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F— MFRICBWTHOTHE SR Y 20BoOMEICBENTY, FEEFLEEG
& EFLIEBI OB 2R O B4 1E 5000 © 1 & BIFLEER TR 2 dr o 72 2 LA
ERTws 7, L L, #Flic X 2R EMEREEO PHRIHRIE, WEEFICHRE S
NHZ LY, BEROFENE 2 HMOBREITNZ, AERNOERED
U, ANV REGED ) A ZKT, FIUTHED BYESER X CRIEE OB DI ENE
DFICEGETHEEZONTVE Y, T2, HFALO TR FIE D EERY & B
By aZ eI N TEY, RAMPDEOERIZL LAY A7 2¥insE5s (4 v
AW 27, 95% CI: 093 ~794) %, FEBLRINA 7 ADOWHREMED £ 2 S5hTwb Y,
(2) HPV &3

WKL, HPV EG D BRERBIEORLE LR Th b, WADIATIT A v Y
LE2—12& 5% &, BBENEICBIT S HPV DNA, pl6™ " BRI B DB D 50.8% (95%
CI: 448 ~567), 416% (95% CI: 362 ~470) T, W 2O2DHEDI b, &b
HPV DNA Bt A% e OISR - LRz 84.0% (95% CI: 71.0 ~ 81.0), &Kw»
THERBILIEE 75.7% (95% CI: 701 ~ 81.0) T, HPVHITIZ 16 B! (68.3%. 95%
CI:589~771), 6% (81%, 95% CI: 4.0~ 137), 18 % (69%, 95% CI: 2.9 ~
124) DNETE L Ao, #E & LT, HPV BIZFHEWTH B E6, E7 HEH
il {57 pd3 X pRB ¥ ¥ /3 7 (2 - A b3 2 2 & ¢, A< DNA 1252
HWERIESREITIEMONT WS, E7I2X5 pRB ¥ ¥ 787 ORFEALEZ /- LTHA
7)) VGRS — BN T O 12 TH 5 ple (pl6™™) IFFHAMEE I N 5,
DX H1E, ple™ iz HPV BIHE O IESMENICH IR T2 2 L 95, HPV &K
ORIw—H— L B s Twa 2 ) P2 HPV &gt @EMTAICLo TS
720, v 7 ZA8— b — OB R D BRIFORIEY A7 % LT 5
TEDRMOENTVE P, —~FTFHRICELTIE, HPV YR (N — FIE @061,
95% CI : 0.38 ~ 0.98), pl6 il ()v¥— Kl : 045, 95% CI : 030 ~ 0.69) 1, Ktk
B LA BICRIFCHh -7 2
(3) TBMRAE EBE{LIEERE (Lichen sclerosus:LS) / FAZEM R4 EEER (Balanitis

xerotica obliterans : BXO)

ERENEORMA A= AL E LT, A NVAEMEE NS, BEEEZTRETS
FETANAEOBFIRBENT WS ¥, BREBEZ TIE, 45% A KL miEs%k
DOBMAREND ), WICERRPLBIHKIIEZEEDO) A7 2 382 FWINs ¢ 2 &
WEENTWD 2, LS, MMM oB KRB TH Y, s, B SE,
EHICHOCRERTEKE SN, BXO X LS D4R & U CHRIA, Wi, REl
JEBHEATE O F AL RE R AL, LI UIRANRERZERLUE LTI SR T L
BHLNTHEY, LHICERERE OBEEEIHESTHE P,
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(4) BB

3 & M0 o B 2 ey L 72 0FgE13 4 22 vw2s, Barnes 5O#HEICL A&, 1
B2 BT body mass index (BMI) 285 GBI 2 T & 12, BEMEREZERO
)R A% L 72 2 F 72, MRS B TR 2 SR O IC HE
5.2 B ReME DS 5 25, B & BRI ORI F 1% & OBIIEA B L BE T 2w S
EAHEE TS 7,

(5) WBLIE

Hellberg &%, W2 IZREEMIMOM LG+ THHr I L 2R L ", B
M LS A 27 ORI 2 DD 0, IR T 4 D RAE—H — L R
BENE—AE— A —IZEEFONT Y A7 H32221%, 188 fd 5 2 L G S iz,
(6) AE LETHEIREE

GEOHEIREIL, BEROBIECERNLEEL G525 ENMAONTVS, BE
, WRENCIREOERATISREIL, BEREZEASE S, T2, WELRHE
DIRAENZ, WL Y EAL - BHALT 2 WEEELD Y, SO LANZEEREROSR
JEICBE L TWbo WO OHIRT, HAEREBOUEIC X ) BEE OB HE S
NTWn5B 255 52— 7Tl 1943 ~ 1990 4E DR TEM & & b IZBEERR AR
A UT2s, EALED 2% K0 720, WEM EHETOW KT X 2 HARBEOYEDE
EROTFHICHFG L2b0 LIS THS Y,

(7) HENER : HSRENRE S L UBERKR

BEOMIEIZB T, (ARFIIRE & BEWIAE ) X 7 OB DWW THE X
NTWb, AT 2—FTryOANAXR=ZDOBEREIC L B L, K, KPR, RIER
BERSEPEICBWT, BEMEREZEREOY X735 L, RFTIIZ X ) #47 L7228 TRk
ENBZENS Do 20T EDMMEIR R ho 72" KEDSOWETIE, HBK
A, R, AMIEES TR, ETHIE L FEREARKTE LT Y, %
RMER OB L LT, 3BT 5 HEK O KA1 2000 A | H 2 5 0
R ZZ ORI, B, HROBNIIOLD S ZEDRH STV 5 Y,

(8) %HHE AR (UVA) HigsEE

VI L » UVA G (PUVA) &, %EEZOHEHFIAHVWSLR TS,
PUVA % 9 1372 892 B BT 2 KBIELHT I S AFFE R, REMERR IR O 5E ) A
7T, BT HEEVI LARENT, BmREO PUVA 2 BH SN2 BHD
) A7 HIZ 286 512 o7y FEY A7 BABKAEETH Y, EikRx G k%
LZDOYAZIEH S EBHEShTws ¥,

9) FIERE

RS ORI HZE 1, HPV BE & HPV JEREMED b 2 a iy s s 2, jiia,
747y MLBRELE, K- F K- kkESiE BRIy u—<0b )
HE TSR, BXO, HBUEZLR EOIEWREN D 5,




BEEEORY LREIRET

4. ¥&8

SRS R RO R EVERESS CH B A%, TORAEIL, MR AR - RIEICK ) K
ELRRDLIEFHMONTY S, FHWET, HENTE (kv 7 ZA— -0
PEAEBIRIER]) Rt SR IRIL DE N (S B2 f AR, IR, IRWHEHF L ~NV)
2, ZOEEIZOWTESICHB L ) 2200 LNz, Bk 03K O LRI T,
K& IEHPV Bk & HPV JEBEEIC 5 552, B, WRICEREREZS]
ERITIET, LA RETZILIFIMELTEY, IhooEREATFOE I,
BIEIZ X D FEbE FHiT 2 2 L MHETH 5o FEB, WHO O % 5 1 #AL % e
L7277 7 O—MOETIX, HPV &G HIV EEOMKT L & b1, BEEORE
HOYHEXROTVWD, Tr~v—rD L5, BERBEOWED, BEEOTFHICD
LhiolbEZONbFLH 5, —T, FEROEFICEL T, —#BICZBE
B, SVREO%E, BREBRBG Vo EELAGIHEORELHY P, 2o
BADRIECITFEREET Do
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I. /R

(1 EEmomEnzE |

1. (FC®HIC
2T ET B D S WIE R B 3R LR TH 5. WP I HPV
J& YL L IR IR R NS (1Y,

2. HPV BAEERT LRE

HPV &4 B P LR & L C, BB R P L E#E (Basaloid squamous cell
carcinoma : basaloid SCC) B & ' Z il CTH % FLEIRFILEH (Papillary-basaloid
carcinoma) & KM (Warty carcinoma) 3B X OVHEIREE R K (Warty-basaloid
carcinoma) 23HF oMb, FIRKFEFLEEIEREOSVEEXET, £
HPV16 e b MR L, BEERICAFET 5 Vo MUBRZA9I21E N/C OB L 72 JE A
Fa BRI 25, #EHARD L i — MRS L, BEEHIIE I A LB 520 2\
BmZUEe 7R b — Y ADTH D, IR IIZ pl6 D3R W &2 7R 3. FERNE
FHERWERT, Armtk, FLBIROBH S Y — 0 27R$, SR iZRET LT
O — < R ERN P L 72 W2 7R 9725, WSS 3 2 SR CLEASHLAN 7 8 s bk D
B A R T Ve MIEANIBE 2 Z AT, a4 T b—Y 2 R
) TENLZVA, BT S HPV 05 4 Tidkkx ThH 5,

C DAt HPV &GP 7 LRz & LT ¥ 78 LEEARNE (Lymphoepithelioma-
like carcinoma) WM F L (Clear cell SCC) 23diFHh s Vs
2 a4 a¥ A4 b= R EEMOZER, HIEK, BIEAEL E 2Rt

3. HPV BRIFEERF LRE

HPV eIk B - LRz & UC, @ ARV L BzRE (SCC, usual type), {4
JE i (Pseudohyperplastic carcinoma), %4 % (Pseudoglandular carcinoma), ¥
%9 (Verrucous carcinoma), fLiE# (Carcinoma cuniculatum), #EHHASBHZLER
B2 9 (Papillary squamous cell carcinoma, NOS), Btk F Bz 3% (Adenosquamous
carcinoma), RIJERRNE (Sarcomatoid carcinoma), 6 5# (Mixed SCC) 23HIF b5,
W T V- L B RN A3 AL &2 7R IR ZE T, BHSHERAE IS A B 5 [6] 44 D MRS
ERBEDOITRZRT Vo Bix AL O W RETER BRI L 7212 S B T L Ak
HTh b MEETFIRMEILE ) S E THeA T, ENTHEERORIE L
RT I EDVLNDS, BAAEHITE L Tl D B WREMELZIRHT5Z L8 % v, €0
% IR L TE S (Lichen sclerosus : LS) 2SFFES Ao HEE M 50 1 H 5
60 IEACD F I SR T 2 ES TH 5o MALLCIEZ - 72 B o FLIE




=1 BREESOWHO 24 (X#k1 &) 5IHEE)

E FEMEEE : Malignant epithelial tumours ZEXREE : Mesenchymal tumours
R _ER&E : Saumaous cell carcinoma RIEE i
HPV B IERSE R F L& : Non-HPV-related squamous cell carcinoma B M AR ERAE © Benign fibrous histiocytoma 2
RELEEE, @EE : Squamous cell carcinoma, usual type fEEARETRE (/0L ZXFEE) © Glomus tumour
{B1BRZEE  Pseudohyperplastic carcinoma FERIHHAZAE - Granular cell tumour
{BB2 & : Pseudoglandular carcinoma M&HE : Haemangioma
FEEFE  Verrucous carcinoma EEMEENAEE : Juvenile xanthogranuloma
FL3&J% : Carcinoma cuniculatum FiBEHHE - Leiomyoma
HIERRFELEE , 5#7RBR : Papillary squamous cell carcinoma, NOS 1) > J\%&F& : Lymphangioma
B _E & : Adenosquamous carcinoma HHAAEFE : Myointimoma
PIfERE (#h$EAEAZ) 7& : Sarcomatoid (spindle cell) carcinoma 1ARARHERE © Neurofibroma
REERF _EREE - Mixed squamous cell carcinoma ##2#50E © Schwannoma
HPV Bi4R8ERF L& : HPV-related squamous cell carcinoma BiLES (BEETHOBEE2EC #)
FBEERF_ERE - Basaloid squamous cell carcinoma MEPE : Angiosarcoma
FLBBIRFEEKIE © Papillary-basaloid carcinoma JXBAAMBIPIE - Clear cell sarcoma
FEIRIE © Warty carcinoma REAZIE R B HSHEPSRE © Dermatofibrosarcoma protuberans #
FEIRFBEESE : Warty-basaloid carcinoma ¥8 R MERREE : Epithelioid haemangioendothelioma
RBAAAR AR LK - Clear cell squamous cell carcinoma ¥8 7 MNfE : Epithelioid sarcoma
1) >N ERRERRE - Lymphoepithelioma-like carcinoma 1—1 > 7 A& : Ewing sarcoma
e DF 4 4 & : Other rare cancers E B tEAR HESFAERRE - Giant cell fibroblastoma #
# K P& : Kaposi sarcoma
BIERRZ : Precursor lesions TBAEFAIRE © Leimyosarcoma
RRE ERAFEY : Penile intraepithelial neoplasia (PelN) MR MR E5RE © Malignant peripheral nerve sheath tumour
IR / FBRIE / FEIRERK © Warty/basaloid/warty-basaloid FRARHEMARE : Myxofibrosarcoma
SERBEE F RAEAEY © Differentiated PelN RHO{EZHAEE : Undifferentiated pleomorphic sarcoma
INY 1 v MR : Paget disease FAME, 4% : Osteosarcoma, extraskeletal
F&ALEFPARE : Rhabdomyosarcoma
X T Z o BZHIERZE : Melanocytic lesions JBFEAIEE : Synovial sarcoma

