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Predicting the surgical difficulty, complications and prognosis of kidney tumors

based on anatomical features:advances in renal tumor scoring systems
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ABSTRACT : Renal tumor scoring systems can describe the anatomical characteristics of renal tumors. It is an important
standard to evaluate the surgical complexity and to evaluate the surgical complexity and feasibility of partial nephrectomy.
Scholars at home and abroad have established various scoring systems based on different anatomical parameters,such as R.E.N.
A.L., PADUA, C-Index, which are used to guide the clinical selection of surgical modalities, and predict perioperative
complications and prognosis. In this paper., various scoring systems are grouped into three major categories according to their
functions: prediction of surgical complexity. prediction of complications, and prediction of prognosis. The contents,
characteristics and clinical application value of various renal tumor scoring systems are introduced in detail to guide urologists.,
enhance their surgical decision-making ability,and improve the clinical outcomes.
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1 FNEMBIRFAELAEENITS RS

L1 RENALFHS RS RENALIWFGRSE
AR B R A R A R B> RS TR
PLIKT 2 F#5 (computed tomography, CT) a§ % 24 i
f% (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI) X} i 8 2 12
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oSG AL B O &R (L) FE R AR 47 5 AL JF 7 LIVE
Y R AT 8 S AP (L~ 6 59 o 5 2 e (7
~9 SRR AL (10~12 49, 6 ZIFES R,
E.N.ALL 7 R GEREA R0 IR i B2 PN A9 F AR )
[8] L #ABR I B (8] (warm ischemia time, WIT) L ) F
R B 5% K BB . WANG 4 25 i
FERE Foin AR BT & +8 $0 (body mass index, BMD | '
B KRR MRS N B 2 R 15 OLA3 2 T mR.E.NLA.
LAESr I BB A T 52 D11 % 55 5 B R T 4
AR R S L BURRPE N 2 B R B I T RUECNLALLLGT

ar.

1.2 PADUAESRZEZ% PADUAERRGEMA T
Ji I8 /N BT AR AL B () Bl 20 L5 SE e UCS 1Y)
DRI b e PN A M A B3R, W] LUK o Ak PP Al i A
Y 52 e R B Mg o0 AR R e 1 (6 ~7 43) LR
BT E~9 IO M ERPE0~14 7). ZRGH
FICARRA %1 48 i, [A) Bf b 1738 38 iF T PADUA
435 PN 52 2% 72 )i % V) A ¢ . KARAMIK 4517
XPZVESr RGN A AT TR UE . X T 45 %2 1k
PE PN 1 835 . PADUA TF 734 85 1 8 & T AR B )y
AMREHE K (P =0.005 M, gp sk, PADUA ¥4 78
BLEF A4 B PN Hp ot (7R X = 3 ik 7 45 5% CRD g
e YIBR G E I R K E IR R D B R
T AR e AL = R MOCR N 7.7 %0 R R
PN 38.9 %0 . i B 2 AL i 3k 72,4960

1.3 C-Index S FES%  C-Index F4r 2 CT §%
G 2 9 0 R G 8 KPR S (XD R IE B
P B (Y Jg » I /0 % s #35 fdog wpo 205 D i
BEES (o) o PRI LA bR 2 428 (o) 45 315 4R 2 I g i)
k0 P AR AL FR BE . O 43 37 b B8 5 B 0k [R) oot
1 43 227 I I8 300 2% fioh B ' ik ot . C-Index ¥F43 4 A%
SIRVE(>2.5 70) P B PR (1.5~2.5 41) Vi B Atk
(<Z1.5 40 Z 4300 PR 4 3 AR 2 b 45 5 v o0 BE B
BN T AR AE BE B I A RE KU B Z BE AR . C-Index ¥
A3 E iDL AT E 0 P AN B A ] — B A
f o AR UE K iR I E A v BROE . EL B ik 48 1%
B0 AE % o Bl L) i gg 55 5 I v BB DA TR M B O
AR, R bR, ITO &2 g A 113
1911 9 A AT AR ST 8 3 A R s T R
MR RS TR C# (modified C-Index, m-
CD W52 KRB m-CT /N, g 8 1], Hom-CI
X D RE 51 2 19 0 BE 1 A F C-Index (Pearson#f]
FERZEr AN 0.294 F10.173),

