3HA 124
2 -Teller ISE Clvien | ¥
of =
@021 FF - pindo 5 15 33 5 21 24
1-2E7
e FHS
- S8 s
_ =)
Mazanc 2&H gz g5 2 57 35 36 490 7.0 04102 T
1 ourt ISE o
(2023) o7 3 = 0 57 0 9 490 1.8 0.6077
- Hiz Pt §HHE
Q4= 0 57 0 46 490 9.3 0.009%
249H 7 57 122 24 40 48 omy H
Mazanc S8 1274 L;Tﬁ
1 ourt k=1=4 Q| o 0 57 0 23 490 46  0.1551 ilﬁo
(2023) A+ = e
Ty oS
7 0 57 0 13 490 2.65 NR &ﬂiq
=
Gondran &3 1274
2 -Teller ISE QN o 3 15 20 0 21 0 NR s
(2021) AT =
- 7IHIE & orHy
Mazanc & FHHE L
1 out ISE AN/t ]2 473 703 57 136 139 490 <0001
(2023) A+ (%) o
- I
Mazanc S He |
I oout  RSE Il kg 4 57 7 24 490 48 05197
(2023) oA+ =°
-z mean SD N mean SD N
Mazanc S&H
1 ourt ISE [IEF - NR NR NR NR NR NR  0.98
(2023) oA+
—SEEA [ 22 oM mean SD N mean SD N
Mazanc 5@1—1 HPAH'IEF
1 ourt ISE O(G'_)o 271,7826  175,718.8 57 NA
(2023) 17 Y

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; HoLEP, Holmium laser enucleation of prostate; IIEF, International

Index of Erectile Function; NA, Not applicable
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PAE HoLEP Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H. Random. 95% Cl M-H. Random. 95% CI
Gondran-Tellier{2021) (1) 19 a7 172 490 B88.0% 0.95 [0.65, 1.40]
Mazancourt{2023) ] 15 L] 21 12.0% 1.40[0.48, 3.99]
Total (95% CI) 72 511 100.0% 0.99 [0.69, 1.43]
Total events 24 177

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 0.46, df=1 (P = 0.50); F= 0%
Testfor overall effect: Z= 0.03 (F = 0.98)

01 02z 05 1 2 5 10
Favours [PAE] Favours [HoLEP]

Eootnotes
(1) Clavien-Dindo 35HH 2 1-250H &£H=IgF

712! 3.15 [PAE vs. HoLEP] ZA| S5 U 28

25, MM SWMHST O|AH AFALS 0|83 HYN 220 Hl

oy MNXEE  OT ME axpE P PUL -
T (En)  R¥ We 86 n N % n N %
QI 12 308 3.9 60 1071 56 NR
=5Hx =l NR 335 NR 23 1045 22 NR
Raizenne =0 Q= o olg]
1 (2023) ig__fﬁ 2108 KW= 15 306 4.9 21 1050 2 NR A
SE X
Z%o 82 306 268 88 1060 83 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; PUL, Prostatic Urethral Lift; NR, not reported

2.6. HEN SYMH=I +F7|2 0|8 2 HEY EXi=2 H|uw

7 S 17] ¥7KBaboud et al., 2022)7}F
RIS Aida F S50 PAEZOIA 27% (3/117%) T3, Ele, 227A2 PAEZIN =
Aol I, TURPZOIAE 22 9% (1/117), 9% (1/1178) LAYsII.

E3.25 [PAE vs. £57| 08 Z2EX MM HHiz] 335 2 8318
B =% e $37| 012 22=H
o (gl gg o ﬂ:; . TN Hs
= e < Rt n N % n N %
1 Baboud  F&H =L 1702 NR NR NR 1 " 9
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357/ 018 ZecH

RN S o PAE SR ERE
= ™S i 7kt n N % n N %
Sse 22U NR  NR  NR 1 1 9
(@022) o Agsf 3 11 27 NA NA NA

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; NA, Not applicable

2.7. HEgH SYMHFESI ANX|=2| H|u

PAE®} sham= ¥]w'sF A54= RCT 17l(Pisco et al., 2020)°]3icth. AA| ghE=2 % (14/40%),
sham-232.5% (12/4078)7} 2SIl = 71t -R-2fgh 2jolof] Tk eio] giSit:. o]2] /i85

29 85, A9, e 85, 716 A, FEFAN T4 LXVJO] HIE|gl o Fofst
olE H g S ik
H 3.26 [PAE vs. A3IXI] SHE U 2RI8
=Xq
oy AMEX MR 7O PAE sham T
Lyl = = BL
G we S o N % 0 N %
Pisco _ o
T oo0) ek 14 40 35 13 40 325
THE S
- SIS
HAES 2 0 5 9 40 225
_ sEots 3 0 75 NR 40  NR
1 fisco H= e 3 40 75 2 40 5
(o20) 25 oM -
RS 3 0 75 NR 40  NR
e NE 40 NR 2 40 5
- 27
[ o |
Pisco Q2710 2
T om0 8¥E e 0 25 NR 40 NR
— Hiji 2R SRES
Pisco B b2 2k o
T o0 Oyens M 0 25 2 40
PisdH mean  SD N mean SD N
Pisco _ o
1 ooy EF15 6@ 953 154 40 595 187 40 029
SEIEA R 2R ORI mdn IR N nmedn IR N
R 12.0- 10-
. AZHE) " g 0 2 57 X
1 5'(?58) apApME 130.0 60.5
G o) 201.5 —325. 4 1028 So) 40

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; SD, Standard deviation; IQR, Interquartile Range:; NR, not
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=X
o1 MR X} Mg :;_:; PAE sham —
—_— S t ELY
@D W8 S N % n N %
reported

2.8. HEgd SUMHESI AFX|=2| H|u

PAE®} eFEX| 52} H| w3t A= RCT 170(Sapoval et al., 2023)°]|3t}. AA| H85-2 PAET 5141,
OFEX| BT 427 WA O, F 7t o/ dS HalokA] gttt /S S8 IS,
79, e TP, 5, MASIE, 715, BEFAE T o] RIS o] 543715
q
=

[eX)

el QPN A LIEF-152 1713t 27} 9719 A 0] PARZ} ok A2 we} o 4715 847} Aot
(0=0.0235). FHEA T} Telo}o] Tk ubAbAl RIS HRS Bt PARZOIA 2.2%(1/457) W43
soic

T 3.27 [PAE vs. UY=X|Z] §HS 2l 22t
ST [T T R PAE SFERE
SCoEmen) ug J# n N % n N % P
| S
1 Ség%?' s oY 51 31 - 42 21 - NR
I EE
- SE SRS
|: =]
o OHOE '%15 2 44 4.4 0 43 0.0
1 Sapoval FfIQEZ e
(2023) =
SHH= 0 44 0.0 1 43 2.2
- ZIAd
[ e |
1 Ség%?' Q=AY o 1 44 22 2 43 44
— Hic 2 SRES
Savovsl 220 0 44 0.0 1 43 2.2
1 otos _Mmm@ op¥ 3 4 67 0 43 00
b 4 44 8.9 1 43 2.2
-5
HEITHIE
STEES 2 44 4.4 2 43 4.4
I = R
UEx 1 44 22 0 43 0.0
T13}0
. Sapoval il o O 4 00 1 43 22
g 1 44 2.2 0 43 0.0
i = Ot
h= 52! 1 22 4 3 89
OO
- MpisE
Sapoval SEE o
1 oy Mmama OE 17 45 378 0 45 0.0
- Wi Zoj




ARA AR e PAE STERE

o _
T (EHen) LI 7Rt n N % n N %
ezt 0 4 00 5 43 111
AP0 0 a4 00 1 43 22
o7
Sgrs 1 4 22 0 23 00
1 Sapoval _ #JIES 0 44 0.0 3 43 6.7
(2023) 51} o 0 M 00 1 B 22
mean SD N mean SD N
X2F 391 219 44 449 229 43
WIS gpe 4 21 40 21 0 0
e g 469 36.8 8 3 0235
F 388 232 42 40 241 38
A T O
Il =<1
1 Sapoval L‘tiﬁ - 1 5 22 0 5 00 &
(023 oM - 0 X
AR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; SD, Standard deviation; NR, not reported
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PAE®} OP9] S3M3-& ¥ NRS 271 78 ERIH, 347, 419 &, 895813 A1, HWgAl
Eolgel, 71 A a3, A, £eATL J97I7hE Balstgi). o] & 344 IPSS, 49
A2 PSS Quality of life (QoL)& B 15t¥+=1| T X K5+ PAETC] OP- Bt S4f 52 4] &
7Wol B RATHPC0.05). 8958 Xl Ali= PAETEC] OP<Hol Hlsl &xb7t of Rorar, AgA
Eol3 2 PAEC] OPoll Hlsh F-2JoHA] B =3tH(p<0.05).

7HEE B 23 5 7HEE AR7IZHR)2 PAEZIAE O. 03+o 169, OPF-2 6.1+2.97

gRl=]lo] PAERC] OPZETH FosHAl &StHp0.01). &A1 PAEHEIH: 848,
68~101)°] OPEth o AJAcKFEE 57, HY 42~74).