1) > J\fE : Lymphomas

5B  Metastatic tumours

R OHVHIED G &, TSI A CRIE O ES AR LG v 2 & 28
K#cdhs Vo MRRIZILEROMIBMEBRAZHDLDOAT, L 0% A —
VA "R T RBE T RIS v, EFICHMEE R LEFETH Y, AR
MICEERIE LR v BRICET R LN & O EEROL LD, ZTOHED
T2l AU LR R O ARAE 3 5 o AR (45 SR o o S 80 158 5t e 7
SHEK SN BHT, EIEEIEEV,

SRR BT RSO BYEIRS & L TATA Y = v b b
Bo BRMATA Y = v MEOMIEMIFEE, WA L2HS & O itk E 4
F B IR R TRAERE b U < IBIURICHIRT 5 = & Th b LRI HL
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WIZH B EFID % 25, HEATBICIREE LU T IS I 25§ %0 FEARIZIZT
WSRO EMNES Tdh %o I Y = v MR R ET ORI b IAEL, K
AR S LCIZRIEMEL R EZEL L 2 03D 5o BRIICIZERIED K IE SERE 2
50 ZLIFRENICRIF LWL TH 205, RICHEELIRICEEL, U ¥ 3 Hiigk
22 b DD M, JREEEBECE LR EEICHER S AR N = v M
WAAAES Do HMRET & PO EEIE 2 RPN T 20 £ DML TEVENE S 13 H
Td DA, KRS, SMERNE, Fogi e, A AN, R TEEE AR,
FR A, IR A, CEE R, B 2SS B

EEANOEBMIEL 2805 2 LI3MTh b, EaBEIHEIME LT, AizhdE X
ok, BEEHE, iRE, BRI D B B BB IATIEICES T 50 BRI
WEZ T L 72 IR B L B s PROERE R 2 e E - R U, B MR 2 K9 5 2 & A
Hbo

1) 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




(2 BEROTEET )

EHOFPHRARET & LTRSS RAEE, TNM 7058, MRS, IRERE,
REPMBRESERH T 5N H Y Mk A X Broder /78I L 72 4 Be R
(1, 2, 3, 4) \ZEMifi§ % ik & B PEEHIEi7 i © w4t (Broder 2308 Grade 1 124H
1) W5 b (Broder 7% Grade 2 12#2%) K5t (Broder 43% Grade 3 B X U4 12
HY) o2 EIFEAETS Y, 20—17T, MMUEFMOFHBIEIML N & 55,
BRI FRNT L3020 ET 222350 Y, Hi— LRSS TuiRv,
HFRTY CITEBE N O PRI BIF CRIEMIEMKS L CRERO PRIARTH 5, KE
B LR EHBEROGFIEIIFEARRTTH 5,

AJCC TNM 7555 8 it Tld pT1IXMESE A LR T 5 A fAR IR T 2 W & w3 &
M, pTla & pTlb I & 72" ¥, pTlaldy) ¥ 3014 S L < ke piE s &
PED T DO EE I L TlE v (Grade 1D L X 21248Y) JwEE, pTlb i ~
IR R PR Z ) & L <3 b7 (Grade 3 d L < id 4 1THY) WL
ERENT WS, L7zA > T, IEMLRHEEN T 982479 72013 LERIRE
O IR EOFHEAEETH L, —F, FMELEEOTFHRELROHET
D) YAHEBOAETH L L OWMELHD Y,

(£
=
2]

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) Velazquez EF, Ayala G, Liu H, et al : Histologic grade and perineural invasion are more im-
portant than tumor thickness as predictor of nodal metastasis in penile squamous cell carci-
noma invading 5 to 10 mm. Am J Surg Pathol 32 : 974-979. 2008

3) O Brien JS, Perera M, Manning T, et al : Penile Cancer : Contemporary Lymph Node Man-
agement. ] Urol 197 : 1387-1395, 2017

4) Joshi SS, Handorf E, Strauss D, et al : Treatment Trends and Outcomes for Patients With
Lymph Node-Positive Cancer of the Penis. JAMA Oncol 4 : 643-649, 2018

5) Holters S, Khalmurzaev O, Pryalukhin A, et al : Challenging the prognostic impact of the
new WHO and TNM classifications with special emphasis on HPV status in penile carcinoma.
Virchows Arch 475 : 211-221, 2019

6) Djajadiningrat RS, Jordanova ES, Kroon BK, et al : Human papillomavirus prevalence in in-
vasive penile cancer and association with clinical outcome. J Urol 193 : 526-531, 2015

7) Amin MB, Edge SB, Greene FL, Byrd DR, RK. B : AJCC Cancer Staging Manual. 8th ed.
New York : Springer ; 2017

8) Brierley ]JD, Gospodarowicz MK, Wittekind C : TNM Classification of Malignant Tumours.
8th ed. Oxford : Wiley ; 2017
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(3 BERONERZ |

1. EU&IC

B VR R R ORERHZ & U CRIBEN CIERB T IS T 2 MBS A SN TH
", penile intraepithelial neoplasia (PeIN) & EFIN TV 5, LIAjIZ N—I U ¥E,
A7y MLERIEE, LERENESEOZHRIHV SN TWz, BUETIE PeIN 124
BaR—T 25 TH 5 Vo PeIN b HPV EGeBIE R ZE & IEBIERZE SR S b,
B EBRE IR L CTHEIIE T 2N 5 & Shb,

HPV &HBIHE PeIN (3BT D 3 2lc ks > Y,
a. FFEK (basaloid) PeIN

N/C D& /N BRI 2SR N A PR3435 . RAIIIZE — T, BoR
RITT7 A M= RTER, AEOGUEENILFED bk v,
b. £k (warty) PeIN

RR LN E RGN KNS %0 SO —iBida 4 a4 +—
YARIRT o VHNIAR — T Y BREBIE & MHEN TR ICHY 3 5, HARNT 5
FEB D D 7% <
c. EIRFHFILK (warty-basaloid) PeIN

HI 2 BRI L72IRIETH S,

WIS RIEHERAL A IIIE p16 1 TERT AR, HPV16 & OAHBITEATE A3,
warty type T3> HPV & @4 B# 5,

2. HPV BEZIEESE PelN

LB (differentiated or simplex) PeIN & BN 5 Z & 054 <, WA LMHE R 2%
iE & OREPEDE 2 N T Wb, HPV &GP PeIN & 13582 ), WRIZHET S
ZENL L, WIRMIZIZEBEROBEEERZ 2T 5o ffkE I ISpZSE oIt
Bafto 7o REMIE 2RO, FIAL T AL bt & /= 3 SR N o 358 % G20
%5V, SRR pl6 (S RRTEIT R 2 RS 2 & AN TH B

3. Tt
#i7% PeIN & L T pleomorphic, spindle, clear cell, pagetoid Z43d 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




3 BEEORNERE

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
the penis : frequent atypias and correlation with special carcinoma variants suggests a pre-
cancerous role. Am J Surg Pathol 27 : 1448-1453, 2003
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(1 =z

|0 IEZEOEFISHT (GRLKSER)

1. [FUBHIC

EENIL  OYE, WA ISR LR TH 208, BEEROY T Y AL ThD
2170 (MBHR), PR OIFEEAITATER (glans), RWTEKE (foreskin), F&
E8% (penile shaft) TH Y, BHOBMICHOEVHFELELTVWLIELHL Y, BE
WIAMEZRICHAET 5720, £ ORERIBMICEREE LCRR#ETE 5, L2L, &
B DN IR S A U 72l R0/ & e s, ARERAIEENES O, WHRIY 72 55
PBREER Z LD S, FRCHHERE (1-8328), LRENE BYHEEEREOZ I
INE R FEHRERE L CRERREIN D 720, TNHORWREZIEL K B3 47201213k
WALETH S 27,

2. AT NERE

GRS ZAIRMAT RO TEWT 5 &, Ml RIEEELR &% Wik L 36
Wensd 2720, HHEMBLWSLETH 2 ° W, BB L ENTRERBE LT
BRI ZE R BLVE R i o fth, SR VEREZENESE 2, FRZERits ¥, MRSk 2512 bk o
7R Y, EME@E (verruciform xanthoma) ', EAkaryu—=<19 JLK
MayE, HeEEaE A ALESNSY v MEEOREDH S ¢, BEMEER
&, ChBERBLOEINCEHATH S,

3. EERMOEZMEA

MR AT 9 NS, BERENES O RFTIREEIC O W IS ICHERR T 2 S L EETH 5.
BARMIZIE, MRS ARG (Whz, B, BEE®RI), K& SR PRI NLIAEH,
B, R GLEUIK, RER, IR BRI, PR L), hofhgEl (RE,
Wi 2 W idEEERE) & OBR, EELixORER &2 THERD Litsx s

5 6, 8 ~11
% 'y

4. E£WRFE

AERRTTEEIZIZ 28 Y F A8 (punch biopsy), YIBIA#R (incisional biopsy), YIERZE
M (excisional biopsy) 23&% 0 > &8~ JEEOIRAEIZ L o THWT B LERD 5,
WINOAERGEEHCLALETH- T, ToHhRKE S LEEE THEZRNT %
CUNEETHL Y BEEEHNSTIE, 8 FERLOERE £ 5.
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1 SRSk

F1 RBREESERER & FMERRICS 3 REFHEFOBEERR
(32k 8 & V) 5IFHE)

FEEFHEF —BERIE (N FA—EEREH (N  F—EE (%)
FEEOMR 55 2 3.5
SRy T 247 40 17 30
[EHREE 40 17 30
BERERE 5 52 91
PRiE R 1 8 89

—J, BEEESKE VS, UBRAERILENES ICE/BTRTD 2. BEFEOFE
A & o TiE, MO RE WIS LR L 255655 5.

5. ERICLZEZMOFRAMLRA

ISR\ T B IE B BIGTT O 4K & R E TR Z RN 5 2 L o EEPEIZOWT
SR LIZHEIZZ VAT & 80 W Ao FERS I IR D D O, IEHE 2 h
S ORERTHRNTFOBMIZIEFNEAROHHEBEIIEOSVTT ) LEIFD
Z) 8, 23)0

Velazquez 5 ¥ 13 57 Bloka2ess (RSP L) EEICBWT, Ake FhEAL
DO CTHRIELZWIRE R % IR L 720 BB T 96% THE & B LEF724%, 35% D&t
BRI 2 EREICBII T2 S & TEhh otz 72, ABRTIE 91% THES S
R, 89% THRERM (lymphovascular invasion : LVI) A% EFEIZEZHT 5
CEDBTELRDPo720 30%DIEF THM E FMEERIIB VT, MRFHREEL ST
FATOBWITM 2RO (F1). ABMEATIE, HEEARE XD ERTOMED
MR BWENETH 72V TRODREDNS, AR TIIRBESNICEE 2T
BBERN T % 3o THW T 2 MDD 5 720, B ORBS NI FATEA CIEME
BT 2D D B EIBRT WD,

EAU 74 A4 > 2018 4RI,  AVRREYJR A TG i 2 U0 B A A5 oD SRS i B 25
Wiz 479 Lo il b5 %

UICC TNM 484 8 it ¥ Tl&, Tla, T1b ZHMiEFEARE, WEE, IRE, ke
PR OERTHHE L TH Y, Velazquez 5 ¥ OIS &, A A THIRL-
RPN T stage Wi 52 L3R TG THLESHLEILE2HE LW (F1), MK
PRI, EEIGERE, LVI MREEREEOA KL, BEROY X7 5pBICLE
TH) (M4 QM) ThOZIEMICBNT 52 &, BIEY ¥/ Eifilg ow@Is 74
RS OPERTRICKE BT 5 TP WY RSt O E I I3k 4 7
IREEMN T2 Z L TIT ) RETH 575, EROATHRPZW 2179 &ad/NGHE§
2 e S P

EEEHEAMAETOR, T2 REILEFETOMBBERNIEZT L
A3 680 S e R T M R G A S, RIS R MR BRI R 0 M 7 &,
BEORBIZE o TEFEMHREE 2550 e SN b, EMITED 96% 25 & W]
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1@ IEZEOEFIZE (ERSER

R o R gE e (T 4038) 12, UICC TNM 4 # 8MTRE L AH S
TWhb, FFI2 UICC TNM 734 45 7 U CIRBEED 5 WIZRE AR %2 T2, Rl
ZM% T3 & LTw7z75, UICC TNM 4 45 8 i Cl, T2 3R iAo H
550, T3IXBEBHAREOS L ONEEE IR, JREREI T2/T3 D5HIC
IHE L L oo MV TH HIEEMETIE, WRIC X 2 RTEEEZHOT L 5
T2 137 L, ARTHIH L7z 3CHkiZ, UICC TNM 43 45 7 o3I 3o 72
WETH B, UICC TNM 48 45 8 U250 BRI OB X 2w, BRZEmMA
BRHEIZOWTHHLTWA00HY), ThEsEl L,

B2, M\ X DRI 2 JRFTREZERE SN 2 C, FBEIERIAD 2 I3tz
O HGZ WA VSR, RONREFRTIEH SH MRL B X OBHFWRIC X
BDIREDD 5o

Bozzini 5 OMETIE, F7 7L &0 (10MHz 2 i) o BEERERAR
HOIEZHIZ965% (193/200), & 969% (63/65), HF¥LEF 962% (130/135), Ky
PRI 92.6% (63/68), KEtERYE 984% (130/132) TH-72DIZxF L, MRI (T1
SRR, T2RRFWER, ¥4 F I v rER) X ABREERARMOIESRIL
905 % (181/200), & 738 % (48/65), 4§51 985 % (133/135), Ky 1 1y rp 3
96.0% (48/50), FaVEMHE 886% (133/150) TH V), EEILBH WS HEIIEH W
EHELTWS Y, COWMERERICEVIESELZRLTWED, TURYFT Y
¥ El ORBEERERIHESIC X 2 N THRFHRICHE T 2 TH 5.

