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( BEROBEY L RRET |

1. [FUBIC

R TEHEREENC B\ I 2 B ES C©H 5o SEMM L LT, A (48%),
W (21%) 2% <, DWW TREH+WE (9%), @IRiE (6%) OIET, BEHRE (<
2%) HOOFRERMEEND Vs RV LEEEABRERD 5% % LD, WL D00H
AR I N D, TS IFMBTF R0 FRIZFIR, WK S S0 FHIR
HIEPHMENT WS, WFEEHBUITIE, WIE EHEREAE (malignant
melanoma), FEHINRE, BN ST =y MR, FLTER) Y EOREN DS Y,
TFFSAEMIE 50 ~ 70 1%, “FY94ERE 67 1T, MREICE (AR L & D ITTA I
TZ) 2, 3>O

TN /AR - B NTTIZ RN 12084 (95% CI 079 ~ 089)” THh %, BEMD
RIS AR - RIBICE o TRESER LD ZEFHOGNTEY, BKRIZBWT
BHTHBD, Tk TYTBIOCT 7 HO—EBOFEE L ETIZREEEI IR
WCE L, ERBRAREE FEOBEE o TWh, RIIZBIT 5 FEZER OISR
(/10 N /4F - i ATHEREAT 60 AEEF VAL 1204 7, BESARHALL
O BEEIE, BOBD01% Y T, BCKEREFABETH S, AT 2 —F ¥
SOWEICL B LY, SAESMMAELERIE, pTis/pTa:97%, pT1:90%, pT2:
66%, pT3:55%, pN1-3:46%TdH Y, EITHIOFHRIIARTH S, ZDHEFRIL,
1990 4E DKz A S e 10 1Y

3. EREF
EEFOfBRRAFELT BE HJYVAZe ¥ —<v 4 )L A (human
papilloma virus : HPV) * [ HETH 575, TOMICWIZ AFHSR, ALY
Mg, B2, BEZOSME, BIEREBOAR, M/S— M —o¥, etk
UVA JeiA#E 2 EDME ST v b, S PRIRT& LT, /ANEI Gz : 2 m)
ExL, A% EOmE, HPV 727 F YV EREPM SN TV A,
1Y A7 HPV : Btttz nR_d HPV 7% 4 7o Z & ¢, HPV16, HPVI8 & LRI TH %,
(1) a%

WER, BERBZOD~B%ICALNE Y BEEOBMDZERRF (v X
H49~372) THH W, AR/ HEY (18 mAi) OEFLICIZR PR R 0§

S
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BEEOEY LEREF

BEWTFRRIENH S (v X033, 95% CL 0.13 ~ 0.83) 'V, Ak 4 R oo
UL, FEWHEBIC X D ERINTEDS, BRI AEIRE O U R 2250
FHiD7DXFEIND 2 0%, REVNERHAS (AAP) B L UORRERH YL v ¥ —
(CDC) 13#ALZHERE LT W5 ' BRI HBIT 2 FRiREIZ, 1930 4EFC o KHFL o
F— MFEICBWTHOTHRE SN Y, 20HOMEICBNTY, FEEILIER
EFIALAEBI DR 2R OHI A 13 5000 © 1 & HIALEES] TIEXBEZEIE DD L d o 72 2 & 23
ERTws ", LaL, #Flic X 22 MEERERO TR, WEERNICHRE S
MBI LI Y, BEFMORERE 2 2 MBROBREITINA, ARNOHAERED
i, A NVREGD ) AT, EHUHE S B IES L RO RN
DFBICEGTHEEZLNTVS Y, $72, BALO FRIAHEIEZ O FEIERL & B
BT B EDPMEINTBY, RAMDEOEILIZE LAY 27 ZHWNEE2 (v
X 27, 95% CI, 093 ~ 7.94) 7%, JEGIEFNA 7 2ADWREMED £ 2 5hTna 'Y,
(2) HPV &%

WXkFEk, HPV RS BEERBEOEE LN TH L, RIEDVATITA v
LE2—I2X 5L, BEMICHEIT S HPV DNA, pl6™* ARz B DB D 508% (95%
CL 448 ~567), 416% (95% CI, 362 ~470) T, WO DHMD I 5, Kb
HPV DNA A OXFLIER - LR 84.0% (95% CI, 71.0 ~ 81.0), &KW
THRBEILIENE 757% (95% CI, 70.1 ~ 81.0) T, HPV M TIZ 16 % (68.3%. 95%
CI, 589 ~77.1), 6% (81%, 95% CI, 40~ 137), 18 % (69%. 95% CI, 29 ~
124) OIETE L AbNn2Y, fiiEE LT, HPV BT HEWTH % E6, E7 238
il B 15§D p53 R pRB ¥ ¥ 23 7 1HEE - Aiffbd 5 2 & T, MR DNA 125
WERIIERIFTIEPMONTWS 2, P2 HPV 43, @HTAIC X - Tl
CB720, £y 7 A= M — OGO BEROBE) A7 % LiF5 2
ERHSNTWS P, —HTHRICE L TIE, HPV M (HR 061, 95% CI 038 ~
0.98), pl6 MBI (HR 045, 95% CI, 0.30 ~ 0.69) 1%, BB LA ZICBIFCTH -
f:_ 23)O
(3) BMRIEETE{LHZEE (Lichen sclerosus:LS) / BAEMERMEIEAR (Balanitis

xerotica obliterans : BXO)

EEIEDEBAANZ AL E LT, T4 VAREMEE IS, BUAE2TRET
DI ANAOREIRIBE SN TS P, BERBETIE, 45% 24K £ M
KOV D Y, WICOERPBEAIBEROY 27 % 32 HHNS 52 L
BEEENTWS P, LS, MLMMER IR0 SR B TH 0, S, B 5E,
EHICHCHRERT2ER E Sh, BXO LS o#fsRl e UChaiE, Wik, REH
JEHEATE O F AL SE R E T, LIFLIRAMRE R UEEZTIEERIT L
PHSNTEY, & HICRERL OMEEI#HE S TnE > %,

(4) BB

S & MG o B & il U 22 FgRId A v DS, Barnes SOMEICE 5 &, T

B PEIZ BT body mass index (BMI) 255 HAHEN$ 2 T &2, BEMERERO

S

E
=3




——

R 7 HSA9% I L 7= 2, F 72, IEMEIC B CIREY 2 R O ERIHE R
52 5 aeMED D % 2%, Wi & B ORI 7% & OBICITA E 2 BHEEE 2w
EHHE IR TwE T,

(5) MRIE

Hellberg 513, B2RLIIREERERAAOMYT L 2fEREFThHH L ER LT,
WA L SEREY) R 7 ORI 2 BE R H ), JEBREER T4 PAE—H—L b
RBEANE—AT—H—RBEEHEOMM Y X7 5322214, 188 b 5 2 L H3Hih X
n7,

(6) AR LETHEIREE

X OMEIREIX, BEFROBEICERLZGEEZG5 252 ENAMONTVS, WXk
&, WEENICIIGOERETISREI L, BEREZEMIE S, £/, WA
DHRIEE, WEIZK D EAL - BUALT AWM H D, T2 LREEBEEEDOR
FEWCBIE L TV b, W02 IR T, #AREBOWEIC X ) BEFOWD I HE S
NTWB 2559 32— T, 1943 ~ 1990 SED R THEM L & b ITEERHIR
U725, FALED 2% KD 720, BEMEHEEOERIC X B HERTOWENE
EWOTFCHEG L2bo S hTwns 2,

(7) H2NER : B EVRE S KUBIRRKR

BEOWFEII BT, HSREFEIREE & BB RIE ) A 7 OBEEMEIZ O W THE S
NTWb, A7 =T ryOANAXR—-ZOBEREICE D L, K, KEE, RER
HERS YIS BWT, BEWEEEOY X738 L, RATIIZ X ) #17 L72IREE TRk
ENDBZENS Do TFREDHMEIZ D72 KEHDSOHETIE, Rk
A, K, WHAIEEE TR, EFBANLE L FRABRRTFELTHS Y, 4
RMER OB L LT, o3RRI 5 ARk O K A1R 2000 A H 2 5 0
GRHE RS2 OIENDS, B, BEOBIICORDS 2 EAERH IR TS Y,

(8) %5ME A (UVA) Rigsx

VI L v UVA G##EE (PUVA) &, #EEZOHEBEILS AL TS,
PUVA % 9 1F72 892 BNZ BT 2 KBUELHT ) S WFFE DA R, BEVEREZHE 0 F8E ) A
W= NIZHANR, BT RN EAIRENT, HED PUVA ZH#EZEINTZEED
) A7 HIE 286 f5IC ko FEY X 7 RERBIEETH Y, B EG PIL#
LZEDY A7 IFH S EAHEShTns ¥,

(9) BIERE

RESEHE ORI Z 1, HPV B & HPV JEREMED b D125 b s 2w,
ATy MARIEE, K—T 20, K—T U ESE BEAXIYYu—<5d0
BB LS, BXO, HFBUEZLR EDKIEWREELND 5,

4. £&LH
B2 2l T LR 2 RS T 578, TOMESIE, MRS AME - RIEIZK DK
ECERDZEPHMOENT VS FHEMEST, MITE (v 7 28— b F—0DH,

S
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BEEOEY LEREF

P BAGIR]) A AREIIRL O (O B2 AR, K, KWEE LX)
A, ZOBEIZOWTESINSHHL ) 220 L, Bl 05O G111,
K& X HPV B & HPV FEREMEIC G SN b5, B, WRICEBERIEES]
ERIFTIET, BLERETHILIILBLTBY, IhHDERETFOL I,
BIEIZ X Db E FHi§2 2 L MRETH 5. FEEE, WHO O % 9 U HIAL % HEfE
L7277 O—MOETIX, HPV G HIV EEOMKT & & b1, BEEORE
EOYEEZROTVDE, Tr~v—rDLHI, BERBEOWEN, BEEOTHIZD
oz ZZOoNAE0LH 5, —FHT, HAROEFLICE L TIE, —HICIZEE
BEPHEO#MELH D, ZoOBEADORIFIITHERET ET 5,

1) Mosconi AM, Roila F, Gatta G, Theodore C : Cancer of the penis. Crit Rev Oncol Hematol
2005 ; 53 : 165-77.

2) Favorito LA, Nardi AC, Ronalsa M, Zequi SC, Sampaio F]B, Glina S : Epidemiologic study on
penile cancer in Brazil. Int Braz ] Urol 34 : 587-593, 2008

3) Hernandez BY, Barnholtz-Sloan J, German RR, et al : Burden of invasive squamous cell carci-
noma of the penis in the United States, 1998-2003. Cancer 113 : 2883-2891, 2008

4) Bleeker MCG, Heideman DAM, Snijders PJF, Horenblas S, Dillner J, Meijer CJLM : Penile
cancer : epidemiology and treatment. Curr Oncol Rep 13 : 231-239, 2011

5) Montes Cardona CE, Garcia-Perdomo HA : Incidence of penile cancer worldwide : systematic
review and meta-analysis. Rev Panam Salud Publica 41 : el17, 2017

6) EI.AAWIGEY ¥ 7 —DSARWMY — A [25A%E - Fist], A BREEGEICL 28
AT — % (2014 4F~ 2015 4F)

7) RS EERR DS A - BEREC X 5, 2016 EREEAE DA B ERE B - S

8) HENLASAMNTE Y v & — DS ANEIMY — ¥ A [DSAEE - Hiat]

9) Kirrander P, Sherif A, Friedrich B, Lambe M, Hakansson U : Steering Committee of the
Swedish National Penile Cancer Register : Swedish National Penile Cancer Register : inci-
dence, tumour characteristics, management and survival. BJU Int 117 : 287-292, 2016

10) Verhoeven RH, Janssen-Heijnen ML, Saum KU, et al : Population-based survival of penile
cancer patients in Europe and the United States of America : no improvement since 1990.
Eur J Cancer 49 : 1414-1421, 2013

11) Trama A, Foschi R, Larrafiaga N, et al : Survival of male genital cancers (prostate, testis
and penis) in Europe 1999-2007 : Results from the EUROCARE-5 study. Eur J Cancer 51 :
2206-2216, 2015

12) Misra S, Chaturvedi A, Misra NC : Penile carcinoma : a challenge for the developing world.
Lancet Oncol 5 : 240-247, 2004

13) Dillner J, von Krogh G, Horenblas S, Meijer C] : Etiology of squamous cell carcinoma of the
penis. Scand ] Urol Nephrol Suppl @ 189-193, 2000

14) Larke NL, Thomas SL, dos Santos Silva I, Weiss HA : Male circumcision and penile cancer :
a systematic review and meta-analysis. Cancer Causes Control 22 : 1097-1110, (LE1) 2011

15) Douglawi A, Masterson TA : Penile cancer epidemiology and risk factors : a contemporary
review. Curr Opin Urol 29 : 145-149, 2019

16) Wolbarst A : Circumcision and penile cancer. The Lancet 219 : 150-153, 1932

17) Schoen EJ : The relationship between circumcision and cancer of the penis. CA Cancer ]
Clin 41 : 306-309, 1991

18) Schoen EJ : Neonatal circumcision and penile cancer. Evidence that circumcision is protec-
tive is overwhelming. BMJ 313 (7048) : 46 ; author reply 47, 1996
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19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)
25)
26)
27)
28)
29)
30)

31)

32)

33)

——

Olesen TB, Sand FL, Rasmussen CL, et al : Prevalence of human papillomavirus DNA and
pl6 (INK4a) in penile cancer and penile intraepithelial neoplasia : a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Lancet Oncol 20 : 145-158, (LE1) 2019

Crook T, Tidy JA, Vousden KH : Degradation of p53 can be targeted by HPV E6 sequences
distinct from those required for p53 binding and trans-activation. Cell 67 : 547-556, 1991
Gonzalez SL, Stremlau M, He X, Basile JR, Munger K : Degradation of the retinoblastoma tu-
mor suppressor by the human papillomavirus type 16 E7 oncoprotein is important for func-
tional inactivation and is separable from proteasomal degradation of E7. J Virol 75 : 7583-
7591, 2001

Madsen BS, van den Brule AJ, Jensen HL, Wohlfahrt J, Frisch M : Risk factors for squamous
cell carcinoma of the penis—-population-based case-control study in Denmark. Cancer Epide-
miol Biomarkers Prev 17 : 2683-2691, 2008

Sand FL, Rasmussen CL, Frederiksen MH, Andersen KK, Kjaer SK : Prognostic Significance
of HPV and pl6 Status in Men Diagnosed with Penile Cancer : A Systematic Review and
Meta-analysis. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev 27 : 1123-1132, (LE1) 2018

Douglawi A, Masterson TA : Updates on the epidemiology and risk factors for penile cancer.
Transl Androl Urol 6 : 785-790, 2017

Christodoulidou M, Sahdev V, Houssein S, Muneer A : Epidemiology of penile cancer. Curr
Probl Cancer 39 : 126-136, 2015

Barnes KT, Smith BJ, Lynch CF, Gupta A : Obesity and invasive penile cancer. Eur Urol
63 : 588-589, 2013

Djajadiningrat RS, van Werkhoven E, Horenblas S : Penile cancer stage, survival and body
mass index. Urol Int 94 : 220-224, 2015

Hellberg D, Valentin J, Eklund T, Nilsson S : Penile cancer : is there an epidemiological role
for smoking and sexual behaviour ? Br Med ] (Clin Res Ed) 1987 ; 295 : 1306-8.