1
f

H 3.28 [PAE vs. OP] &2t &t

=

o HIR thﬁy 25 PAE oP
TToEmem o5 BRR men SD N men  SD N P
s

q A&8M 2308 593 80 2335 466 80 0.53
1 (2‘631350) IPSS 6742 11.35*  3.00 80 493 333 80 NR

1208 104* 466 80  431* 302 8  (0.05

40| &

Russo  IPSS 228 441 098 80 41 098 80 0.1

" 015 QoL 1248 278 0.09 80 073 075 80 (0.5
SASSH XI5

=8 7.26 3.29 80 7.85 1.76 80 0.21

2 oM 1623 449 80  245* 534 80 NR
. Russo 12018 1689 488 80 23%* 592 80 (001
(2015) ~28 6425 331 80 6495 6346 80 0.95
-2 6@ 1923 1013 80 431 379 80 NR
12018 1838 9.6 80 615 426 80  (0.05
e S0
~28 36 1.89 80 421 189 80 0.1
1 é‘éﬁ%") - 618 243* 085 80 143 222 80 NR
208 212 1 80 133 133 80  {0.05
7IHE & St n N % n N %
7HHIE
HIA 235 8 15 53.3 25 25 100
Gond_ran Nzs
1 ggg'f)r JEE 6N 8 15 533 24 25 9%
HOE  124¥ 7 15 466 24 25 96

MEE  HRERR

N

15 13.3 23 25 92
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=
opy  ANAZL “L,;J;':‘y =5 PAE OP o
T (BHn) E-‘,l HEI|IZE men  SD N mean  SD N
o
ol=Ek|g 5 15 33.3 1 25 4
mean SD N mean SD N
7HEH

9 Russo  AM&71ZH &% 0.03 0.16 80 6.1 2.97 80 0.01
(2015) (&)
7HEE

TAR 1271 S 25 FHHE HALS 2 QIStS
s
1 8;;350) T2 EE YR QI3 WH0| RS A UUS
TEARE medan  range N medan  range N
Russo _ _ 68-10 B
1 (2015) 34 1 80 57 42-74 80 0.05
AR medan  IOR N medan  IOR N
Gondran
1 —Tellier - - 3 34 15 1 10-12 15
(2021)

*2aA vs. 12719 p< 0.01

IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom Score; QoL, Quality of Life; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization;
OP, Open prostatectomy: IQR, Interquartile Range

TR B2 AGAIBRCT)

PAES} TURPE H]| W3t RCTATE 5702 3HlE| Qi) 57 % [PSS AT 2AFd4~7 H| W},
Carnevale 5(2016)9] Z3}= oPAE gt ARSI, 471 AtollA] HehEAS =33 4= Q= A1A
AnE AT AT F 22 FOle 2ol AAUTHMD 2.94, 95% CI-1.35~7.22, p=0.18, = 81%).
o4 7t A3} I* gho] 81%= o] Aol ot ai4o] =9)7F W a sttt 1719] - Radwan et al.,
2020)= A A-F ZA4F44=9] Zpo]7} PAETC| TURPl| H]5) 4|14 02 8-9J51A| o] ZA1eks}
F2I7E ROl FATHp<0.05).
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PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random,95% Cl IV, Random, 95% CI
Abt2021) (13 9.71 8.74 34 519 873 47 25.4% 4.52 [0.66, 8.38] e
Carnevale(2018) (2) 12.8 g 14 61 BE 14 19.8% 6.70[0.76, 12.64] e —
Gao(2014) (3) 1496 7.28 a7 11 7.28 57 28.4% 4.60[1.93,7.27] —
Insausti(2020) (4) 56 449 22 88 a9 22 26.4%  -3.20[6.69 0.29] I
Total (95% CI) 128 141 100.0% 2.94[1.35,7.22] i

Heterogeneity: Tau®=14.97; Ch®= 1583, df= 3 (P = 0.0013; F=81% f f f f
10 -5 0 5 10

Test for overall effect: £=1.34 (P=0.18) Favours [PAE] Favours [TURF]

Footnotes

(1) SDH &kt

(2) 0PAE, SDH HZF

(3)3ME, SDH LY

(4) SDH &kt

1% 3.16 [PAE vs. TURP] 348 RCT

H 3.29 [PAE vs. TURP] 3%+ RCT

AR PAE TURP
& oo m D N s0 N P HE
?jE) (=] mean mean
22 266 NR 22 269 NR 22 -
1 Insausti PSS 30 5 NR 22 12.6 NR 22 -
(2020) E 41 NR 22 102 NR 22 -
1244 5.6 59 22 88 59 22 0.080
~28 1938 NR 48 1759 NR 51
342 1015 NR 48 68 NR 51 031
IPSS  6{2 1019 NR 48 568 NR 51
12748 1008 NR 48 58 NR 5l
Abt 240 971 875 34 519 875 47 0.047
2 02 228 1538 NR 48 1432 NR 51
IHE 754 NR 48 736 NR 51 066
cpg| 68 7.03 NR 48 524 NR 5l
12718 6.39 NR 48 38 NR 51
242 665 12'3 34 39 12'3 47 024
228 243 NR 57 247 NR 57
. e 156 728 57 11 728 57  0.001
3 (203104) IPSS 6742 12.8 NR 5/ 113 NR 57 NS
1248 10.9 NR 57 102 NR 57 NS
20008 87 NR 5/ 84 NR 5/ NS
PAE M-TURP B-TURP
Radwan o =
4 ooo PSS oM 14 NR 20 18 NR 20 18 NR 20 & &A
PErFecTED
oPAE e TURP

~2% 53 36 15 246 36 15 76 32 15
5 Gamede 50 128
(2016)" 1212 28 g 15 36 29 15 61 86 15

*PAE vs. TURPs, p<0.005; **vs TURP p=0.012

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37§ &, PErFec TED
PAE & FTER 54

NR, not reported; NS, not significant; CI, confidence interval; IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom S
core; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; M, Mono; B, Bi; T
URP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; O, original; PErFecTED, Proximal
Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal
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H229] | ZYYAHNRS)
PAETH TURPZS] 247842 HImSE NRSSHE 1710191}, 5 2 B 1271974 X440 [PSS
447} wolA B0l AAIEI Lot T2k §OI Aol QA BshA ellek

H 3.30 [PAE vs. TURP] 34%=: NRS

o HIEX WL EEA PAE TURP
o) =7 H mn SO N mem SD N 2
A 21.3 NR 181 21.6 NR 38 NR
1 Ray IPSS 31 10.5 NR 136 11.5 NR 33 NR
(2018) 671 9.6 NR 159 9.8 NR 45 NR
1270 10.1 NR 133 8 NR 31 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard
devaion; IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom Score: NR, not reported

3.2.2 &9 E

T2 v 2GR ERCT)

PAEZ-T} TURP-9] 419 A& v| w3 RCTA 4712 BR1= 9t} Carnevale $5(2016)2] Z3}=
OPAE #F& AR8513itt. HEREAS 3E 4= 1= AI8S Mg A T -2t Zfo |7} YIATHMD
0.40, 95% CI-0.26~1.06, p=0.24, I*= 92%). ZL&|U} I* g}o] 92%= o] & AJo] t=o} s} 4o )7} B a5}
=3

rr

PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V. Random. 95% ClI Year IV. Random. 95% CI
Gao(2014) (1) 249 094 57 23 094 57 275% 0.60[0.25 095 2014 —
Camevale(2016) (2 22 12 14 09 1.4 19 18.6% 1.30[0.37,2.23] 2016 -
Ingausti(2020) (3 0.7 0495 23 164 0495 22 245% -0.84[1.50,-0.38] 2020 e
ABH(2021) (4) 171 028 34 096 029 47 29.4% 0.75[0.62,0.88] 2021 -
Total {(95% CI) 129 141 100.0% 0.40 [-0.26, 1.06]

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.38; Chi®= 35.70, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F= 92%
Testfor overall effect Z=118 (P =10.24) ) Fa'v'ou-rs [PAE] Favours [TURP}
Footnotes

(1) SDHLHEL 3HE

(2) oPAE, SDH&HEE 1248

(3) SDAH &gt 12 E

(4) SDHILHEL 24 &

13 3.17 [PAE vs. TURP] 42| &: RCT
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H 3.31 [PAE vs. TURP] 42| &: RCT

oy WNER W =% PAE TURP -
Co@mey) £7 A men SD N mem SD N P
~=Xd 448 104 23 473 109 22 0523
, nsausti oo PHE 091 NR 25 209 NR 22
(2020) 642 0656 NR 23 168 NR 22
1248 07 095 23 164 095 22 0002
~=d 4 NR 48 424 NR 51
%2 167 NR 48 155 NR 51 015
Abt  IPSS <
2 oo oo B8 157 NR 48 113 NR__ 5

12748 1.53 NR 48 0.91 NR 51
20018 1.71 0.29 34 096 0.29 47 0.002

=™ 48 0.8 57 4.6 0.7 57
Gao M 2.9 0.94 57 2.3 0.94 57 0.001
3 (2014) - A= 2.2 NR 57 2.3 NR 57 NS
1270 1.9 NR 57 1.8 NR 57 NS
200d 16 NR 57 1.4 NR 57 NS

PAE TURP
PErFecTED
oPAE PAE TURP
M 47 06 15 47 06 15 46 08 15
4 Carnevale B Y 16
(2016)1) 1278 %, 12 15 4 07 15 09 14 15

*vs. TURPs, p=0.0041; **vs. TURPs, p=0.0095

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37}

NR, not reported; IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom Score; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom
Index; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard
devaion; QoL, Quality of Life; O, original; PErFecTED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize
Distal

H| 7219 W B FAH(NRS)

PAE¥} TURP#S] 419] 22 v w3 NRS 7= 1702 It IPSS QoL ARg-sto] H7Ist
A7} 12709 A-80) PAE S+t 2.17, TURPH Bt 1.9 0% PAETO] TURPFE T} F7} =0}
4] Aoj thst a3t AA YergAIR, A4 2442 dgo] St

H 3.32 [PAE vs. TURP] 42| &: NRS

oy MR 7] PAE TURP
TS (Ehen) AMd  men  SD N rmen SD N P
=M 4.6 NR 189 4.9 NR 48 NR
1 Ray IPSS 30 2.3 NR 139 2.4 NR 36 NR
(2018) QoL = 1.9 NR 160 1.9 NR 46 NR
1274€ 2.1 NR 135 1.9 NR 35 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard
devaion; IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom Score; QoL, Quality of Life; NR, not reported
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3.2.3 Q9ssHH X|&®
EEELE