Hanchanale 5 O¥#i5 T3, MRI (T1 5@ m{%, T2 smamg, 514+ 3v 7R
WX BRBEEBMAZEOIEZRIZT60% (76/100), &EF 82.1% (23/28), IFHpE
736% (53/72), BptkryrhE 548% (23/42), KM= 914% (53/58) & #Hids L
TWBA?, 201006805 b, ERHAEND 5 VISR LB S 5 72071 A
5 75 v Y v El OBREMERITEN 21T 2 o7z 461, 1757256 Bl L DIt
T, BREBRAREORE LFREIERZR, ATRER T TMRI %17 - 728
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13 93%, 76%, ANLHEWEZITZ h o 72812 69%, 2% Tho7-LHELTHY,
TURY 7T Yy El BEREMERINESICE D EGEZH OISRl EE 5 88
WfFshTwad, LrL7uxy 75y Yy Bl BEEBRKBITESZ BEHICE-
TRARLTHTHY), TLBEBIDHL-OEPIATI I ENTELTH LRSSV
72\,

TEREZ W Tl 2 ARREMIRIC X 0 RFTOBMEE 2 3G L C, RIEEE & Offk%
ME L7228 H 5. 157 A5 MRI OHLEGRFFAE{EICC, pT WARmWKREIZE
ADC EDMENEHINNICH 5 2 E B ME SN TV BED, —EDOME CHREEZHAITE
LI ORIV,

Dibas, BEE, REEESE, BRI OB W TRV Z b
ZHELTEY, MRIGEBEWE X D IZRETRRE S b OO BRI Z <
X%, HETHNETORAY FF5 Y v El OBZEBMARITESIC X 5 N5
ZHOZHER LD ECBREESMEFCTE 5, MRIE T1 MW R, T2 A% 5
AF Iy riEEeFARE L, BEEEIRTDH 2 I EORAI R 2 2 7282 X 2 53 liAS
HAF LW, WELEY L2782 b a— VIZERE LRV, CT & MRIIZH L CHHHk
3 b A MNPRREDMR N 72 OTEE B O A FEIZZ L v,
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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




| CIREEEmERETS T EERETNDD ?

- B3R & BE ) EPNCIE, RPNER IR R AR AT S LRSI NS,

AR, TORREILESIEATIMMERNT 2 EVEETH 5,

CARRITE D 96% DIEBIDNE L BWIMRETH B I &0 0, WHAEIPEBHT5Z
ERHME L TAREZL) CLRIEETH D, 72720, AMOATITHEAW
BRI, Y7547, EEGERE, IREEME (lymphovascular invasion : LVI)
OFE, MREFMREOAELIEL S ZMT 5 IIERA»H Y, HEAS O
ERTFHROTFUMIA T3 E % B REMEEZERL TBLEN D S,

HAROFME : T & 255 HRT S

IETADESE 1 FOWIETFT R

[ ca1 [ BEEHEDONBEECH L TEILEE |

R
‘E_El_:

s
4y

B2 IMES ST 5720 % s, WIRAICHES & L CRlCT& %, LA
L. WRICEDNIIRAIITEE LIRS R/ & 2l gy, REAMEES O, WIRIY
LW WL E DS Bo BEEMBIS LTI, RFT OGS 217 ) B EE;
AT, EORPOBWZAT) o TORK, TEOIREITIS U7 EE IR 2 17w,
IRAHMFREEARIZ X 2 BES W 2 & L1200 2 7 08 (R REE, 7547,

W2 DBROWBHETE (RE) Y SHiHEOMISE) ZRET LI LRI L
Z TS MRS, RPN, BLVERZ AR & RIS B 72 MRk AR
DWUETH BT T, BEHEREAT D B ad, TR OB EMIZ LT D B
FHHERDPE SNz, EMIC X BIHEBLESH OB % 386k L 72 L Cik st & ik
ET DL ETHD >,

AR EEZIE 8 F A (punch biopsy), YIBIA:# (incisional biopsy), BB
B (excisional biopsy) 73 0 '™, W ORIEIC L o THWT B LEN D B, W
TNOEMFEEHCELEETHoTH TR RE S LIRS A LHBRORIAE
%‘(‘\&6 1, 3’”7)0

Velazquez & ¥ 13 57 BlO B2 (R FLRRE) BN EREEAR & TATEAR & T
P Wik R % L L7z ERTHROBWIL 96% THRETDH - 7225 35% DLl
LR E BT E R o7z AT I %D MESRZEEZIEL S BHTE
T, LVIOF L 89% 25IE L { BWIT & b o720 EMTIE 30% DHEBI A5 1Y
RRE L ST 5 A TUFMEROMBBZW & —H L e o7z, S HITEMREARTIIH
JEEAE & D EEORGOMRIIEETH > 2L MELTWE Y, ZOKENS, &
W72\ TR BRI E R 2 PHRBUER T2 ik T 2 RS 5 720, Tl
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BEARTIEMEICZHT 5 L% 2H 5,

KT 96% DIEBI TR L W RETH L 2 55 Y, WMrEI 2B Ts2 L%
HE LTEMRZIT) SEIZEETH L, 72720, EMOAIZ L ZIRHAKRZ I Tl
BT DPER T RO TFMAAR 5L 2 bRl 2 ML TB L BEXH S > 10,

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) 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
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1.2021. https://www.ncen.org/professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile.pdf. Accessed February
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6) Barocas DA, Chang SS : Penile cancer : clinical presentation, diagnosis, and staging. Urol
Clin North Am 37 : 343-352, 2010
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1. BBV P /NEOBEEIIDOWT

AR TIEY) Y NHERB OB T 2 M 2R ~<X5%, TNM 7#ix, AJCC TNM
OB SR Y DNREITH B %, ASCHICERHR L 72 TNM 2813511 L 72 Sk i
SN/ TNM 5HICH#ET %,

SRR O VO NEIIRAEY Y HITH DA AR Y N & R
U UNREICAEEN D, BB V28 Scarpa =/ (KBE=Z/) W, BE Rl &
KIEFIEE (fascia late) DOBICHEAELZORUIIB L Z 8~ 25 M, HRELLY Y/ Ik
RAEFR A3 138 3 5 PP FLIE L @ fascia lata BICHEFE L Z0OKIZ 3 ~5ME &h
27, BEDY VNFIIREETH Y, BEFREED 1% ZEEL S AT O
BEHBIZY) Y SHHAT B EEND Y Lo THEEIEET LMD 8Hi 0 M IHE
BHPELDL E VI DT TIE RV,

Daseler |2 X AUFEEERY ¥ /81 5 DO A 5N s (B1)Y, wMICKEE
MHDY YSFEAIRE Y F ANV Vo3 (sentinel lymph node : SLN) % #%H L T
TEERY v SHiD S EBNANTAT S 7

2. D2INEIPEKRL TOBWERIIXT T 2 EBEZHIC OV T

B3N D 50 ~ 60% X BRI 1Y VOSBRSS 2 v NOERITH 2 210,
LA L cNOSERI T M/NiEF (micrometastasis) 7520 ~ 25% FEEFAET S & S
2 W 7%, BAEEY v o5EiEE (inguinal lymph node dissection : ILND™®) |2 X 24z
BMREZITIVEND LD, ) v 3HiB MBI L 725 TILND 2479 (delayed
ILND) &\ 2 b5 5 0WEBON ST ILND 217 - 72 E D 5 4EELE5)3 57
~88% TdH - 72DIZxF L delayed ILND % fitifT L 72 A ETIZ8 ~38% TH o7z &
Singh 5L E2—OHTHREL TS P, F72, BERBEEL 199XDOF— & N—2
VA TH RO ILND 3 &EF M2 A BICWET 5 L W) HEIME LT
BY (NF—FI 067, 95% CI: 052~ 087, p=0003)", WHGHFH G IS
Y UNEIERIZZR S E DY) YNHEBOFEIZOWTHRT 2 LEN D 5,

MIARFA FI4 T, CEMEALD 720 ILND &\ 9 BEEEIIBAER (BEHER) R ¥/ SEiEE (radical
ILND, standard ILND) ##&EM L TSN TWw5,

—77, ILND & HHEDFERDERTH % W, Stuiver 513 163 4 DR EH B E
12237 ILND Z fifT L7285 8, 1 DL EOGPIEA58% IZAL, Z2D9H 5 10% I3 HE
BARAHETH o2 WHELTWE Y, 2hw 2 4af o ILND B EMTIZZR L,
B VBB OEREEL MR L, BMBE AT HEND 2013 Y HiEREET S
RO FEVIERNIC ILND % jtifT3 2 hEHhD 5, MFEHP:L LTk MR, PET/CT,
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1L : 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 BB NEOBE (SE 25 £ V) 5| HUWE)

SPECT, V) ¥ 733 v F Lo 72 MG I 2 G FHE IS LR O WAL R 2 i T3 &
L TN TIZE >y F 20 YEiO £ (sentinel lymph node biopsy @ SNB) & i
P % #fi/ L 72 ILND (limited ILND) #7bI T 2%, WREZWTIZEI$ 2 #3555
THERD Z L L5255, BURTIZZ NS REMEDK G IHEF LR OIS
FH & TRAEZ TV, iRl B W Cints 2 380 726112 ILND 2 119 5,
EV ) FIEDEEHEN TH 5o GIHEREROK AR ZE TH O ) LA T
SNB & limited ILND (IZ2DWTihR 5%,

3. EF IV INEHERICOWT

SLN RBEENSD) Y ENRETRNICHAT S ) Y 8HT, 20U V3o
R OAMIZE ) FBEORIEDTE T 5o LIRS 0967 8 2 R SLN O Ak
DPET O TV DYERNT & o> TEDOE TR 7 ) AR I3 2 < BaRBigth iz
BT 2151 (false negative rate : FNR) #%15 ~ 25% & i Cdh - 7= ¢
Z2OHFETIRIFTLAEITDR TRV,

VEAERRK T, *™Te-nanocolloid % BEESEPH OB ZiEE L, skt 7o —7
%\ SLN %4409 % dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB) 2SHW ST 5,
RIS S R 2 A LRI ICHIR T HDERE T 5 2 & TRIBFIZ X 51285 T 5
g, mwWiEFVEE B TENTIE Blue dye EIFIEN S, AFTIRA ~
VIINIVHILVINT Y T NV—%E) ZEALTIT) OB KRN TH LA, &
ETEHA YRy T7=0 7YY= (ICG) MWV Y SEHERIZE D Mt S A L
ZEVIAHE L H DY, DSNBOEFIZOWTIEWLDOPD I ATFIT 4 v o L
Yoa—, KEBLZERRNIZEZ: D3R 5N 2 DBEAQKEEIX RAFC 77 ~ 92%, FFERED
91 ~100% THH ™ 7N SPHEDRAER S M%RETH - 72 %%, FNR 13HA
5~8%METH LY ? W15~ R2%EVIHELH L P, ZOEIOVTIER
BRAEBIBUCARAF T 5 & 2 A AR & £ Protzel S5134E12 20 L DSNB %475 TWw b
% TN ANETH D EBRNT VS » 2,




2 fEEU L NERE

#1 DSNB, limited ILND, ILND D&HHERER (@22, 25 &) 5IHWE)

DSNB limited ILND ILND
BEEELE (%) 0= 18 0~45 755 =~ @i
BE (%) 26~13 0~142 75~142
FREBERARMAZ (%) 0 0 0~ 121
FaE (%) 1.3 121 ~26.3 5~138
)2 INERE (%) 1.7~21.7 0~ 30 25~52
#E (%) 11 ~17 3~20 142 ~22.4
Minor complication (%) 6.6 ~ 39 6.8 ~ 36.8 45 ~ 54
Major complication (%) 0~1.3 0~ 14 5~375

LA L., Neto 53 HERBIZIB1F % DSNB D) ¥ /8 Hilm R H EEE DS 77.1% (2% L
ILND Ti% 87%, FNRIZ31%T®» ) ILND Oz #ERE TE W/ FNR 2K F
BB ODRADPLETH B EBRRTE Y, MEEFTI—F A FTICHRTE
5 oSEHIOWE ML (fine needle aspiration cytology : FNAC) & DSNB % il A&
FHbE b HEPRAASNT WD, Leijte 513 DSNB 38 A L7z 1994 ~ 2004 4 % T
DRaZNEBH 923EH] & DSNB i FNAC % 3#& A L 72 2004 4 AR 0> 58 hiE i & Mg L,
micrometastasis ORI Z N2 238%, 40%, FNR 221 102%, 48%T
HoltWELTHY ?, FNAC & DSNB 2 #lAabEsZ L TFNR 2K T S+
b7z EHiE Lo S OENRELA S KR RICHBKL TW A IRV RIE S LT
u\é 22)0