Frisch M, Friis S, Kjaer SK, Melbye M : Falling incidence of penis cancer in an uncircum-
cised population (Denmark 1943-90) . BMJ 311 : 1471, 1995

Torbrand C, Wigertz A, Drevin L, et al : Socioeconomic factors and penile cancer risk and
mortality ; a population-based study. BJU Int 119 : 254-260, 2017

Attalla K, Paulucci DJ, Blum K, et al : Demographic and socioeconomic predictors of treat-
ment delays, pathologic stage, and survival among patients with penile cancer : A report
from the National Cancer Database. Urol Oncol 36 : 14. e17-14, 2018

Stern RS @ Genital tumors among men with psoriasis exposed to psoralens and ultraviolet A
radiation (PUVA) and ultraviolet B radiation. The Photochemotherapy Follow-up Study. N
Engl J Med 322 : 1093-1097, 1990

Stern RS, Bagheri S, Nichols K : The persistent risk of genital tumors among men treated
with psoralen plus ultraviolet A (PUVA) for psoriasis. ] Am Acad Dermatol 47 : 33-39, 2002
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1. [FU&IC

R 1238 AT 5 DL WEREENERG IR LY TH L, P ABIOT VT
D—WERE, FORABEIZENE STV E Y, F¥E EERIE HPV & gs 58
LIEBEICRBIE NS (F1)Y,

2. HPV BEREERFE _LEE

HPV J& 4% B i °F B2 & L C, B 7 L (Basaloid squamous cell
carcinoma : basaloid SCC) B & O’ Z 0 #i#ICTH % LRI LN (Papillary-basaloid
carcinoma) & $EIRHE (Warty carcinoma) B & OEIRF LR NG (Warty-basaloid
carcinoma) 23HFON b, FEEH T LEETEEEOEVWEEET, £
HPV16 e & B4R L, BIEATRICIFIT % ¥ MBREIITIE N/C oK L 7= JL S
FaRRBE AR 25, MEHIRD L <id o — MARICHIGE U, BEEHI AL ImIE Rl 2 v,
BaEe 7 R b — Y A HAL D, SREMERT I pl6 250 T H &2 R 3. EIRNE
FHEMERT, A7k, FLBIROBR S Y — 2 2oR$, R idREa > ¥
O — < B L L 7T W A2 R 3728, B AN 3 2 37 CLEA BN 2 S s bk o
AU 2R R A RS Y MIBRENIRE S C &K T, T4 aH A b3
AT S DB 0S, T 5 HPV O 8 £ Tidkk4 Th 5o

Z Ot HPV &G Eda & LTV v 28 Bz (Lymphoepithelioma-
like carcinoma) RC¥WIMINARIRE - LBz (Clear cell SCC) 2ibiFHh 2 ¥,
2 a4 a4 =YX EROZN, MIEKR, B & 2R AL

3. HPV BAIFEERF LRE

HPV BGeIE B - Bz & LT, #E MR LR (SCC, usual type), R
JE M (Pseudohyperplastic carcinoma), &M% % (Pseudoglandular carcinoma), ¥
%9 (Verrucous carcinoma), fLi#% (Carcinoma cuniculatum), #EHIASBIZLER
P _E 29 (Papillary squamous cell carcinoma, NOS), Bt~ F 29 (Adenosquamous
carcinoma), RIERERE (Sarcomatoid carcinoma), i8E&# (Mixed SCC) #"»HIF SN 5,
JHE R P B SRS S AL 2 TR IR A T, BHSHERAE I A 5 B [ A4 O MR
LRABOFTRZRT Y Bea AR O RN 2 BRI L 2 RIS S D 2 LA ik
) CTh b MEFNEMEILE S SIS E THee T, BENTHEORAE %
R ZEDVLVDS, BRI E L CldRbSCREMELZMHTLZ L85, €0
% W RIS LYE S (Lichen sclerosus : LS) 2FAET Ao FEEHIL 50 A 5

S




#1 RBREEZOWHO H%EY

=4 F R 4EES - Malignant epithelial tumours

mY¥LREE

HPV B IERSERF L EE : Non-HPV-related squamous cell carcinoma
RYLERE, @85
1&:BF; R FE  Pseudohyperplastic carcinoma
BIREE
FLiERE
HIERRF L EFE , 5F#ABA : Papillary squamous cell carcinoma, NOS
IRRF LR © Adenosquamous carcinoma
AIfEH: (W5$EAERR) # @ Sarcomatoid (spindle cell) carcinoma
BEERBFERE : Mixed squamous cell carcinoma

HPV BBER T LK
BERRTLEE:
FLBEREBEIRE ¢
FARTE
FARFEAEIE : Warty-basaloid carcinoma
ABAMERR AR F L ¢ Clear cell squamous cell carcinoma
1) 2N bR RERRSE
DD %iE

: Saumaous cell carcinoma

: Squamous cell carcinoma, usual type

: Pseudoglandular carcinoma
: Verrucous carcinoma

: Carcinoma cuniculatum

. HPV-related squamous cell carcinoma
Basaloid squamous cell carcinoma
Papillary-basaloid carcinoma

Warty carcinoma

Lymphoepithelioma-like carcinoma
Other rare cancers

BIBRRZ : Precursor lesions

¥ FRERFHAEY : Penile intraepithelial neoplasia (PelN)
FEIR / FERIE / RIRFERIE | Warty/basaloid/warty-basaloid

MEEIBEE F B AF 44 © Differentiated PelN

INY 1y MR © Paget disease

X2 = EFMBERZ  Melanocytic lesions

EERIESE : Mesenchymal tumours
RI%ES %R
RMAGHE AR IREE © Benign fibrous histiocytoma
EHRETRE (7 0L XES)
FERIABBAE © Granular cell tumour
M&EHE : Haemangioma
EEMEEMAZEEE : Juvenile xanthogranuloma
SEEERRE : Leiomyoma

 Glomus tumour

1) > JX&FE © Lymphangioma
HHRAERE : Myointimoma
AR ARAERE © Neurofibroma
##2 #5fE © Schwannoma
BUES (BEETHOESE.ET #)
MEMAE : Angiosarcoma
JXBA#EAIPYAE : Clear cell sarcoma
[ 24 BZ AR #EPURE © Dermatofibrosarcoma protuberans #
P MERRERE : Epithelioid haemangioendothelioma
%8 EFASE : Epithelioid sarcoma
1—1 > J k& : Ewing sarcoma
B AR MEAAE | Giant cell fibroblastoma #
#17K T AE : Kaposi sarcoma
FBEFANE : Leimyosarcoma
EMHOEMZEEEE © Malignant peripheral nerve sheath tumour
HRARHEPIE - Myxofibrosarcoma
KL ZHAEE : Undifferentiated pleomorphic sarcoma
BAHE, B4 : Osteosarcoma, extraskeletal
H&HERPURE © Rhabdomyosarcoma
7BRZPIEE : Synovial sarcoma

1) > JNEE : Lymphomas

1514 HEE : Metastatic tumours

60 A D A TS A ML ES TH Bo i

KA OHIF I EDBIGE &, R IR AT -1 T R B~ o A 45 1R 1

WAL R % A o 72 B R4 0 FLIE
MOV &R

BT H s Y, MBEMIIIEEE OB R BNEDLDOHRT, T 0K 4 F—

A% RY RIGHTIE
SR L 2w

AN EANIFERD o\

R S N BHET, B,

4. REFLERELUSOEREREE

IEH I
BRIl AR S R & o E %
ALl TR BB R O I ARAE 3 5 0 AEARNE SR ERTE O ) S

bR LEETH Y, FERW
BODLZENDY, TOHEDT
JEE e B e 7 ©

EEIRICTAE T P LR DS OBV & LTI NY =y MR H IO
5o WIEMEFLGEAN S Y =y MR OB EIL, A L 7B L ORI 2 ek 2 4

S
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§ % B AR BN TRAENE S L INBBUIRICHIG S 2 2 & TH %o WETRIZF L
WIZH X 2IEFID LAY, EATBITIZE R DU IS AN T 50 JEARMICITT
WRH SR DEEES; T 50 FEIVIT = v MR R ETEORMICb FEL, K
IS U IZRIFEZ IR E L2 2 WD b0 BRIRIIIZEERTED B E SR 2 5
oo ZIRFENICT LWL TH Z%, FRICEEZURIRZEL, U v/ i
D LD Do M, REEEEIERLEEEREICER T SH5E Y = M
VHAET Do HMREITZ PO AR ERR T 50 T Do EAEIES 13 Hi
ToH DY, RN, MHERNE, FEmiRE, A AR, RS RE, 8
FRZANE, RIS ANE, CEERE, B 2 oNESERAET S,

GETHBIEL 2RO L 3MTH L, TREIEMME LT, BAZIE Kb,
BelesE, Wi, BEENDH L. B AIREMERR AT T b0 RRIBEDICTE
A U7 IR B AN RGE R & R - R L C, BRI T 5 2 D Do

1) Hakenberg OW, Comperat EM, Minhas S, Necchi A, Protzel C, Watkin N : EAU guidelines
on penile cancer : 2014 update. Eur Urol 67 : 142-150, 2015

2) Siegel RL, Miller KD, Jemal A : Cancer statistics, 2019. CA Cancer ] Clin 69 : 7-34, 2019

3) Moch H, Humphrey PA, Ulbright TM, Reuter VE : Tumours of the urinary tract. In : World
Health Organization classifi cation of tumours of the urinary system and male genital organs.
4th, editor. Lyon : IARC Press ; 2016
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2 BEBOFHETF

(2 mEEoFEET |

BEBROTFHRARRKNT-& U CHMRZAM R, TNM 558, MR, IREEE, fh
REPRERERH TSNS % MRS R X Broder 58I L 72 4 BERE
(1, 2, 3, 4) \ZFFMli§ 5% ik & ZBRERHM 7 © w5k (Broder 473 Grade 1 12#
) Hi4fb (Broder 4348 Grade 2 (24H2Y4) #5451t (Broder 4% Grade 3 B L U4 12
M) o2 AT 27, 20—)T, MUEFMHOFREIMKNZ L2 5,
BRMTPHERTERR)E2VETEEZ L0 Y, Hi— L2 RMRIIE SR T iRvy,
HARA CIIIEBER O PRI RAFCHREMILEED X CRERO TFHRIARTH 5. IR
BLOHREHEROFAEEITFREARNTCTH 5,

AJCC TNM 433855 8 BTl pT1 I ZMESE 25 Lz FRE ARSI T 2 L &/ S
., pTla & pTIb IZHIZEE N2 ¥, pTlald ) ¥ s d L 3 E g%
b3 OB L TIE 22 (Grade 13 L I3 2 12HHY) %K€, pTlb i3 >~
NI PR PR EZ L) b L C1IdKb7 (Grade 3 & L < I 4 12HY) JHigL
EFREINTWDE, L72A o T, BB T 5HE17 9 720135 LE R IRE
7 bR PR EOEDSEE CTH b, —, PAESEEOPHREROBET
013 U AHEBOARTHLEOWMELH S Y,
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portant than tumor thickness as predictor of nodal metastasis in penile squamous cell carci-
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(3 mEEoNERZE )

1. (EC®IC

B R R ORIERRZ & U TR N CIERBE IS T 2 WIED IO T
), penile intraepithelial neoplasia (PeIN) & E#HEEINTW5, LLHiE A—T VK,
A7y MR, ERAESEOARSH G STz, BUETIE PeIN (24
Baki—3 5 TH 5", PeIN & HPV G028 & I IS K S h b,
HIE 3 I U TR ARSI 2 2h % L &b,

HPV &P PeIN 2B F 0 3 21c KA sh s > ¥,
a. FHLJE (basaloid) PeIN

N/C O E /N SRR AR BN 4 RE PR LSS § %, RAIZIEY —C, Boe
BT R =Y RTE A, ALFEOLHIIIZED 5N,
b. FEIk (warty) PeIN

RREINE O IES N AR EN RS %50 TS0 —Miz a4 oA b —
YARRY o LN AR — T VERESHE & FHEN T 7RIS Y 3 5, HARMT 5
HEB S A7 { e,
c. JBIRM LK (warty-basaloid) PeIN

Al 2 HDRAE L2 RETH 5,

WD SREMLERA LRI p16 3R R R, HPV16 & OAHBITEA S W As,
warty type T3 HPV & DJEH B 5,

2. HPV ZxZIERSE PelN

AL (differentiated or simplex) PeIN EFEEN S Z &A% <, W LSRR %
iE & DBHEMEDRE 2 HNT W5, HPV BB PeIN L3820, WEIZHET S
DL, WIRMIIZABEROBERERZ 2 TR T 50 MkFIII3pZSE O
Ratto 2R MIE 2RO, FEALTIE Mkt % 7= 3 A5 o 858 % 520
%5V BRI pl6 BT R AR Z L A TH B,

3. Tt
#i7z PeIN & L T pleomorphic, spindle, clear cell, pagetoid £33 5%

1) Moch H, Humphrey PA, Ulbright TM, VE R : Tumours of the urinary tract. In : World
Health Organization classifi cation of tumours of the urinary system and male genital organs.
4th, editor. Lyon : IARC Press ; 2016

2) Chaux A, Velazquez EF, Amin A, et al : Distribution and characterization of subtypes of pe-
nile intraepithelial neoplasia and their association with invasive carcinomas : a pathological
study of 139 lesions in 121 patients. Hum Pathol 43 : 1020-1027, 2012
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3) Chaux A, Pfannl R, Lloveras B, et al : Distinctive association of pl6INK4a overexpression
with penile intraepithelial neoplasia depicting warty and/or basaloid features : a study of 141
cases evaluating a new nomenclature. Am J Surg Pathol 34 : 385-392, 2010

4) Velazquez EF, Cubilla AL : Lichen sclerosus in 68 patients with squamous cell carcinoma of

el
H

the penis : frequent atypias and correlation with special carcinoma variants suggests a pre-
cancerous role. Am ] Surg Pathol 27 : 1448-1453, 2003
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(4 m=meHPY ORE |

B 2590 (3 HPV BB & JERIE I R S b Vo HPV 3B - b Bz 3 T
HPV16, &\CHPV6 5 & O HPVI8 & B M AR X Twb 2 Y, #il% 21
7B ORI OFEHEIM N E ENDD, 10 EBZ TIT) LA ICIREE
WORIEEN AT EPMESN TV Y, HPV ESIEME O Fi & L
TSR DS 59 B W REMEASRIE STV 5 > 7,
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1. 3IUBHIC

EXNREZ oYt REHRRFEN ISR LERETH 505, BEOY T YA T
517V BN OIS ITAIET (glans), K\ TaRE (foreskin), BE#ES (penile
shaft) TH Y, WEOMMIIOZVFELTVEIELH D Yo BEMIIMERICTH
55720, 2L ORERIRMICESEE LCRMTES, LML, wRICEDNLE
PEAZHEAE U 7B/ & 20 i, IREAEE 06, WIRN 22 W sW 2 2 & A8
H5Ho FRCHHRRZE, FEPE BURERBOS /NS RFERIBE LCRRES I
B2, THHORERIEL BT 520 3B ERASRETH S 7,

2. WA ANEKRE

SN X WIRMAIT AOATEI T2 &, MielEEL RIEREL &2 %L 35
Vi 57200, IREMEBZITALETH B ° s B L BT REREE LT,
TCIBAZFERE R B RSB oM, SRvERREE Y, MY, W
PEBIIR 28120k o 22 W 3EIE Y, et lE (verruciform xanthoma) ™, Ak ¥ ¥
o—< ' SRR, EMEEAME sarcoma, FLEAIY v MEEOWEDDH
%07, BREEEERIE, CHASRBREDOENHHTH S,

3. EEBFOEEZFA

MR AT D B, BRI O R FTRBICO W TE M ICHERT A Z P HEETH b,
BRI, MR (AR, i, BE®BI), K& S FHIN AP,
¥, o, JERE (FLEUIR, &EK IR BB, PR L), okl (RE,
RiED B VITBEZEME) & OBMR, HEELEORELR EICOWTHERLLHT

5 6, 8~11
% 'y

4. EWRFE

AR 2128 FEM (punch biopsy), BIBHAEM (incisional biopsy), YJFRA:
¥t (excisional biopsy) #%@ 0 > & 8~ JEEOIRFEIC L o THWT B LED 5,
WINOARGEEZRHCLHETH-> T, THeKE S LEHE THIREZRIT %
CENEETHL Y, BEEEINS T, S FERRLOBRAERE LT S,
—7, BEEEESPRKE VA, UIRARITILERNE S ICEBTRETH 5. EEOFLE
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Z 1 Correlation of pathologic factors in biopsy and penectomy

specimens®
Factors Concordance Discordance %
No. of cases No. of cases
Cancer diagnosis 55 2 35
Histological subtype 40 17 30
Tumor grade 40 17 30
Depth of invasion 5 52 91
Vascular invasion 1 8 89

BAIC X o TIE, RIS OWHYHSLEE 255805 5,

5 £RICKZEZHOFRAM LRR

Velazquez 5 ¥ 13 57 BIO R (RF LB EBIZB VT, ERE PHEA L
OB THILZWAE R Z LI L 720 BT 96% THE & W L7240, 35% D& 5k
R LR Z IS T A2 LT E L olze F72, EMRTIE 91% THES G
EEF, 89% CIREBEDOAH L IEFEIZBII T 5 2 LD TE L d o720 30%DFEERIT,
HERE FEERIZBWT, MMEANERE L 75 L TOBRICTREEZ RO 72 (1),
AMREATIE, KEEGRE X D RSOGO FHRSHEIRETH-72% chbo
FERDP S, B2 TIIREAICEE L PRBER T Z iR TZI 5 TR H
720, BERORMZWNIL, FMEARTEMICEHT 2080255 LBRXTW5S,

Heyns & 'V \ZBHBGHTOEREZHEIR L TB Y, ZoOBEE & #3 5 1IEwEoHM
BAEGO-OEAEREYERTREL LTS, ZOHME LT, HWEEBOAZER
L7=856, HMRA, MERFr IR, REELR EZ IEMICZITE vz Lk T
W5,

Barocas & "W IZIABRIIC N F M, WHAR, YIKRERZITIRETHY, E
ORI E CIRINT 52 L TIELWEZBISTEEIC R 2 LR TW5, —F, HEEEE
O ERPEEARIIAHEY E L T\wb,

EAU #14 FF 4 » 2018 4ERRCIL, AMRHYRAHGHEDRIIZ, YIBRAM O S5 B
HZW AT Lo zitikd ShTtws ¥,

6. ERICK DM EBRELHRE

UICC TNM 284 8 W' T3, Tla, T1b XK A R, AR, IR =
(lymphovascular invasion:LVT), #ji#%JE PR O A #THE L TH Y, Velazquez 5 ¥
DHEIZIED L, MO AR THER - HHSW T stage Z2ZW4 5 2 L 3AH5T
HBHLEEDLEDLEMRV (1), MBRFEWREE, FEE LVL MEEMAREO

