Advances in Clinical Medicine I5/RE23E)E, 2019, 9(4), 464-469 Hans X
Published Online April 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2019.94072

The Value and Significance of Patient
Reported Outcome in the Treatment of
Colorectal Cancer

Qiong Zhang", Yize Li, Lei Wen, Hongmei Zhang*

Department of Oncology, Xijing Hospital, The Air Force Military Medical University, Xi’an Shaanxi
Email: “zhm@fmmu.edu.cn, cddsyc1125@163.com

Received: Apr. 5", 2019; accepted: Apr. 17", 2019; published: Apr. 24", 2019

Abstract

This article reviews the application of patient reported outcomes in the treatment of colorectal
cancer, and discusses its role in the prognosis of patients, the decision-making of clinicians, the
overall evaluation of patients’ quality of life, and the evaluation of adverse reactions after chemo-
radiotherapy. It also expounds the current situation and existing problems in China.
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1. 5|8

45 E ¥ (colorectal cancer, CRC) & tH 573t il N 850 L I VH AL TE SRR oRE 2 — o 2015 4F b B e STl
B o BRE S B R R SR AL A0S M MR AL R B S A, LR R 37.6 T1, FET
B 19.1 5, HRBFEERETHRZE[1]. &R BEAMBES MWD, N BT RIS, B
IIRYT BARCEMNIE B Nt . SEER. ISR, IRARIT B0 FEbR TR 2T N — A
B BRI AR EE A - O - R 2TEIIE NS TN [2]. 2002 4, EPRAWETT ST
W2 EBRAEAR SR BE FT s o WU AR A7 T B UPAly B e A R 5 ] o 24 O M B 2 R (FDAA) (1) i e AH
KA TAEHAILRIR B IR RO 7%, RN AN EANEE DRI LR ERE
BAR P HE N B 5 R R 4R 45 45 Rl (patient reported outcome, PRO) [3]. £ 3 4R 25 5 IF8g v6 7 AH < HSE IR <
HURDIRORAS . OHBURSZE A B S5 R I R AUt 78 74 il At 4ok PRO fE45 B i y7
(R A EAE — 2718 .

2. BEREERPROBBESRAS

BERG SRR T “UEE AT 0” BEE . 3EE FDA ¥ PRO E UNHEIEZKRH BH ALK
BEAEFERS TS R, RN IR A B HA N 5 AERE[3]. PRO AEE & FIRR 2. INFEDS
W W, EEEA L IR R E SRR, R RLERE HEO B S @ BRI R R &
VNIRRT 45 JRifah%, B PRO Frf5 1) BB AR A FE SR AT S U0 TT ROR AR DGIESS , w] B4
fEROIRAS . EREAEOCAETE &, AR IR E R ST ROH R AU RN SR E B BRI A (4]

Gilbert 55 [5|#EAT 1 — T E g BEAL HEIG PR ISt BURGR TT B PR 5 1 RGN, X EE PRO FIR R
RIS BvEsT RN, 21 BUFFTH PRO 45 BB MEAEIR R AR 238 i T IR IR R AR A 45 R, HUREIREL
BJEREEETT, A EoR T ImKEAERE S5 PRO A Z 7

I R B AR B R R FLRR R, SR PRy i A vh 5 SR TR AH TP . PRO FE i 88 453808 H 95
Iz, WA AR R ARG BN VE . IR IRV . A RFVE . RAEVH . e fi DL S T
AEBUR I B S 2 AN JT 1 . B4 PRO AR, 5 [ [E 37 i FR < %+ .0 (National Institutes of Health, NIH).
IEE K 22 KW e iE 47 3 HH 0 (Cancer Care Ontario, CCO) BRI NE 16 77 W 5T 2H 2{(European Organization for
Research on Treatment of Cancer, EORTC)ZE LI B ) T K AN UG AE s = e 45 R 1P 4l L &
(patient-reported outcome measures, PROMs), H i fff FH i) V2 42 & P PROMS, 4§ 577 PROMSs 7E i «
FUIRE T2 B S5 g R ARG PR, [ 9 PRO A5 B AT 3 28 v T v 2 24 4
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3. PRO M4 E# BE G R E RN E

HE W AT IE A RN SR S5 3G 28 18 B2 i 00 45 B e B B T I P SR B e L, Bk 0 R KA
S, AR R R SR IR O BLANAL 22 ThRE . K PRO H 145 B W J 8 1y RGP, W ER AR SR Dy
EWKEE, AT AEREREESRET TR