4. Limited ILND (DWW T

— %1y 7 ILND (radical & % \» & standard ILND) RERiEHEPHIZOWTIZ) ¥ /8
HizhEOE (V2 D) I3 %#2%5 ILND OAPHEDHIE X < 52 (& 1),
ZWHN D720 DEFIRATIZEE Ve E R b, SHEHHLZMENT L2 L TEIED
AR LT S 72 limited ILND dREZH O 7> a v & LTHifr ST b,
Tsaur 5 (& 29 % O EEREEH O 57 BARIC limited ILND 2 fiifr L, F¥ 81 MoV
YN IR LA PHER AL 544% TdH - 72D O O 1E minor complication T
HolztWEL TS, limited ILND I 12 FAEMED ) ¥ R Ei O A 3iE %2175
superficial ILND & &Y > 238 % TERIE AT 9 A58 #6 PH 2 #ii /s L 72 modified
ILND 28T 55 o ko fliE PR omE (V-2-@) (2585 7% limited ILND @
X1 w b & LT major complication 0 ~ 14%, minor complication 6.8 ~ 36.8% & {&
# (F1), DSNB & AR TEERFEM L TNA AHBARE, £ F 2N Y REOfF
TERRA: % IR BEPH IS U T RE Y, 2 E2h 0, WBRRTEE L TAMTH L L)
HHLH 2. FNRIZS D & 2 AIEFEAD 2 b OO modified ILND 122V T 7 —
FHHY 5 ODEERET HE 16% (2561 4 6) Th-o72 %, superficial ILND
122\ T modified ILND 12T 7 — % 1347 725 Spiess 5 1& DSNB &%) %
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48)
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Narayana *’ . . _ _ _ _
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Joem a3 4% 64% - 19% | 65% | 85%
51)
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2m5%ﬁﬁ%eﬁ) 175 | 11% | 20% 64% 9% 29%
Naumann %2 0 o
2008 (TNME6 k) | 20 | 50% 50%

WMl 28R LTwb, TO9IBIDHH 4601 DSNB T 3\ HifEgz2 R TE %
Do lHEBTH 72, MHEOELZH UG TRV, ZOHEK - RO
7=H 5 BIE Tl modified ILND 25 limited ILND #ft# 3 2 & ST b,

5. cNO EEBIDFFEY > /INEiiRIEMRRIE#

cNO BEZESRIC BT 2 BARY v/ B O s B 5 A 313 U IS 0 8 3 FE R0 i 5 L 7R 18 2
KAE$ %o Protzel Hid L ¥ 2 —DHIT 90 SE~ 2000 SERMIHD 7 D DOWFFEIT BT
%GNS DO EVERE L I RAIE S L ORI  EREERE T LD TVE, £
O T Grade 1 DIESF TOIEBIEERDN 0~ 475% TdHh - 72 DI L Grade 3 T
67 ~85% Th5H I Lh bIESRRNE L) ¥ EHiEERIITROHELSED 5 LB Twv
% (%£2)%, Graafland 513 342 Bl @ cNO FE B O JE 5 R, WEE A, IRER
# (lymphovascular invasion : LVI) ® &% §i-X7-2_1CT DSNB & FNAC #17W\WAS
SAE#ERS (occult metastasis) DN T2 A L7z & A, 22 BN CHEERAE (F »
ZH33) ELVIOAME (Fv XH22) PMVHRTFThoZzb Wi LTws . [
12 Zhu 513K E Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) @ 57— % X —
AN BH 1,263 %% FH L7072 T T1 (AJCC TNM 785 7 M) BHEICBWT
LVI Bt (T1b) BN (Tla) BE L XY VS Eilzf o fEtk A 2.23 f5 5570 -
72T VB Y,

INODMAEZET 2, FEREORHF ALY X7 5HEITV, BEY V8o
R 2 IR T A MG R S (R3)™ # Y, Chaux 513 R 320) 227 %
FERGLEY A7 OB v\ HisBE 2K 227 (low risk) 0~8%, HY
2 %7 (intermediate risk) 20 ~33%, #" A% (high risk) 64 ~83% & L72%,

VA7 D) PSR EARZ D L IO L -2 5N HA FI4 VIEK
) U OSEICH T AIEHERS AR LT Wh, FRICE A LR A7 BRICE L CldiE
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=3 cNOEMIUR I REERER P NEiREA Ok 11, 22 £ V) 5IHHEZE)

YRGGN—T DY EY ‘U2
EAU Criteria Tis/Ta/T1GH T1G2 G3orT=2
(UICC TNM % 7 k) (< 16%) (> 17%) (68 ~ 73%)
CUD Criteria Tis/Ta/TIGI  TIG2 $3T2G1-2  G3 % /- KIRERMS Y 2
(AJCC TNM £ 7 i) PORERBL L PORRERBL L T3 T2RE i
(< 10%) (10 ~ 50%) (> 50%)
Piorio s Criteria pTis/Ta/T1a pTib, pT2-4

(AJCC TNM 25 7 kR)
BEA ZBEs modified ILND/DSNB  modified ILND/DSNB/ILND
() AOEFIRY >/ HisnBHRE

IF—HEICRGEAIZE (surveillance) ZHEIEL TV 5 %2 30 %))

i) 2 2 BEIEREHEIEE, modified ILND, DSNB & #HAHN ™ P &) 2 7 B
\¥ modified ILND/DSNB %5 ILND ¥ CTH#IE$ 23 0bH 5 (F3) 1 %0 50,
EAU #'4 K54 ¥ 2018 4 Tldh ) 227 (T1G2) MLEDBRHFIZOVWTIZRER
PES MAEHNLEE LTHB Y modified ILND ¥ 72 (& DSNB 25# 3% X T v 5 %7,
Hughes 5131 2 7 OREEREHE 105 112k L, 10 112 ILND, 64 $112 DSNB, 31
BlFBEISE O E Lk 2h, AbETIRTEEIERIN, ZokEs ILND
DEPREDOY A7 2 HE2h) A2 ODBEITIEIDSNB 2 HRLTWE ¥, —%
NCCN # 4 FF 4 > 2021 4Hiid 1520 Diorio 504K 2 FALTHEBY Y, &) =2
¥ (pTis/Ta/Tla) idFEEREEHS, &Y A28 (pTlb, pT24) DA modified
ILND/DSNB/ILND 28# 38 S T w 2 ¥, wFhoH 4 FF 4 »Td modified
ILND/DSNB (2 & % 7 ol 80is Bl T © ) > 288 % 320 7235401213 ILND 783k
"IN b,

6. REBEU/NEZMIT EHNDRERFE (V-2-1, CQ4 L)

EEROYE, B YRR L D - 728 LT HIHEMIC L ) FRoOLE L
T&%, Correa b 13K[E® National cancer database & ) MO T1b-4, NO/Nx-1(AJCC
TNM 7385 7 ), BEENE 2224 40 BZ 2l L P HROMA %17 - 7245, ILND X
A (overall survival : OS) OBHEIZEHBAL TWA (NF— FH 1079, 95%
CL: 074~ 084, P<000D)™ E#HELTWS, Z D720 N+ Bl TIEAEBIYIC
ILND %2479 R & 7225, ILND 3 & HHEDFRAERDIEFEISH TR 1 > 2 TH Y
REOFHIEEE T RETH 5,

ERNEOWE, RTOES: - SEIC X ) BEY R EiAERT 5 2 LD B 720l
MTELY) UREHNTRTER L VI bIF TRV, SFEOHETIIMMTE %) ~
NIRRT HEFD D B 30 ~50% EHICE BEREEZLRTVE TP, 2072
D) YK DOERIEDIEBIZ L 200G E2ENTLLER D 5,

LIBTIXIAREZ 4T ) Bl 4 ~ 6 A OPIEEE SR s hTw 2y, AL
V) YOSEINCEBE DA T A, PG IIEIHEAEAT T A W RS D B IREAE
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M E e S 5 72O IR PN LETH b,  Z TIIHEIRZRIID
WCIEPIE (IV-2-@) 125, Saisorn HIEAITE oW B O H 5 FEE) V3
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16 %4 25 RAEED ) ¥ 8HEiIZ L FNAC 475 72O B ILND 247- 72 & 2 A V%)
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TR D720, FNAC %47 o 7222 fill BB o> 2 )8 %0 2 T #iLik & ILND B2 i3 —#6 12 b)
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II—TIEALNL Do 7D ) VSEIZEES L WA T 52 HWTEFNAC %2 L
T modified ILND Z TV HIMER 2 D 5 TR IR LTWaHiE b H 5 1 7,

7. RREVNEEEIPSRZ2BE) D /NHEZOFREMICOVT
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SRR D) VoI BIIEEDN S B Y EHI AR TEBANLN S, T o8
BNIAD MDA T E R W2 DHIRIC X 2R X AT ) R ¥ 3 EOmBIRI A 5
HMT 5 2 LD,

W {RIZ X B ZWTId Zhu 5573 4D ILND 247 - 2 BEDOFEN CT Z2HE L.,
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\ZPET/CT ZMifT L, B8V ¥ SHilsE b o KEE 91%, FFRE 100%, BrfErydh
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F72, B UEHOWRM D S VR OF M2 HEH S B TH B A
Lughezzani & 1% ILND, PLND %47 - 72 142 SEBI O M3 T pNO-1 fEBI Tl H Y >~
NEIERIE 5% RIGTH 2 DI L, EWBHEREY »23§id 2 (pN2 : TNM 4
FETHR) LLEoREfTIE, i) v o@iiER1E 23%, 3L EF 72 35 E
(extranodal extension : ENE) Bt ¥d, 58 v 8EifiEmI1X 56 % ICHFEL 2L
WAL, MATERY) YEEBETEE 2T & LTHREY ¥ /73 ENE, =Y
YOSHIEAY 3MELE, WY VORI 30 mm MBS LW TFTHEE LY,
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risk), %Y A2 (high risk) 2533 5,

ARV 2 7 FERIB X OIRERE  (lymphovascular invasion : LVI) o) 2
7 BN IZREMBIZE (surveillance) HMHERE SN, &) A 7 FERIB X OV LVI B
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FKAERTEESH V) DBEDHE IEILND ~

1 FEMEFIREE Y L /NENCH T BB E 7T Y XL (eNO)
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K269 O I I I 1E, 2016 4EI2 384T S L7z UICC TNM 43848 8 JiR, 2017 4E12
AT & N7z AJCC TNM HEE SMAIAS I EhTwa M2, Zo220050H ik
T1 OMBFTETOENIH DA, (ZITIHBEL T2, T HFIE, IREHRAE, B
M IEANORBE O, FPAIRZGE~OREOFE» S5 I N TV 5, MoREHE L
B2 51513, clinical T1 IZBWTHIGHEOFM 247 9 B, GHEREIIINZ T, IRERHE
(lymphovascular invasion : LVI) O (AJCC 7 CTIlImi#RE IR b &) &,
JERDLEEZ BT 52 L ThbH, NoFIL, B &mEE0EsEo 2 o
CXEHENRTBY, BEBHNSEIIBWTIE, REY v oS@imB ) / mu, wf
BHEOFE, TR VABHBEBOAETHEL TS, —F, WHEFHY N 58
TiE, R/ W, ) oo TR, HisbEE (extranodal extension | ENE)
DEE, B CANEEBOFETHE LTS (F1, 2).

RO 2010 4ERE o, JEFEH (T) 8IS B W, 1) FEEMER R
¥R E Ta L3R, 2) WEEAME (RIS, Wk, BEH) JLIZTIOREEY
EF, 3) MRFEPMZEOGESY TLMSFORTIZ@EM, 4) REHEHMEK (corpus
spongiosum) =% T2 &, 5) FEXE#EMIK (corpora cavernosum) =i % T3
LEFRLIZZETHDH Y, S5, WBEEHY N SEICBWT, 1) ENEDZWw
Rl 2 LT OfRBEAER ) V8RR &2 pNL, 2) Kl 3MELL L, F 721X oo B
) VORHiERE % pN2 ICEFKREEBE L TWwhb, Stagel IZTA & IB 235N,
A TIb or T2 N0 MO, IB i3 T3 NO MO IZEFH STV 5, TNM il 54k
RO THREIMLICERTH 2 L HIEIC, HRBOY X7 5HORTFDO 125 LT,
RIS TON TS GElIZ ) A 7 5B OET4- @% B .