3.23.1 F1K

TR B2 AGAIBRCT)

PAEZ 3} TURP] F|1184-& H 1 RCTA = 5HO|T. ©] T 3 7HsSh AlAES A 02 471
A= e 23 PAETO] TURPZETE 1 @%0] § 24 UestiMD-8.10, 95% CI-
12.86~-3.35, p=0.0008, I’= 87%). ©144 7} A3} [3ko] 87%Z o} alj4jof )7} " asit. o]
§/do] B7158t Radwan 5(2020)2] ollA= A - F 21184 21o]7} PAE0] TURP] B]5]
EAZ 02 o5t A0i(p<0.001), PAEZ-C] TURP-O] H|a] A7} W3tct,

PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV. Random, 95% Cl _Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Gao(2014) (1) 17.3 082 57 214 082 53 38.3% -4.10[-4.44,-3.76] 2014 L]
Carmevale{2016) (2) 101 65 18 271 BT 15 25.4% -17.00[-22.50,-11.50] 2016 —
Insausti{2020) (3 138 556 23 167 546 22 2.0%  -2.80 [35.40,29.60] 2020
Abt{2021) (4) 116 598 34 179 598 47 34.3% -6.30 [-8.94,-3.66] 2021 -
Total (95% Cl) 129 137 100.0%  -8.10 [-12.86, -3.35] <>
Heterogeneity; Tau®= 15.35; Chi*= 22.58, df = 3 (P < 0.0001); F= 87%

Testfor overall effect 2= 3.34 (P = 0.0008)

Footnotes

(1) 3ME, SDH HE!
(2) SDHMEL 1208
(3) SDHMEL 1208
(4) SDHMEL, 24 &

1% 3.18 [PAE vs

H 3.33 [PAE vs. TURP] £[12%(m/s): RCT

. TURP] %

20 10 0 10 20
Favours [TURF] Favours [PAE]

o FTER B = PAE TURP -
S @) E7 MM men SD N mem SD N P -+
228 767 2 23 701 25 22 0420
Insausti pe 1226 NR 23 9 NR O 22 AR
T 200 9
62 135 NR 23 133 NR 22 NR
1218 138 556 23 167 556 22  0.862
~28 75 NR_ 48 72 NR 51 NR
" e 13 NR 48 225 NR 51 {0001
2 oo 642 134 NR 48 196 NR 51 NR
12718 133 NR__ 48 177 NR 51 NR
2042 116 598 34 179 598 47 0.001
228 78 NR__ 57 73 NR 53 NR
. ME 173 092 57 214 092 53 0.001
3 o 642 215 NR 57 237 NR 53 NS
1218 221 NR__ 57 231 NR 53 NS
2048 215 NR__ 5/ 221 NR__ 53 NS
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oy KA TF B PAE TURP o
Co@me) £ A®  men  SD N mem SD N P -+
PAE TURP
PAE M-TURP B-TURP
4 R(ggvgg)” 2 3 N 20 9 NR 20 7 NR 20 H-Exp
PAE TURP
PErFecTED
oPAE iy
Comovale x28 7 36 15 51 3 15 167 84 15
5 o) TCT e 10T g5 5 87 g4 45 71 87 15

*PAE vs. TURPs €0.001**vs. TURPs, p € 0.0001; ***vs. TURPs, p = 0.0054

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &

NR, not reported; NS, Not significant; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index; PAE, Prostatic Artery
Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; IPSS,
International Prostatic Symptom Score; QoL, Quality of Life; O, Open; PErFecTED, Proximal
Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal

H| 7219 W B FAIH(NRS)

PAE TURP-9] F|11Q45-2 H|w et NRSHA+HE 170011t 1271 Aol PAE-S 14.1m/s,
TURPZZ 22.3m/sZ YERY} PAETOlIA] F11850] o WA A2 7-242 H 11614 ket

H 3.34 [PAE vs. TURP] £[12%(m/s): NRS

SO P PAE TURP
I . = I = PN |-~ meen SD N men SD N P
22H 8.8 NR 132 104 NR 39 NR
1 (2%?8) 34 13.6 NR 115 208 NR 21 NR
hE 141 NR 106 223 NR 13 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion

3.2.3.2 e

26178 HZAEA-RCT)

PAET ¥ TURPS] @S ¥Rt RCTAT= 570010t ©] § 3 7Hsdt A= SHo= 470
AT /IS 23 PAEZOIA TURPHETDH Jdgo] o @o] YePgtHMD-25.95, 95% CI
4.67~47.23, p=0.02, I’= 95%). ©]9] 3go] B7H53t 17119] A7 (Radwan et al, 2020)o141= S
- Zhe o] Zpo| 7k PAETE0] TURPZOY HIgl 29 ok, A1 02 Folgh Afol= §I3ith
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PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl  Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Gaof2014) (1) a6.8 a7 arv 332 ar A7 34 6% 2360[20.41, 26.79] 2014 L}
Carmevale(2016) {2) B2.3 T 145 83 114 15 17.2% 54.00[17.57,90.43] 2016 —
Insausti(z020) (3) 131 148 23 15 4.8 27 33.8% -1.80 [-8.27, 4.47] 2020 -
ADIZ021) (43 91.6 976 34 281 8976 47 14.4% B3.50[2043 106.87] 2021
Total (95% CI) 129 141 100.0% 2595 [4.67, 47.23] ) ‘I )
Footnotes
(1)SD H &g 3HE
(2) oPAE, SD HIMEL 12He
(3) SD H&HEE 1200
(4)SD M &g 24 E
T2 3.19 [PAE vs. TURP] Zt=2f: RCT
T 3.35 [PAE vs. TURP] ZtizZH(ml): RCT
MM - PAE TURP
o i =XMAH H| T
Gy M8 s N mem SO NP 2
248 823 NR 23 1244 NR 22 NR
1 Insausti M 2111 NR 23 226 NR 22 NR
(2020) 67H 15.1 NR 23 189  NR 22 NR
1244 131 148 23 15 148 22 0.667
248 1685 NR 48 2307 NR 51 NR
Abt 3I4e 703  NR 48 337 NR 51 0.003
2 (2007) 6712 607 NR 48 307 NR 51 NR
12742 535  NR 48 236 NR 51 NR
24748 916 976 34 281 976 47  0.005
~2® 1269 NR 57 1154 NR 57 NR
oo 4y 568 87 57 332 87 57 0'%“
3 (2014) 6712 392  NR 57 309 NR 57 NS
1208 273  NR 57 223 NR 57 NS
24742 194  NR 57 152  NR 57 NS
men SD N man SD N man SD N
PAE M-TURP B-TURP
-5}
Radwan o PAE vs.
4 (2020) 6742 3 NR 20 33 NR 20 8 NR 20 U f°
NS
oPAE PErFecTED PAE
A& 127 999 15 742 493 15 783 733 15
5 Carnevale 623 18.6
(2016)1) He °%4° 71 15 "%° 57 15 83 119 15

*vs. TURPs, p=0.0062; **vs. TURPs, p = 0.0517
1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &
NR, not reported; NS, Not significant; PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral
resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; O, Open; PErFecTED, Proximal Embolization First,

Then Embolize Distal

H| 7219 v B FAH(NRS)

PAEZT} TURPZS] Fr kS
TURPE-S B 80.6mlE PAEZ9)

Rk

<)
pi
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H 3.36 [PAE vs. TURP] Ztz2H(ml): NRS

o MK} - PAE TURP
= &) T mean SD N mean  SD N P
=M 161.6 NR 125 263.6 NR 46 NR
1 (2%a1y8) 370E 126.2 NR 110 88.8 NR 20 NR
12744 129.6 NR 101 80.6 NR 13 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion

3.2.3.3 =R

PAETT} TURPQ] vl S H] 23 RCTAT= 1700]192, NRSH = 3¢
Al-of| PAET-S Bt 53.8cmH20, TURP-S et 47.3cmH, 00| AT 7= 7 F-5-2]5H 2fol= Qgs}
A oot

H 3.37 [PAE vs. TURP] tHiz=22(cmH20): RCT

o N PAE TURP
SEo@mem)  TONT e SD N men  SD N P
Abt =X 69.5 NR 48 75.5 NR 51
1 (2021) 3N 54.6 NR 48 34.6 NR 51 0.002
2471 3.8 NR 34 43.7 NR 47 0.034

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion:

3.2.4 HEH 8%

12

F2r91HR Y v YA —RCT)

PAE#3 TURP-9] A A 82 8]t RCTAT= 57001913, o] 5 4 7Fs3t Aol A Hug
7| ARS AR P AFE IS A3t 54 3 PAETLC] TURPZO] Ble] AEAl -840 ¢ it
(MD 14.85, 95% CI-8.01~21.69, p<0.0001, 12= 56%). °]2] gA4lo] %7%——‘6} 1719] 9174 (Radwan
et al., 2020)°141= SA A -5 HAPA 849] 2to]7} PAE-C] TURPO H]al & AtKp<0.001).