AL, BERO) A7 PBICLETHY (I4 D), Thb 2 EfMICEBHT 5
ToiE UV SHIBEOBIE R L, BRI OIERTRICKE BT YTV,

WY 2 TR TT S DU IR A IR BN 2 B L TIT O NS TH B, ERO
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AT 24T & /NG 5 W RetE AT v ¥

XM ERETIE, T+ 2KESLERTI TORMBRBALEATD
AETE S SR C LB R A AT L XD &5 B &, KB LRk
oMMz &, BEOIREBIZE > TIEBHERG TS HE SN 5, EMRTI6%
DIEGITHE L BWITRETH B &5 Y, FEHhGLEZBMTAZ L2 HWE LTER
BITH) ZEIIEETH L, 72721, EROADIFHBIM TIXIBEHRFTE ORER TR
TS 59 A TATDERLTREMEZZHBRL THLLEN DB Y,
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agn Pathol 32 : 222-231, 2015
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penile-cancer/. Accessed October 11, 2020.
7) Hakenberg OW, Drager DL, Erbersdobler A, Naumann CM, Junemann KP, Protzel C : The
Diagnosis and Treatment of Penile Cancer. Dtsch Arztebl Int 115 : 646-652, 2018
8) Velazquez EF, Barreto JE, Rodriguez I, Piris A, Cubilla AL : Limitations in the interpretation
of biopsies in patients with penile squamous cell carcinoma. Int J Surg Pathol 12 : 139-146,
2004
9) NCCN Clinical practice guidelines in oncology (NCCN Guideline). Penile cancer, Version 2.
2020. https://www.nccn.org/professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile.pdf. Accessed October
11, 2020.
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11) Barocas DA, Chang SS : Penile cancer : clinical presentation, diagnosis, and staging. Urol
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12) Mearini L, Colella R, Zucchi A, Nunzi E, Porrozzi C, Porena M : A review of penile metastasis.
Oncol Rev 6 : €10, 2012
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penis : A rare benign lesion that simulates carcinoma. Arch Ital Urol Androl 88 : 284-285,
2016
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19) Diorio GJ, Leone AR, Spiess PE : Management of Penile Cancer. Urology 96 : 15-21, 2016

20) Hegarty PK, Dinney CP, Pettaway CA : Controversies in ilioinguinal lymphadenectomy. Urol
Clin North Am 37 : 421-434, 2010
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|@ IEZEOEFIZH (ERZER)

GO RITEEE SN (T 2%H) &, UICC TNM 208 # 8 M TRELKEHSh
TWwWho $HIZUICC TNM 703 4 7 i TIREED 5 VIR BRI 2 T2, JRE
Z%Z T3 & LTWw7z75, UICC TNM 44 45 8 i T, T2 IR i AiZ o &
550, T3IZREBHREREOH L L DONEEHESN, REREIX T2/T3 D45%IC
L L ol MV TH HBRER T, WIS X 2 RTEEEZHOT L 5
7o HAIE AR L, ARRTHIH L7723k, UICC TNM 4348 45 7 Mo 53 Ic o 72
WETH S, UICC TNM 8 45 8 D MR W oM 1d e Vs, BaZEigEiiik
RHEICOWTHHLTWAH00H Y, Tzl L,

Wi, M2 X 2RI 2 JRFTREZEREZWNINZ T, BRERIKD 5 Il sz
HOFG B WA VSN, RONTAERETIEH 55 MR B X OHBEEIC X
BLMEDD 5

Bozzini 5 OWETIE, F77 b &O7BEWHE (10MHz Z2fEH) 3 AE
DIEFZHIX 965% (193/200), & 96.9% (63/65), ¥ 962% (130/135), Btk
M= 926% (63/68), &M= 984% (130/132) TH-o7zdIZxL, MRI (Tl
SRR, T2RMRFAEE, FAF Iy 2R X AREERARBEOIESRG
905 % (181/200), ¥ 738 % (48/65), 4§51 985 % (133/135), By 1k iy v =6
96.0% (48/50), F&VEM = 886% (133/150) &S, EEIZBHRIAZIC
HOEHELTYS Y, ZORERIEFICHEVESRERLTWAY, TURY 7T
¥ ¥ v El ORBREHRARBITESIC X 5 ATHEREIZB T 2B TH 5,

Hanchanale 5 D5 CTd, MRI (T1 B, T2 @admig, 5443 v 780
X BRBEEBMAZHEOIEZERIZT60% (76/100), KEE 82.1% (23/28), kR fE
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736% (53/72), BEtkRyvh = 548% (23/42), BEPEMHFE 914% (53/58) & #Hii5 L
TWBY?Y, ZO1060H 5, KHITRCDH B VIR LREYDH 5720 71 X
¥ 75 vV v El OREMARRINEN 21T 2 ol 4 6lL, 11o7256 1L Dlt
BT, BREEBRAREOKE LEREZZZN, AT T T MRI %47 -8
1293%, 76%, NTLWERZITZ %o 2813 69%, 2% ThHho7zWMHmLTHY,
TURY 7T Yy El BEREMABINESICE D BRSO ESFElEE L 2 L
WHrshTws, LerL7axy 75y Yy El BEBREARINESHL, BHICES
TRARLTHTH Y, TLBBLHLLOBRHIATI ZENTELTHEES VR
72\,

TEREZ W Cld 2 < BEREMIRIC X 0 AT OB E 2 50l L <, JRTGRERE &L olfkz
MEt L7z ddH 5. 157 AT MRI OILEGRFAWRIC T, pT MIAAEVIHEIZE
ADC flEDMENEHIANC D 5 Z L B HE STV B D, —EDOMMECTHEREEZHATE
B DRV,

Dbt @i, RprgEEsm, BEBRARBE OIS W TRV 2
ZHELTBH, MRIGEBEWE X D IIEETRRE S D O BRI % 2T
X%, EETHNE T O RS F T Y v El OBREHBREBSINESNC X 5 N LEhHE
G R L) ECBRRESAETE 5, MR T1 AW %, T2 smiRmg, 5
AF 3y rEReTRE L, RIS Td 5 IR % 2 N 2 728 X 5 3HibiAS
YUE LW, WELEEVLTE NI — VIEFEE L v, CT iE MRI M L CHLRE
IV 5 A MNFREEDIK N O BEE B OA I Z L,
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2) Hanchanale V, Yeo L, Subedi N, et al : The accuracy of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
in predicting the invasion of the tunica albuginea and the urethra during the primary staging
of penile cancer. BJU Int 117 : 439-443, 2016

3) Barua SK, Kaman PK, Baruah SJ, et al : Role of Diffusion-Weighted Magnetic Resonance Im-
aging (DWMRI) in Assessment of Primary Penile Tumor Characteristics and Its Correla-
tions With Inguinal Lymph Node Metastasis : A Prospective Study. World J Oncol 9 : 145-
150, 2018
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(CcQ1 [ EE=Eate, RELER, HERAEESE |
| BT BRHOREEEECEEESERIIRS
k | nam? )

- BB A 5RO ERNCIE, RANGHRERANICEE AR AT L 2T 5,

AR, TORRES LRI EETLMBERNT 52 EHPHEETH 5,

SRR XD BEE R A DOBWIIWTERETH 5. L L, LMo A THESH
RMEE, 7547, WHEOWEZEE, IRERME (lymphovascular invasion :
LVD) OF#, #MREEMZEOFELZIEL BT 2 ICI3RARH 5,

WREIL—FK:CH

HROFE : TOE2HIHRTS

IETADESE 1 FWIET R

R
%Il:l

B3ef I 3AMERH IS AT 2 7202 O, WIRMICHES & L CR#kT& %, L
L, WRAZEDNIBAATEA L7252/ S 2 i, RRBEOEE 04, Wk
72BN 2603 5o FFICHIRINE, LEWE, BIYERMEE L HERT 57
DI IHBAERDGLETH S 7 EMITIEICIZ Y F AR (punch biopsy), LI
A # (incisional biopsy), YIBAEM# (excisional biopsy) 2% 0 '~ s DIREIZ X -
THECGTBLERH D, WTNOEREEEHVIEHETH-THTaeREs L
WEEH LIAHBRO RS EETHL "7,

Velazquez 5 ¥ 13 57 BIO RS (P LR HE) SEBIC AWM & FREA & CHREEZ
Wiks 2 Il U7z ZEMECRED BN 96% THHETH - 7225, 35% D55 LAl *F
FRERREE DM TE R ol ARTIZINU DV EEEZELLZBHTES, R
REDOH L 89%AIE L { BWITE Rholze EMTIE 30% DAERF ASHLEE - 1 L1
BELHT 5 A THRFMIEROMBEZWE —H L b o7z Tz, AR TITRBRE
gL DRI OMBOMAIR B TH o2 L MEL TS Yy ZOMEND, A7
TR EE 2 FHRBER T 28> TBR T 2 WD D 5 720, BEYIWR
WEE D FHAEARTIEMEIC BT 2 L5423 5. Heyns ¥, Barocas 5 © & WG
MOBEEREAEMOVLEEZRRD L &L, EAROBADEHL T b,
Velazquez 5 ¥ OMED S HE 2 5 L HERO R THIRI - WHHESM T stage % W
T5ZLIEATHTH LD, MR RAEE, FEE RERE MEHEMZEOL K
EBREROY R 758 (I4- Q) ICBET, V) ¥ /8HighiG o@Is 2 G 78F
RFHAKRE BT LT WY R BRI OV 4 RHEEN R T2 E
LTI NETH B, EROATHYBM 21T & B/NHE§ 2 RN W 7

SR AMR A AT B, EERROIEFHEE Z0 5 KRESERSELT S
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HREORMAHETH B> > Y SokBRTLE SR AEREZ T 5 I, K
W R R BH OIRREIC X o CTUEFE MR BE 2 500 b e S b AT 96% D i H)
THEBMTRETH LI DS Y, WhEI W TAHZEMNE LTEREZITS
LIEHEETH D, 72721, AROATITHREFWERE, RERBOLFE, WEOR
R, MREHREE AL L, ERTHOUERTFHRETFNT S ) A TA TS TH
HUTREVEZ Rk L TH L LENDH 2 Y KRR Z 1T ) Baid, BRI X 54
BB ORAZ R L 72 L CHBETH 2 ET L LA ETH S 7,

SRR LTS, BITOSEHER 2 AT ) B A R E TV, ErSEro%
Wiz1T9 o Z0%, FEZEYIWIMESEONES; OIREEIZIS U 72 EEB 2 17, K ARG
BRI X BIRHEZW 2T A7 8 GRS REEE, ST 5 47, EERERE,
LVI oF#E, R EOGHOMERR) 2179, SOV A7 5% ILIZZDHEDR
FeJist () U EIERE OMISS) RUET AT L Ry VT 10
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1. REBY D INEHOBEIZO>WT

AT YHHBOZWICHET 5 A Z B X5, TNM 478X, AJCC TNM
SRS S LY DR CTdH B A%, ARICHICEEIR L 72 TNM 28135 1 L 722 STk i
Sz TNM 5EICHET 5,

GEREORTIEY 2 EII R Y REITH D I AIIIIER B ) 3 & R AR
Y URECEEN D, KR V8L Scarpa =5 (KBR=/1) N, R TS
KB (fascia late) DORICHAEL ZOEIIB L2 8 ~ 25 M, BEELLY ¥ /3 ik
RAEFIRAS 4 2 S FLE L D fascia lata IRBICHFAE L FDOHIE 3 ~5ME Sh
57, BED) UNEIILEETHY, BREFBED 1% IRENSLALATH O R
BEBIZ) YA T B EENDE Y Ko THEBEAFEAET MDY ¥ REiDHITHE
BHWELL LW DI TRV,

Daseler |2 X AUZEREL Y ¥ /5HJild 5 OIS s (B1)Y, BRIk
MHDY UNFEAIXE Y F AN Vo3 (sentinel lymph node : SLN) ##%H LT
IR ¥ ONHID B BANTEAT S T,

2. UNEIHPERL TOEWESICKHT 2EB2HIC OV T

539 D 50 ~ 60 % 1 BRI Y SR AT v NOSEBITH 2 210,
L2 L cNOGER T M/MiEH (micrometastasis) 2520 ~ 25 % FEEHFET S & &
MW R RIER, EBSHIUIREY ¥ 8HZE (inguinal lymph node dissection :
ILND™) %479 BEAH 5, ) v NEiiEB s 3 L zK T ILND %479 (delayed
ILND) &\ 9 # 2 b H 2B HUEEOKEN T ILND %47 - 72 8H D 5 SEEFFAT 57
~ 8% TdH - 72Dk L delayed ILND % JitifT L 72 BEHETIE 8 ~38% TH o7z &
Singh 5L a2 —DHTHRELTWS Y, $72, BEREE 1919HDF—F N—2
ZHCZZRAETH o ILND 324 AABICWE T2 L W) RIELNT
BY (NF—FH 067, 95% CI 052~ 087, p=0.003) "%, GG Z LY >~
ISEE R < & DY U OH ICOWTHRET 5LV H 5,

X 3AKRHA K54 T, ILND &) itikid, radical ILND & %\ i standard ILND & [AgEnd DL LT
HLTWw5,

—75, ILND 3 &HHED T AR EHRTH 5 o Stuiver 513 163 % D EEBE
12237 ILND % 47 L7255, 1 2 EoGIED 8% AL, 205 H 10% 13 H
EAROPETH o2 MELTWVE Y, 2w 240 ILND ZBENTIE A L,
M) BB OEHE MR L, BEEATIEND L VIT) v HEREET 5
RO EIEFINZ ILND % fifT3 5 LBV H 5. MFEFFEL L TIE MR, PET/CT,
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11 :lateral superior zone Femoral artery and vein

I ‘medial superior zone

IV :medial inferior zone

Saphenous vein

I : lateral inferior zone
V :central zone

1 B&E > /SHEOEE] (k25 £ V)5 ASRZE)

SPECT, U ¥ /8% Y ¥ F Lo 72§ R0 G PFE S8 A SR ORI RO W 4 &
L CHNTIZE Yy F AN YREOAEM (sentinel lymph node biopsy : SNB) & #i
PR % #i/h L7z ILND (limited ILND) 27hN T\ %, B{RZHIZ S 2 #3505
THRRZ Z & LT 528 BIRTII NSRBI SHHER LR AFHGZ K

TH & H o THA Z 47, i SR B2 W Clis e & BRSO 7 E R ILND % K19 5,
EV ) FEDEEHEN TH 5o GUHERERDL IR Z B FH D ) b AR TIE
SNB & limited ILND iIZ2DWTihR 5%,

3. EFRIVY INEERICOWNT

SLN ZEZENSD) Y VERBETHRMIIHWAT S V8T, ZOY YIRHO
BB OFHIZ L) FIEDRIEDIET 5o LIRS S 0018 %2 I SLN O A4k
DPATONTWZAERNC X > TEO IR % ) AR 2 B BIE IR
BB 5 18F 1% (false negative rate : ENR) %315~ 25% & ifliCdh - 72 19
OBAETRIFEALITDR TV RV,

UEAERCK T, *™Tce-nanocolloid % IERS PO R I2EST L, ikt 7o ——7
Z T SLN %449 % dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB) 23SHW SN TWwWhb,
[ RFICHES R 2 A LAERIFICHIRCTOERET 5 2 & TR X 5ICHET S
LEns ", @EEHEVEE B STENTIE Blue dye EMENR S, AFETIRAL >
TVIANIYHDEVENRNT Y I TN—5E) ZIEALTT) OF—KINTH 525, ik
ETEA YR T7=07)—r (ICG) ZHWZY Y SEiIREIC L ) I LA L
VI MEDLH DY, DSNBOEEIZOVTIEWLDOPD I ATFYTF 4 v o L
Yo —, KB ERIRITZEZ: &3 5N 5 DWRAQAKBE L RIF T 77 ~ 92%, FFERED
91 ~100%TH Y " 7 HHHEDFAERL MU RETH - 72 2%, FNR (384
5~8%METH L2 YW HRI5~2%L IHMEddH s M P, Z0EIIOVTIER
BRAE BB ARAE T % & 2 A AR & £ Protzel 5134E12 20 7H L DSNB #4175 T 5%
M TITbNARETH D EBNTNDE P 2,
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2 EIRY NEIRS

%1 DSNB, modified ILND, ILND O & i R4 = (X @t 14, 15,
21 ~24, 30 &£4)5|FA)

DSNB limited ILND ILND
BEZEEL E (%) 0~ 13 0~45 7.5~ 61
B (%) 26113 0~ 142 75~142
DVT (%) 0 0 0~121
Seroma (%) 1.3 12.1 ~26.3 5 = 188
)2 NERE (%) 1.7~21.7 0~ 30 25~52
FE (%) 1.1 ~1.7 3~20 142 ~224
Minor complication(%) 6.6 ~ 39 6.8 ~ 36.8 45 ~ 54
Major complication (%) 0~1.3 0~ 14 5~375