AJCC TNM 7385 8 iy A 7 A % W 72 PO W T, W DD 7 )Vv—7
THEED TN TWAB, HEE 7T VD 2 DDHii% T 2000 4E5 5 2015 £ DR IZFE
EREOWEHA T DN 411 Bl RRIZ, AJCC TNM Z3H55 8 Wit o> 5 4945 Fe i A=
HREZFMLZE A, THENTIETIUT 875%, T2 630%, T3 562%, T4
13.0%, BRI N 20850 Tld NO 94.3%, N1 680%, N2 95%, N3 0%, M %
FRTIE, MO 69.9%, M1 0% THh o7z F72, mBEBOLRVEERIIHL, JEK
FEHIEH and/or BAERY V3 HiFiE and/or B ¥ 8HiFRE R ATV, S DY ¥
IREASERAN T & 72 556 Bl & 0F 12, AJCC TNM 73345 8 Wum BLAARY RIS Y > 2 $Hiidiz
B O 5 EREIF RN EFAFEEZ R L2225, pN1, pN2, pN3 TZNZN 858%,
390%, 197%ToH 7" ZOMIEDH T, lymphvascular embolization »3F & 7%
FHTFURTFTHo72Z Lh b, TIZFTIEARL, T2, T3 THMEHEHDBIMAF
ZENTw2Y T2, Libid, V) v oSHBERBEERE IO L2 ME O N 5




4 RERZW - U

#£1 READEE (AJCC TNM staging system 8th edition 2017) (3Zi#k 2 & ) 51 FHARZE)

T BERES
TX : REEEOFHE A R el 6e
TO : REBE DLV
Ta : FEREMERBERT LEE
Tis : EEAWE (Penile intraepithelial neoplasia [PelN])
T1 : BES LETHESHEBICEETZES
BE B LETHEEEEE ZERRIRICRET 3 ES
feEer RE CBMABOREHEBICEET 2ES
Tla: lREZRE/ HREEAEREI &<, »DJL—K1~2
Tib : lRERE / HREEREIr 63, $#25V0WEJ7L—RF3LE
T2 : REBRAEICEETIES (RESHEOEEIEDEV)
T3 BEBRAEICEETIES (RESEOEEIEDEV)
T4 : % DB ORE
cN fEi Y > /NEn (BRPREZHN)
cNX @ FRI& Y >/ & D FF 2 AN FT R
cNO : %I L & vy
cN1 @ FEIRIEED & 5 1) >/ SEfR A
cN2 @ ZRE - (SEEIICRIEMED &5 3 1) >/ SEfRF
cN3 : EFIEMMEDRR Y >/ EIfbEl, F 23 E8Y > EEE (R4 or M)
PN $EI%Y > /NET (FRIBFAIESHT)
PNX : FEik 1) >/ EERiE B L
pNO : U >/ Ei#xi % L
pN1 : Il 2 LI D 1 >/ \EfiERTE
PN2 : Bl 3ELILED U >/ EnEskE, 7 il ) >/ EnERRE
PN3 : B8 L NEi#ERE H V), T/ 35EE L /SEIOEINERSH V)
M =bRERTE
MO : =& 4 L
M1 ERRERE S V)
G Histopathological Grading
GX : fHMEArEIEE , G1 : Well differentiated, G2 : moderately differentiated, G3 : Poorly differentiated/high grade

=
az
25

# 2 AJCC Anatomical Stage/Prognostic Groups

T N M
Stage Ois Tis NO MO
Stage Oa Ta NO MO
Stage I Tla NO MO
T1b
Stage I A To NO MO
Stage 11 B T3 NO MO
Stage I A T1-3 N1 MO
Stage II B T1-3 N2 MO
T4 Any N MO
Stage V Any T N3 MO
Any T Any N M1
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1. EU&IC

EEROWRI T 7 b WS T DhA %) A7 W HHE SN TS KRS, B
BV U EERERI L EE 2 AR A IED ) A 7 938 5 DT, AUELRFLE) v o8EHiET
M 2R 2 & V) BN S, WP »SfiEREEE2 FNT %) 27 RTF0%
CHEEN TS, TOfh, FATEFRESR, FAFRAOAASR, el Ut /35
HEREOMBEIELRZEDT 7 M AT 2 A7 WTHPHEI ST 5,

2. UNNEEGEBBEICETS Y XA VEF

R Y SHidIEMAITH B5E, O 25% BN ERE  (micrometastasis) A%
HHLENTWS Y, Kamel 5IZBEEREDBWIOVTO review 217\, Z 4
PO MEEE Nz €7 T 2T E 720K, BRZIIC X 288N Y & iR ok
WAL H 2 LIBRT 0D Yo BHE, £ OFA FIA4 Y TRASNTRSY A
8, ST AREEZH TR, FEBREORBAHRTFZHW5HTH
%o BEFROMBMANY N EREEEE FHTA2RFICHET LAY 7Y Y RICE
W, T stage, NRERZM (lymphovascular invasion : LVI), FEZEipiARMRE, Kl
B, kR, BEREE, N stage, MEBFFIUEE, PR, BEEEOH BT
Thorz (F1NY,

INHDOHRTDHH, Solsona Sk, T stage EEERAEZHNT3I DD A
FNV—"7, OKY A7 (low risk) : T1 2*2 Gl, @"¥Y) X~ (intermediate risk) :
T1 222 G2-G3 £7213 T2-3 22 Gl, @Y A~ (high risk) @ T2-3 ¥ 721 G2-3 1245
L, TNEho) v SHilEgHERIZ 0%, 364%, 80% Th -7z L T2 7,
NCCN #'4 FF 4 » 2021 #EfCix, OLVIHH, @TI1 G3 ® > T2 any grade, @




4 fREARSHT - U RV

=1 BV C/HEBOFIARFICET REHNER XM 4 £V EIAEE)

7z 5 BEE weat v X g

FART ﬁ;;ﬁ%;; (pre/rﬁr?pre) ﬁ[ggf’/ojc;l(]tt ¥ (°I/o) E::g;ls
[EEE 4 NR 2.00 [1.29 ~ 3.10] 0.002 0 Fixed
FEEHEDIEE/NZ — > 3 149/149 1.97 [1.13 ~ 3.43] 0.02 0 Fixed N
RIEMERE ) X 7 ° 6 63/178 14.63[6.40 ~ 33.42] < 0.001 0 Fixed W
RIEMERE ) X 7 ° 6 799/178 3.37 [1.97 ~574] < 0.001 0 Fixed
= T#H# (AJCC) 8 757/431 3.66 [2.47 ~542] <0.001 50 Fixed
= TH#H (UICC) 13 800/371 2.43 [1.80~3.26] < 0.001 0 Fixed
SEREE 25 1652/1028 3.37 [2.38 ~4.78] < 0.001 59  Random
BrE=RE (LVI) 18 490/1638  3.37 [2.72 ~4.16] < 0.001 0 Fixed
FEE 6 408/144 2.58 [1.42 ~ 4.64] 0.002 38 Fixed
BB iR 6 385/630 222 [1.63~3.04] < 0.001 0 Fixed
REER A RE 5 430/370 1.73 [1.22~246] < 0.001 0 Fixed
R8RS 7 204/763 1.81 [1.07 ~ 3.05] 0.03 59  Random
HiRRE 7 196/670 2.84 [1.99 ~4.04] < 0.001 7 Fixed

a:mURTvs.ARVRY, b:FUZX T vs. RU XY
Cl: confidence intervals ({S¥8XFE), I°: EREDORE—I, pre: predictors (FEIEF), NR:not reported (¥R
HxL)

>50% G3DWITNLDOFUENHTIET 595G, EAU T A FF 4 ¥ 2018 4TI,
OfKkY 22 :Ta, Tis, Tla»>Gl, @¥V) A7 :TIG2, @& A7 1 TIG3,
721% Grade 2 & b F T2 L EOXGTHY A7 UL EOSA, T ¥ SEiEE 5
WENTWVE Y7 HY 227 TIG2 i OWICE LD NIEDH B A5, LVI (+),
T1b DL EIZBT 2 PR ) Y 8@ighiG o3 T @ L <%, —7%, Ta, T1, CIS
7D Gl, LVI (=) O¥ER, faBEIHREINTw L, A TOHFHITOWTIE,
dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB) 2 —#H Tl WARILOBUIKZ B 2 72,
Y Y NEIIS T AT LT X8 (p44 K1) 2RV E 720,

3. BRiBRICHET2UXVET
GERAE TN B 5 RFTAR ) 27 BToWCiE, B~ — Y ¥ 471 mm ok
T B Z &, SR, KB (+), LVI (+) R ERE T Ch o725

4. BAWEAESHHEICEET 2 ) XV HAF

P aR= 7, B CEEEME 30 HUNOGHED ) A7 HFTh -
720 Feim L v RENEERICET ) 27 RTFokEcid, BHE &
body mass index (BMI), V) > /SEigiE#RE, ) v B HETEREIGE RN T TH -
7=,

5. EHREMETEE (cancer specific survival : CSS) ICET 3 XVEHEF
Wen 51, AWEHUER 2T 72 1B BIOBEEFOT— 7 25, JRHEZEWY) 3
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HEBOA M CSSICHT 2 HEZNTTH S EWME LTS P, Yang 51, 2004
~ 2015 4E ¥ T? surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results (SEER) 7— % ~X—
A&RMH LT, & stage x5 CRERERMO CSSICHET L) A7 W TF2HEL,
TI7VAZRT A AN ONHF—=FI 151, 95% CI: 110 ~ 207, p=001), AJCC
stage II (O —FIb 1194, 95% CI: 1.36 ~ 277, p < 0.001), AJCC stage III (»»
P—FI:198, 95% CI:1.34 ~ 291, p<0001), MEEFE>S5cm OV — FEE:223,
95% CI: 133 ~372, p<005), NI (n¥%—FJ:249, 95%CI: 171 ~ 361, p
< 0.001), N2 (%= KRl :325 95%CI: 218 ~484, p<0001), N3 (/H—
K505, 95% CI:269 ~ 950, p<0.001), M1 (OM¥F— FEb:221, 95% CI:1.28
~384, p<005) DHETH->/LWHEL TS, Sun ik, THWHT & NKT
ZHWZ 2D CSS #TFillT 5/ 7502 L, SHECTHITETHS L
ML Twa W, 2512, LibiE, BMI, CRP, T stage, N stage &7z, 34F
CSSzFMT2Y A7 HEZEZRL, AJCC TNMAGHHETHELD, BHVWkETT#
FUTELZLMEL TS Y, SOXHIZ, BEMO CSSTFMISHMEZY 27 508
RIETTADHENEINTETWDEY, BFEHNP DLW PHTOHRTH Y,
FEBIE % B0 L 72 Hi 1] & OIMRGEDSLEETH b,

6. 247 (overall survival : OS) (ICEET 3 U XVEF

Li 51, 2010 ~ 2014 4FF CTH SEER 7— ¥ RXR—Z & LT, BEXEED OSIZH
HETAHTAHERL, SERMITICBWT, LVI (0¥ — FIk 1403, p=0.039),
T2 (V= FE:1.405, p=0.040), T3 (/4— FH:1.528, p=0.028), N1 (p < 0.001),
Ml (V= FEE 21796, p=0.035), G3LLE ONF— KNIk : 1484, p=0.049), #HIE
) UOREIERE (V= R 0457, p < 0.001), FEMRAERIYIER (ONF— KK - 1.768,
p=0028) BHEELKNTFThHhozbWE LTS Y, Wang 513, AJCC TNM 433
F MDD I E THRE Y 5 FEEELROFUAGENYE L (Cindex 0.769 vs 0.751,
p=0029), X512, U HIBEHEMICBWT, e ¥ a—<7 )V A (human
papilloma virus : HPV) OF#LZ SFIIMZ A2 E TFETUMORENSEHE L L
WELTWD 7,

7. BHYIC

DEDXHITHARY A7 RFBHMESNTEY, FRC) Y ERBREEERD ) 2
758, PR O EERITOBEINRECAEHTH S, TNM 5%k, CSS/
OS OFHTFUICHEHTH HA%, H8MBER DT — % & v 7zHEdn»% <, %8 M
TOWMAER S HIZRE L b b, 2O, £ DY A7 HT2#HEZ N TS 25,
SR IILBM R RETH D 2 L b, £ DI EBIT ORI BINIRE T
R TH Y, KBUEHIN & KRB COMGED S HBLEL b b,
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1. EU&IC

GEFIMAEETH Y, ERROYTHHIN T2 HHGIES~ — /7 —3F-1E
L7 BROEELRBIETA B4 Y I2BVWTY, A0 RMIRENRTWS, L
ML, EERWEH, TNM 58, S4LE 2 EoOBKRBHEANFHR DA,
squamous cell carcinoma antigen (SCC Ag) R EDNA F<—H— 12N %24 T,
SEMIC B BIER Y — 7 — L LTOBEHKE B LRSS Y. 2hbo
% E, PRBIEFZICEFBMICHIT SN TBEY, 7Y ALV L TRy
e Clidd 5725, ZoORrLKINAERHEBEbhsERE~—7—%2&0) L, BAES
TI/BON TV MA AN T %,

2. SCC Ag (SCC #ilR)

SCCAglzt) vy7Tusr7—¥Af ey —Thod¥sy X7 O—FTHY, i,
TSR, S, AENESORA IR O R IS BT WSk s X
ORI, A~ — = LTHOLNTWS, BEEICBWTYH SCC Ag
DEFRIIILBENE  OWFFETHIES N TW5A25, 3% SCC AgD LA ZED S
GENBTIEED 5% U TICHET, EVZLCEEY— 7 — L LTEAZINSI
FEE->Twiwn Y,