1.4 B 2-3h BE-1% BB (diameter-axial-polar, DAP) i

SFR% DAP AT RENALA Clndex if
GY R G B OCTE R B AR il ) R R R ) BE R 3
AMRFIES . VTS R G0 T R A5 R S 80 RS
O3 e A O T R IR e R e R TR A
P% . DAP PF43 9 8 70 Fl 45 4r UOE 4y # 5 WIT F1F-
AR M AH O (AR BE AN 2 A8 40 P 34<20.001)
2R 0] )9 40 A 45 R R B L DAP PRGN 1 43 T RE
PEAR FUAR B8 H 4> Hb (percent functional volume
preservation, PEVP) [&{% 4%, {H 8 5% 3 & X% DAP
PO AT e 4l . MISHRA 250 DAP #4351 43
TARE AR (3~4 43) P B A (5~6 43) Rl &
FIRMEH (T~9 43, KBS REN.ALIES RS H
Fb  DAP Jy 32 5 fR] 5 75 TN = 3% Mk oA R O T A
BB AR R 5B Ze P2 71.4% vs. 100% . v &2 2 1k
2H:54.20% wvs. 65.800, W 2 EH R.EN.ALESy
TR DAP 4328 4250, P =0.024) ,

1.5 'BMJEE Z 5 # (renal tumor imaging index,
RTI) 5y # g RTIL iy [ 42 28 08 B2 Bk DL 952 ot
R 1 fh NISEN %0 2014 45 8y LK M
Iy R AR (<C0.65 70) LA AR 41 (0.65~1.00 73) (IR
JFHC>1.00 43, #ZAE b5 C-Index JEH AL,
BL2E Sl BEAE T RTIL X 2 Mg i) PFAd 5 1 . i
C-Index X VR 22 I8 1) Al B8 B2 . #E X 280 431
B [l e 2 #r L RTIL IR JZ 41 89 R 1 51 & 5 B
2 v B RN 2 MR 4 (43 5 Ry 46,506 .25.2 % Fl
18.4%,P=0.002), A WF5% Wow . 7 M =2 40 B e A
FEJ7 1 RTIL BF Al 9 o o 1k 7T 68 O T 42 fioh 2 17 FR
(contact surface area, CSA) 1 C-Index T4 R 517,
1.6 #HERMEFE (contact surface area, CSA)¥E 4 &
St CSA A] LAl i 5 ) B R 52 28 B 56 o 1) 4 ik
. CSA F43 2 G2 FI T AR Ak AR A T 20 T8 g%
i 96 AR ARURI B S 5T N B A3 I P R R R T AR ()
FUUSEFAMBEE LA NITES . —BHA
162 {51 F 35 Ay ] st 44 ff 5 & 30, CSA J& AR v 2k o o =
500 mL(P =0.005) fEBEff ] =4 d(P =0.005) Fl
BIFRAE (P =0.008) 4 5000 [H 32 . HOWLEE 47 [A] — 3
M AT (Spearman #1256 RECK 0. 9D . #R1fi . CSA
PO T B R AR N SR AR —
TR B BRIz A