50



PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random. 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Gan(2014) (1) 349 131 67 266 131 57 3T4%  8.30([348,1341] 2014 —a
Camevale(2016) () 509 18 15 32 114 15 204% 18.90([F.68,3011] 2016 —
Ins austi(2020) (3 85 204 23 182 204 22 19.2% 21.30([9.38, 3222 2020 e —
ARt(2021) (43 467 228 34 302 229 47 229% 16.50([5.39, 26.61] 2021 ——
Total {35% CI) 1290 141 100.0% 14.85 [8.01, 21.60] -
Heterogeneity. Tau®= 26.58; Chi*= 6.83, df= 3 (F = 0.08); = 56% 0 e } e
Testfor overall effect Z=4.25 (P = 0.0001) Favours [PAE] Favours [TURF]
Footnotes
(1) 24 &, 5D H At
(2)12H&, 5D H Mgt
(3)127H&, 5D H At
(4) 2470 &, SD H At
1% 3.20 [PAE vs. TURP] MEM X: RCT
H 3.38 [PAE vs. TURP] MM £X(ml): RCT
H1™xe M2 =4 PAE TURP
o p H|2
(Euds) W8  A™ mean SD N rmean SD N
o 60 NR 23 62.9 NR 22
KU = 40.1 NR 23 21.7 NR 22
Insausti 671 37.7 NR 23 19.9 NR 22
1 1274 39.5 20.4 23 182 204 22 {0.001
(2020) O
=R 20.5 34.2 447 71.2 {0.001 cm?®, %
£y
&N 52.8 NR 48 56.5 NR 51 NS
Abt o
2 (2021) 3 40.7 NR 48 27.2 NR 51 {0.001
2470E 46.7 22.9 34 30.2 229 47 0.002
o 64.7 NR 57 63.5 NR 57 NS
G KU = 43.4 NR 57 27.3 NR 57 0.001
2 (2031‘20 612 36.3 NR 57 268 NR 57  0.001
1274 35.6 NR 57 26.4 NR 57 0.001
24008 34.9 13.1 57 26.6 13.1 57 0.001
PAE TURP
PAE(g) M-TURP B-TURP
Radwan o . S5
4 (2020) 671 1 NR 20 31 NR 20 37 NR 20 M- SXt
PAE TURP
oPAE PErFecTED PAE
Cameval oo, #EN @ 178 15 @2 127 15 X 25 1
5 e =
IsE
2016)) = 124¥ 509 19 15 50 138 15 R 14 15

*PAE vs. TURPs <0.001**vs. TURPs, p p = 0.0026; **vs. TURPs, p=0.001
1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37 =
NR, not reported; NS, not significant; CI, confidence interval; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index:
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; O,
Open; PErFecTED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal
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H| 729 W B FAH(NRS)

PAET 3 TURPTOIH A 84S v §F NRSA = 171013t 3714 A ™ol PAET-S Bt 72. 1ml,
TURP+- B+t 58.7mlZ 2R1=AT1, 1271 Aol PAET-2 Hat 72.8mlE B st al, TURPT-2

12719714 FATRT A Qo] vt Brksstnt

H 3.39 [PAE vs. TURP] T&iH 8=(ml): NRS

o I PAE TURP
e o@mem)  TONE e SD N mean SD N P
R &M 101.2 NR 209 65.6 NR 28 NR

1 (20%3) 3N 721 NR 192 58.7 NR 3 NR
1270 72.8 NR 166 - NR 0 NR

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard
devaion: NR, not reported

3.2.5 HEM E0[H

T2 v 2GR ERCT)

PAEZT} TURPS] A A E0]3} S v w3 RCTUTE 471012077, NRSHAT-E= 12tk 7iE dLoflA]
B3 237 A-Q 23S F41 0 2 FAISH A3 PAETC| TURPET} B A YFERFTHMD 0.46,
95% CI 0.25~0.67,p<0.0001, I*= 0%).

PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight [V. Random. 95% ClI Year IV. Random. 95% CI
Gao(2014) {13 21 063 57 1.7 0.63 57 B3.2% 040047, 063 2014 _.'
Camevale(2016) (2 22 11 15 16 08 15 8.6% 060 [0.12,1.32] 2016 T
Ingausti{2020) (3 282 14 23 166 145 22 5.8% 1.16[0.28, 2.04] 2020
Abt{2021) (4) 248 306 34 1.95 308 47 2.4% 0.49 [-0.86,1.84] 201 —
Total {95% CI) 129 141 100.0% 0.46 [0.25, 0.67] L
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; ChiF = 2.85, df= 3 (P = 0.41), F= 0% 2 1 } 1 2

Testfor overall effect Z=4.31 (P = 0.0001)

Footnotes

(1) 24 HE, SDH &Fa!
(2) 12HE, SDH A
(3)127H&, sDH A
(4) 240 &, SDH M

Favours [PAE] Favours [TURP]

12 3.21 [PAE vs. TURP] T2l 0|8 RCT

H 3.40 [PAE vs. TURP] MM E0[&2(hg/ml)

o M1 KK =) PAE TURP -
S (EmHD) A mean SD N mean SD N P
1 Insausti 2 3.5 2.8 23 4.4 8.7 22 0.184
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. MRA EEA PAE TURP o
ST (smeln) 0 M men  SD N men SD N P -+
3He 1.92 NR 23 0.94 NR 22
(2020) 1208 2.82 15 23 1.66 15 22 0.013
FaM 417 NR 48 45 NR 51
Abt 3He 2.3 NR 48 1.33 NR 51 0.074

2 (2021) e 2.56 NR 48 1.54 NR 51
12708 2.46 NR 48 1.83 NR 51
2000 248  3.06 34 1.99  3.06 47  0.048
&M 3.7 NR 57 3.6 NR 57 NS
. 37He 2.2 NR 57 1.5 NR 57 0.001
3 (203&) 671 2 NR 57 1.7 NR 57  0.001
1270 2.1 NR 57 1.6 NR 57  0.001
2470 2.1 0.63 57 1.7 0.63 57  0.001
oPAE PErFecTED PAE TURP
4 Carnevale =M 34 22 15 3.7 21 15 32 25 15
(2016)1) 120 2.2 1.1 15 1.7 12 15 16 09 15

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &

NR, not reported; NS, not significant; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index; PAE, Prostatic Artery
Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; O, Open;
PErFecTED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal

3.2.6 7IHH &3 g11d

PAEZ3} TURPZ-S 813t 71E 8] 3 M2 NRSATOIAM E5H1, RCTOAE B gt A7}
A3ATt. Gondran-Tellier 5(2021)2 7HEE] A|A ] 4453t S0} 7HE ] ¥] 9= 28-S B 59
£, 71 AlA s B PAET 53.3% (8/15%), TURPT 87.5% (42/488)2 PAET-C] TURPZ
Hoh o] HA Yepgod, BA4 52480 thgt igol Ytk

7HIE] H]2lE BEgolk= 670, 1271 A1 9] 71 E H|9JE FEEa} B kER| S8R9t oFEX| =8t
Aol A1 9] 71| B]Ql&E A= E(urinary catheter-free survival)}2 E 18It} o] & H]REA] 28RO
A 71 €] B]9)& E80] PAEZOIA 13.3% (2/159), TURPT 60.4% (29/487) 2= PAET-C] TURP
THT} 7H E H]oE gEgo] FosH WttHp=0.002). & & 7HEE ARS717H PAET B
1.3+1.4Y, TURPF 3.3+1.4Y= PAE0] TURPZO] H3l {-2J51A Z3tHp=0.001).

H 3.41 [PAE vs. TURP] 7IH|E| 23 S1t4: NRS

HI1 XK} e =3 PAE TURP
o (ETe s AIF™/ o 0 p
o PNE: HIELCHALR} n N % n N %
iﬂgﬂ'ﬁ =5 8 15 53.3 42 48 87.5 -
Gondra _ ——— "
1 n-Tellie 670 8 15 53.3 38 48 79.1
r 7HIH 1270 7 15 46.6 38 48 79.1
(2021) H|ojZ= H|2= 0.00
gx%+  zmmx 2 15 1338 29 48 604
UIZX |z 2R} 5 15*% 33.3 9 48* 18.7
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|1 XXt M =3 PAE TURP
o (ETe ;; AIF/ o o p
=) PNE: MIETHALRE n N % n N %
FIH|E _
)\H_";?'ﬂ S 8 15 53.3 42 48 87.5 -
Gondra _ — -~ '
1 n-Tellie 671 8 15 53.3 38 48 79.1
r 7HIH 1270 7 15 46.6 38 48 79.1
(2021) H|o|= H|ok= 0.00
EY X2 &K} 2 15* 13.3 29 48*% 60.4 5
UZX|=Z 2Kt 5 15* 33.3 9 48*% 18.7
mean SD N mean SD N
9 Abt 7HHIE |

AAKX|S
(2021)  AB7IRKE) TETT 1.3 1.4 48 3.3 1.4 51 0.001

"7F 0] WA S
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate
3.2.7 M=

T2 v 2 AFAERCT)
PAE-2 TURPS] B30 TES51A] oot Al88st A& vl WSt A+= RCT 17h°]1t}. Al4&e
PAEOll A= 29% (10/3478)71 A5 L. TURPHoll A= go] 9l

H 3.42 [PAE vs. TURP] Xi=&: RCT

HiXxE Mg 53 PAE TURP
@uel) XE A n N % n N % P

HH H|Z

Abt QX0 K|
1 gy MEE 20HE 10 34 29 NRONR NRNR 4+iizion

T2+ 2% 19

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate

H|529] B AFATE(NRS)

NRSHTON A= 27] AollA e B 11519t o] & 17)] AtollA= PAETY] Aj44: 913o] 671
23.7%, 19 26.5%, 2 28.5%2}11 3+, TURP-S 670 1.5%, 14 2.3%, 2 3.4%2}11 5},
PAE#°] TURPHED B =2 Age S Hiusido tE 17] d7oA= PAEZOlA
19.9%(43/216%), 5.6%(5/89%) 2.2 SRI1E| 11, BAIA F-2J5t Xo]= B 51A] ket
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H 3.43 [PAE vs. TURP] Zhs=&: NRS

oA i
2w = PAE TURP
coy  GEAD  AE Risk cl N Risk cl N :
|_'I"|)
6% 23.7% 19";28'9 33 15%  13-18% 11205
0
Raizenne 21.9-31.9
1 Tomy 18 265% o 33 23%  2026% 11206
24 285% 23'70;34'2 33 34%  31-38% 11205
0
Gondran n N % n N %
_ i 7%
2 &82'{9{ 12 43 216 199 5 89 5.6