Zhu 51X, 63 Bl m T L2 I Lzmim 2 ise21rv, DT ok %
Wi L7zo SCC Ag @ E513 238% 1238, V) v 3 i bt & A BIHE L 7228,
BEEY Y SO ANFERO TN IZERN TH > 720 $72, Miaio SCC Ag LR
Wi, ) Y OSHIER B TEBIC B B MR oM L PR T Th o 227
Laniado 513, BEERFLEMEEZR SNz 11 #2512 SCC Ag #llEL, €D
FRHIC X D EE57%, FERE 100% TY YR E T 5 I EAMETH D, K
FERATH T B EFEE D SCC Ag EAE, BifRZW L 0 RENC) Y3 ol Bl %
S L7 &8s L7272 Y, Hungerhuber &1, 54 BlOREER T FEE %2 51412 SCC
AgDERE<—H— L LTOEZLMNI L, SCC Ag LANNVIIHEBAETE L EHITE
AT LML A L72DS, AR LAENEER Z & 72 L7GERICRE ShTni—J
T, BERR L IR R R L S L2 Y

3. C-reactive protein (CRP)

CRP 3)&%e, ME, BELREOMA GIEFEBN T A= VIS L THEEENSE Y
Y7 THBY, BUHEEEEIIBNTH, ZOMBELXXVO LAPHSLNTVS,
WIRERHHIIC BV TIE, B ICEMRERE S DR B LT, THA L L CRP L OB




5 BEEVY—H—

A S SN TBY, FHZEE~Y— -0 1 2L LTR#EINTW S,

Al Ghazal 51X FM#EE % KT L7z 51 PlORBEZEFIER 2 5 & L27EIlB T,
WiET CRPAHIZY Y N HilB O E AR LMEEZRL, Uy \EiREr FillT 57
H® CRP Fili# v b+ 7Milild 2mg/dL Tdh 5 L i L7 %, Steffens & 1% 79 Bl ke
ZNE B E O CRP il & 4 OFFIRHRIAINR T & OBRE RN L72. €05
X % LAET CRP fiE1E, 7MbEEE OMBIZERD e o 7245, pT stage B L OV V23
RROFEEIIEBECMBEEZRL, MNcER L2 RO R WEMICBW I LT
BFURTTH 7% £72, Li Hid 124 BIOBRERF RIS % MR L7255
n X FFRICB VT, i SCC AgBX U CRPO A v M4 71z, #NFN l4ng/
mL BX O 045mg/dL ERETHE, WIhovw—h—3 %G wihhrov—h—
BB X wTho~v—h — S BEMEFICBIT 2 3ERFRNELEIL, Theth
60.2%, 906% B LT 100% TH - 7= Lt Lze 72, #iiai SCC Ag B XU CRP 1H
(B IRIE B A & T L 22 R R L7 s

4. Neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR)

NLR (2 EFVERIESCDOEFE R R IFED 1O TH Y, fiEICHETRETH L Z &0 5,
L OEEFEE BTN, A2 —h— L LTOFHEIRFT ENTw5b, Kasuga
5id, 41 BIOREZEFIEFNIC BT B 40701 NLR 1% #6T L 72458, EAF (>282) @
FEFE AR ZIE EABNICHL LA RICARR TH o 7225, Ml NLR 8 1388 48 2209 A A7
DM L7z PR T TR EDP > 72 8B L T2 Y, T2 Azizi 513 68 BlO K%
SRR RERERI A2 X R & L7tk A M E e 21TV, T NLR i A6 (>3) ok
WL, FFELABNCH LARICARTH ), HHE NLR HIZ &40 & e L
A ZR L E O REHRE LY,

5. ZOMHDINA F~—H—

EEFRONES;~ — 5 — & LTI, SCC Ag, CRP, NLR % &t~ —A — 2z,
JEBALRR ST AU O T2 MG E LIRS HE SN TWwd, fEF = v 7 R4
v MEYEST-, Ki-67, insulin-like growth factor-1 receptor, epidermal growth factor
receptor, pb53, pl6, microRNA 7 &L CH 7255 F DN F<w—hh—L L TOE
FAOBGEEN TV BDY, ZOH S BIREWIFEREZ DT ISR T 2.

Ottenhof &%, 200 Bl FEZEREHARIC BT 5 programmed death ligand 1 (PD-L1)
PR % SRR L e IS TR L, 49% ICFEB A FRD 2R, TD 5 H 628 B
FU372%%0%, TNENLBBLOTTAMKEE AN - ThHhrZ Wi Lz, £
7z, PD-L1 HBUIBIF R AAFOMS, L2 F U T Tld e 2o 7225, BHFEB 88 —
VBIUVCUFEAMRBE Y — i, Fhen) v HERBEES X ORI AR
BLEANT L7z 2R L7z Y Udager & b 37 Bl BREAEMMEIC BT 2 PD-L1 %3
% SRIEMIRRALZRICERE L, 62% 12 PD-L1 38 280, U v/ SHilzB B X O 4R
WAL OFERMEZMRELTWE Y, T2, ZhLOKENSMIEOEH I,
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AT T A 0EF = v 78V MHEAOFHEDIRBINS L DELE L
1o Tz,

pl6 iZH A 27 ) AMEAEF S —E ok BHE 35 2 & T, Mo AT % R
T b L7235 T, pl6 OEEIIRALVFEDOFIED 5 VITHETICH G T 52 LAVRES
NTwb, Tz, RIS REICE % pl6 RHDOREIIL, BEROKIEDE
BIYVAZHRFDO1IDTHbe h3¥a—< 4 )V A (human papillomavirus : HPV)
DNA #IICH g 5B~ —H — L RSN TWwb, Sand HIEBEZEFIEICBIT S
HPV B XU pl6 il & P & OBREZ TS 272012, 20 OWfZE2 04 & L7z A
TRTAYIZLEa—/ XA TF) Y A%NITL7z. TOHE, HPV B XU pl6 %,
FNEN2TBITA7T% I L, HPV BX O ple Wiitd, MHBNIIEM A B
WU R EERRNELZRT I EPHONE o572, LA L, HPV BX U pl6
LL AL OEEEMBE RO B o7,

6. NMFAT—H—2ECHBOEFICESSFETA

ENENEBEG O P22 HB— DR F 2 HW TP 2 ICIERA VD 57:0, BHOHR
TEHHALC/ET7 I L% 8% BEL, LVIEMITPREZTHTLIRAADSIZEINTY
5o BRERIEFZHRELTH, FHROHEIHALINS, Sun bR EEHE
FEB 2 R G, E R BRI P 512 pb3 FEHL L NV OFHl S IR T, REAFRR
i FT 272007 750 %2BBL2Y, L 61E, 17200BERY L
Rz siE Bl &2 P42, pT stage, pN stage, body mass index (BMI) 3 X OF CRP fili
PoORLFHTFMEFTVEMEL, ToFMEEZHE LTV Y,

7. BHYIC

SN B EEMEO R WL S N ES~ — 7 — 3RS T, ERROYICE
WTIEEHE SCC AgHDHWIECRP 2 E2JEf| T EIZHH L TV 2 DPBIRTH %,
B2 2R LI R BT D 5 720 LB 2 b G & L 72Hi 10 S WF7E & s 2 013K
HThspEEbNLY, WK Z X LG ENES~ — 7 —ORBIERE <,
ZOWREIEINDEIHTH S,

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
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in the early identification of nodal metastases in men with squamous cell carcinoma of the
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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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6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)
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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-
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V. &

(1 Bmas )

|© BEEORMAE (Filf)

1. [FUBHIC

SN ORI\ 2 H L, R E R D 2 &k, WRERBR Y R
(&%) 2L ETREREREUREZIT) 2L Th b, I, EEL#ED
L2cemlFED~Y—T U EMERL, BEERSUK D L I3l (+RESEESE
BAT) AAThN T WA, BAROBERBIEGEHFE I 2 T, A GEREN), TR,
LB, BIEOBOMEF 2 EL RO SN S X 91274 ) BERATRO F IR, T
Wb, BT O R S RO & kT 5 & muvwi-o (6 ERPTH
FeR L BREBAETH 27% vs BRI 38%) U, MEFBINICH2o TE, MELR
MBI 2B P TEDL I EDVEETH 5205, BERAFNZORITHRITEERA I
FLALEERGZRVEOWMEIIL L P, RYORIBYERER I L CRERS
FHEAHEICECZLRIELWS 7u—F w2 5 Y,

FR S B 2 O B AP E B OB IRICE T 5 T » ¥ LGSR (randomized
controlled trial : RCT) F 72 3BIRILBWIZE R 3 BAEDO L 2 AR L, F/2, BER
eGP & 2RIl G Yl / W) 2 i3 % RCT dHKIC RV, 2 D720
ED L RBEEREATFMZ BINTRED, TETF Y 2ADH 5 BINFEIR L VOPFEIK
THbo

Bl D X ) ICBEZERAFGHENIRR A 2 HEDN D 505, RIFTOHRPEFEBICOWTO
WEE %L, AHTH S, T2, BEHERE D BERRAGEHRED 1 D TH LA, A
BEORE SRV 2 & 720w, BEGEENSFLOTVWLINDBA -7 7 =412k
B L, RIBTIEER 29 SFEED 1 FERNICRRZEYIBETFAr 2% 243 1, BEZEX Y)W 2% 91 £
BTSN EMEESNTVSE Y T2 THRERFETHOF— 7 IRENTEST,
EEBETEMIATTIEEL LTV ZVOPBIRTHILEEZZONS,

2. Y7 —2 21220 T

SEIAFN 2 BT AL, BRI ZEG L5 2 cm O~ — T VId b IidR
R RnEENDLD, =T Y &HEf L72RCT % EI3AAEE Y, Fi# e s U
=T VIREE T o TdW v, BEERAF TN 2 20 2BEEEZ O T, kR
W2 ETHNIE =Y Y25 mm U T CTHo THAEGTRICIGVELZVED
Wit 7, BREYIMN (B L XAt ORI X BT, HUREIEN
V2N AR B 70 iR 55 %2 8 2. & BHOMGEREAYIESS R E MBI L CTB Y, S o B SE fick




1 BAEE

#E1E Grade 1 ~ 2 Tl 5 mm, Grade 3 TIZ 10 mm ThorzeHELTwa Y, =
NS DOHMEE I EAU H4 K94 >~ 2018 4ERITIE, —#kmdEsE LT3 ~5 mm
WBEERY =T AR TIENTE, MRANEEECEIMLT 256, Grade 1
i3 3 mm, Grade 2135 mm, Grade 313 8 mm ZiE3E§ 2 LI T2 7,

3. firPAuEFRERIEZHICOVWT

S RIRAT AN IS BT 2 8RS UI R (frozen section:FS) 12 X % YIBsWrimbEME ORI,
RO ) A7 # BT 5. FSITB L TdIV—F YIZFS 247 - 72565 O 5EF
24~10%THD, V—F VIATDLLVEETIEI 2% ThHho7oMEINTSE
p 20 W RIS TR OBLE D 5 13T BT FS TOYRKIRETE £ T %
CENHERSIND, —HT, FSOEfEIT- T, HAMNLIVEH WG O IRE S,
R 2 B 2R SR X 2B RALN RV EOWELH B P,

4. EREANDOBFEES SUFMHXICOVT
(1) 2 RELAE

BUE, B3 100§ 2 TR OB RAF R I AT IS B W T RBRIER S LT e vy,
BV ITA T B BRR G BRAl 0 i B B ASBE 2 EE N ER (PeIN) Th oz w
I Mz r — AFHESINE D, BEFITHT 2 RBIIGE S LT 2B 8580
Wil B & TR YW T 4 MITTERE L TBRW 2725720,

OJF k9% : Topical chemotherapy

3 RN (Tis) OFRELBEL LTRIREN S, I OME TId—KiEEL L
T5- 704 T Y IVERED, ZREBEELTAIFERNZ) -2 I T
28, 72, ARETIX, 5 7N T T Y IVIKERIE AR — I e R T
WE L TIHRBRATENTVEY, £ IFEFZY =213, REEMEERE LTI,
TBRARIRTDH %o
@V —¥—ih## : Laser therapy

Tis/Ta/T1 MEHOHFGRRFL L EZ DN Twb, IR AL—F =13 CO2 T
VT, Nd:YAG, KTP L—H#—Z%EMHno5hTw5s ", CO2 & Nd: YAG L—
F—2E L HWSRTED, Nd: YAG L—H—13CO2 L—HF— L KL THVE
W RO, L—%—HREBEERSUNM CORPIEERZ K LSS, T1E
ERHEBNC B VT 348% vs 0%, T2 (UICC TNM & 2 /) T 39.3% vs 11%
EL—H =GR DRIT ISR o 7205, FRLTHHEHPHET 0% Eo
B OFEIELN I EHESRTWD Y,

(3)F — APAMBE T : Mohs micrographic surgery (MMS)

1 cm A O/NERESE T, K T stage (Tis/Ta/T1), X grade (Grade 1 ~ 2) JffF
MWRWHEIS & SND, HALHE % F 5 & 3 % Mohs B % &4 L CHElE L 72 EE %
WYL OREHE TV, v — Y VEMEDSER S B TS o e WkkE BIE Tl
RTHs Y, WREBREIZE o TIBIRAD R WTH TH 555, MMS Tia# L2k
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% (Ta/Tis/T1-3 1 AJCC TNM 73855 4 ) DJRFTHFHEEIZ 32% Td o 72 & i
EhTws?,
OBHRYIBRA © Circumcision