1.7 FARANEBHESSZ ( surgical approach renal
ranking, SARR ) iE 0 &2 4%  SARR 4 R & H
TANNUS %2 F 2014 4EHEH LGN T g Kb
WAEBAME ) L B S RS E R
R VHIL/ JE LS 6 A2 5 4 R 20 AR A A (4~
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8 7)) A ZME(9~12 4p) (AR 2R ME(13~17 43) . %
PR E RENAL A PADUA FE % #{81. {H AR Xt
TS A% TR B[R] L Bbgg /IR Akt o, 32
FARRINTIRN 2252 G2 X (P<<0.0)1,
1.8 g B #f B #f & ( Mayo adhesive probability,
MAP)iES %% DAVIDIUK 5% % T MAP if
A3 VA0 A A 38 2 4 5% M5 BB I Cadherent peri-
nephric fat, APF) i) A] . MAP ¥4 0 0 43, #i &
PE APF HBLR 62051 73 HBLR 16%52 43, LR
31%33~4 43 HBLA 73% 55 43, BB 100% ., DI
MAIDA S5 1 — T BEERF SR WA T 175 Bl 32
PN {83 IESE T MAP 435 APF RS % A 52 E 6
AT GE 7 . SRS X 168 11142 32 M6 I B AR 16 1k
' U] B AR (laparoscopic radical nephrectomy, LRN)
1 A7 AT RT3 A s K B MAP 343 A ALAT LT
fli TR AL SE B XS 5 TS HAT B4 A B0 ¢
1.9 1 iFE 4 & % (zhongshan score,ZS) 7S 44 A
TS ETN R d OR ELARS MR L R v R 4 A0 TR
FE o HAR RIS, 5 I8 B Sh AR AL R Bk ) BAR I
A —E B 2 0 E SRR AL . ZS BT I R
FHE 525 A IR e R AR e T MR R R AR X —
S A S e T R AR B TR AR . ZS
BIF 3~4 G ARSE.5~T r e, =8 A mEfE.
B T VPG T A BE S, X T F AR I & A XUR: A 15
WM. PF7ERM, SA0EH S E M, & e b iad
SR T AT R KU 23 30 3 8.1 A5 A 3.3 £
1.10 'S #[ £ (number of renal columns, NRC) #
ARG WAEX PN RAMRER TRk A I S A
VI R Copen partial nephrectomy, OPN) & i i
BRI g K FE gk e mt L, ZHOU &0 & T
NRC 73 & g8, H T 3F Al i 5 4= 20 B A 79 2 2
NRC 370 R 48 & A 2k i i =500 mL AR5 E )
AE T A I [8) F1 T AR I 0 A o Sz WU R R L A T
R.E.N.A.L. f1 PADUA ¥ 4y, H M % & [l 1
Spearman R R E K 0.941 (P <C0.001), ¥/~ H &
T TR R e

1.11 Zhpk E Z: % (arterial based complexity, ABC)
RS ABCIW/r KRG A THiA PN o A] gE ik
T A 2 A D BB ) N R AE B R (AL
NI Ta) S Bk A S T B KO PE AR R 1 4y B R T 2 B AE
A B FL Sk CRLAR ) Sl KO S 2 g5 R0 B EE (Y
AT B Bk S H Ay 30O O 38 BB T4 O 3H.
SPALIVIERO %" (il F 5¢ & 3 ABC ¥4 5 WIT,
A Ak T 2 i PR 2 A G L (HZ I 4y TG T

IS E S R BT KRIEGMAIR 2600 76 i 5
il b3 kR AR X — SR A0 T ABCD F &
AR B B AR 5 R.ENA L )t PADUA
FEAMHILL L3 A9 4 56 55 00 2 1 # T 45 4 Creceiver
operating characteristic, ROC) i 2 F 1fj 2 (area
under curve, AUC) /%5 0.66.0.63.0.66,

1.12  ZE &k 1§85 %% ( zero ischemia index, ZII) iE 4 &
% PN g ki Je il 58— BEAFE W B
W b A R e P I ] L 28 TG e AT S T 00 T fE
ENCI 2R o N AR B R T G A Vi
G ZR 8N B LT N TR AR AR R AR, R DA
WAL PN PR & SE I E B il . RGP 43<<6 43,
TG PE I3 =6 43 ARG 2 77 R AT J0 e P O B B
F R (nephron sparing surgery,NSS), LI ZEl5 g4 A
149 | $ 32 Jo Je 1 NSS 1 9 8 % 45 R o & /i
ZH A0 S U L R O R R AR R R, TR
i [) B K (P <20.05)

1.13 RNP 4 &% RNP ¥4 it % 4tk
R.E.N.ALLIES A1 MAP 45 Wi 45 6245 g 2f 42
(R) Mg 5 UCS 805 521 ey (ND FLE S g 7 )5 5
(P)3 A2 50, mT [a) i F A7 il 988 114 P 3505 i 2 356 2R
B o HOB e oy AR Z k(3 ~4 43) i 2 (5~
6 43) R A (T~9 43) . YANG %1% 159 45
% W8 s 5 8y VI % R (laparoscopic partial ne-
phrectomy, LPND % 24 # #E 47 1] B4 73 #7275 - RNP
PEO3 AR WU T R ) [A] > 150 min, AR H s o & >
20 mL.* = 3% R 45 R J5 W (AUC = 0.697,0. 701,
0. 633 T R.E.N.A. L343 (AUC=0.569,0. 591,
0.626) Fil MAP 143 (AUC=0.655.0.606,0. 526) , H.
WAEE ] — O (76720 i F RUE.NCACLE 4
(57.8%),