3.1. PRO X B EFRHIEHIIES/ER

BOFRY], JRIT LN YL PRO, WRER N B HIAAE R, (H K2 BO0E 7oA 7L e sl 22
FREEAT[6] [7]. Hsu ZE[8]7E 692 11 2009 %= 2010 =[R2 Wi 11 5§ 111 #45 E e 3 b i AT e e 4k & D B
i £F (Psychosocial Screen for Cancer, PSSCAN) [0 %51/ 2, WA B H +Lo3C e, ATE T AR DL &
— A BRI R, 5 R 5T 0 S R A SRR B 5 AEZE R S AE A7 W (overall survival, OS)
B R ¢ £ A7 (disease-specific survival, DSS)FIREAH . 14k Fn] B Bl R 2= A 4000 T fa B 22 1 B
XTI 7 B RN VIR o Frick S5[9]1#IE BT PRO WA T VH ALIE I Rg 32 47 8 O (1 s AR K
52 R 2 (late and long-term effects, LLTEs), #5151 LLTEs 2 &0 A8 . %57« IAENEUE . Tk
BTN REAS . WA PR TR B A T RERRAT DL R A s 1K L8 m] T2 i B O S R S5 R, JF
5 By BB FOUINAT ST AR DG« YR ITAH G 1) JE B

3.2. PRO MIGRESE JGTT R K AIE FHEM

— Ik H ¥ [E 25 /K Severance R FIBF L[ 10149\ 7 2007 &= 1 H % 2008 4= 4 F [8] 80 11 111 #H45 EH %
TR, RS K EEAT (40 BEAEREAGTT (40 ). I 3 R A T A0S AR R R, AR R
BEUs P s il AR AT P S, X R BEA T SR BT, 455 BoR R BEA ST B T R T
SUFRRATEAL, VLK EEIT X T 2 A 0 B3 Sk U 58 ik .

JERE R TT IR B™ AN R SARAE K R WA T R T RE TR R BB $ 5 AE R I S M A
PERT A AR B BT 2 A M R BR AR BT iAS . A 008 B i@ it PRO )45 AE AT B I PR 15 A 5 B3 18] 1094
I, 53K HLF- PRO I 8835 0T LSS [ I PR S AR 3R A AE AH OGE , M85 Bl = AR S 48 SR 97
o AR R T IR 1]

Ve FF 260 % BB 3 v, TR U 2 T R e ik 8 L 1 23 B B JFF VD B K (associating liver partition and
portal vein ligation for staged hepatectomy, ALPPS)& —Ff I BXATF VIR A, {H™ & I KAE LIBT3 B = i)Y
4. Wanis 5[ 121347 7 —TWT 5T, B 7 Pl ALPPS J5 B I L 17 M i A 47, kil id il 3% 7 P
EE ARG E. GRER: 47 BIEELEFAR, MEIFLERERN 21%; ALPPS Kj5 3
S, RVERRN 50%, LA HRN 13%; ALPPS AR5 B EH kG MG RS — B APl %5 PRO
W B R E AL & AMR R O i R #8252 ALPPS FA, Bl F ARG H R T+, Bk A7 R4 ik,
BH VG R R, nIENFRR B IRITIIERE 2 — . Wrenn Z5[ 13117 T — T4 B FAE B &M
TR AW, 167 125, BN E B 7 A4 45 B 6 BORIL(76%) A K AMEIE 11(78%)
ToFH RARER A (T4%); T AN E B R R A HFE B [ (13%) A2 7518 B B (14%) VI I AR UATK B (4
BN 2%, 4%). HHELZ R, &8 EXAMRIE AR UL E B LR, WiEkE S Y10 AM AT B a8
WHRIEAEE ., ZIFFORZIRDT T NEFE AR TREEF O E, 74 6eH B/ R A
FONIER A B FAR R

3.3. PRO M2t BZEFRENIESIER
—IFRE5E[ 14149\ ECR (Eindhoven Cancer Registry)JiiiE & ic - CE M) 1998 & 2009 4F 338 il
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SEAFE AT ST MO N R R S TR A . 25 BRI SE A7 i B S ) IR I 55 (39% L 22%,
p <0.0001); SKHIEAFZH =5 F)FE@EANFAHL, EEAEEWE <S5 TR EE, F
R BITES WS FE TSR AR K.