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate: CI, confidence interval;

3.2.8 UEL E2 & Y3E

TR B ZAGAIBRCT)

PAEZ¥} TURPHY YHEE, & A352 RCT 242} 1704 Harsiqitt. TS = EJYA] PAET-S
B 88.3+17.2%, TURPE-S HH 75+12.68 2.2 PAEF0] TURP Xt} o A UFERET(p=0.005),
171 Aldolli= Bt 88.9+£16.58, TURP-S Bt 65.9+12.28 0 & PAETC] TURPETH B =4
LERATHp<0.001). & ABE-L2 2471 A1-o] PAET 94.7% (54/54778), TURPT- 100% (53/53%)
& PAET- B TURPEOIA B 32 33552 BalsIiAREF 21 -Rofgt Aloli= ddgo] §i3ith NRSO
e IS 82 & 4382 Bag A7) glolth

H 3.44 [PAE vs. TURP] HEE 3! & &43&: RCT

QitH -
o MR M2 am PAE TURP
':T°|) Ewir) XE ANE  men  SD N mean  SD N P
Tl
1 Insausti o x-  EIEA 833 17.2 23 75 12.6 27 0.005
(2020) - 171 88.9 16.5 23 65.9 16.2 27 0.001
n N % n N %
Gao *E o ~
2 (2014) Mz= 24714 54 57 94.7 53 53 100

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion:

3.2.9 EAIE

TR B2 AGAIBRCT)

PAEZT} TURPQ] &A1 7H & 57 RCTOA] X159 1, NRSET-= SHQ1E] %] 99t} RCT 570
Z 471 A At F 7 995 2fo )7} QIITHMD 51.23, 95% CI 15.69~86.77, p=0.005, 12=
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97%). 12 I gko] 97%= o] FAde] ot siao] ol Wit

PAE TURP Mean Difference Mean Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 85% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Gao(2014) 897 171 57 B35 174 57 26.5% 620 [0.14,12.85) 2014 =
Carnevale(2016) 1448 501 15 B1.7 A7 15 23.2% 8310[56.33,109.87] 2016 —
Abt{2018) 1222 258 48 B85 2248 81 Z26.2% 5270([4314 6226 2018 —
Insausti{2020) 1387 8148 23 702 1M 22 240% BB.50[45.53, 91.47] 2020 -
Total {95% CI) 143 145 100.0% 51.23[15.69, 86.77] el
Heterogeneity, Tau®= 1229.68; Chif= 87.77, df= 3 (P = 0.00001); F=87% t t t |

o _ -100 -50 0 a0 100
Testfor overall effect £=2.83 (P = 0.005) Favaurs [PAE] Favours [TURP]

1% 3.22 [PAE vs. TURP] =&A|Zk: RCT

T 3.45 [PAE vs. TURP] £2A|1ZHE)

o IR PAE TURP o
S @D men SD N mean SD N P
Insausti
1 ey 1387 51.9 23 70.2 21.1 22 (001
2 Abt 122.2 25.8 48 69.5 225 51 €001
o08) . . . . .
Gao
5 oo 89.7 17.1 57 835 175 57 0.066
OPAE PErFecTED PAE TURP
mean SD N mean SD N mean SD N
Carnevale
4 SUeee 1448 501 15 1475 304 15 617 170 15
PAE M-TURP B-TURP
mean SD N mean SD N mean SD N
g fadwan g9 \p 90 59 NR 20 68 NR 20 ®-EAp

(2020)

*PAE vs. TURPs €0.001

1) Carnevale(2016): original PAE(n=15) vs. PErFec TED PAE(n=15) vs. TURP(n=15) 37} &

NR, not reported; NS, not significant; CPSI, Chronic Prostatitis Symptom Index; PAE, Prostatic Artery
Embolization; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; SD, Standard devaion; O, Open;
PErFecTED, Proximal Embolization First, Then Embolize Distal

3.3 MEM MMM =0t HMEX HMEM J|st=2| |
PAES} PVPY] 3H=3% 17 NRS 720l A 75t 0, RCTA= 2R01EA] ettt 23 X #+= Y7
7t} 7HE T G302 FHEE AlA ke, FHEE 8] 28-S B skl

U717 7HEE Bl JERYEE-2 PAETY PVPwZ SA14 -frelAdof tist 9igo] 9l
A== PAET 53.3% (8/15%), PVP 95.1% (58/6278) 2 PAEwto] PVPETH A AT 8217} o
A AcHp=0.008).
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H 3.46 [PAE vs. PVP] 2144 At

K1 XX} = FH PAE PVP
M gmem) "B msoih redn IR N medan IOR N P
UMTRAY)
Gondran
1 ~Tellier - - 3 3-4 15 5 5-6 62
(2021)
FHEIE 2 SaKd n N % n N %
7HEH
KA FES 8 15 53.3 58 62 95.1  0.008*
Gondran __ At
1 ~Tellier IS 671 8 15 53.3 57 62 91.9
(2021) HloJ= 1270 7 15 46.6 55 62 88.7 NR
Mzo | HIUSXE 2 15%* 13.3 46 62%* 74.2 NR
cT= ASK= 5 15%* 33.3 9 62** 14.5 NR

ALt 2t 2o AA SR
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: PVP, photoselective vaporization of the prostate; IQR, Interquartile Range

3.4 HEd SUMT= EFY0|XE 0|18t HEM FXHE=2 H|w

APA FHHET HoLEPE B 23 7= NRS 271011t S4FE4E= 12709 A0l PART: Bt
9.55%, HoLEP= BT 2.938 0 & PAETF0] HoLEP+ Xt} o} ZA7)|419] G3}7} PAEZ0] HoLEP+
Ho} 2QIth(p<0.001).442] A2 IPSS QoL=E 871t A} 12719 Aol B+t 0.573, HoLEP: B+
2.258 2 & PAET0] HoLEPZ-R} B &3tHP<0.001).

F 1942 1271 A13oll PAET Bt 15m/s, HOLEPT 24m/s& PAE-0] HoLEPT K} 211 g4:0]
o] UOIHp<0.001). AYA 842 PAEZTF HoLEPE7F 8214 of] tish ¢1go] 919, A4 Eolghd
L 1270 AJAo] PAET 4.32ml, HoLEP# 2.0mlE PAETZ0| HoLEPZET} B &=9tHp<0.001).

7hee] AR 7172 2% F PAET B 4.73+7.03%, HoLEP B 1.36+1.399 TA¥51o] PAET
10k HoLEPZoIA 9131 B 2R 712 AR83H2ekp(0.001). 71l el vt 7heel A7 483
A0} 7H E] H]9E QZRLE B U5IYL 7HE AA ATE-S 54 T PART 53.3% (5/15%),
HoLEP- 100% (21/21%) 2% PAE-°] HoLEPRE T B Z At A4 {01/ HarsHA] ekqtet.
7HeE H)oke LB 12719 Aol PAEE 46.6% (7/15'), HOLEPTE 100% (21/21 %) e,
HeREA| & FAtollA] 7Hel|E] 1] 9 AJEE o] PAE 13.3% (2/15'), TURP 100% (21/2178)= Lt
ek, gt k2] & $HRjo]l A 7} e 1] & AEEo] PAET 33.3%(5/15%), TURP 0%(21/21%)2
VR

Ak PAEE at 192£53.254, HoLP B4t 103.57£45. 152 & PAEw Bt HoLEPZollA
5 27 UERITHp0.001). Y97|7HS PAET T 0.84+0.829), HoLPF B 1.6341. 1722 PAE
0] HoLEPZoll A et B 3] Lehgai(p=0.0007), THE 17} A7ollAl= PARR S0t 30491 3-4
%), HoLEPT 531k 32(3-39) 2 Halst3rt.
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H 3.47 [PAE vs. HoLEP] &1+ Zu}

MEXE PAE HoLEP
o H1RX / e
HoO(SmelD) W7t BEIIZ men SD N mean  SD N P
==
SAE
AA-|
: Mazancourt Ps =M 18.45 6.78 57 20.14 6.24 490 0.1056
(2023) 12744 9.55 NR 57 2.93 NR 490 {0.001
ol &

Mezancourt  IPSS S 47 1.47 57 4.65 1.27 490 0.8125

! (2023) QoL 1274 0.57 NR 57 2.25 NR 490 (0.001

QoI=5I X[H

o=

£l s 8.39 2.98 57 8.86 4.68 490 0.561

Mazancourt N

1 2%
= 2
(2023) (ml/se0) 12764 15 NR 57 24 NR 490 (0.001
i EX(ml)
Mazancourt o
1 (2023) e 26 15 57 56 21 490 NR

TR S0RKng/ml)

T 7.23 6.82 57 7.27 7.27 490 0.9673

1 Mazancourt 3
(2023) 12708 432 NR 57 2.0 NR 490  <0.001
FEIE 22 S0P
Mazancourt 7IEIH _
T 003) A2 45 473 7.03 57 136 139 490 {0001
71ZHY)
A= =] n N % n N %
HA o
qzs = TEF 8 15 53.3 21 21 100
Gondran- 670 8 15 53.3 21 21 100
. el
2 Tellier SHEE] 12|H:E_ 7 15 46.6 21 21 100
@021)  yom  HISHEA 2 15 133 21 21 100
MES =2t} :
T asma 15 333 0 21 0
SRt ]
e )
Mazancourt
T o) - - 19232 53.25 57  103.57 4514 490 (0,001
QURIRKY mean SD N mean SD N
1 'V'aéaogog‘)’)““ - 084  0.82 57 163  1.71 490  0.0007
Gondran— median
2 Tellier - - 3 3-4 15 3 3-3 21 (
(2021) range)