1.14 ROADSTH &% FEHEMEIH AN KE. B
SR TR PN IR . HUANG 4650 5@ i
[l ot 14 o3 M 134 3] B S i R AR E Y BEOREIT R
ROADS W53 £ 48, LU 95 5 5 52 o 19 T R g .
RARGALTE 5 S8 B XME 2 (RO
JE 36 B B4 B UCSCO) | i 58 3 B I 4% 5%
UCS A3 A7 B CAD (i B A (D) AL 5 3 (S)
W I8 43 AR Ze M (4~ 6 43) R B 28 M (T~9 41) .
2R ME10~15 73) o [l fa 43 20 1 58 & R U
[F) 1) F- AR 5 2 A 23 21 AT AE FA B R 3SR AT
NSS. d 43 20 55 fn vk ¥ B R 8 AT E R A
(retrograde intrarenal cooling, RIRC), & 43 4H W 7&
KB B ik ¥ BE I (renal artery cold perfusion,
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RACP), It4h, ROADS ¥ 73 il = 19 B & HF AR
A WIT B R ol 1 2k i 5 F0 JF & 0E & AR Rl
e

115 “3S+f"{FH RS KT RNP ¥4, “3S+
["PE5r R G AE AR R R 1 3l 2% 18 T APF Xf
FARMERE W FE W . %P0 R oA B S8 I B
2 g O B LR 5 sl kel UCS i BE 25 R g
i (sizessite,side, fat) JEJF 4 4S50, ¥ M9 4 K
SEFHAE (4~ 6 43) i S Fe Mk (T~ 9 73D i & 2R bk
(10~12 43) . ZIF4r R G H ZHANG %50 g5y %
P BN [l i 43 T 131 147 NSS 835 19 BTk DR 5
K R.EN.A.L..PADUA FI“3S+{"1E 0 R4 5
FARBF ] WIT FIA Al T i 3540 OC (P #5<<
0.05) 4 “3S+ 17343 Z G2 78 T T A X B2 1 5 A
PRI T 43 72 G5 1 T30 AL BEAH 2 .

2 MMRPRREHRENTS RS

2.1 Zonal NePhRO ¥4 &4 Zonal NePhRO ¥
oy Z G d HAKKY %5 F 2014 4R 42y, £ 224 %)
OPN, 4§ 5 UCS #25 # B (Ne) | g fi7 & (Ph) | Jip
AR (R SEPR A B KM 4 28 (O, 52 By N A=
B4 NSH K I o3 AR I Pk (4~6 43 (A
PE(T~9 40 m B 2t (10~15 43, Hr, 5 UCS
PR FEBE 4 R 1R AL Bz B B8 5. UCS g B2 ok
<2.5cm,2.5~<4.0 cm f1=4.0 cm 3 MER . W
RENA.LIES R G 8 R ™ #, HAKKY %5 %f
166 1915 9 £8 5 36 A7 40 M % B R W OF K AE 5
Zonal NePhRO #4341 & (OR =1.35,95% CI : 1.10
~1.67,P=0.000 8), KRIEGMAIR"™ % [ Bff 5% .15
B AR 2R

2.2 B & iE 4 (renal pelvic score, RPS) %% RPS
Z % TOMASZEWSKI 259 F 2014 4E#2 1, DL
A o S o 0 T AR 3 G R I Sk
B AL (RPS™>50 20) ' A AL (RPS<C50 %) , FF 1
M PN A JG i IR KBS . — T4 A 831 i £ & 11 i s
PEWF R 245 R R W] RPS s X TR Al & A PN
Jei R PR A B4 B0 g 100 . BIER 800 (i 5% &
B RPS AN id 4 FU AR J5 I &k U H 2 T K B A 25
AT IIE 1 RPS X ™ 8 s bR AT BT 1Y 7500 g
(OR=134.25, 95%CI:13.89~84.43,P<C0. 001",
2.3 FARHFZEZEXPFE (risk of surgical complication,
RoSCo) WD &% RoSCo ¥ RAELEEE T
R.E.N.A.L.. PADUA, # /K #& AR ®i 4t % 45
(charlson comorbidity index, CCD 1 BMI % 4 %