LA L, Neto HIiZHEBRBICHITS DSNB DY ¥ 8 Hils M LA 77.1% 125 L
ILND Ti2 87%, FNR231% T Y ILND O Bifk% %8 T &\ 2o FNR 248
KEDLODRAVLETHLEBRRTVE Y, BHEIFTI—H A4 FFICHETE
) R OWEEMINZ (fine needle aspiration cytology : FNAC) & DSNB % #A
HhEDLHEIRALN TS, Leijte 51X DSNB % A L 72 1994 ~ 2004 4E £ T
DR EFH 92 R (A#E) & DSNB HiIZ FNAC %3 A L 7z 2004 4 LLFE o 58 JiE
Bl (B#) % LK L 720 Micrometastasis ® ¥ Hi = 1 A # /B # T 238 % /40 %,
FNR (& A B /BEET 102% /48% Th o7 HELTHY P, FNAC & DSNB % #l
AEHLELZETENR 2K TF 8oz Lz, ZoEhmEdedd EEn L
ICEBLL TV B IREEAVRIZ S T Ww B 2

4. Limited ILND (E2W T

— %1y 7 ILND (radical & % \»i& standard ILND) REHEHFHIZOWTIZ) /8

B OWE (V-2-D) ZHM%2# 555, ILND OFIHEOBIEEE ™ ™ 2 (& 1),
ZWHWO 72O OEBIEATIZE S B EE R b, FIEHAZHMEINT 5 & THEIHED
R ALY 2472 limited ILND dHBM O 73 a3 Y & LTHifT SN Tw b,
Tsaur & 1& 29 % O R334 B # © 57 BUEIC limited ILND % fif7 L, “F¥ 81OV
YNEI R LA BHESAEFIL 544% ThH - 72D O O ¥1d minor complication T
BHolz WL TWD P, limited ILND (21X EFEPED ) ¥ 8 Hi O A H 21T 9
superficial ILND & #£E8 ) > 288 £ TEIE AT 9 235015 #i PH % #i /) L 72 modified
ILND #*®1F 5 o Motz FMOmE (V2 @) 1255 2° limited ILND @
A1) » b & LT major complication 0 ~ 14%, minor complication 6.8 ~ 36.8% & {1
3 (% 1), DSNB L KR TEELBAM L TNA ZABARE, £ F AN Y 8HOFF
AERAL 2 A HPH ISR R Y, 2B ), WHRBETEL LTENTHL LW
BHHY DB, FNRIZGD & ARG 7 b DD modified ILND (2D W TIE T —
SN 5ODMEERET 2L 16% (256 461) Th-72", superficial ILND
{22V T modified ILND (ZHARTT — % 134 7% 3 Spiess 5 1& DSNB O A %14 %
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£2 T, Grade BIICRA=FER) L/ EEmBRER (%)
Patients (n) Ta,T1 T2 T3 T4 G1 G2 G3

47)
?srargilll(eﬁlcc TNM £ 3 R) gl 18 46 64 5 - - -
48)
:'grges?(bﬁgc TNM 2 3 #) 102 LGS 52 29 46 82
49)
ngagaaickson 7¥8) 17 10 56 - - -
50)
?gggn?TNM % 41R) 66 4 64 - 19 65 85
53%?:?00 TNME 3H) 145 50 55 53 29 475 64 67
gi)cgg?tjl)cc TNM £ 3 R) 175 i 0 64 9 29
Naumann °? 0 50 ~ ~ B B o -

2008 (UICC TNM %5 6 kR)

M3 5 726 31 Bloo 12 DSNB & [6] B2 superficial ILND % fif7 L 9 T > 7%
M2 RRALTWD, 209D HH 46013 DSNB TY V3 filzB 2R TE %
Do lEBITH 72" MBEOES i LMz v, ToMER - ERRO
7570 5 BUAE Tld modified ILND 7% limited ILND Zft£ 4 2k & SN Tw b,

5. cNOFEBIDRZEY > /NEiRIEMRREET

cNO B3R IZ BT 5 BUEY ¥/ B OB FE A 58I FE IR D 12 53 BE R0 55 SR R B 12
KAF$ %o Protzel 51 L ¥ 2 —OHT 90 4~ 2000 FERATHD 7 D DHFZEIC BT
B E R DO UERE L ERFRAE T L OFEY) Y NEIImBREFELE T LOTNE, £
DT Grade 1 OIS TORBIAEFH; 0~ 475% TH - 7-D1xF L Grade 3 Tl
67 ~85% TdHh DI &h HIEREAEE L) ¥ SHilEREIIZRVHEYND 5 & B Tw
% (%2)%, Graafland & | 342 1 cNO % B1 O WEHF R, B RAE, IRER
# (lymphovascular invasion : LVI) O #% #-~X7- . DSNB & FNAC %47\ A
SAMEHRFE (occult metastasis) DR FZ A L7z & 25, S48 RN CHERRAEE (F v
AW 33) & LVIOAEE (F v X1 22) AMIHTTHhoc L Tws ¥, i
12 Zhu 513K E Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) D7 — % X —
ANOEH 1263 %% FIH L7878 T T1 (AJCC TNM 454 7 ) BEIZBWT
LVI B (T1b) BB (Tla) B L ) Vi o k)t 2.23 55202 >
7z RTWVB P,

INOOMAEET 2, FEREOHRAF L) A7 58 EITv, BIEY V3o
ERERZIRT 2 MG 28Nz (F3)™* Y, Chaux 51 EFR 320 224
BERAELELY A7 OREY) V3B BMEREZI8) 27 (low risk) 0~8%, HY
2 %7 (intermediate risk) 20 ~ 33%, &' 2% (high risk) 64 ~83% & L7,

V27D YREERIEERZ S LITHND L E - 5 TIIH A P4 VIR
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2 EIRY NEIRS

%3 EAU, ICUD, Diorio 5® cNO fEfl risk H58 & BRE Y 2/ EEBRAER RESEH

Risk Group Low Intermediate High
, Sevgﬁg ;;i'ttgr']aTNM Tis/Ta/T1G1 T1G2 G3orT=2
. (< 16%) (>17%) (68 ~ 73%)
staging system)
ICUD Criteria Tis/Ta/T1G1 T1G2 or T2G1-2
>
(Seventh edition TNM ~ and No LV and No LV Gsor "\(/'> (5Jg)°/ ;" T=2
staging system) (< 10%) (10 ~ 50%) ?
Diorio’s Criteria
(Seventh edition TNM pTis/Ta/T1a pT1b, pT2-4
staging system)
Management Surveillance modified ILND or DSNB  modified ILND/DSNB/ ILND

() ROEFIEY > EiERBHERE

B VORI T AEEIRE AR LTS, FRICE A EMY A7 FICEA L TlXIE
IF— BRI EEIEE (surveillance) ZHEFEL T 2 30 %))

) 2 7 BEIZRGEEIEE, modified ILND, DSNB & ERASHH P @) 2 o 8
1¥ modified ILND/DSNB 75 ILND % CHE3ET 5 nbH s (F3)H %0 59,
EAU #4 K54 >~ 2018 4EMCTIiEH ) 227 (TIG2) VL EDEEIZOWTIZRE
PO RAENLE L LTH Y modified ILND % 7213 DSNB 254 3% X T v 5 77,
Hughes & 3H ) A 7 OB ZEHEEH 105 BISK L, 10 #1112 ILND, 64 112 DSNB, 31
Bl D L L 25, AbETIBITEREIERIN, Zo#E s ILND
DEPHIED ) A7 2T 2 ) 27 OBFITIEDSNB 2L Tw5b %, —)
NCCN #'4 K4 >~ 2021 4l 13t o Diorio 5 D482 FHLTHBY W, Ky 2~
# (pTis/Ta/Tla) (I3FMEBIZEDS, WY A 7% (pTlb, pT24) ®¥A 13 modified
ILND/DSNB/ILND ##3E S h T w3 ¥, wFho# 4 FF 4 ¥ T modified
ILND/DSNB (2 & % i R @i BRI < U o /S Hili 8 2 320 7235 61213 ILND A3
B"INb,

6. REVNEIZMMAT EFDKRIERE (V-2-1, CQ4 SHR)

eI ONE, IR Ui RDH o 72 L L THFRIEMIC L 0 FRoOSES
T& %, Correa b I3K[E? National cancer database & ) M0 T1b-4, NO/Nx-1(AJCC
TNM 5855 7 ), BEERE 2224 40 BF 2 Ml L PHROMAZ 1T - 7225, ILND &
R (overall survival 1 OS) OWEICEHBML TS (NP — FH 079, 95%
CI: 074 ~ 084, P<0001)” E#iELTWD, Z0D72% N+ i Bl Tl A2
ILND %479 N %7375, ILND 3 A PHE DR AERAIEFITEH TR - 2 2 Th b
ANEO T IZ T RETH 5,

R o%E, RTOBEG: - KIEIC K ) BEY Y8 @idiRT 5 2 &3 5 729 fil
AMTEDLY R TRTEE L VI DI TlE LRV, BFEOHETIIMMTE 2 ¥
NEEATBIEFDI B 30 ~50%IXEGIC I AEREEZEZSRTWE P, 2072
DY) Y NHIOIERIFEDOEBIZL 200G EINT LLEDND S,
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DARTIZ IR 24T ) RIS 4 ~ 6 M OB EE GRS Twza Y, AL
) YIRS B h, G WIH TR SEIT T AR D b DS
D EEE S8 5 72O I EEZ DN Z RS L ETH S, 2 TIEEGRZRIZD
WTIEHIE (IV-2-@) Z#E5, Saisorn S TE» oW EEOH % B » /58
JERZAETHEEEEZI6OHICTI—H L FFICFNACZifTWwWZ2 oA Atz MEt L,
16 44 25 BAEED Y Y32t L FNAC 172 72D B ILND 247572 L 2 A1) ¥ 23Hi
i85 FIC B LT FNAC D& 93%, HREIX 1% & RIF iR THho1 s £
DD TH FNAC DIEFEIE 34 ~ 100%, FFEEEIZ 91 ~ 100%, BRETERIZ 20
~30%TdHH ", BUETIZ FNACIZ X 0 Wiz B 5 Ha s sn ™t ®,
PUHSEOMNZESZ R L TV AEAICRES A TWAS P, %235 Heyns 5 IE7%A
DI TR D7z%, FNAC %17 72 8RR O K2 )i 22 B2 T LA & ILND R lZid—#8 12
YT s 2B T0E Y, £ DH 4 FF 4 2 TIE FNAC TV ¥ /3 i bk
ThoWh, ILND ZiTWIEBEORE LR 2 HE I 5. BEOLEIX
FNAC Z#: 0 K3 2R L72Y) Y 8B EMZ2 7 VIR oM o %o Y, itk
DAL ILND, BHOBAEFEFRFEVEERBIZE LTws 7 ¥ 1272 NCCN
AARTA TIRERED T D, SRNE LVISH Y, MO 50% DL A%k
SALDY A2 1E ILND OEIE #0723 FNAC # B L CTRWELTWwa ¥, $7-
Ia—TRASNLD 72D ) ¥ S HICER D R W iERT 5 HIWTFNAC 2 L
T modified ILND 27V REHMER 2 #0 5 AR LTwaisbH s W P,

7. REVNEHEEHILSR2E8) D /VEEBOFREMICDOWLT
(V -2-(D, CQ5ZEg)

ERIED) VoTHEERIZEEN SRR v SHi 2 R TEBRANED S Bl o8
HIIBDIERPTE RV OWEIRIC X 2MEEIT ) PEEY ¥ HiOEBIRID S
T 5 2 ED% 0,

R X W TlE Zhu 523734 D ILND 2475 2 BEOEBNCT 2 HFiE L,
WO EEZFM L TV 5, 16BITHEY v HiEE 2RO 225, CT OKER
375%, FFEEIZ100%TH Y, CT HMTIIEHR) v\ WHERZHET S 2 LIk
LWEib_Twa ¥, —7 T Graafland 51 REY ¥ 1\ HikB L2 AT 5 18 BloBE
\ZPET/CT i1 L, B8 ¥ /Wi W O KE 91%, FEHLEE 100%, Bk
#100%, FEMEFE94% L BIiF i RE2HmELTBY, PET OFHMEEREL T
w3 44)O

F7:, B YOEORNW2HEEY) RO F AN T 5% TH B H
Lughezzani 513 ILND, PLND % 475 72 142 fE 6 O i3 T pNO-1 FEBI TIZ B MY >~
INEEEREIE 5% K TH L DK L, #mBHEREY ©8E 22 (pN2 @ TNM 4
HETH) LLEoRESTIE, B iR 1T 23%, 3T - 35 E R
(extranodal extension : ENE) FptEo¥ga, &#) ¥ @il 56 % ICHFEL L
WEL, MATERY YSRGS 2 AR T L LTHEEY v /% ENE, =Y
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YOSEIEAY 3L, Y ¥ oSEiEE 30mm LSS LA/ Th B E LY,
[FEkIZ ENE R B v Wi ofErvg i) o g o PR+ Th 5 L kX
TVAMLIEZED Y ™ O, TFEEY) v\ HiORBIB W 2 MHEIC/T) LS EE
ThHhHLEEZ D,
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Yes 6 L ELVIFEETE R LY
DSNB/Modified ILND
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Shz Y, B ¥ EiEB%A Y 2 713 Hegarty 512 X AURILY 2 2 T 16% i,
HYUZR7DHH LVIARZWEDIE17%, FIAZOLVIZATLE2E L EY A7 fEh]
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DLl R & AT DSNB 255ifT T & 2 WBUIRZ B F 2 TIEKY 22 (T1LLF G1)
FEBIERGEBIZE Y b)) R ZERI (T1, G2) @5 b LVI BRIEFIZFEBBIE 2L,
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T, B/ WA, D oo EiEER R, FivbERE (extranodal extension @ ENE)
DO, ) CEHEBOFETHELTYS (R1, 2).

HIZ D 2010 4ERE DV, FIEH (T) 58ICBWT, 1) JFREERRBMER
VLR E Ta L, 2) WEEME (RS, Gl BEH) JTLICTI OREEY
EF, 3) MRHPEREoOGEZ T1MAOFORFIZEMm, 4) REERAK (corpus
spongiosum) {2 % T2 & &7, 5) BEEUEMIA (corpora cavernosum) =i % T3
LEFRLLZZETHAH Y, S5, WEFMHY N HHICB VT, 1) ENE O% W
Rl 2 DL o BAEm ) oREiERR & pNL, 2) Kl 3L L, F 22 1y oo B
20 VORHiEB E pN2 IZEHRE AT LT, Stagel IZTA & OB HN,
A TIbor T2 NO MO, IBiZ T3 NO MO IZEH SN TS, TNM i IZ
ERNEOTRBIMLICERTH 5 L KR, B0 A7 5HOKRTO12& LT,
BHRERERICRLTON TV S GEllEY 27 0B OH T4 @% ZH) .