*2aX vs. 1271E p( 0.01
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: Holmium laser enucleation of prostate, HoLEP; NR, not reported: SD,
Standard devaion
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3.5 MEd SHMTH=1

AE=2

=
El

PAES} PULS] &3] A= |13t 7= NRSA 1712 AaeeS Aokt Aaes] JEES
6714, 14, 2| AJ-olA Barsti=t] 21 Al-o] IEE°] PAER 28.5%, PULT 8.5%= PAEOl|A]
PULT 2t} o =4 YERTh
T 3.48 [PAE vs. PUL] &1 Z3}
. — PAE PUL
T (Een) AH Risk cl N Risk cl N
=
62 23.7%  194-289% 335 220%  1533% 1362
. PRazenne 1 265%  21.9:319% 335 40%  2.856% 1362
(2023) 24 285%  237-34.2% 335 g5 20129 446

%

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; PUL, Prostatic Urethral Lift: CI, confidence interval

3.6 MEd SHMT= +F7| 0|18 32X HEH EX=2l Hlu

PAES} 3715 o83t B8 =4 AP dAE9] B3S B3 A= NRSHT 1742 2955
A 19| e, FHeEE T G, SEARKR)LRE Brlotgrt. 2 PAET 71 50ml
(50-90ml), =571 0]-& H =4 HEA BAlET S 70ml (54-157ml) O 2 SRIFIAHEAF 0.
2 Folt Afol= Ut 7HEIE AA ZBEEL 1271E A1-ol PAER 45.4% (5/11%9), 571 °1&
795 A AAET 100% (11/118) 22 PARTC] 571 o8 4 2% HgAl A& TE T AJ5E0]
AU Hp=0.01).

SEAIT PARTES 5703k 1485(HY] 123~1618), 5571 o1& B 8= WA AAle S 8E(E
9] 5~13E) 02 PAETC] 57| o8 Hex AYA AAELET 5AZCR FosH At
(p<0.001).

H 3.49 [PAE vs. £57| 0|8 2L T

o
rx
nA
=
L2
foi
i
0x
my
il

+371 0|8 32k

(%E MHA MR =H s HEM =R ,
= £ 0] AR |7}
ey ED B BRY IQR N  medan IQR N
QoI5 X|E
Baboudjian Tt o i ~
1 ooy 12Me 50 50-90 11 70 54157 11 056
FEARE
Baboudjian _ B . _
1 (2022) 148 123-161 1 8 5-13 11 {0.001
FEIE 22 Sapd n N % n N %
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AR
57| 0|8 3k
o PAE SR EHS

(';,'__71 MA&XE Mg =X Ml o
= ESinile| kx| 7
ciR) ED ' R medan  IQR N medan  IQR N

7HEE

1 Baboudian g oone 5 11 45.4 11 11 100 0.01
(2022) oL
oco=

*22X vs. 1271E p( 0.01
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization: IQR, Interquartile Range

3.7 MEd U= ANX= W

PAES} AR E(sham)E B|w S A= 1709 RCTA RIS, 34 A& 5 S48, 419
A, QA5 A #, YA Solde, A 84, EARte = Hrisielnt. S48 671 AIANA
IPSS®} Benign prostatic hyperplasia (BPH)-IIE A-8-510] H7Fet 1L, 1 At PAERS AAIX] =20
H]3] SAFE7F B Wokth(p<0.0001). 419] 22 IPSS QoL & B7et At 671 Al Aol Al PARZ-
AR gt tfH] 4F2] Fo] FolobA| B £3tHp<0.0001). 89-55H A H= 1 &3 ZHesfo 2
B7Fslolth. 211842 PAETC] AR & Bt B W3tal(p=0.005), ZHe= 67114 Aol PAET
o] AR &t Het B A Hp=0.03). 0|2 AHAH Eoldedxt A &4, el F 2t 72fgt
Ao 7k AT

H 3.50 [PAE vs. sham] &2} A1}

HI1X{RE ] PAE B
o (EE MEXE R o M3

o) szt Men SD N mean  SD N
aE
, Pisco _IPSS 6@ 171 725 40 503 813 40  (0.0001 HEX}

(2020) BPH-I 62 633 409 40 228 369 40  0.0001 i
AlO| Xl
a— =2

Pisco IPSS o - _
T ooy ool OME 800 143 40 <103 119 40 (00001 SR
QoI5 X|E

3]

by | 2% OM¥ 682 625 40 28 475 40 0005 A

" (a0z0) D)
) OM¥ 599 1003 40 863 1271 40 003 SR

TR EX(ml)
1 PO mpg 176 185 40 006 209 40 —

(2020) = : : : , XS
i E0fiRlng/m)

Pisco o j _
T 2020 ei¥ 151 217 40 002 213 40 HER}
PEARID) medan QR N rmedan IQR N

Pisco _ _ 60-9 _
" oo 75 0 40 30 30745 40

PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; SD, Standard devaion: IQR, Interquartile Range
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PARR} FEA| =5 WSt A= IV RCTA7H 1= avbd A= S5 49 4, 295t
2 A1, AR Sl A 84, L7k Barsiirt. I 23 [PSS2 B7IRE 5732 PSS
QoLz H7IRt 41| HoflM 9711 Al PAET0] eFaA]==toll HIsh 573 4te] 2 7ol axp7t i

T 3.51 [PAE vs. medical therapy] &1+ Z1}

=X O x
(i_’lf___:l — ;;:; PAE OfSX|Z -
FI_E?'D (BHoD) x| 7753 men  SD N men  SD N (95%CI)*
-in
228 189 53 44 192 6 43
Sapoval o -4.4
1 Uhowl PSS ol 90 53 40 132 71 30 o0
28 85 59 42 114 61 38 NR
s
~28 48 08 44 49 08 43
Sapoval IPSS ° -1.7
1 (2'823) ool 9t 2 1.4 40 3.7 1.8 30 ar-1)
ung 19 16 42 27 17 38 NR
QOIT5H XIE
] 228 95 39 M4 9 45 43
EXini 03
e4 oMy 117 38 4 13 63 30 o
. Sepoval 2uned 13 76 42 104 52 38 NR
(2023) ~28 1060 1039 44 913 899 43
o2 gpe 70 962 40 671 913 30 61
(ml) = : : : (38510 506)
2048 90 888 42 591 581 38 NR
M 8X(ml)
~28 028 363 44 958 397 43
1 5(28%?' - oM 699 257 40 745 337 30 (—10.92&73 55
uNg 674 279 42 778 424 38 NR
M E0sigdng/ml)
228 59 41 4 8 7 43
1 5(28%?' - oMy 38 26 40 44 48 30 (_0.30&.6)
und 4 36 42 5 47 38 NR
UMTRK
Sapoval 3 3
1 e 107 025 45 NA NA  NA

*Mean baseline-adjusted difference (95% CI) between the 2 groups at 9months
PAE, Prostatic Artery Embolization; IPSS, International Prostatic Symptom Score; QoL, Quality of Life;
SD, Standard devaion
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4.1 GRADEE ¢lst ZufHro| S HY

BE AR H= O A (critical), @557 HA & 0] R] 2-2(important but not critical), @&
% 93Hof limited importance)?] 37§ M3 w2}t 58 = (importance)S 725131, DA A A QI

(critical), @& 23R4 4 2o x| &-2(important but not critical) 2R #EE Ao & GRADE

TATES GRISISIH. A9Y3oAM = sl 57 |ext T P, avbd 2apeE E2lsta

Zh AR SR =5 A SIS

PR/ A ApA| H= FARE W8S 08 AT S S o] A A e SHA

T, Y A =, SRS HHlAo|A] ok AR H= "R ESH A H, AP &4, APA Eol

o, 7HE I 2, AQeE, S22 SEdsE & =

AL7IZF o2 A5t & B oAM= A AR HoF S /SR A2 0| X] gk AV EE

FHo=E AEsiqich

r

4.2 GRADE 27/{&

_>C,

] ol
HIEE ol =4 ”;‘75]01 lﬂAz X]ﬂioﬂjﬂ—/] HIEE A& 2t eA ‘*—?—01 %7%} ‘jr EO} v gd
d Optimal Information Size (OIS) 7]5-& TH501A] Sok= & o] ALY AlgH7to] 1&
ZOHA g THA| o] HrlsoiT

ojofl kgt Aol thet GRADE 2722 F5=(Moderate)o| M W&(Low) 22 LRSI
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Zijfso| QL

scale
A g 398t SQ351X|at SHAX QI
= (of limited SHAIMO|X| o2 (critical) AN
importance)  (important but
not critical)
OIN | BAIE U T 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  critical
SeEs 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 critical
49 & 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9  critical
QUSSN KB 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 g g Importntbu
not critical
Mg 85 important but
(K748t ZZ[2k) W / 3 4 pel © / ° not critical
MM EOBPSA 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 'rgfog:;glb“t
sy |JEE BEEN 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 :2)?0;?;;;“
s 1 2 3 4 & 6 7 8 :;ﬁogr?t?;a?“t
OI=EC 50 A
T S TE 1 9 3 4 5 5 7 8 mportgrjt but
SEE not critical
QU7 1 2 8 4 5 6 7 8 of limited

importance




H 353 GRADE 27/4% Tk £48 U 893
Certainty assessment Summary of findings
. . . Other
No.of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre ) . Importance
X
CHEZ studies design bias tency ness cision o;?snde Impact Certainty
ions
orNiN] BXI2 U SIS
- 2B/ ED): 95H/106Y
- A 27 ¢4
o TA FHE2 270 AN ELOF 11, 0] & Clavien-Dindo 3= 0IAf SA=0|
27t 0 EAX X012 HIGIK| 2. Clavien-