WAL DBRIALET S T stage, 1 grade JEH DIRZETIE, EBRIRVIRA TIHE
RHIGR L WREMD D 5o 5L OWFZE TIRBIRYIBRMT A O BT HRERIE 154% & il
EhTws”,

G KR YIER © Wide local excision (WLE)

IHE WR, F 73 IR, BRI SRR IS L COLH PO RETY)
BrEATIMATH S AU LRI —KEGTH LS Z LATTE 2%, KIFEEDIA
WA AR b L RERBNORE S 7 b (R EBR ¢ split
thickness skin graft (STSG)) ZHWTH# %179, WLE & T2 (UICC TNM %44
BT FTORIESS X ORESRIHOM T stage, 1K grade S (T1G2 £ T)
WL CHln & S, BIHOPGLEE 56 B IEE R IREE < RIRER, penile
intraepithelial neoplasia (PeIN) O&PHERZ & TldMIF 2 _Ex L &h3 7,

O UAHHE - HHEAW : Glans resurfacing (GR)

YA & Y AL DL HE 7% Ta/Tis/Tla fEEEIZB VT, GRITEN L %%, L4
MEMAFUK ZOBERE LTHRE S HETY, e LTl aEH0MEE%
GUEEBIOCLEETHEZORL, REKZHED 2DIZSTSCZ1T) bDOTH
%19, BTEZE DSERIE D 50% A T Ta % TS Td AT HR55 1 7 58 28 1hj 17
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(2 sy v/ man

|0 IESEOEEY VGRS (FiD)

1. (FUC®IC

GO FRIL) YN BORVICKE A I NG, ) U REiEB O ) E
L TVRNFTHAH T, 5B Y SHNDOWBBEYRD H556TH, MU 2EHRIC K -
Tay hra—VTENIRMFPHEZENRLD 5 RETIRBEZREOY V2 GRS
F 5 FAREICOWTHRR S, 43, TNM 5¥iE, AJCC TNM 2445 8 WiV A3
FCTH B, ARCHFIZEEI L 72 TNM 581E5 TH L 723G S L7z TNM 430312
#EF 5,

2. NREABITEE ) > /NEDABES &
(1) EREREVICERRY D NHERD A& (cNO) FEFIICK 2 /A

filAn F 72 X IR CREREC & A BURY) v XEilER D vy, oNOJERIT D vz / A
Witk (micrometastasis/occult metastasis) #%20 ~ 25% FEEEAFAET A 2 & H34I
SNTW5 2 Y, WA OIS TR »23H#iZhiE (inguinal lymph node dissection :
ILND) %4772 8ED 5 EAEGFERNET ~ 8% Tho72DIxF L, MHUNEHE TR
BEROBATV, B ¥ SE@lIRERBIEE, V) v iR B L 725 C ILND % fii
TTL7-BBEOSFEALFRIT8 ~3B% WA SN TH Y, HHW ILND MifT OB AL A
FERTWS >,

LA L cNOJEBI D ) BINEBIFFAET HERILH K T2 ~25%FRETH D,
cNO FEBI 2B ILND %2479 &89 80% DHEGN BRI G EITo 2L L), &P
FEFSERRLBIBOMD HE A THREI & %5570 X o THRIMES OB N 217\,
HE S B R I s SR B, IR4ERE  (lymphovascular invasion @ LVI) O % Z &
L CEBICHT 2 ) X7 58 E T, M NDBEY VS8l O ) A 7 25V iE
BIZERZEL T v F AV Yo AR (sentinel lymph node biopsy : SNB) =%
limited ILND (&) &\ o 7Z2REORNBRAEEZATV, AP Rdi B I Thits 2 52
OIHEGN Y 2 #PA O ILND % {75 %, &) RIHIERYTHL 47, VA2
ROV T ORI ¥ 3HiigBZ I oM (I-2-©) L5, BEY v 735
T 7 7T —-FL LT, EFAFITA X TIHEY X7 B8R B5
(surveillance), %) A 27 #1% modified ILND, dynamic sentinel node biopsy (DSNB),
ILND 222 ST 2. WY A7 HEIEREMEBIZE, modified ILND, DSNB & &7
GMILT WA, L4 Tl modified ILND % DSNB # Ejtid % 2 & 3L & o T
b\é 5 8~ 11)0
(2) FIEMEEF T HREY /NHEXES] (cN1-2) (T BEESE

BEROYE, B VB LA L TV THIEMICL ) FROYGEI T
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X%, O'Brien 513V Y ${iERBICHT A Y AT T4 v 7 L 2—DHTRE) &
ISHTHERE DM EAY 1 ~ 2 D56 80% D FH X HEME L, S MR AEFRITT5% TH -
EHELTWS P, L L, B Y SHIEIEG DS B 30 ~ 50% i3 K SsE i
BUNOERICE BERTH L EE2 5N Y, ILND ZEIHERERDOE T T
HHEZEREBETDHE, B YHEIEREAT HIELIIT L THOAELRY) Y HF
H2OP IS 502 EALLLERH D, %HA FF4 2T ILND ORI film]
HE R AR Y i Ll s e (fine needle aspiration cytology : FNAC)
DENiHHEIE L TWbe, FNACIZTY v SHilEB o4, M52 ILND 2479 o
—7, FNAC TEMOAIE FNAC Z# 0 &3 2, BERLZY Y EOEREIT Y,
REZW OEZIZED, BEEOSEIZILND, BHEOSEAIXEEEVWRERBIZEE LT
w2 W F 72 Protzel % Diorio 5 (& FNAC % F 28R & L 7255 FNAC &4
M) OSEIOEERE O MR ERST A BT, ARATTREZ ) ¥ 8EiAEAE S A o BUEE
) V3R L modified ILND Z ATV, iy H i s BEES W TR 23580 H i 7z
ZHIZILND ISR 2 AT 2 2R LTw5s ¢ ¥, UIF, i, miflzhzh
DOPEIZONTIHRARG

D eN1-2 Frfl B Y > 2 il KBl o 1699 77 &t

BEY U EHoS b, FMOARERIFEDSSH 55 TH, BENPLDY) VSN L F—
VIFWHEENRAT A Z 06, BRL TRV AT S 0B RN EHE R D3
Pl 72 %o Grabstald 2 HNZAAICTE %) Y SO 2RO 12046, £ 30% 13x)
MDY ¥ /8HIIC S EBASFIET B L IBRT WA ", Protzel 5137 > 735 % fil
L 22 W2 12 modified ILND & L < 1Z DSNB % ¢, Hegarty 5 |3 superficial ILND
AT Y AR B T ) NGRS & O 223 A TIZ ILND IS 2 S
HREELTWA,

@ N2 Wil B ¥ N EERIE BN 3 5 TR #F

Wi HIE K D54, Diorio 51 ILND Z4TVy, 58V ¥ 3HiA* 2 DL Edh X E i)
¥ X 235 (pelvic lymph node dissection : PLND) % ) NCCN # 4 F 5 4 ~
2021 fERCIZ MR K ) 32 B 72354, FNAC TSR, %7213 FNAC T
R REVEC L WA Tl & b ICB OB I MR LA 21T, ESH T
ILND, PLND % 7z (3 e & L < i3 b fistiifes:z 'Y, EAU #'4 F 54 >~ 2018
SERTIE ILND o bz i L Twvw b 0,

(3) FIEMED BV (cN3) RIEU D /NEIEXES ICXH T 2EEL &

WEIEDR &) T 813 Y EHI OB %8 2 TR 5 HivkEE (extranodal
extension : ENE) Z2&HK L THH UICC/AJCC TNM 7334 S iU Tl cN3 & EFH: X
N5,

WEIED 2 VR 3 @ifiEE, BEY Y EiER 2 ML LoWa b FERRICE
V) Y OSHEIERS DAETE L BRCAH  EEo > 6 12 B9 X 502 N3 Y U REIRER O Tk
WEIEEICHE {, Marconnet & (UICC TNM 47355 6 Bl LT\ 5%, WEiEo 2
W VOSHEIE RIS N3 &) 13 pN1L (1 oERE ) v o3 HEimf) & pN3 (ER
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BEITERY) OONERE) EF O 5 AEIEFIEAEERL L2 L 25 pNLIEFIT
897% ThH-7-DIZxF L, pNIFEBIZ 0% TH o2 WMEL TS Y, Zofiicd
N3HEBIOFHARRTH 5 L OHHIRE < ¢ 2 Y FNAC TSR, U v/
IERN AL FRE R TR E ERBRRTVBIRESEEH Y 47 KL NI
YHINEEFELTHS T,

(4) BERY D INEICHT BARES

Fa2ed512 B A PLND O#iPHIX, —# MG B R 2055 2 S 44 545 1) > 738,
PS> o5H, WIS YR EiTH L B Y BRNTRIMNEE ) ¥ EEEER D
BEEAS W E Shp Y,

SR O) YoMTHEEBIIRBRED O B U AR TEBANLD S, BENLE
B v READERBIZ R VE ENTWAE Y, WS aGiY) v SHilERAA S
N W4, PLND OIS EEEY v iR, MRk S 5. =8
Btk SR » 2883 2 DL L oJERITlE, By v @iiEfi 23%, 3L F 2
ENE Bt o4, i) v 3 Hilnfid 56% AT 5 & S b ¥, Liu 513 146 i
DORETT, R Y oXEHRE 2 ML, L 22EEY Vo3t o RS0
30% LA, ph3 miFHl, BEMFFTO LVI OF NG &Y ¥ 3 i o FHlk 712
B EWELTWD ?, Lughezzani 513 ILND, PLND %17 - 7= 142 Jeffl O ME) T,
BIE) Y EIREORINZEOG M, 7Y LosEil QML vs 2MELT), 7k
Y 8EiE (30 mm PR vs 30 mm Adii) 2VE#EY) 2o SEiER BRI T A M0 L
ZHRFTHoE L, 3HFON 2 HFBEMER T PLND OE_BZHEIRL Tw5 Y,

B v R HEB K O ABEEORERITIE, PLND # Fflodk &5 22, W4T
I XD D B Zargar-Shoshtari S 12 64 FEGNZ M HE ILND, ] PLND %47\,
25% (Ml E Y SR 2 R 7. W ERY) SRR A M L 22 P ik
HFIEBEY v NEimHAR AHEME) oATHY, REY v/ HilEBAES TH
LAWY EOBAE, WM PLND 2479 REThb LN TWwr?, 2512
Zargar-Shoshtari & 13 il B Y & 28 Hi gz B JE B 51 6 O B Ed Tk, 38 B [a il
PLND, 13 Il PLND %374, Wjfll PLND #F TV EHENRA LNz & Hid L
TV‘Z) 2/1)o

ESMO %4 K54 ¥ 2013 4ER, EAU 4 K54 ¥ 2018 SERCIE A 2 18 DL
DY) VTR D 5\ Ik TETH EAERSA S NS 54, FHlo PLND % i
L% NCCN 4 FJ A4 2021 ERLTIE, WifllabE T4 MU EoREY o8
Hitnf btk OB A 13 WM PLND %, W& b T 3 MU T oMaE, 2 ML Linfas
Hb (A 1ETHEYERD S H) o PLND 2432 L Tw5s Y,

T 2OSHIERAE B 5 AEAAFERA 170 ~ 332% L FHARTH S 218 5274,
Li 5 mifl ILND % Jitif7 L 7z pN2-3 (AJCC TNM 2345 7 i) HER 190 Bl ok T,
pN2 B Tid PLND |2 THAF R AELFROYUFZE N A b 7225, pN3 #Tld PLND fifT
DAL EERICHEA LD o728 LT3 2, Mo Ty B&Y v SHimsgh
PEIEBIIE PLND B TR TG EAME L <, EFEMBEBILEL LTwa 255
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%1 DSNB, limited ILND, ILND, VEIL D&HERER (X#Ek 6, 8, 44 £ V)5 |HNE)

DSNB limited ILND ILND VEIL
KEEERLE E (%) Ol="118 0~45 745 = @1 0~ 183
BE (%) 26~13 0~ 142 75~14.2 NER
FREBERARMAZ (%) 0 0 0~12.1 NER
FaE (%) 1.3 12.1 ~26.3 (5 = 1| &te
U NTEE (%) 17~217 0~ 30 25~52 4T84
FE (%) 1.1 ~1.7 3~20 142 ~224 0~ 11
Minor complication (%) 6.6 ~ 39 6.8 ~ 36.8 45 ~ 54 E
Major complication (%) 0~1.3 0~ 14 5~375

DSNB : dynamic sentinel node biopsy, ILND : inguinal lymph node dissection, VEIL : video
endoscopic ILND

S PO & LT, AR 0 A B 0 A 2 8 0 0 AT A 2 R S B W A8 S
I g e iR RO TR, MRB AR SUE T B L
DD DB

L2, BRSO W T ORI KRS o

3. BBV NEHFICOWT
(1) ILND

Daseler OFIE$ 5 ¥ FREY V8, FEREY VSEHETEZRIBET L0, A0
FEDBREIF RV % (£ 1), Gopman & 1 ILND % HifT L 72 327 4 Bl O B &t T,
181 JEHB] (554%) iR EPHENA LN, 62 PIIEELRAIHETH 72L& #HEL T
W5 7, ILND O A PEETRED Y 2 7 T & L Tid body mass index (BMI) i1,
AE, YV OSHIE, RIMEHOAE FLIR=TREEHITLRT Y,
KARAE B IR O A7 =2 4 2 8 38 @ epidermal vacuum therapy (J& 7 K& B $5 9% 132,
VACHE) 21479 & CTTEORE, ) v 2%, V) Y88 fif & v o 22 G HFHE O A 23
WHEEN TS ™ Y ILND & BHEFR AR E 720, ETOMBITIEZ L,
IR EEE Y SN EIRRE DEAE S 2 ERI D L <13 Y 3Hilz 2 A3 2 WHEEO v
FEBI DSBS & 72 Do
(2) Limited ILND : superficial/modified ILND