AJCC TNM 7 HE 8 My AT A& V72 FHEHHICOWT, W DhD 7 IV—7F
THEED TP TW5, hEE 75 VD 2 DDk T 2000 4E5 5 2015 £ D BIZ &
EREDEIEIAT DN 411 Bl 2 512, AJCC TNM 5348 8 Il 5 4EHE R A4
REFMI L7z Ah, THBEMNTIETILLT 875%, T2630%, T3 562%, T4
13.0%, JHEFRYREI N 54850 Tld NO 94.3%, N1 680%, N2 95%, N3 0%, M 4
FHITIE, MO 69.9%, M1 0% Th-o72" F72, mEEBOZVEERICHL, JH
FEWIGRHE and/or BERY ¥ SEiIERE and/or HEY) U OSEIERE 21T, SMMLEDY) ¥
INEIASEHAM T & 72 556 Bl & M1, AJCC TNM 43445 8 MURHE TR ) » /il
B D5 EREERAEFRERFY L72E 2 A, pNI, pN2, pN3 TZNZN 858%,
39.0%, 197%Tdh 7", ZOMIFOT T, lymphvascular embolization 254 &7
FHTFUHEFTHo722 enb, TIZIFTIEZRL, T2, T3 THHMASEDEMI PR
FEhTwY T2, Li b, V) v EHESEEEEZEICHBLZMEO N 4
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%1 JKHIS¥E (AJCC TNM staging system 8th edition 2017) (32t 2 & V) 5| HSZE)

T REES

TX
TO :
Ta
Tis :
T1

T2
T3 :
T4 :

| RFEEREE OFHE A AT AE

REES 28D 6V

D FFREMRB R LR

EEARE (Penile intraepithelial neoplasia [PeIN])

CBEEE LR THREHERICRET 2ES

B  EFE, EETREGHEBEZIRERERCRBT 3ES
Be¥rt R EBREABOBESBERKICRET 3EE
Tla: lRE=RE / #REEREI» £ <, »DJL—K1~2
Tib : RE=RE / #REAEREI %2, H5V0WEJL— K3LE

REBREICRET 3EE REREOFEE DAL

BREBRAICRETIES (REREOFEIEDEV)
Z DitbBHEEZR A DRE

B

cN FEY > /3 (BRERESHT)

cNX :
cNO :
C FEIRTEMED &H B 1) >/ NEIRRE]
cN2 :
cN3:

cN1

PR ') > /e DFFE A AN FTBE
ARED L Ao

ZRE 2 EEAICFIEIED & B ) >/ EiRRF
FERIENMEDTER Y S /NEIREH, F /3B > NEEE (B or M)

PN FRBY > /NEi (FRIEFHIZSHT)

pNX :
pNO :
CRAI 2 BT S NEERE
pN2 :
pN3 :

pN1

FRIE ) > /SERERiE L L
) 2 NEEE L L

FRISELEDY > /NEiEm s, & dmflll) >/ HiEas
B NGRS, FBERREY S /SEOENERS V)

M =fREEB

MO :
DEfRERE S )

M1

b CEN 2

G Histopathological Grading

GX : §HM@IAFIEE , G1 : Well differentiated, G2 : moderately differentiated, G3 : Poorly differentiated/high grade

2 AJCC Anatomical Stage/Prognostic Groups

T N M
Stage Ois Tis NO MO
Stage Oa Ta NO MO
Stage I T1a NO MO
Stage I A I;b NO MO
Stage I B T3 NO MO
Stage I A T1-3 N1 MO
Stage I B T1-3 N2 MO

T4 Any N MO
Stage V Any T N3 MO

Any T Any N M1

S
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HC, LOIEMICTPRIMESTRECTH 7L OMWELTBY, SHBORFHEEN 1
rEbhs Y,

1) Brierley, JD, Gospodarowicz MK, Wittekind C, et al : TNM Classification of Malignant Tu-
mours, 8th Edn. 2016 https://www.uicc.org/8th-edition-uicc-tnm-classification-malignant-tu-
mors-published

2) Amin MB, Edge SB, Greene F, et al : eds. AJCC Cancer Staging Manual, 8th ed. New York,
Springer International Publishing, 2017

3) Edge SB, Byrd DR, Compton CC, et al : eds. AJCC Cancer Staging Manual, 7th ed. New
York, Springer International Publishing, 2010

4) Li ZS, Ornellas AA, Schwentner C, et al : A modified clinicopathological tumor staging sys-
tem for survival prediction of patients with penile cancer. Cancer Commun 38 : 68, 2018

5) Li Z Guo S, Wu Z, et al : Proposal for reclassification of N staging system in penile cancer
patients, based on number of positive lymph nodes. Cancer Science 109 : 764-770, 2018

|0 BEEDOU RIS

1. [FUBHIC

FEEROBRI T 7 7 ZIxT 284 ) A7 T2 ShTwd, FR, K/
) VRS B R GIHED ) R 7 235H 5 DT, RELEREY v /8f{izh
WEMZRET 5 L) BELS, WHENY) O EEBEEEZ PS50 A7 RHT2%
CHEIN TV D, oM, RFTFFRESE, MIFRAFE, SAFE, BUEY v 5§z
O BEERLZEDT Y b A 2T 5) 27 W S Tv b,

2. VI NEERBHEICET U X VETF

BB Y oXEiIEMMCTd 256, DR 25% UM ER  (micrometastasis) 4%
HrHEENTVS" Y, Kamel 5BEEFROZBMIZO VT review 21T\, B4k
BHaMEEI NI €7 T 23 E 720K, MEZ IS X 2 BN ) > /S HilsE o
HUCERAD D 2 LIBRT0D Yo BUE, £ DFA FIA4 Y TRASATHRS Y A
B, /ST AREBZETIER L, FEEEOBRHANKE 2 HW5HTH
%o BEEIFORIFN ) W EEE P ARFICHT A XY T7FY) Y RICB
W, T stage, IREZM (lymphovascular invasion : LVI), FEZifaAiz, RE
R, iR, BERE, N stage, BGFIUEE, EUHLERAY, MEEICENAH B %N
Thotz (E1Y,

INHLDNRTDH B, Solsona H i, T stage & EHRAELHNT3DODY A7
FNV—7, O A2 (ow risk) : T1 222 Gl, @H"Y A~ (intermediate risk) :
T1 %2 G2-G3 £ 7212 T2-3 2>2 G1, @ A2 (high risk) @ T2-3 2>2 G2-3 1245344
L, Zh2ho) v 3t 0%, 364%, 80% Tho7zL ML Twa 7,
NCCN A4 FF 4 » 2021 4EffiCid, WLVIHY, @ T1 G3 ® > T2 any grade, @
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# 1 Pooled results of predictors for lymph node metastasis (Hu J et al. modified”)
Predictors No. of No. of patients Pooled OR p [? Effects
studies  (pre/non-pre) [95% Cl] (%) model
Tumor size 4 NR 2.00 [1.29-3.10] 0.002 0 Fixed
Vertical growth pattern 8 149/149 1.97 [1.13-3.43] 0.02 0 Fixed
Histopathological type® 6 63/178 14.63 [6.40-33.42] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Histopathological type® 6 799/178 3.37 [1.97-5.74] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Higher tumor stage (AJCC) 8 757/431 3.66 [2.47-5.42] < 0.001 50 Fixed
Higher tumor stage (UICC) 13 800/371 2.43 [1.80-3.26] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Higher tumor grade 25 1652/1028  3.37 [2.38-4.78] < 0.001 59 Random
Lymphovascular invasion 18 490/1638 3.37 [2.72-4.16] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Invasion depth 6 408/144 258 [1.42-4.64] 0.002 38 Fixed
Corpora cavernosa invasion 6 385/630 222 [1.63-3.04] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Corpus spongiosum invasion 5 430/370 1.73 [1.22-2.46] < 0.001 0 Fixed
Urethra invasion 7 204/763 1.81 [1.07-3.05] 0.03 59 Random

Nerve invasion 7 196/670 2.84 [1.99-4.04] < 0.001 7 Fixed

a.

Abbreviations : OR : odds ratio, Cl : confidence intervals, 12

High-low risk group, b : Intermediate-low risk group

predictors, NR : not reported

>50% G3DWTNADEUNHTIET LYA, EAUTA FI 4 >~ 2018 SERLTIZ,
MY 22 : TaTis,Tla, @) 227 : Tlb, @) A2 : T2 L EF 7213 G3 DX 45
THY 22 D EORE, TR COSEHEEIER SR TWS ¢ T, G3ER O
W2 A0ENEH B D5, LVI (+), Tlb DL EIZBF BT ¥ 885k o1
WL TS, —F, Ta, T1, CISH»#2Gl-2, LVI (-) o¥ad, BBk
"ANTWD,

3. BFrERICEAT 5 U X VAF
SEIRGETMICBIT 2 R/IEEY A7 W20, Wi~ —Y 2 Imm Kl
ThbI &, MERME BEBHEEE (+), LVI (+) BPEELZRFTH 7257,

4. BAEHSHEICEAT S U X VAF

P aR=7 s, BB CoSEEEME 30 HUHNOEHED ) A7 W1 Tho
720 Frim L CRENMERCET ) R HTORE TR, HE &
body mass index (BMI), V) ¥ 7SHiZfiE#E, V v N HifinBEEREIEERK T TH -

o 11
7=,

5. EIFRLERHEZE (cancer specific survival : CSS) (CET 2 U XVEF
Wen 51, AFHERE T 572 135 BIOBREIEOT— & 5, HHAFY ¥ 38

DA MEA CSS T A EELRRTFTH S EWMELTWAD Y, Yang 513, 2004

~ 2015 4E F T® surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) 57— % ~X—

S

. the heterogeneity between studies, pre :

&
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AL T, & stage z B OBRFEREMO CSSICHET LY A7 RTF2HEL,
7I7UART AU AN (HR=151,95% CI:1.10 ~ 207, p=0.01), AJCC stage II (HR
=194, 95% CI:1.36 ~ 277, p < 0001), AJCC stage III (HR=198, 95% CI:1.34
~ 291, p<0001), MEHE>S5cm (HR=223, 95% CI: 133~ 372, p < 005),
N1 (HR=249, 95% CI: 171 ~ 361, p < 0001), N2 (HR=325 95% CI : 2.18 ~
484, p<0001), N3 (HR=505 95% CI:2.69 ~ 950, p < 0.001), M1 (HR=221,
95% CI: 128 ~384, p<005) AHETHo2EHMELTVS Y, Sun 513, TH
TENKTE2HWA2EDOCSS 2 FMT 5 BT 228 L, SFREIZTHI
BTHHEMELTWS ™, X512, Li 513, BMIL CRP, T stage, N stage % H
W7z, 34ECSSZFTH) A7 58 EEZERL, AJCC TNMAEETHRELD, EHw
BETPEHETFUMTEAZLHELTWE Y, ZokH 2, BEEO CSS FMIZH %
VA7 GHER ) BT T LADOWENRSNTETWDED, BIBRB»D BN DI TOR
RTHY, EFEAHERL LA X OBGESLETH b,

6. £4&7=E (overall survival : OS) (CEET 32U XVEF

Li 51, 2010 ~ 2014 4 F CT? SEER 7 — % X— 2 &M L T, F&EHD OS 12
WY AW 2HEL, LERMHTICBWT, LVI (HR1403 p=0039), T2 (HR 1405,
p=0.040), T3 (HR 1528, p=0.028), N1 (p < 0001), Ml (HR 1796, p=0.035),
G3 VL E (HR 1484, p=0049), Filg1 v/ 3figkiE (HR 0457, p < 0.001), JEARIE
fLIk: (HR 1768, p=0.028) 2HEZKTFTH -7z HELTWS Y, Wang 513,
AJCC TNM 43345 8 RO Ji 345 7 i & 0 5 A ELHRO PR EA S L (C-index
0769 vs 0.751, p=0.029), =512, UV U HBEHEMICB VT, b Fs¥on—<
A WA (human papilloma virus : HPV) OFEZ3HEIZMZ 5 2 & TTFE Tl O
BEAWE L2 EWMELTwD 7,

7. BHYIC

DEDX S ITHAR) A7 RTARESNTEY, FR2) Y @i BEERD ) 2
75, T SEHEERITOMEINREICEHTH S, TNM 5581k, CSS/
OSDOFPHTFIUCHEHTH 225, HIMBLERTOT — % & H W /zHiE2% {, 88
TOMGER S HIZHELEbNE, ZOM, £ DY A7 HT23#HESNTWED,
ST REETH LI Ln D, £ BRI EBITOR NG TO
BRTHY, KBERTN X R COREDRSHLELERbN D,

1) Wang JY, Gao MZ, Yu DX, et al : Histological subtype is a significant predictor for inguinal
lymph node metastasis in patients with penile squamous cell carcinoma. Asian ] Androl 20 :
265-269, 2018

2) Wespes E : The management of regional lymph nodes in patients with penile carcinoma and
reliability of sentinel node biopsy. Eur Urol 52 : 15-16, discussion 20-1, 2007
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Kamel MH, Khalil MI, Davis R, Spiness PE : Management of the Clinically Negative (cNO)
Groin Penile Cancer Patient : A Review. Urology 131 : 5-13, 2019

Hu J, Cui Y, Liu P, et al : Predictors of inguinal lymph node metastasis in penile cancer pa-
tients : a meta-analysis of retrospective studies. Cancer Manag Res 11 : 6425-6441, 2019
Solsona E, Iborra I, Rubio ], Casanova JL, Ricos JV, Calabuig C : Prospective validation of the
association of local tumor stage and grade as a predictive factor for occult lymph node micro-
metastasis in patients with penile carcinoma and clinically negative inguinal lymph nodes. ]
Urol 165 : 1506-1509, 2001

NCCN Guidelines® Penile Cancer Version 1.2020-January 14, 2020. https://www.nccn.org/
professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile.pdf

EAU Guidelines on Penile Cancer. https://uroweb.org/wp-content/uploads/EAU-Guidelines-
Penile-Cancer-2018.pdf

Sri D, Sujenthiran A, Lam W, et al : A study into the association between local recurrence
rates and surgical resection margins in organ-sparing surgery for penile squamous cell can-
cer. BJU Int 122 : 576-582, 2018

Philippou P, Shabbir M, Malone P, et al : Conservative surgery for squamous cell carcinoma
of the penis : resection margins and long-term oncological control. ] Urol 188 : 803-808, 2012
Sharma P, Zargar-Shoshtari K, Caracciolo JT, et al : Sarcopenia as a predictor of complica-
tions in penile cancer patients undergoing inguinal lymph node dissection. World J Urol 33 :
1585-1592, 2015

Zhou JQ, Zhu Y, Ye DW, et al : A nomogram to predict the duration of drainage in patients
with penile cancer treated with inguinal lymph node dissection. J Urol 187 : 129-33, 2012
Wen S, Ren W, Xue B, et al : Prognostic factors in patients with penile cancer after surgical
management. World J Urol 36 : 435-440, 2018

Yang ], Pan Z, He Y, et al : Competing-risks model for predicting the prognosis of penile can-
cer based on the SEER database. Cancer Med 8 : 7881-7889, 2019

Sun M, Djajadiningrat RS, Alnajjar HM, et al. Development and external validation of a prog-
nostic tool for prediction of cancer-specific mortality after complete loco-regional pathological
staging for squamous cell carcinoma of the penis. BJU Int 116 : 734-743, 2015

Li ZS, Chen P, Yao K, et al : Development of a new outcome prediction model for Chinese
patients with penile squamous cell carcinoma based on preoperative serum C-reactive pro-
tein, body mass index, and standard pathological risk factors : the TNCB score group sys-
tem. Oncotarget 7 : 21023-21033, 2016

Li K, Sun J, Wei X, et al : Prognostic value of lymphovascular invasion in patients with squa-
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1. [FUBIC

EEFIMAEETH Y, ERROLGTHHIN T2 HHES~— 5 — 31
LZae KD TELRBIRAA 54 212BVWTH, ABEORMBIRENTVWS, L
2L, BRRRY, TNM 58, SALE 2 & oK REZER BRI,
squamous cell carcinoma antigen (SCC Ag) & EDNA A< —Hh —I1ZHEMZ 4T,
BERICBTAES~— 7 — & LTOEREZREA LR RHAShS Y. Zhoo
% 1E, BEBIZNRIBRFRBHEITSNTBY), T¥F Y XA LNVIEHE L TRWw
e Tdd 575, TohyrSlBMAHEBbn s~ — 7 —%2R) B, BUEZ
TIHLN TV L AREMIT 5,

2. SCC Ag

SCCAgidt) vy7usr7—EL ey —ThrHy N2 0—HTHY, ik,
FESEsE, SR, AEEFOMRE IR QR FEREICB T 2R S X
ORMBELR A~ ==L LTHIONTWA, BEMRIIBWVWTH SCC Ag
DEFRIHBNZ L O R THRIES N TWED, %3 SCC AgD ERAZED 5
EEERFIEERD 5% U TICHEY, HZLCEE~Y— - LTEAZINSIS
EES>Twin Y,

Zhu 513, 63 BIOREER T L2 I Lzaim e 217w, DT oMEs
Ht5 L7zo SCC Ag D E5IE 238% 280, ) v 8HilEB Ik & A BICHIE L 7278,
R Y EHi~ORER B O FIN I ERTH - 720 T2, MiHTo SCC Ag LA
Vi, ) v OSHIEBRERNIC BT B ERAFROMY L2 FHNTTH - 227
Laniado 51, BEERFLEERmEZRH SN 11 2 RI12SCC Ag ZHEL, F0
BRI X D IREE 57%, FEEEE 100%TY Y NEERE FNT A2 EAWEETH Y, JEH
FEHNIHT T B iRIEE O SCC Ag BRI, WH{EZH X » By v iR o %
S L1%7- & #i5 L 72 ¥, Hungerhuber 513, 54 B0 T LRz % 5412 SCC
AgDffifi~—H— L LTOREBEEMITL, SCC Ag LRNNVIIHREBMEITL L LB
AT HEMEH LA, B EAIHNBIER L &7 L7EMICHRE SN Tnwiz—F
T, BEIR L IR BRI LY,

3. C-reactive protein (CRP)

CRP 3%y, AWM, ML EOMA RIFABN T A —JICKIB L TEESNS ¥
YT THBD, EMEREEHEICBVTYH, ZOMELXVO EAPAISR TV,
WREFHEBIC BT, SRS ER OWREBMEST, Fhie L L CRP & 0%
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AP S 2ICENTBY, FHZEGY - —D—2L LTHBEINL TV,

Al Ghazal &I FAMEEE % KT L7z 51 BIOBRZEIRES 2 R & LR ICB VT,
il CRPAEIZY) Y NEiB oA E A BELMBEZ/RL, ) U NEiREE Pl 572
@O CRP Fi#i A v b+ 7% 2mg/dL TdH % L #Hi L7z %, Steffens 513 79 Hlok
2N BH O CRP i & 4 OERIRFHE A & OBRZ AT L 720 0512
£ % LAirhi CRP AL, 7 LB & OMHBIIERERD e hr 57225, pT stage B L VY ¥ /¥
RBOAME AR LM ZRL, WENERE 2 2O 2 WEFNIZB W TIIM. L7227
HBYWETFTHo72% F72, Li 513 124 BIOBRZER T ERRRER 2RI L2k 5
M X FZEICB W T, Ml SCC Ag B L UCRP DA v b+ 71li%, TN ZN l4ng/
mL BX U 045mg/dL LEET HE, WIho~v—h—=bEE wihhox—h—
BB LW TFho~—h — HBERMESNI BT 5 3 RN AEFRE, Theth
60.2%, 90.6% 3B LT 100% TH -7z L5 L7z 72, il SCC Ag BL U CRP L
NV ISR BRSO AR L LB R L7 T

4. Neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR)

NLR 3 &5 RIESDOHE R ZIR/EO—>2>TH Y, HiEICHETRTH S Lh
5, ZL OEMHEIZICBVTAA I —A—L LTOHFHEPRE STV S,
Kasuga 513, 41 BIOREZERIEGIIC BT 2 i85 NLR 8 % T L 72455, LABI o
FRAEAIIIELEABICHE LARICARTH - 7258, Ml NLR IS4 R AEF 0
B L2 PR T TR Do e WMELTWS Y, 72 Azizi 513 68 FlOBERT
FRRFRIER 2 G L LA SIS Z 4T\, WEHEHET NLR il B A6 o 4B I,
FEEABNHLEBRICARTH D, BRI NLR fEIE A AE M & A7 U 74 2R
Lzt ofRemE LY

5. TN F~—H—

RN oEf;~— 57— & L Tix, SCC Ag, CRP, NLR % &0k~ —7—12nz,
JEBARAR BT AU D5 TR NG & LIRS S SN T b, EF = v 7R A
v MEEST-, Ki67, insulinlike growth factor-1 receptor, epidermal growth factor
receptor, p53, pl6, microRNA R ELIEICH72 55T DN, F~<—h—¢ L TOE
FOWFESNT VB, ZOHh S BIRECHIZER R % LT IS 5.