HEZECH 5 DMBIRE, =
Dindo1~2E A0l = PAER0| OPZELH & &7 LHAIEHRR 0.46, 95% Cl 0.24~ @®OO Critical
Low

0.89, p=0.02, 1> = 25%).
o N7I52 170 HTOIA 1270 A|FO| IIEF-59| F47t SX70| EZ B} =7

LIEFEH(p¢0.05)(favour 1)
. o|g| =S Q2710 LA o

NRS  serious? not not not not
Serious — serious  serious  serious

F50| 2L, YY) AN F 22 X0

= 61K S
- BN (EMT/HED): 1898/1948

- MR 574 ¢
o A EHES 370 A0 ELOPML 0| & Clavien-Dindo 3H7 &85
58,

0| HEZECE HA LMotURIP, & Z2F EAN RI0|7 AUS(RR
Cl 0.21~ 1.60, p=0.29, |2=0%). Clavien-Dindo1~ 25l EX20| xR @E@O
OH0| PAYSIIRITE & 27H EAR XJ0|7F AUSIS(RR 1.01, 95% Cl 0.93~1.10, Moderate
p=0.79, >=0%) .

o I BHHES 57H IO A
Z 5 TUREEZ &2

S22 M
0.58, 95%

ot not not not

. n
5 RCT  serious’ ) ) . )
serious  serious  serious  serious
U I 70 Hip R 5
I,_W SHIEA|H T OF

X017t U=

HAM DO

E
, ©
W

L
0.

- TURP
- BN (E /A 5568/113328
- MR 374 2
o M| BHES 17} G0 ED5I¥ D, 0| = Clavien-Dindo Y3TA OlA SXi=
0| ZZELCE XA LMBIUX|T T #7F EAHX XI0|E 21I6tK| 24S. Clavien- 00
3 cohort  serious® "% ot not not Dindo1~2HA = J(H-_rLOI TR ECH HO| LMSHUX|P, & 27t SAX XH0|E E D
Serious  serious  serious  Serious 171 ore Low
J_'—0|’X| =)
o JlE BHE2 E¥H FYE,
7|5 & ATy, s I X

o
AAS.

04



Certainty assessment Summary of findings
[pxz No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre 08:2;36 Imoact Cortainty Importance
-t studies design bias tency ness cision rati pa
ions
oMM 2A8 3 FHS
- S (EM/ U ED): 158/62F
- FA 174 °4-_r‘
o HF| §HZS Clavien-Dindo 3%t Ol SIH__TLJ—l' a2 LMK LU,
- PVP | cchot seious MO0 MOU mob Mot - IEE SAR0] AR 20| wasige & ot mn OO0
serious  Serious  Serious  Serious 10| 2 7161%] 1S, Low
o T SHSL2 QU2 QIS M4-&2 26O &= 27 EHA XH0|S E1I6HK| ¢
S(EME: 20%, R 2%)
- SRE(EMT/UED): 728/511Y
- ®A| 27§ Si7
o My FHES T 27t SAM X0l AS(RR 0.99, 95% Cl 0.69~1.43
_ .. not not not not p=0.98, 12=0%). .\
HoLEP ! cohort serious serious serious serious serious © HEHES ST FHZT, i WS, JHEHH A XY, EE, 7 Low Critical
tfaj MY, FYEAY o AMYE HOGI0, 0| B HHh*fad %.*E_E',’émlﬁ 24
2 Z=R20| [Hx:t HOF O M YMEH I (p =0.009458)1 SHLQH= IHEOI
EHK—TL B 20| LS (p= 0.03272)
- SXp(EMZ/UEE): 112058/1362F
- ®A 174 S
- PUL 1 cohort serious® not not not o M| EHES2 UK US . @00
serious serious serious  serious  ® JHEEMHEES EXilt EHX-_rLOHH QU(ZZ 3.9%, 5.6%), Ex(AU=CUS. 2.2%), Low
9%7.:.*0“'(7—.—. 9%, 2%), EEH 25(22t 26.8%, 8.3%), M (2t 35 36%,
16.4%)2 B OGIUX|TE & 27F EHX X0|= HI5HK| 2
- SRS/ ) 11H/11Y
- A=7|12 0|25t — XA 170 o
5715 I8¢t .. not not not not K1|_1=H :rl —=1%| oy @00
1 cohort  serious ri rious serious  serious * BN HISS HAI5IX oS Low
serors s « EE ow 48 % RIS PAEAI 27% (311, B, 222000 PAE
oAM= 21E0] L, —TLO1|A1:: 212 9% (1/119), 9% (1/11%) LMt
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings
. . . Other
No.of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre ) . Importance
X - ) , h
1= studies design bias  ftency ness cision °OnSide Impact Certainty
rations
- S BT/ U ED): 408/408
- ®A 17y ¢+
- x|z 1 cohort  serious "™ not not not o MR BIHZES ZHZ 35%(4/40), IR 32.5%(13/40F) LAist @@(L O
SErious  Serlous — SeMOUS — SEMoUS ¢ Jumsi=o =asimiay s 7108 B 21 SIS, AJ|S, SZEA|Y 22 oFEA ow
0| UL R O|°f7<f0|E EJ_E B2 UANUS.
- EX(EMT/ U ED): 44F/438
- ®A 17y ¢+
o NA| BHHEE2 SAix 5174, AT 4271 DMGIROL S w7t ROIME HIIGHK| %42
- olZx|2 1 cohot serows M0 MU MO T opisiaxo ssimet srs 20 tlenR U5, S5, 4EESE WIS, ¥ ®<LDOO
SCTIOHS  SCTIOUS  Senos  SETOS el pi oimdg WIE 0 & A7IS0| 9HE AIE PAEVt o2 (R B OV
E ELW AAS(p=0.0235). HHEA|H2t BASI0 LFt LA TAS B2 2t
Atee= PAEZROIA 2.2%(1/45%) ehaist
OP, Open prostatectomy; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; PVP, photoselective vaporization of the prostate; HoLEP, Holmium laser enucleation of

prostate; PUL, Prostatic Urethral Lift
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H 3.64 GRADE Z7{+& E7h: 2 HE(Bd8s, &2 &, QASSH X|H)

Certainty assessment Summary of findings
. . . Other
No. of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre : ; Importance
| K.
o= studies  design bias tency ness cision oon_snde Impact Certainty
rations
S4Es
0P 1 wohot serios ™ not not not - EX(EHT/UET): 955/106H @00
serious  serious  serious  serious — ZMFO0| LHEF HOF SATNM0| F1H7 AAU2(p(0.05) Low
- SINEXZ/OED): 189H/194F
5 RCT  serows " ot ot Ot peT ) B 2 © 27t X0} SUS(MD 2.94, 95% CI-1.35-7.20, DBBO
serious  serious  serious  serious z 25 oo Moderate
- TURP p—0.18, [“=81 A))
1 wohot serios ™ not not not - SX(EXZ/UED): 556H/11332F @200
serious  serious  serious  serious — 1270 AI™0| F 2 SAN K82 EUSHK| ES Low Critical
_ . not not not not - ERNEMZ/UHED): 72F/511Y @00
HoLEP ! cohort serious’  ors  serious  serious  serious — SAIR0| LR HCH SATRMO| 2217} 9 A2(p<0.001) Low
) . N NENES F): 40%/40% @00
_ Axix . ot ot not not eSS M/ U EE): 408/ 3
= ! cohort - serious serious  serious  serious  serious — SXH0| CHEAF HLH SATHM0 007 AUAS(p€0.0001) Low
_ or=x o not not not not - SIXENEKZ/CIEDR): 44H/439 @00
HERIE ! cohort - serious serious  serious  serious  serious — ZXTO0| X HCH SANMO St7F UAS(p<0.05) Low
Aol i
_ . ot not not not - ERSMZ/HED): 95%/105Y @00 .
OP ! cohort— serious serious  serious  serious  serious - BATO0| EZ 2Lt 49 & KM S0Pt WS (p<0.05) Low Critical
4 RCT serious® ™ not not not - EX(EHT/MED): 189/1948 @0
TURP serious  serious  serious  serious - BAHTO| iZF 20t 40| A JHM S RS (p(0.05) Moderate
1 wohot serios ™ not not not - SX(EXZ/MED): 556H/11332F @200
serious  serious  serious  serious — ZXHTO| AT HLCHAHQ| &l M F1t0| Q0|5 X{0|0)| CHEH HZ0| i Low
_ 4 not not not not - EX1EME/UED): 72H/511Y @00
Hol EP ! cohort serious serious  serious  serious  serious - SATO0| AT 2Ot 49 & WM S0Pt HS(p<0.001) Low
_ , - ERERR/UED): 40/40 ®@®00
~ Hxl a npt npt npt npt 2R S _
PRIE ! oohort serious serious  serious  serious  serious — ZXHTO0| X HCH 40| & M S017F H2(p¢0.001) Low
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings
. . . Other
No. of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre : ; Importance
| K.
o=z studies design bias tency ness cision oon_snde Impact Certainty
rations
_ or=x . not not not not - SIXENEKZ/CIEDR): 44H/439 0000
HEX= 1 cohort  serious serious  serious  serious  serious — SAT0| CHEF HCt 49 A M ST H2(p<0.001) Low
QATEN XE
_op 1 wohot serios ™ not not not - BEMZ/HED): 958/106% ®@®C0
serious  serious  serious  serious - Z1Q# MM SMZ0| HEZECH KM SIS (p0.05) Low
- XS/ EE): 189H/194F
5 RCT seriows ™ not not not - 124 MD-6.54, 95% CI-9.45~-3.64, p<0.00001, I*= 83% @0
serious  serious  serious  serious - Atz MD-25.95, 95% Cl 4.67~47.23, p=0.02, I?= 95% Moderate
- TURP - =242 PAE 70| TURP RECH=A| LEHE (p=0.034)
1 wohot serios ™ not not not - EX(EXZ/MED): 556%H/11332F @00
serious  serious  serious  serious — E|U1Q&E FLHOAM F 27 EAM o180 st AZ0| AAS Low
S , @O0 important
- HoLEP 1 cohort  serious” not ot ot not - EXp(S i/ E): 728/5113 @® "EE? ng?
serious  serious  serious  serious — ZEQ&0|A SAH0| CHEZ0] HloH & WA LIEF(p€0.001) Low critical
- £37/ 018 IPNESES X 1MH/1Y
AoC Ml 1 wohot serios ™ not not not - BARSHT/MHED) 118/118 ®@®00
;Iﬂ% o serious  serious  serious  serious — XH=ZOIM F ZZFX0|7t YA S(P=0.56) Low
=
- BB/ HED): 408/40Y
- ARz 1 oohot s [0 M M M- s meA01A PAEZO| shamZ0f Hish © 7 LEFS(p=0.005) ®®L OO
- ZHz0ll4 PAEZO0| shamz0] H|aH Cf 20| LIEHE(p=0.03) ow
_ ofmx - not not not not - SXEMEMZ/ER): 44%/439 0000
HERE ! cohort serious serious  serious  serious  serious — ZUQ&N MM F 27t X017t S Low