B IFWG Vo 25 R MARAE AL (3~4 43) (h fE 4l (5~
6 43 i fad (] RE.N.ALLESY 7~10 435 f#
PADUA P43 7~8 73 o ZVF 50 % T AR I A 1 i
MAERR RN 68% . M4 T PADUA 43 (64 %) $2 #
T A%, HE T REN AL 4 (60%) #5351
8265, RoSCo P4 Wy (i fa Al % & AL ™ B K
SiE (1) RV 3 500 A A FE 4L 1Y) 3 A5 0 6 £

2.4 PhEH B0 RY % EE E Z (tumor-centered mul-
tiplanar reconstruction, TC-MPR)iE4S &% AR J 7
A UCS 5K 5 U bR % V) AH OE ), TC-MPR 343
REATH TIFME B L% S UCSI X R, IR R
R ARFEI UCS %8 RENA LA H & . £
Y- Th A R G 2 4E T T A EE B A (P Yy
<<0.05), ZHZEAHr Won, 2487 11 8 A AR
HZ AL UCS Ry 7 i 8 B 26 (P <<0. 00D,

2.5 H72-iF E-I6 5 ( diameter-depth-distance, DDD )
WHHRSG DDD P4 A I TR IEIE G PN Y& 2%
TR RE AR 5 RO A 458 B 52 0T 9 b e K AR L b
% UCS I R#k sy M 2 R 2 E m S e miE s 3 4
SR R R Ay AR A (3 ~4 o) b A R
(5~T7 49 @ Atk (=8 4% . ZAHNG 4507 Jal Jif
PESAT T 232 45 2 PN SR 9 I R BTk, A R
DDD $£4r 5 WIT (P = 0.007) F1 A 4 11 2 1 &
(P=0.017) BFMIK, & Eh o b BIF & AE 1) B
AR 73 S I 43 2H 1Y 13.6 A5 1 8.4 £ (P <<0.05).,
AME 5T 7R DDD 3753 %5F T g 420 B 4 A g A 38
LB T J3 (OR =1.411,95 % CI :1.280~1.555, P<C
0. 001,

2.6 1L B PADUA 'S ff ¥ 4 & % ( simplified
PADUA renal nephrometry system, SPARE )
SPARE J&7E 25 481 PADUA ¥ 43 th 5 20 1] £ & i
UCS Z B1E M 2 W S50y 56l L X RS 80T
I 2 4G ST B R R 2 AR S 4 (0~ 3 730D L S
HA~T ). @mEH8~10 ). ERESEH
FICARRA %%} 531 3% 5% PN (3% (14 %2kl k17
Z vfuty [l B 43 A I g sr . AUC 5 PADUA A
(0. 657 ws. 0.664) , FIMATAT I L AE I BE J) A5 T R.
E.N.A.L.Fl PADUA %43, H CSA 3 i #50 Jf &
il PR RS R VB 1 G S 25 . L Ah, SPARE 43 i
7 H B I O 5 TR — B