Ottenhof 51, 200 BRI B T %5 programmed death ligand 1 (PD-L1)
SR & RIEARA L Z GO I TR L, 49% I Z B0, 2095 628 B
FO372%0%, TNETNLHBBLOPEAMREE AN - ThHhbr I 2L, £
7z, PD-L1 ZBUIRERF R AEAFOMAN L2 FRIR T Tla b o 72285, BFEHH Y —
VBIUUFEAMBH Y — I, Zheh) vSERBENES X ORI AR
BEM L7z HBZ R L7z Y Udager & b 37 Bl B EAEMEEIC 517 2 PDL1 %3
= SRPERARAL A AR L, 62% 12 PD-L1 388l 2 580, V) v NHilER B L OYEsFR
A OFBELRMBEZHELTWE Y, $72, IO O ED SMFZEDEF L,
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TR T2 0ETF = v 7 B4 ¥ MHEAOFEREAIRBRENS L DERE
1T Tz,

pl6 (ZH A 7 ) VKGEHE X F—E o2 HET 2 2 & T, MlE M oML T % R
T2, L72D35 T, plé ODERIIEEVIEDIAED 5 WIFHETICEE T 5 2 LAVRE
NTWb, $72, OEHMMLESEIC X 5 pl6 BADRHIL, BEEOREDH N
HBY)AZHNFO—DTHbe b3¥a—<7 1 )V A (human papillomavirus : HPV)
DNA I3 2R~ —H — L WA SN TWwb, Sand HIXBEEFRIEGICBIT S
HPV B X O pl6 Kith & Vi & OBIMREZ T T 572012, 20 DWfZEZ2 5L L722 A
TRTAYZVLEa—/XFT7F) Y A% T L1z TOfER, HPV BX U pl6 %,
FNZEN27TBLUAT%ICHIEL, HPV BX U ple Ry, M EIEIEH 6
WURMZEBRRENERZRT I EPHONE R 572, LA L, HPV BX U pl6
YL ORERMBE RO R o721,

6. NMAYT—H—2E8CERHBOAFICEDSFETFAH

EWESRER OF#H 2 B —DOR T2 W CTFIT 2B ARD 5720, HEON
FTEFAHLCT/E7 78 8%2EL, L) IEHICPHRETFHT 2RI Z IR T
b0 BEFIER ZMNRLELTH, FROMENITA I NS, Sun HIXBEZER T LG
FEB) 2 KRBT, FE 720 BRI BRI R 112 ph3 FEHL L XV 3Tl & I 2 T, FAFRN
R FWNT 272007 F7 5 0% LEY, 2L o1&, 1200BERTE
Fe R GE Bl & 4212, pT stage, pN stage, body mass index (BMI) 3 X O CRP f#
PORLTFHTFMETVERBEL, ZOHFMEEZHELTVS Y,

7. BHYIC

a3 |23 2 B O B V. S MBS~ — 7 — AT, EERROBICE
WTIL#EHE SCC Ag H A\ CRP % EAFEFEICFIH L T 2008IRTH 5., &
IR IR 2B TH 57205 H i &2 MR L U721 X782 F2Hi3 % o (LR
ThobEELNLY, BIRBHTEZ KL ELENE G~ — 7 —oBEIIREL, £
DRI NDEZATH b,

1) Vuichoud C, Klap ], Loughlin KR : The emerging role and promise of biomarkers in penile
cancer. Urol Clin North Am 43 : 135-143, 2016

2) Zhu, Y, Ye DW, Yao XD, et al : The value of squamous cell carcinoma antigen in the prog-
nostic evaluation, treatment monitoring and followup of patients with penile cancer. J Urol
180 : 2019-2023, 2008

3) Laniado ME, Lowdell C, Mitchell H, Christmas TJ : Squamous cell carcinoma antigen : a role
in the early identification of nodal metastases in men with squamous cell carcinoma of the
penis. Laniado ME, BJU Int 92 : 248-250, 2003

4) Hungerhuber E, Schlenker B, Schneede P, Stief CG, Karl A : Squamous cell carcinoma anti-
gen correlates with tumor burden but lacks prognostic potential for occult lymph node me-
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tastases in penile cancer. Urology 70 : 975-979, 2007

Al Ghazal A, Steffens S, Steinestel ], et al : Elevated C-reactive protein values predict nodal
metastasis in patients with penile cancer. BMC Urol 13 : 53, 2013

Steffens S, Al Ghazal A, Steinestel ], et al : High CRP values predict poor survival in patients
with penile cancer. BMC Cancer 13 : 223, 2013

Li ZS, Yao K, Li YH, et al : Clinical significance of preoperative C-reactive protein and squa-
mous cell carcinoma antigen levels in patients with penile squamous cell carcinoma. BJU Int
118 @ 272-278, 2016

Kasuga J, Kawahara T, Takamoto D, et al : Increased neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio is asso-
ciated with disease-specific mortality in patients with penile cancer. BMC Cancer 16 : 396,
2016

Azizi M, Peyton CC, Boulware DC, et al : Prognostic value of neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio
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SR THTIC BT 28U A (frozen section:FS) 12 & 2 YIBRWrm Ba: OfER2IE,
RO ) A 7 BT 5o FSICB L TIEV—F VI FS 217 » 7285 0 5%
X4~10%THY, V—F LIATDLbLEWVEETIZ29% Tho7oeHBEINTSE
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IR SIWMZOME S 25 2 23 %, spraying ~OxFALE UTHER 2479
E XM ONE T LD H D, BEEREA TR OPERBERE Z MG L 723t
HID %235, Kieffer 51X, XA T BT TIBEETS / &M % 2 72 8
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HEWBR LU THIRPICZIENE 2 EPEEIIY D572 (43% vs 83%, p < 0.0001)
LHEL TV Y,
(4) Vit¥ng

IEF-15 Z W72 el 23 % BT UIR i i B W TIX TIEF-15 12817 %5 5
DDLETD K A A v [Erectile Function| [Orgasmic Function| [Sexual Desire ]
[Intercourse Satisfaction | [Overall Satisfaction | THif&IZHEALT 2 MiGEA % N T
WA BTN & REROYINR 2 ik L 72598 Tld Yang 547135 40 f
SH & I AE L 72 B 2RI 10 & 36 44 D B 2585 BTl Lok 3 2 P BERB IS D W TR B
#iA & LT IIEF-15 & RigiScan® Z MM L, EB\MA L L CTHOMIGZ E3 & 8—
b F =TV LT b, #EH1E IIEF-15 (2B W T [Erectile Function] [ Orgasmic
Function | [Intercourse Satisfaction | [Overall Satisfaction]® 4 K X £ >, RigiScan®
2T [REEemomeE |, HCFHCB W TEZEO [P om R | [P g2 HAE ],
N—= =0 [ ] [TERZEME] (2o W TR Z IAF L 72 B2 Tl
DHBHEECERTRLEE W) DO TH-72 o BERGETMICE W TXREDNR
fFCENUITERREOMEFE VIR CTE B 2 EAVRBR S NG,

(5) fEHERI# QOL (Health related quality of life : HRQOL)

QOL 2B L CRaZeifi A FAl & B 23R /&Y Wity % LB L 72#F3E & L T Kieffer
528 QOL R & & L T Impact of Cancer version2 (I0OCv2) & 36-item short-form
health survey (SF-36) % M\ TH#MT 2 47vy, I0Cv2 Tl appearance concerns (4}
Blofe) (p=0008) & life interference (AEIEDE) (p=0032) DI H T
HFFMIBWTHBICRIEFTh o2 A LT %, SF-36 OB H Tl & ICH B A
ZH S hotz s

1) Sarin R, Norman AR, Steel GG, Horwich A : Treatment results and prognostic factors in 101
men treated for squamous carcinoma of the penis. Int ] Radiat Oncol 38 : 713, 1997

2) Lejite JAP, Kirrander P, Antonini N, Windahl T, Horenblas S : Recurrence Patterns of Squa-
mous Cell Carcinoma of the Penis : Recommendations for Follow-Up Based on a Two-Centre
Analysis of 700 Patients. Eur Urol 54 : 161-169, 2008

3) EAU Penile Ca GL 2019 (http://uroweb.org/guideline/penile-cancer/)

4) Tang DH, Yan S, Ottenhof SR, et al : Laser ablation as monotherapy for penile squamous cell
carcinoma : a multi-center cohort analysis. Urol Oncol 36 : 147-152, 2018

5) Philippou P, Shabbir M, Malone P, et al : Conservative Surgery for Squamous Cell Carcinoma
of the penis : Resection Margins and Long-term Oncological Control. J] Urol 188 : 803-808,
2012

6) Chipollini J, Tang DH, Sharma P, Spiess PE : National Trends and Predictors of Organ-spar-
ing for Invasive Penile Tumors : Expanding the Therapeutic Window. Clin. Genitourinary
Cancer 16 : €383-389, 2018

7) Kamel MH, Tao J, Su J, et al : Survival outcomes of organ sparing surgery, partial penecto-
my, and total penectomy in pathological T1/T2 penile cancer : Report from the National
Cancer Data Base. Urol Oncol 36 : 82.e7-82.e15, 2018

8) Lindner AK, Schachtner G, Steiner E, et al : Organ-sparing surgery of penile cancer : higher
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rate of local recurrence yet no impact on overall survival. World J Urol 38 : 417-424, 2020
Djajadiningrat RS, van Werkhoven E, Meinhardt W, et al : Penile Sparing Surgery for Penile
Cancer -Does it Affect Survivial ? J Urol 192 : 120-126, 2014

Lont AP, Gallee MPW, Meinhardt W, van Tinteren H, Horenblas S : Penis conserving treat-
ment for T1 and T2 penile carcinoma : clinical implications of a local recurrence. ] Urol 176 :
575-580, 2006

Baumgarten A, Chipollini J, Yan S, et al : Penile Sparing Surgery for Penile Cancer : A Mul-
ticenter International Retrospective Cohort. ] Urol 199 : 1233-1237, 2018

Kieffer JM, Djajadiningrat RS, van Muilekom EA, Graafland NM, Horenblas S, Aaronson
NK : Quality of Life for Patients Treated for Penile Cancer. ] Urol 192 : 1105-1110, 2014
Romero FR, Romero KRPS, Elias de Mattos MA, Garcia CRC, Fernandes RC, Perez MDC :
Sexual Function after Partial Penectomy for Penile Cancer. Urology 66 : 1292-1295, 2005
Yang J, Chen ], Wu X, et al : Glans Preservation Contributes to Postoperative Restoration of
Male Sexual Function : A Multicenter Clinical Study of Glans Preserving Surgery. J Urol
192 : 1410-1417, 2014
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2 EIRY) D NETRE

(2 smmy>) s

|0 ieEEDERY VIEEAE El)

1. IUBHIC

SEERDOTRIZY) VEHEEBORRICKESELAEN S, ) V3 HiEBOf #) HE
BLhFPHRHETTHA—HT, IR Y NOEBENH 55T, BYIREFRICE -
Tay ba— VTENIRMTFHAERLD 5. RRTIREZREOY VMEIREICE
5 FRRIEICOWTIERS, 23, TNM 4%, AJCC TNM 23445 8 Bl ¥ A3k
FrCThDHH, RLHPIZEEI L 72 TNM 5B UI5 TH L 72 CHRICHEH S vz TNM 4081
#35,

2. NiRHARIGEIE U > NEID B ES &
(1) EREREVICERZBY > NEEARD &L (cNO) FEBICK T 555

fili F 72 IR CHERR T & 2 Y Y IR D 22wy, oNO FERI T b fUMER / A
Wit (micrometastasis/occult metastasis) A% 20 ~ 25% FEEAAET A Z & 234
SNTWS 2 Y, WA O S CTRAR) ¥ /SEiZhiE (inguinal lymph node dissection :
ILND) %47 72BH O 5 LN ST ~88% TH - 7=DIZx L, #HIGEHE TR
BROBT, B Y EIEREEEE, ) Lo Eig L L 22k 50T ILND % 6
ITLBBEOSFEAFRITIE~38% LG SN THEY, KW ILND fEfr OB LA
RENTVWS > Y,

LA L cNOJEBID 5 BRUNEEASHFIET 2IERIZH £ T20 ~ 5% HETH Y,
cNO FEBI A B2 ILND %2479 &4 80% DREFN MR 2w 217 2L L2, &b
FETE R RDT A SE A TORBEY & 4 5% X o THIEE OB 217\,
e B e I A B IR (lymphovascular invasion @ LVI) O % £ &
L TR 5 ) A7 78 zAT, SN D BE) ¥/ Hiisg o) 2 7 H3EiE
BIZBRE L TRy F ANV VSO 4K (sentinel lymph node biopsy : SNB) =
limited ILND (ki) & o 72REDECERAEZ ATV, iy tudii B W Tl ds 2 38
O 7FEBNCEY) & PO ILND 2 Hif75 5, &) PIEAEHRNTH S 7, VA2
SOV TOFMTY) v 3 FHBZ oM (1-2-©) [Z#Es25 BEY v 23§
NTEMMT Tu—FE LT, EHA4FITA4 2 TIHKRY) 27 iRk EB%
(surveillance), &Y A 2 # 1 modified ILND, dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB),
ILND 2RI TV, 1Y) A7 BRIEHEBIZE, modified ILND, DSNB & &2
BINT VA2, A TlE modified ILND % DSNB # %Efiti9 5 Z &AL E o T
l/\% 5, 8“’11)0
(2) FIEMEZEF T Z2REY D /NEEXES (cN1-2) (XY 2/aEHE

BEEEOWE, BEY) YRR LA LT T EEMIC L ) PROUEDSHIFET
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cN1-2 fEf]

DR TR

Modified ILND
ILND : inguinal lymph

] node dissection

ZERIVRE | #AES

HRBR /R V)R T
»ERRETD

BRY >/ EiEE

ILND (RRRY >/ EighiE

[ Surveillance ]

1 cN1-2 FERICH T B /AE A

&%, O'Brien 513V Y SHEBICHT LI AT T A v 7 LE2—ORTREY v
ISEHERE DA ] ~ 2 D356 80% D EH X HM L, 5 F M AEFRIL 5% TH -
EHELTWS Y, UL, B Y HIEIIEFO D B 30 ~ 50% i3 B iz
BUNOERIZX ERTHLEE2 50 Y, ILND 3 EPHESRERD BT T
HBHZLEEETLHE, RE) UK EAT HEFIH L THAELR) P NHiE
BEOPICHET 0% EZLLENH L. £HA T4 2T ILND ORI filmy
HEZR BUEE Y V3 lcxt LEERE 5 | /la72 (fine needle aspiration cytology : FNAC)
DERZHEIR L TV D, FNACIZTY ¥ 8 Hile BB o4, 222 ILND %479 -
—7, FNAC TRBMOY;&1X FNAC Z# 02372, ALY 3o EiTv,
FHEBW OMEEIIE D, BEO%EI1Z ILND, oSS 3ERRERVEBEIZE L LT
W5 W, F 72 Protzel % Diorio 513 FNAC % E 7R & L&A 5 FNAC x4
M) DB OB OR AR T S HIYT, MUAITEEZR Y ¥ XEIAAET 5 Ml o BAE
1) V2RI R L modified ILND & A7V, iy H i s BLES I CHR RS 2538 0 & g7z
ZHIZILND ISR 2L E 55 23R LTw5S ¥ (K1), DT, M, ml
FNENOYEEIZONWTIHRNRS,
@D eN1-2 Fr R o 28 Sl Ko 6 o 169 5 8t