S E IR VIR S 88 TR AEfF R R AF, (HE= PRO dli . W FCHR[15]45 B e H 5%
BERZ I IIRFA, X EE @R M AR .. Rees [16]5# H EORTC QLQ-C30 AP HE R
PERLEE EORTC QLQ-LMC21 S5 RAHAT B M A, B EMRYE PRO FIWr4s B AT 4% 8 & 152 T
ARG m A . 45 R BRI FARM KA EE BA RIFMAERE. SRR S ARIIGE
FEL D> EIR o

Hedrick %5[17]3E47 1IWF A5 BB 2 4k & 45 ] {5 . & Si(patient-reported outcomes measurement informa-
tion system, PROMIS)H T F- AT 5 o8 B AHOCHE, DU AR, %08, LM afEshae
J, MEAEREDGE. SR EIR. REREEAELEMT ARG, SE. OHAESDIREIMR R A S 2 HL 2k
Ko I TS A B T AE T RAT R B s e 0 1SS I B T RN AR T T IR RS

3.4. PRO MM BERILTT A R NMRYES/ER

A PR 28 VB 2 R RA R FH AR5 FARE DA AT A RSO, (B X AEIR
WIRACE AR EMRE AR AR RRE T MG R I A /252 T KR, 250 AE PP 45 R .
Folres [ 1855510 5 32 UL T (¥ B g f 3 HEAT [BUBUPE BT 7T, K PRO 5 BR A 4 &5 HEAT ELAR, JFR ] Cohen
RO EE AR A PRO AO— Bk, SURAHL, BRAERE A PRO ZIAIIHAFAE 25+ . Pucciarelli 5£[19]
BE— B B Hr il BB A ST 5 PRO BEAT 2 AL BTBETERT T, SR AU BT 5, B Sk
ISR R, PSS BN, X ERRTEVAIT S 1 EIB R B R KCE, BRI R R . Xk
UGN T ARBE AR BB T RS, A B T EEA v AL B 1E L, M MAE IR ST P . Bennett £5[20]
PR T2 YDA T 5 LRSI A e S AR B, WA TR B AR S IR R TR R
WA HERER . B BTG W&, WAt SMIGRITAG S, 48RRI, K2 H(85%) B &AL
MEIHAZ I Z ALY 60% ) R i AP AR S BT 02 1 SHRRRRG il REREDOAN 10%0)
BHE A BRI IXRY] PRO PR 2551 A8 Bl 5 A8 SO T AT

3.5. BB F PRO B FH

Wt S A I 4545 S B2 R PR R R AN B, #8746 PRO (ePRO)ISE I T 4R 12, HER I PR 5 1+)
e TR B 7 ST B F AR, BRAEIEIE ePRO RS E MM S B R Thik
MR, AT R BRI . ok BE R L. ePRO RSl BN SR, kAl & H]
PRI, R 22 IR R SE B P FH) ePRO R ZESCREZ FIPAL, BLAETRAl AT A0 T A SGRE IR AN 5118,
ARJGWEI, 4k VAT FNIG 2 OGP ) (R REIR T B4 o (TS 45 B B 1) ePRO AR WARGE, xof Hogk
ITIRZAHE IR L

4. E A PRO =R R FIE 0

PRO A R AU N AT 5 R, H T Al PR AR op (Y (3R 22 9 Bl AR LR BT R
A, REZLFIANT, HESURESGEANNRER. ERVEKTHRARKENTT WA, BTG,
SCHRIBI, & 5RIE. 2% A IfL5%, 5 IR UER BERs RPEA LA I B3R MR RE,  H Al Py s SUgUR
PRO K {858 4l £ X L8 2K . HE AP PRO &R IR A& PECA BN MTERfE R, (5 E N H #T i To s
—hrdE, HENRESBEAEIRZE TV, 20 PRO BRMRFE IG5 AR .
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LRIk eg U8 £ 2 2 & P PRO R, ARIRIUERARALE, B W i s A AR — ik
WL, B ASFR R B R BRA NG T T B REIP R AR RS RNET A, Y
SE A HR AR LR 8 AN AE B I, SR . BRUR. = RO B 1S 484k . BN PRO BIFSTA)
AT IRREG B, B R IR T BB TR,  NAZAE)T PRO FERG ST T B0 45 7 T R H] o

5. REE

PRO IR BROR T 3 (5 5 2, BT IR, AR RN, A4S, aThResE,
SR A WIEAR ARG &, WA IR R R T RO . PRO EFIWHR TS, v B IR A0A
JYHIE W, PR EE A 2 Va7 SRS DL WG YT Ja B A s B A5 7 1, B Ron @I, RNAZAE
S S PRO WHFURL, FyA h ERF LR PRO PRUMA R, D IRIE B0 45 B B ia T SR AUE R A 2L
R o

EHEWH

oK B AR R 4 i BT H (Yn5:81572699).
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