3 mMEMBERERNTES RS

3.1 SSIGN iE4SZ% SSIGN FE4 ARG A T M
Je8 RN i FL A G IR ORI LI B 4 e A I A B RS
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S5 bR ok WU O R MR AT RBEST . ARG
FRANK 5557 5 b [m] B 43 A7 1801 #1458 52 RN BT
B RCC A& 1 B8 RE T & 37, 1% A1 BA A 52 & 31
TNM 43 ] (P = 0.001), i H 4 >5 cm (P =
0.001) B 43 &% (P =0.001) Fl fjft & #8 FE (P = 0.001)
55980 B B 4 4 F (cancer-specific survival, CSS)
M. USHER-SMITH %% X} % 3% 7 £ 55 14 oF
FEILR » SSIGN PEA37E BN CSS J5 T » i 2o 2 Fbk 5%
i) C Geitit =0.80; 78 FUI #& K 4= 77 ] Coverall sur-
vival,OS) J5 i, fif A #5819 C Geit i 49 >=0.70, #F —
AL T SSIGN fE Pl - HU5 J7 A Bm A (E .
3.2 IR B &I & FA (resected and ischemic volume,
RAIV)iESG RS RAIV PF0r R 48 i B 52 5t sk I #
IR Y 58 B2 b e 42 A0 TR B2 DA K b e 2 AR 2 i, T T
THEE PN R YIBR B dife i B A B0 o T a3 K G v
JERY CT 5t MRI 2R, Hag LR A 0s 5 AR
XA . SHIN ZE7 4301 7 210 il 4% 52 HL 2% A%l B
PN ) (8 kL 278 5 3 B 25 2R R B /N R IE 3
fli{H (estimated glomerular filtration rate, e GFR) T
W 119 ¢ X F R 77 23 He 45 RATV BF43 38 i 5835 A0 5% (B
=0.348,0.331, P ¥7<0.0001) , H. W% ] — k42
4 (Spearman fH & & %1=0.92,P<0.001),

3.3 Spectrum if4r R % SHAH %75 i X PN
SR IR I 5 R B o 4 Rl Bk 21 Y eGFR 22
SICGE T S HEN S TR B A A T
FAR B ME A SR Bkl R . 2 T . ZHANG
SFUNIFR T Spectrum T4 & G5 LR T AR
I 5 AR R S ORJE B I RE IR B R R
Spectrum PE4r = (ML 2| ) SCr 1§ {H — SCr HL A %
B /(SCr e 226 —SCr B . FRFRU LK
4 e MBS 1) 5 %58 7 Y Spectrum $F 43 1E AR 56 L Bk i B
[a] &3 10 min, Spectrum BE4334 A0 0.08 43 (P =0.
003) 5 B IfiL 28 B 55 Dy REAK S 0 25 AH 5C L A EE T8 ol I
B M Ay Spectrum P 43 B4 0. 11 43 (P =
0.030) Al I LEE 47 (4 #F 58 i — 25 9E W] T
Spectrum P43 19 o] FE L, & BE K WIT, A #i [F
M5 2 B T K 5 BE 5 A9 Spectrum 3 43 W 3 A OC
(P<C0.05), Spectrum PF-43 3 #h 7 A 9K B 835 2
% PN J5 T AR 20vk 5 40005 J0 s 0 = oAl i =
L I WO A J5 0 B T Re i S S T &
3.4 JERE B BKIE S & % (peritumoral artery scoring
system, PASS)  PASS fifi Ffj = 4 gl Ik & 5% ¥ Al 95
Bl FKAFRAE o 28R B 22D X E D) e S A 52 . i TP
®1 AEAEMEESRGEMNNBIFECE

53 FGEAR I B S5 1 49 V5 R RN B Bl K A 2 A L
A% 5 mm NI Bk E IR B K, or o 6 9.
JFELABE A m A CL LI S 5 4F ol BLAR 19 3
O SR CT 9%, 8 B2 =2 mm 19 3h kO Fkfa 4l
(V. V V%, HEZR<2 mm WO, —IHgA
220 Bil452 LPN 35 By [l Bk o 5% 45 R S AR 3
TASEH b S fEd ) WIT 8K (P =0.009) 5 )
fig T W i B T K (P <<0.00) ", VECCIA %557 fy
ZERHTUESE T PASS 43 2 50 10 1) T900 48 14 i
(OR=45.785,95% CI ; 3.885~539.242, P = 0. 002) ,
AWFFEIESE . 5 ABC ¥4 4 Ltk . PASS 3F 43 %) 15 3 ik
{14 43 28 T 240 850, 33 T A R o O g A

4 NESRE

B IR P R GEAE S R R 29T AR P A
A E B, SRS RGN T RE Je b IF KO XUR
PRI TS 5 22 A4 BE O I DR 5 A I T R AL TEAS T
B A SESh TR 7 Wil E T AR S i 1k A
PS8 RSO N ' U = S 2 s % W U
T Y68 K i 7 5 AR et e % B T ik
HEBMEEEHN. £ 1B TARTESREFMA
MfEEIRRIE . B R AT Re B A 2R &, W0
R.EN. AL 3P4 R 48 A AU BE % 2 e F AR MEE 38 vf
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