BEY Y FOH) B, FMORERIFEN D H5ETH, BENSDY VS FLF—
VIFWMEENTAT A END, HERL T ZRWHIB AT S 0B W N EHE R DI
FL e b Grabstald NI TE 5 Y VS OER %2 38D 7254, #30% 130
MOFEY ¥ 85I S EBIMEET B L BT VB W, Protzel 5131 > 73 i % filt 1
L 22\ EHINZ 1E modified ILND b L < 13 DSNB % ¢, Hegarty 513 superficial ILND
ATV Y AR B W T Y v SRR & R 2 A3 ILND IS 2 A g
HREELTWA,

S
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2 EIRY) D NETRE

@ N2 Wi Y ¥ N EilE RO BN 3 5 iR g

W IE R D56, Diorio 5 1& ILND %47V, R ¥ 23Hids 2 Ll L ez
¥ X E8E (pelvic lymph node dissection : PLND) %, NCCN #'4 K7 4 ~
2021 SFRRCIEMBE R ) ¥ 32 R 72554, FNAC TERBRYE, F 7213 FNAC ©
RN C LRI AR THM & & ICh kDS IR bk 21T, ZRH UL
ILND, PLND % 7z (3 b U <13 sz Y, EAU #4 F 54~ 2018
AERLTIE ILND o b fk 2 R L Tws 17,

(3) FEMED KLY (cN3) BREU D /NEIEXES ICX T 28E 5

WEIPEDS RV E WS T 813 YOI OBIR E G 2 TR S HiVMERE  (extranodal
extension : ENE) #EHLTHB D TNM 7544 8 i Tld N3 L ‘I b,

WEPEDO VR V@i, B YRR 2 UL E oY L MARICE ik
U VSR O L ORI 2 FED > ¢ BB Y X512 oN3 Y Y OSHEIEBI O F
EIEHICHE <, Marconnet & (TNM 7355 6 BUEH L T 425, Wk RWwY »
JREINERIE N3 &40 1 pNT (1L MO EEE Y » ~HilE#) & pN3 GEREE 7
R VONEIEER) ERIO 5 EIEFFEEAE R L2 L 2 A pN1EERIT 89.7%
Tho72DIxF L, pNIFEBIZ 0% ThHo72EWME LTS Y ZoMizd N3 fEf)
DTV HVPARTH B L DOMEIZL L Y, FNAC TSk, V) >/ SHishisn
ALEREE A AT T R E LR TGS 7 BHAL R4 b2
NEZHLTWws W,

(4) BB INEICXHT BEESE

FaZdi 12 B81F 5 PLND O#iPIE, —MiIC 8 Bk I 502 5 4V ) > 2V Ei,
B Vo), PR Y 8EiTH S Y BRNTIIIMNEE ) ViR R D
HESEWE Sha Y,

RO VM THEERIIREZED O BEY Y Hi 2 R THBRANLY S, BENLE
BEEY) O RHANOERIEZVE ERTWE Y, WS REHY) L OSEHIERD A S
Ny, PLND O@IS IR v /@i OB G IEEE, R S35, =58
FatE AR » 28 it 2 DL L oRERICTLE, S v 3 Hifmiig 23%, 3L F 721
ENE Btk o34, B ¥ 3 @ilsfid 56% ICHEET 5 & s ¥, Liu 513 146 1
DORETT, B Y HiRE 2 ML E, FE LR o3 o iR P E A
30% LI L, pS3\mEH, BEBFIO LVI OFEDE#Y ¥ X EiiEE oMK T2
5 EHELTWS ®?, Lughezzani 513 ILND, PLND %175 7= 142 fEffl O Ma) T,
BB v HiREOFH MR OA 1, i) Vo8 Ei ML vs 2MLT), @
) iR (30mm Ll vs 30mm Kdi) AV gD SRS $ AM L 72
WFThork L, SHFOWN2 KBS TPLND OEMEEIHERL TV Y,
ESMO #4 FJ 4 ¥ 2013 4:/, EAU #' 4 K54 > 2018 4B T I3 MR ) &
JSEIAS 2 LL L F 7213 ENE B PE o B2 * 1Y) NCCN #'4 K F 4 >~ 2021 £ T3 R
BV xR 3 L. E (pN2: TNM 73856 8 M) F 7213, WA Y » 2342 ENE (pN3:
TNM 5755 8 M) % #5412 PLND 0 Efiz 3L Tcws Y (" 2),
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= AV IPAY- il
BAdHt)

BEY >/ BRE L EEBED
BEHY 0~1 1@ 2 @LLE, % 7= 13 E75t
ERSH Y

AT b EE

[ Surveillance ] stable % 7= 13 Disease
clinical response progression
F 7= (EHIRRAA]
[ B NENERE J

BB DALRERE, AR A

[Surveillance ¥EBAa bO —)b}

2 B INEICHT BAEAE

BURY ViR D M O A TEDRER T, PLND Z R Hloi &5 57, 4T
S IR Do Zargar-Shoshtari S 13 64 FEFIZE ILND, W] PLND %47\,
25% (2l g iR Y) O NEEER 2 R 7z, WS ORISR A M L 2%
WP REY ViR E s @MELLE) oATHY, BEEY ¥/ Hifif i fl <
B AWMU EOYAE, Wl PLND 2479 RE ThhH RN TWVE P, X512
Zargar-Shoshtari 5 (&l B Y~ 28 Hi 2 B 5E 1 51 B 0 B ad <k, 38 %12 [
PLND, 13 #IiZWifll PLND %47, Wifll PLND # TP HGEIA SN2 & i L
Ny 24)o

ESMO %4 N5 4 ¥ 2013 4E/, EAU A4 K54 > 2018 4ERR Tl AR Y >/ Hiidiz
BRI OY4, PLND BREMOAZ * 'Y NCCN #4 N4 ¥ 2021 4/ TIE, 4
L EDBIEY v EilmB oA 1 Em M PLND %, 3L CTHEIEEY ¥ /38
Btk DA A D& PLND 23 L T2 Y,

B ) o SHIRERBIEGNE 5 AR AEAERDS17.0 ~ 332% & FPHRARTH S > 18 155720
Li & &M ILND % JifT L 72 pN2-3 (TNM 433845 7 B FEB 190 Bl o #ei) <, pN2
Tl PLND I CTRAFEMNAEFROUFHD A S L72AS, pN3 #Tld PLND §EfT O 4
X EERICHEDS R o2l LTWB P, oG b8 ¥/ il i
13 PLND A TId PR ED L <, HFIBMALEL LTWwa > 5 %, 4
MiEHE LT MaeiimoftdREtHoFHELE R BT 2575
W 16D g e R IR R IS T AR AR, IR AR A T B &
DD BB T,

(b2, ORI O W T ORI SRS,




2 EIRY) D NETRE

J— KERENREAR
HEHE SRS

S

HETHA

A E]

KIRTERFAR

3 Inguinal lymph node dissection (ILND) DYIR&4EL;

%1 Dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB), Limited ILND, ILND, Video
endoscopic ILND (VEIL) D&FIEFER

DSNB Limited ILND ILND VEIL
BEZEEL E (%) 0~13 0~45 7.5 ~ 61 0~ 133
B (%) 26~13 0~ 142 7.5~142 Not listed
DVT (%) 0 0 0~12A1 Not listed
Seroma (%) 1.3 12.1 ~ 26.3 5~138

4.4~ 38.4
) INERRE (%) 1.7~21.7 0~ 30 2B~ B2
ZE (%) 1.1 ~1.7 3~20 142 ~22.4 0~ 11
Minor trouble (%) 6.6 ~ 39 6.8 ~ 36.8 45 ~ 54 .
. Not listed

Major trouble (%) 0~13 0~ 14 5~375

3. EEYNEEICOWVT
(1) ILND

ILND (Z31F % — 1 70 2015 i PH 1 X

L A EEE S S EGE R E T,

bt o B E A5 20ecm T,

Wix - ISR & D 15cm T4,

CO=MILOHPAIZH 2 Y V8 GREEEY V8@ S REEY Vo8 2T
Frrans (B3)Y, KMRIEEIR (greater saphenous vein) % & BEUIERT 2 275
PIZOWTIIFIZE KIE 2 K, KBEFIRGIIEEL S ¢, CoHRNmzZEE) 372
e THTHB o Daseler DIRIET 5 ® FREY V58, WREY VW4T 2 HiE
THH, AUHEOHEIZE V> ¥ % (% 1), Gopman 53 ILND % #if7 L 72 327 #Ef
OETT, 181 fiEB (554%) iR A PIHEDA LI, 62 PIEEE LR EIETH - 7%
EHELTwB 7, ILND O PHEFRED ) 2 7 W& L Tid body mass index
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I :lateral superior zone Femoral artery and vein

I :medial superior zone

IV :medial inferior zone

Saphenous vein

I : lateral inferior zone
V :central zone

4 BREY/NEHOEEKS (O 41 L5 R5RZE)

(BMID) #ifl, #54F, ) g%, R LHRSoOEHE SLax=T7LhEddH
TS5 IARTE IR DIRAE R M R AR O epidermal vacuum therapy (VAC ##3:)
AT S ETRBARME, V) o8, V) o o8FIE & v o 7oA BHE DA AHREE S Tw
% %0 TLND A BHET AR V20, &TORFI TR, BKMICEEY
YOSEIERAFAE T HHER S L <13 YRR 2 A 9 2 W REME O mER DS IS &
%5
(2) Limited ILND : superficial/modified ILND

ILND D& HHEZ WA S ¢ % 7201258 L7273 & LT limited ILND 2% %, k&
ENLDY YA Y F AV Y Y3 (sentinel lymph node @ SLN) & #EH L
TR Y E 25 FBNNKAT 5, F 72, SLN & B AEH @ medial superior
zone, central zone [ZDARIEET B (F4)™ Vo ZH O OMMFNIEHMER 2,
limited ILND (2 I3 RBEFIE (fascia lata) @ 175, LR ¥/ Hi O & 2179
superficial ILND &, FESH O N RZ#E T2 S5 KE#HEIKR T TEL, K TF»5
Scarpa Wil & TOMMEZ S I KRR IS, #LHORBZITH Y, LR
U 2SO HILE RO R 2179 modified ILND 2% % (K5) %, S #iPH I35k
W @ O ILND O 4 ff 5 @ 38 4 = %% major complication T 5 ~ 375 %, minor
complication T 45 ~54% T 5 DK L, superficial & % & modified ILND TiZ
major complication T 0 ~ 14 %, minor complication T 6.8 ~368% L IKFE TH %
(%£1)o %72, limited ILND 1% SLN DAL % SIBHPHICHEA TS Yo HIF &
) &MY % BIK T limited ILND Z J@fT L, Al dig B Wi T U > /S HEiisfg 23
A NIUXT2 72512 ILND OB T 2 & v ) FIETHITShTwa Y,
(3) fAREgEICK B ILND

WEMRPES I X A ILND, § % b b video endoscopic ILND (VEIL), robotic-
assisted ILND (RAIL) #%#k& 57, W3 1E A H ¥ T endoscopic ILND (E-ILND)
EIFIEN TS, WEEFMBRIEID 2 WAEERIBE OHRERL I AT~YT 14 v 7 L
o= &Ns, VEIL 22V Tid, BT ILND & Wi L CPAlrief, Hiikx Y
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ILND Modified ILND

5 ILND & modified ILND DHIkREK

YOSHIE B, IR RIEA B R L, EAMHERERIZ 20 ~ 33% L AEIC
R e SN TV S 2% KA BHEIX 0 ~ 133% & FWITE\ . RAIL 12
DVTOWETDH, Singh 51k RAIL 51 41, Bl F ILND 100 Bl Feighfze <, ik
D USHIR, BRFCHEA IR, ABRME, FL-—RENE, SmEaE A
HREAE, THROFED RAIL B CHBICHA L2 L, SERMITICCEESGIHED )
2 2 W F-1% pN stage & BT ILND Th o 2L 5 LT3 7, EILND 12 THEHE
FERIE T OMERHH—0, LOREEITOY Y RFERZHEIGE TXE0EVES
AHTH Y, Wik v S BEOFRAERIMEREL ) RREE VS 2 HELH B Y,
Staging i:& LCOWREWEIEZH SO0, BEE L TOREIZOWTIESHEOME,
FHM AN EETH B o

1) Amin MB, Edge SB, Greene FL : AJCC Cancer Staging Manual 8th edition. SPRINGER-VER-
LAG, 2017

2) Singh I, Khaitan A : Current trends in the management of carcinoma penis — a review. Int
Urol Nephrol 35 : 215-225, 2003

3) Hegarty PK, Kayes O, Freeman A, Christopher N, Ralph D], Minhas S : A prospective study
of 100 cases of penile cancer managed according to European Association of Urology guide-
lines. BJU Int 98 : 526-531, 2006

4) Kroon BK, Horenblas S, Lont AP, Tanis PJ, Gallee MPW, Nieweg OE : Patients with penile
carcinoma benefit from immediate resection of clinically occult lymph node metastases. ]
Urol 173 : 816-819, 2005

5) Heyns CF, Fleshner N, Sangar V, Schlenker B, Yuvaraja TB, Van Poppel H : Management of
the Lymph Nodes in Penile Cancer. Urology 76 (Suppl 2A) : S43-S57, 2010

6) Protzel C, Alcaraz A, Horenblas S, Pizzocaro G, Zlotta A, Hakenberg OW : Lymphadenecto-
my in the Surgical Management of Penile Cancer. European urology 55 : 1075-1108, 2009
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14)

15)

16)

17)
18)
19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)
25)
26)
27)

28)
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Graafland NM, Lam W, Leijte JA, et al : Prognositic factors for occult inguinal lymph node
involvement in penile carcinoma and assessment of the high risk EAU subgroup : a two-in-
stitution analysis of 342 clinically node-negative patients. Eur Urol 58 : 742-747, 2010

Hegarty PK, Dinney CP, Pettaway CA : Controversies in Ilioinguinal Lymphadenectomy
Urol Clin N Am 37 : 421-434, 2010

Van Poppel H, Watkin NA, Osanto S, et al : Penile cancer : ESMO Clinical Practice Guide-
lines for diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Annals of Oncology 24 (Supplement 6) : vill5-
vil24, 2013

Hakenberg OW, Compérat E, Minhas S, et al : EAU Guidelines on Penile Cancer 2018
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lleZminiics 2EwES

ALZEFRE DB SO W TIE, ARl 2 & OIS BRI F2 M 2 bk &, Ik
Ahed L TS T 25BN D 505, RETIIEBIREZEE IS5 53y
FHEIZOWTELR § %o MoJIE & FARIC, CIBRAEEZ O N RIRRE % 1 ) B2
ZOWT L ZHIPHHILEREDI VO NRE, — T, GV THIPWZDIT LV
O/NBUERTI & Phase TR HAHNBEIZ L A LT, (L¥REOHMEZ R
5 V¥ MEBERBROBE E 2 Ve 72, ENTIRBEISEICBREE RS AT
LYUEMEES IR VD, ShET, BEITLICHEINOTAL KT 4 v 2 BEIHEE
EhiL TETW5D, YRS, EEERZME) X 2RETFTIE, 2RO &R
BROER AT, KHAA K54 002 THEHPEALFRESER STV 5,
NCCN #'4 FF 4 ¥ 2021 4TI, BB oMRE#E L LT, wihd TIPOY
VI FENV+AFAT7IN+TATTIF V)Y B, EAU #A 54 > 2018 4EH)
T3 TIP, PF (Y A7 55~ +5FU) #%Strong & L CTHEEI N T3S,

BRI, TLARA Ty, AR MLEH—1, Y RTTF U E M7z BMP Y
AV IFHy, YATIFrEMGRERY, YATIF Y, 5FU, FesyFen?
AL S bR TE 72, BMPEEICO W TR X 721300 b 5 45 1
ARG L LTibNBMP (7L4<4 > (10 unit/m?, #H1~8HH)+ Ak
L¥%— b+ (B5mg/m’, 1 ~8HH) +¥ A 755> (T5mg/m%, $1HH) %
21 HEBTHG L2 THRB S5 Y. ZoRBTIE, #EBEERZET 5ERH
MAEGEEN TR AHZD, MRk TH-> 7240 OEHESE CRBXV
PR) 13325% (136l) THolzo 72721, EAYERCMlE 27 &1 X 5 iGHR ML %
561D 7z, L72h3> T, BMPHIEIZEIEHVEE TH L 720, Way & iR A
HiNE R EHT 5 BEZEOBBIIES 2 0wEE2 5N 5, BENCCN #4 F
54 > 2021 4ER, EAU A4 K54 ¥ 2018 4EMUIC B VTS, BMP #EEHER ST
W2 W,

WAETIE, YATIFYEMATA) 2 T Ay ER37F vy ey 2MAlzib
#O 7 5FU, Ny FLUZMAZBEY, 270 sFEl, £ X277 32N
27D B EDREIN TV S, Z0EPOEAE LT, MUBEcHY SN
WY F I, REERETHWONRSGC (FAYFEV+YATIF V) RV
FNVEY Y, ZOEIPENERG R EHA GREVZINTVWEY, —EDa ki
ZRESNTWRV, F72, FBEAE LTH, WEF oy 784 v FHEERS KM
SRR S (EGFR LES, Now A<, Fa3IF=o7%) @iEshs XHiho
TETWD, BEEIIHDHWO—2TH ) KB L §i1 X BRIIZE O FEHiIEHIEM 12
WHED D 255, 77— OERIC L o THREMISERIPLO -2 %25 Ltz v,
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[ CQ6 [ YIRSTFHESEMICHT B2—RABRELTY R TS
| FURSTSAHBICRFREGHERENSD ?