OP, Open prostatectomy; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; HoLEP, Holmium laser enucleation of prostate; MD, mean different
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T 3.55 GRADE ZH4F Lot upd(MEM 25, MM E0/8e)
Certainty assessment Summary of findings
. . . Other
No. of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre ) . Importance
th=e studies  design bias tency ness cision oon_snde Impact Certainty
rations
HEM 88X
- SRS/ HED): 189F/194Y
_ TURP 5 AT o not not not - 470 ¢51, PAEZ 2L TURPZOIA Of & LIEFE(MD 14.85, 95% Cl- @@®O
serious  serious  serious  serious  8.01~21.69, p<0.0001, 1= 56%) Moderate
= 178 A5, SXZT0| A0 HIsH HAS
~ .. not not not not - EX(SM/UED): 729/5115 @®OQ  important
Hol.EP ! cohort SflOUS” oo serious  serious  serious - 370E AIE0| & 2t Qo Tist om Low bu_t_nolt
critica
i , - BIRRAENR/ER): 405/40% @00
~ A%l a npt npt npt npt 2SS T 3/4U3
= 1 cohort serious serious  serious  serious  serious - F =7t RO/40 LSt AZ0| YAS Low
" ores C.oomot oot mot ot - EREMENR/OER): 44%/433 ®®00
HER= ! cohort Seros”  orios  serious  serious  serious — O7HE AIRIOIKE S 7t AI0J7F §%L s Low
HMEM E08H
~ . not not not not - EX(EM/UHED): 95H/105F @00
op 2 cohort - serious serious  serious  serious  serious — ZA{0| CHERF0|| H|oH MM E0|8HI0] O =H LIEF(p(0.05) Low
~ .4 not not not not - EE(SHZ/UEE): 189H/194F @@®0
TURP 5 RCT serious serious  serious  serious  serious — MD 0.46, 95% Cl 0.25~0.67,p¢0.0001, 1>= 0% Moderate
- HolLEP 1 cohort  serious” not not not not - EX(ST/HE): 728/5113 ©@0C Irgsgﬁg?t
serious  serious  serious  serious — SAM0| A0 ol MEM S0[5H¥0| O = A LIEHE(p{0.001) Low critical
- . - BIRt ( M/t x): 408/40% @00
~ Hxl a npt npt npt npt 2 = T
A= ! cohort - serious serious  serious  serious  serious — T 7t QoMo Cist HZ0| S Low
_ otmz . ot not not not - SkpA (gIH—_rL/EHX,?) 44%/435 @00
SX= 1 cohort serious serious  serious  serious  serious — T 7t QoMo Cist HZ0| S Low

OP, Open prostatectomy; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; HoLEP, Holmium laser enucleation of prostate; MD, mean different
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H 3.56 GRADE 27{+-& E7h: SHECIHE #3 51ky, TH+3)

Certainty assessment

Summary of findings

Other

No of  Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre ; ] Importance
=2 ¢ L L I
HE studies  design bias tency ness cision oon_snde fezs iy
rations
FHEE 23 sk
- RS/t ED): 95%/1056%
- oP 2 ohort serious® 1O not not not - 17§ e &% JHHIEIS M43t StXi4e FHEH|E H|QZE MZEgS BusidoL, @DOO0O
serious  serious  serious  serious T 7 EAH QO/ME HIIGHK| ¥ Low
- 02 UioHE & 2 25 7HHE JALE 25t eiis
- ER(EMZ/HED): 556F/11332Y
_ TURP 1 ot serious ™ not not not - & 2 IEE HH 4ZES 2USIOL, T 22 SAN foMs 2ok 2g  @®O0
serious  serious  serious  serious — Z7IEIEIS AMROIK| ROHM AUZX|ZE S| U= BRI PAERELC TURPZO  Low
M f2l5tA B2S(p=0.002)
- ~ . important
- EREMZ/UED): 158/62Y '
. not not not not - _ - @00  butnot
~ PVP a ( ( ( ( ~ FIEIE FH AT SHAQ HIEE H|OJE MESS H 50— & 27 A
1 cohort  serious” 0 e serious serious 6{Ej)|1 il O1|| (L g8 BIXt-0t HIEE o= MEES ISR T 227t Xt0]o]| o Lo critical
] HA AT
- SRS/t AT 728/5119Y
. t not not not _ = = @00
— HoLEP a no . . ( ~ I MM AZ21 B HIO|Z MESS HT5IH= = 17 5
0 1 cohort  serious® o coious serious  serious :[gﬂ i{oilcj MSED 7IHE HIQE MESS BIISI¥ =0 S 27t Xt0|o)| it o Low
=] | HAMT
- 371 0|8%t SERFA(Z :
ZoE dEd 1 cohort  serious® " not not not - BXISH/HED): 118/113 @00
S serious  serious  serious  serious — ZIEIE A HEE0| SMZELE HEZOIN O =2 LEH (p=0.01) Low
e
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Certainty assessment Summary of findings
Other

No. of Study Risk of Inconsis Indirect Impre ) . Importance
| K.
o= studies  design bias tency ness cision oon_snde fezs ity
rations
_ o, not not not not - ERSMZ/HED): 95%/105Y ®@®00
opP ! cohort - Serlous”  oius  serious  serous  serious - 5 2 D5 AR OI8H 20| LS S} QIS Low
- 2B/ E): 189H/1949H
— not not not not THAAS =THOAL= 290 )7} HHAHEIE T CHRSIOIAS HHAHOY CH3 @@@0
1 RCT  serious serious  serious  serious  serious o:lgoﬁ'&o?ng_Oﬂ I= 29% (10/34F)7t YMSIF T TR0 = Lol CHal Moderate
[y =] HA MO -
~ TURP - %ﬁfi@oﬁﬂ?aﬁH}_E):lz56|%j/|11ﬁ32%40|_40 - - important but
= 170 AF0IN =2 T 20AFY TiE B2 ST 28.5%, HET 34%E 5 @OQ ot critical
2 cohort - serious’ ser:icc))tus ser;icc))tus ser;icc))tus ser;icc))tus MOl thEw 20 O 571 LHEtS ®Low
- 02 171 H70ME 12708 AI™0| S 19.9% (4/216F), X 5.6%
(5/89H)g RGIUCLL = 7t ROAMS HISH| A4S
- RSB MT/HED): 11205%/1362Y
- PUL 1 ohot seriows’ [0 MU MO MO as = oAEOl A HHS BT 28.5%, AT 8.5%2 SHTO| (fEE ®®LOOWO
BO O =A LEY
=T E2 5 H3E
- 2B/ ED): 189H/1949H
not not not not - YEEZE SAT0| AL 2O O A LEHE(p<0.001) @@@O important but

- TURP ! RCT  serious’ s serious  serious  serious - 22 MTEC 24718 NHN SMZ 94.7%, AT 100% 2 S0 2+ Moderate  not critical

S SIMIEEF 22t Q0142 91F0] §%fS

OP, Open prostatectomy; TURP, Transurethral resection of the prostate; HoLEP, Holmium laser enucleation of prostate; MD, mean different
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A E71h2](2022.11.12.)0014 Q57 |&AE7} ko &2 AA=qict
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5382 RCT 470, RCT/NRS 170, NRS 87) A7} ER1=|9111, & H7ol4= RCT/NRS 174
A7-E RCTR 7H5otal %715} ict. olofl 5222 RCT 570, NRS 8712 H7Fstct. vlu &2 7iE
AYA AEE, A9A 4 8% AAlE, FA9H APA 718k, SR oIAE o83t AHA 38EE,
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AT o] 1] 2A &0 QL B8 2 EFoR B

A sHARET 7S AP dE5sE = 9% ITE A 27k AA FAE
4 P52 ClavienDindo 39AE /% 27 F 7t 13 Alol= §ItHRisk Ratio (RR)
0.18, 95% Confidence Interval (CI) 0.02~ 1.44, p=0.11, I*=0%). Clavien-Dindo 1-2 &A=
A FHAAE0] e AP AesiEt TEEC] HATHRR 0.46, 95% CI 0.24~ 0.89,
p=0.02, )=25%). 71¥ 224 9 52 889 95, it 93, 29, 47 34
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v Lo_vver urinary tract symptom.mp. or exp Lower 46315

Urinary Tract Symptoms/
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9 Arter$ emboli*.mp. 15056
SM 10 Embolization, Therapeutic/ 36434
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2 Prostatic arterial embolization 10
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5 Prostate artery embolization 2
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