B AATABRERICHLT, TIP OS2V FFEV+ A FAT7IF+TR
75F ) RTPF (Ftk%*tV+ Y AF5F 2 +5FU) LEDYRATSF
Y EEUTEZAHLRER, RETE S,

#REIL—K:C2

RO : 1ITHO L&/ HET S

IETZNOME FOIET X

o

SRR O R IBIER I EZRIRED L CIEHEERED 19 ~ 7% 1RO b5, BT,
EINTIZBE R ABEIIE & 72 > TV APUEMESG R IE R, ThET, BEILIZH
WDHA RT4 v 2BELIHEHEIN TS, KIEOHMIZ, BEE2AT 5 BER
LT, DL RALFREIHEREINLPIZOVTBET ALY TV A2 ILICHE T
HZETH b,

[YBRARERE I I T 5 — KB E LTY AT I F v 2 &SR0 HAL L
HEIRINDH? ] L) CQITH L TRIEM 2R SRR 21T o 720 MM 2 SCHkIR SR
WL o Tk SNz 2D H B, DEBIOIEFHE &I EBRIL,
HOLEAEEL7ze 2O CQITHIET L7011, YIBRARED L iU
ERICTIP 2 EDY AT T F 2 GOERMAMLFREEZ T o 7ML, BANGHED
K, EZTOMDILEER T R E ODWEBLETH 555, W L-#HATIE
ZFDEXH)BTFA ORI R Do 10 301D D B 23113 S ) X ENTFETH Y,
JEFIER TEF Y ALRUDROENL720F A FIA4 VIR EI N B HEIZ R 47
Shdrolze FWMEHED 7HIETHBOETIHRBRTH-727", 205, i
BE2ATARERENRICEL S S st 2 A Ny L+
VAT T F v +5FU OobtH#: (TPF), 1B A4V 27 h vy + T A75F >, 144
BELYIEY+ Y ATIF Y, MBI L ALY v+ AP PLFE—F+T 2T
FF Y (BMP)? &TH VAT IF v 2 GHHBIETH -2, YATITF &
x4y (7 FFENVEZIEINEYFEL) /4K 77 3 FEMA 7 TIP
FERFEM L2 s e o 72,

TPF #1257l L 728 T HHREBEONO O & D1k, @i od 5 39 6l % 512,
—KEBELTFEZFELV (Tomg/m®, $£1HH)+ YA 75F ¥ (T0mg/m’, 4
1 HH)+5FU (500mg/m*” H, #1~5HH) 233 @Mk CckG sh-V, EEiF
filise H T 5 % BINZER313 385% (95% CI 2336 ~ 55.38) TH ), 4BIAHERS %
% (partial response : PR) THh-o72. 7L — K 3P LBk 136 (33%)
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2RO B, FEEMELF P EREAIEDS 3 B (7.7%) 2RO b7z, BIRKIMEFHGIEE T
b 5 WHCEAAEWIE (PFS) 24l (0S) oz zhzn3 »H (95%
CI292~309) &7 »H (95% CI599 ~803) T -7z

D) OEODOENMREBRTIE, ERMEBREZATL8H2xEL 29625 L LT,
Ft%Ft (75mg/m’ HE1HH)+ YA 75F > (60mg/m? %1 HH)+5FU
(750mg/m*/ H, #1~5HH) »3MEETHS shY, FEFMED TH 5
K3 I—AETHABAMICBT 2RBINREGE, B2 AT 5 8 HIM, FFliT ik
RTEIO) L 3B (429%, 95% CI 99 ~816%) TH-o72. 7L —F 3L EDIfH
KA 1361 (464%) \ZFEO B, FEEMELFHERIEAREAT 4 B (14.3%) IZFED 5
N7z BRBERTHEMICBIT S 1 FMEEALFRIT 125% THh - 72,

Zoficix, RFTESTYE L R ERER TR E o TR H L, VAT T
F VAT h PR R M L 725 THIERER I, HE1 TR 21 B (B Rk 13 1
T3/4 8f1) ZEHATEY, FHEMFEZR 19 BB 2 ZHINZERHIL 31.6% TH - 72
(CR 16, PR5BIYy F72, YATSF v +7 A7 VBSR4 1
MRERTIL, 25 Bl 9 BEEBME 10 Bl % & A, BRIDSTRO SN7=01X 2 6] (8%) TH-
72 Yo TPF LD QIR OWTIE, B THIE L XVIZIE v,

WAL CHEIR SN T W A TIPHIEICOWT, BBE AT AEMZ NG E L
7oHIA X RERIIFAE L e L LRSS, V) U NEifR %2 A3 4 TR R o dE
Bl xf 4 & L7zRi & 55 TAHRER T, ZBRFE50% 2R L TEY, TPF % Lo~
ATITF VG VYA Y XD BENECTREDH S Y NCCN AL FF4 ¥
2021 fERRCTUE, BB A AT AIELMICH LT TIP#E (X271 % 1 )v [175mg/
m’ H1HHI+A4A&A77 3 F [1200mg/m®*, #1~3HH]+ YA 75 F >~ [25mg/
m’, £1~3HH] 3~4EME) 2RISR TV,

PLEX Y, TPFHBEICOWTIE 2 OB IHRBES#ME SN TEY, wIihd
40% DENEEHIESN T W2, L72h o T, FEREH O 720 IS/ 2 B LT
TPFEEZITH) T L 3B TH S, T2, TIPHFEHRICOWTHE LA 1HOET
MBI LS L LTIT bR TV B2, 50% & B WEREEAEoNTEY,
A AT HEEOBRBEREEZ25)ATLEEIAR Y LarL, EEH/IEH
e HMabEl e B ), EayLEREANZ HWE T 52082 H T DN
TR REEMER L ONT v AHEEIZR S 720, TIP #ii0 TPF#E L WL
TWVWEEIF—BICE RV IRICERILETH 5,
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[ 4 mwmoBmENRLE |

|© EEERTHOHBNEYEE

BUREREZEIE ORMICB VT D, TR BERAER 2T TR, (b RED B L
BRFEO—DOTH S, IS, RFTETEO R PR B 2 & o Tk
WOARTI Y FI—VTELRWEEDL S, ML HE, MR LAk mEEMEH
RENTWD, MALZEEER, U SHiziad s X9 2 RiEEEcBnT
down staging # HIIZHWOHNTETHEY, FIMERBOIE T 2L b okt
DAY %0 F7z, MBRMILFHEICE T 20T & KB 2. L Lad s,
BOBEIZIIH OO, EAUF A K54 ¥ 2018 SEM T AR H 19 o N1 % 6,
ESMO 74 K54 ¥ 2013 4ERR Tl pN2-3 D & 9 % JER], NCCN 74 FF 4 ¥ 2021
ERCTIR Y VoS EiiRAE, EisbER, AR Y Y oXEERE, dom Lo po8
Hinf 23 5 & 9 A ) A 7 SEGNI MBI LAFREO R #n L AEDTF S hTw
5o

NCCN #' 4 KA ¥ 2021 ERTIE, RATH#EIT I O MHT 70 LT w2 &
LTHTIP X7 )FF N+ AFAT7IFN+TATTF V) W, EAUKNA KT
4 »TH TIP, PF (Y A7 55 +5FU) 2%Strong & L CHEEBHEOD D EF UL
HREINT WD, EFETIE, FIETRRL 2L ZEAOMRE D% SN TV DA,
2008 4F 1t S 728 TAHRER T, FFlWREZ 26 109 % 261D CR B L UV 6 FlD
PR 25N, BEROZEMEIL308% L, 5%, MAOILFEEIABTE 2 hEN
bTTETWA Y,

1) Houédé N, Dupuy L, Fléchon A, et al : Intermediate analysis of a phase II trial assessing
gemcitabine and cisplatin in locoregional or metastatic penile squamous cell carcinoma. BJU
Int 117 : 444-449, 2016

| @ S EETERO BB

R 269 O BRI B B IR Eo@EIS & LTid, 1) BERRBF~ORER
fEa B E LG9, 2) S0 V3EiIe 3 A%, 3) Rk o NCHRy ~
NETOFERIT BEHE, BL, 4) mEEE 2 EOBAMBERRENHY Y,
BRI O®BIEEL LTk, 2)BXUN3) 25545 %, KET 2007 4£200 5 2013 4F
DN HHHE S N7z 2,200 Bl O BEZHIER] &2 MR & U7 Tk, a0 F2 0t X
NIREPNIEERD % ETH ), THIC#LINTWALEREZALWVWERELT
W3 Y, ZoBlE LT, BERIHVETH NS HRRBRLZ SO EF Y AL
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WZHUEY OB O RS, FRICITEEIICN T A BT E IO W T, V-5 @R
PRSI0 2 Btk B & ONIV-6- @QRR SN FHIR )~ 2 SEN TIOR3 B TR ik
DEE BB ENI,
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UV EE T AIRBMREECHLTY |
AT S5F U ESOSRGRLEEEIT AT
MEEE UCTHERE NS D ? )
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) UREEEBE AT ARBERERICT LT, YATIFraEt TIP (X2
VIFENV+AARAT7IR+TVATTF ) RTPF (FEFZFEL+3T R
77 F v +5FU) & EOZAIGEHAL AL, WETHBL Ak & L CHESE
SNb,

WREIL—K:C2

HROE : 75L&/ HETS

IETADEME ( FULIET X

- MR FIREIC OV T O EEDONA Y R VERTIR Y AT I F v 2 e85
FIOERALFAHERITHEIR T E DS, FRE Y A 7RISR L TER I NS,

JR AT AT MR RE 2 10§ 2 A B AL EHRE IS O W Tid, BN TR 20 2% IS E &
%o TV B IUEMEEL SIS, EBROBI TN TA P T4 2 BZ 1M &
NTW5, fEiERBEE LTSRS L0 2 &0, BEOIEF Y AN HRADH
WL E MG %,

[V Uil A3 5 MBEERICN L TY AT I F ¥ & &L LA L5
PRI E L LTSNS 207 | L w9 CQITHT L TR % SCHkiRR 12
Lo T2 A SN 20 b, PEBIOEFHE L BHEBRIL, 19
oL EMB L7ze SO CQICHIAT 5720121%, FMHICTIP DY A7 5
F Y EECEFML AR E R T o 28 L, PiOA $ 7237 OMomBhiGREE 17
7HEL DDV ETH BH, MR LZHFATIZZD L) BTHA ¥ ORERIE R p -
720 19D 9 B 13 HUI/NBB D% A M E MR TH D, A4 FI 4 VICRHS
I BHEIZ RN 25 o T2 RIS, WERD HEEOH THRERD 6 Al &
N9 Y275 F >, X% 2% AKAT7 73 FEMALRRILZERER L
OHOETHRBETHFM SN TWD, TS ORBE T EEFMEN 2288 A e L
TV ZENs, YIBRARH F 72 LEREEOD 2RO EREEZ 29 2 TH
BEI kDb,

Pagliaro & 235 L 72 TIP Z 7245 T AHERBR T, RT#EST (N2 F 7212 N3)
WCERE L2230 B Z2x5ic, X277 Ftl (175mg/m’, H1HHEH)+A4FA7 7 3
F (1200mg/m’>, 1 HHE»S%E3HHE)+ Y2795 (25mg/m’, 1 HHEDS
5 3HH) PHHEE: (TIP) 2ENC 4 2 — A fTbNlz. ROZSEE1350% (15
) THY, 22BNFMAITDI, 3 BNIHILFICHELEZEL) (complete response :
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CR) %7z, RGO N2 BETIESENE S COMM F 21324 AN s A
BICRIFTH -7 WRDHEL W T4 RE K% T3ESHICOWTIE, —E0 BRI
2\ )% down staging # HIY & L7oAbSEE L ZE I b,

NI FXFEVORDYIZHEL Y T4V RIDBAFETH D FE ¥ Fevoft by
FEOHETHRBOMENH S 2%, F72, Xu LA LS THREY <i1d, 19
BIOJFFTHEATH] (N3) 2R GIcarai MLk e LT Fe % 2L (75mg/m’,
B1IHH)+4FA 773 F (1200mg/m*, 1 HH»SE3HH)+ Y AT SFF
(25mg/m’, #HE1HH2SE3HHE) BrHBEZ 3HEMET225 4 23— 2475 72
8453 ZE%) (partial response : PR) 35S 72 1261 (63%) (& Filiafrb iz 28,
2 B2 B B9 K (progressive disease : PD) % #2%, 56113 % 5% (stable disease :
SD) THh o7z

ZoMl LT, YAF5FE5FU (PF) 2Kt ¥ V&ML TPFIZD
WTIEETHRER 2 OMEINTWAED, WiIhdEEHENIRIEBRENTH
% * 7, Djajadiningrat &3, RIS 26 Bl % K512 TPF Z#iHi 2 4 2 — 2479
EUAHRBEZRE LTS Yy SHMETREZ 256105 B 1561 (60%) TZRIHE SN
720 LAL, WWEFWCRIZIHF (4%) 12T, 2EBZOMEmYEALGTRIT 12%,
P BRI EAE R 1L 28% Td o 720 WG HEBI AL 7 B2 o 7228, BIVER D 725 6 51 (23% )
THEPHIE I NS L, BERICRA DI EEARITRTCIE R L, BgH b7
Pile LMOER L BIRT REZEHMEIN TS, YRATIFr+4) 70
08 TAHRE Y TI1x, FHliTREZ 26 Bld S 5 261 CR 3 X 186 Bl PR 23
#oh, BRORMFIL08% ThHo7z0 72, YATIFV+T7 ATy UHEHE
BOE TR TIE, 258109 bREPYPED LN 2HICEET-THY,
Bl riClEHERR S L v,

%B, MEMLFREOBERICOWVWTIE, BB Y EREH 2 52, AEFido
At HREE LC, AT TIP 3 X O i b 5 i s e 2 2 i 9 % InPACT iR
(NCT02305654) 23EMEENTEN 7, SHOM BN S,

Mg b & U Cidnim E FIRIIZEDOIHEIE 2 SN T w2, AR THl
EENTWDHOTIE, pN23JERIT TPF #iEE2TbN7= 19BI2BWT42 » AD
W9 A A7 (disease-free survival : DFS) #8526% CTd - 722, NCCN #4 F 4
V2021 SEMRTREEIN TV A NA ) A7 () v ifsts, bR (extranodal
extension : ENE), Ml &Y ¥ 3f@imtE, MHEE4em PL L) & E3N5 X9 REGE
WA R & & HITHRFRER L L TEE I NS, Wikfhoya, HWEGEERT
ZWIRY, JEFLEIRIC X A ENRXWOEBFEORREZFMITE WD, BES
VA7 B LTUE, MAMbFREETAHERME ZE X DN AL EEET A 2 LAk
DHENDLELD,

TxN2-3M0 O EF I L TREIBHATI R 2 B E W7 b & LT, NCCN
HA KT 4 ¥ 2021 FERTIE TIPA 2 — A5, EAU #4 K54 ¥ 2018 4EfTIE ¥ &
TIFLETEHVRICMATSFUD LLIBAFAT 7 I FAHERL YAV E LT
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|0 EEEEMERICHT A8 (i)

1. IC®HIC

AV TH LR O RFITHRIN T ARG RICEAL T E T Y AL X )LD
VW IIEF IS v, AR TIRWT D BRI TIE D 5 2SR Z BB O ffbr
= HUDICBEEIE I BT B AVEHIE RO R 2 LS %o

2. BEEFIBNAERERLICKY 3 FMEE

WEERIC BT S BEERAAHDIE, EIC Tis-TafEBNIIR T 5 L —F—HE, BT
UIkRAtr, BEZEBO-UIERA 72 & OHVEHOIEHEE, T1 DL EREBNZ R 3 5 B2 555U Bl 1
X OB OI Bty & ORGP REa &L OB BRI b TWwW 5,

Gotsadze & @ 2000 DL TIE, HHIGHE, 1LFHRED 2\ ITALFE B
TORPrHERDE 135 Bk 24 51 (17.7%) (ZJRFTFS Z 7890, W36 CIlds
BWERITTREEHLTVD Y, Leijte 512X 5 700 BIOBERMZ NG & Lkl
BRIENT ClL, BEZEIARH & BTGB & 2 VISR ZEEUBRATHI 558 LR
HRFErRG LA, BEYRE 53%) X (186%) @ 1/3 LT 0K#E
Th oz, ESERORFEKXZ RIS, Rt v 8ifss, SRR 3 RIS
GELI2E A, RTHREORBIERALR 2% & BIF LR TH72Y T2
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