ILND D& HHEZ A 25 7201258k L2 & LT limited ILND 2% %, k&
XS0 YIS AEE Y F RV V8 (sentinel lymph node @ SLN) Z#H L
THREY X2 S FHENNTKAT b0 F 72, SLN & B E# @ medial superior
zone, central zone IZOARGFEIET S (p32E 12K % W, 2o O %
%% 2, limited ILND [ZI3EEEY ¥ 738D A #6247 9 superficial ILND &, ¥
B v HioZiEHEH A O R 2R T £ Te L, KRTERIRIZIRAT, #& T OBE)
%47H 7%\ modified ILND 5% % *, #Bil#iPHI3 S\ & O @ ILND O Ak D 54
# 7% major complication T 5 ~ 37.5%, minor complication T 45 ~ 54% T&H 5 D2
®F L, superficial % \» i& modified ILND T (& major complication T 0 ~ 14 %,
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minor complication T68 ~368% L KFETH 5 (F1), F 72, limited ILND I
SLN ORI &2 S f P IS ATV S Yy B X D b Z WY % WK T limited
ILND % Jiif7 L, i Raig B s wiic <) v S ilnB i m S 7272 512 ILND @
HEHPICIERT 2 &) BIETHifT S hTws Y,
(3) 1ABEsEICL B ILND

WAEMRPESIC X 5 ILND, § % b b video endoscopic ILND (VEIL), robotic-
assisted ILND (RAIL) #%ik & &N, W LA H ¥ T endoscopic ILND (E-ILND)
EEN TV S, WEZEFABIID R OAEERNRE OMER I AT~ T4 v 7 L
Ea—Md &5, VEIL IZDOWTIE, BCH ILND & Mg UCFAarieR, #EkxY
YOSEIERL, BARRREERIIAREN R, A HERAERIT 20 ~ 33% L A RIS
v E MG STV P70 BRI A PHEIL 0 ~ 13.3% & FWIIK, RAIL 12
DVTOHETYH, Singh 51d RAIL 51 61, BAL T ILND 100 Bl beighfse <, ik
VU UOSHIR, BRERICAEAEE R, ABRBIE, FL—CRENE, EEAHE, A
s, THOFEASS RAILBECTHREIWA L2 L, ZEEMITICTERESIHED Y
2 27 HT-1% pN stage & BT ILND Th o 72 £ i LT3 7, EILND 12 THEHF
IERI TN D H—F, LOREFTO) UNFEREZEIGE TEL0IEVWER
ATHY, Wi ¥ EHEOFARIEREL Y LBV L Vo 2L H 2
Staging /32 & LTOWREMIEH S 0D, H#EE LTORMEIZOWTIZSB OB,
RS EETH B o
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PR, BRAFWEDPIET 256 TIXHRETICHEE LTS 51210 ~ 16Gy BED 7 —
A MRFEIT) T EAERIN TV D, BETHEHR IS AEFR L LTI, 28
AERG S RFE, THRWE 2 EOHLEHER, B ERS | B TIRMEL, T
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D 2EEGEFIZ 0% AW TH Y, XDOTFRARTHS Y,

1) Van Poppel H, Watkin NA, Osanto S, et al : Penile cancer : ESMO Clinical Practice Guide-
lines for diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Ann Oncol 24 : vil15-124, 2013

2) Heyns CF, Fleshner N, Sangar V, Schlenker B, Yuvaraja TB, van Poppel H : Management of
the lymph nodes in penile cancer. Urology 76 : S43-57, 2010

3) Pagliaro LC, Crook J : Multimodality therapy in penile cancer, when and which treatments ?
World ] Urol 27 : 22-225, 2009

4) Tang DH, Djajadiningrat R, Diorio G, et al : Adjuvant pelvic radiation is associated with im-
proved survival and decreased disease recurrence in pelvic node-positive penile cancer after
lymph node dissection : A multi-institutional study. Urol Oncol 35 : 605.€17-605.e23, 2017

5) Leone A, Diorio GJ, Pettaway C, Master V, Spiess PE : Contemporary management of pa-
tients with penile cancer and lymph node metastasis. Nat Rev Urol 14 : 335-347, 2017

79

=



80

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

Winters BR, Kearns JT, Holt SK, Mossanen M, Lin DW, Wright JL : Is there a benefit to ad-
juvant radiation in stage III penile cancer after lymph node dissection ? Findings from the
National Cancer Database. Urol Oncol 36 : 92. e11-92.e16, 2018

Joshi SS, Handorf E, Strauss D, et al : Treatment Trends and Outcomes for Patients with
Lymph Node-Positive Cancer of the Penis. JAMA Oncol 4 : 643-649, 2018

Choo R, Nehra A, Zattoni F, Pagliaro LC, Karnes R] : Is there any benefit in adding postop-
erative adjuvant concurrent radiotherapy and chemotherapy for penile cancer with regional
lymph node metastasis ? Minerva Urol Nefrol 72 : 474-481, 2020

Robinson R, Marconi L, MacPepple E, et al : Risks and Benefits of Adjuvant Radiotherapy
After Inguinal Lymphadenectomy in Node-positive Penile Cancer : A Systematic Review by
the European Association of Urology Penile Cancer Guidelines Panel. Eur Urol 74 : 76-83,
2018

Burt LM, Shrieve DC, Tward JD : Stage presentation, care patterns, and treatment outcomes
for squamous cell carcinoma of the penis. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 88 : 94-100, 2014
Soodana-Prakash N, Koru-Sengul T, Miao F, et al : Lymph node yield as a predictor of overall
survival following inguinal lymphadenectomy for penile cancer. Urol Oncol 36 : 471.e19-471.
€27, 2018




[ cqa

g

[ 1T DREV VI B EE T DEGCHURE |
[ UYINEBER RN ? )

- W EEO D BB (N1-2) 13220105 |72 (fine needle aspiration cytology :
FNAC) b L < IEREZEY v @i #BiEMi £ % (modified inguinal lymph node
dissection : modified ILND) ol H 8\ 855 B2 Wi CTHRLERZ WT 2 17w, Bk T
HIUZREY ¥ 3@ #HE (ILND) 2179 2 LRSI N AL, WEITED W
& (eN3) 1E, HERFWBW 2TV, (LFRELZET 50

HAROFMM : T & 255 HRT B

IETADRE (hEEDIET R

cFHOARDY) YOREERD D ) i Th - 7256, R modified ILND
AT WA R BT T ) 2 SRR 2 5RO 7B A 1213 ILND (S &2 A
5%

HAROFME : T & &FH < HET S

IETZADMEE 1 FOLIET X

BEROLE, BB Y SHEBLH 728 L THIEMIC L ) FHROGEEIDIET
T&5%, O Brien 53V Y SHIERBICET LV AT T4 v 7 LE 2 —OHRTlEY
CSEIOEHAY 1 ~ 2 DY 5 80% O EFH IR L 5 AFMFRAFRIT 5% Th -
72 B RTWwB Y, @K Correa & 13 K [# o National cancer database & ) MO
T1b-4, NO/Nx-1 ([ TNM 0 Di#z L), BEEE 2224 o B 2l L&k
DOWMAEEAT - 727, ILND iZ &A% (overall survival : OS) OUHEICHRL Tw»
B (NHF—FH 079, 98% CI:074~084)% L #HiH L Twb, LAHLILND i34
BERE DI DIER 1B W T (major complication 5 ~ 37.5%, minor complication
45~54%)Y THY, BEOWETIIMMTEZ ) Y AHEHT2RHDH H 30 ~
50% 13 Y X BIEAE DS, Ko THMMTE 2 Y Y RHiATXTEBE VD
DI TR RV D720 YRHOWBREEAT ) B ¥ /@i OEE THEAL Tw
BbDWENERRLLEDN D 5,

Saisorn S TEWEIMEOH % L) iz AT HEEREEH 64T a—
A4 FTFOFNAC 24702 0A HtEE B L7z 16 4 25 OBEEY ¥ /3 filcah L
FNAC #4175 72OH ILND 247 o728 2 A ) YR58 WA L TRREE I 93%,
FREIZIN%TH o720 TOMOETETH FNAC ORKEEIL 34 ~ 100%, FFFEEIX
91 ~100%, BEEPESRIE 20 ~ 30% L ABOBRETH 2 *

FNAC TV ¥ 3HEiaf btk o84 ILND % 47TV IR R O R & B b % g S
%, FNAC BB D 61X FNAC 28 ) B30 ¥ iz £ L THIEOSE X

81

S



82

cN1-2
ATaE ‘ A
R IMEZL (FNAC) B &
f v
Bat Bt Bt -
FNAC modified ILND
y
B
v
B o)
B R Bt
v \ A 4
(£33 ILND
v v
BB

1 BREHIREY S /NEICH T SR ETIL Y XL (eN1-2)

ILND, BB 138E812 (surveillance) 2RI N5, —F ClCizRE2 AT
) NN BMERTE LT L, BIHED AR VE VI X v M A5 modified
ILND % 47\ il s BLES W CHa R 233880 H MLAUE ILND ISl X2 AW 9 5 hika
FHIEVCHEROHH 7,

WEIEO R WER LY Y NHiA FNAC THhEDO S, Hidb#EE (extranodal
extension : ENE) % IK L T3 Y UICC/AJCC TNM 4% 4 S MU TIE N3 & E3% &
N5, ZOLEIIEE) V@il 2 ML EoYE L MERCEEY O SHilx O fFEFE
RV E RO T 0T, N3EGIOFHIZIEWICHE <, Marconnet 5 i 5 4F
TR Z I L 728 25 pNIEBIT89.7% Td - 72 DI L, pN3JERNIZ 0% T -
72EHE L TWwA (UICC TNM 544 6 Wi ) ¥ N3EEFIO P13 0o
THARRTHLIERVDRTWE MY, 2Nz, BWHEER, IBIHHNIALFRE
AT REERBLTVLHEDLS 4 A LN TWS, Leijte 513 17 Bl N3 JEH1
e 20 Bl OMATREZNE BEH AL RE 2T VUL O A S L7z 12 Bl 9 BICARGT
T2 T o720 FRELTIEIBDH B SBITRIM OELF (FhYefiE 204 » H) 28
A 57z (UICC TNM 40445 6 W) 7o % 72 Pagliaro 513 N2 % 7213 N3, 35k
EBOLZVWEEREEEOMZNRE LT ) IFENV+ A KRAT IR+ VRS
T F I & DA HT A B L2 # 5 O phase TR AER % 1T L T\ b, fERE LTS3
BIASCR, 12BI23PR &40 P2 2372224095 b IBICEMAEIHOATY
% (AJCC TNM 744 6 BisliF) 17




CQ4

FHD) Y 8@HBHERLTWBEEHY Y28 L — DM EENRKA LT
W, SORED ¥ 8EHDER L TO R WA TH S 2 OB M IEHE R D WL
Pl hh, WHNIMIMTE 2 Y NWBE D - 728, £ 30% 133l o HaE) X
BidER AT, ) YOSEIERIZ A CAHEAET L L SNE P, 2w 2 3l ILND
RN ETHERLAEAET S Y, LA LILND O&HEREROE S Y 2 ZE
5L ETREBROBMABIREILETSH ) DSNBY 13RI THRBILEKA 720
cNO FEB D FEEY) » /S B & FA£ 12 modified ILND & L < 1Z superficial ILND &
Vo 72 limited ILND 2SR E # 2 S5 b Yo 7275 L superficial ILND (38 - 5 B -
fRaPER (false negative rate: FNR) &\ 7257 — % %% modified ILND 12HRZ L <,
BIK T3 modified ILND ##3E 3 RETH A ), limited ILND DIHFE IR T
HIEF AL LTd Ancona 5 i modified ILND % Jitif7 L 72 26 fEBI % % 5 #1112
FAELL A, BEMERSTI%TH 72 WG LTwa W, AT Tsaur 513 29
B> B2 limited ILND 2 [ifF L72& 25 N+ Th - 7= 4 FEBNI I RETIC %
FOLEHELTVS Y, kXD limited ILND 3ZMHY — Ve LTREHTH S
LODEHE LTI ILND ICHIFT % 3 DO Tid 7 £ limited ILND Z 47\, fif stk
JHELEZWIIZ B WTY YRR 2 D 72513 ILND M2 AR5 RELER S
h;u) 3, 4, 13)0

1) O’ Brien JS, Perera M, Manning T, et al : Penile Cancer : Contemporary Lymph Node Man-
agement. ] Urol 197 : 1387-1395, 2017
2) Correa AF, Handorf E, Joshi SS, et al : Differences in Survival Associated with Performance
of Lymph Node Dissection in Patients with Invasive Penile Cancer : Results from the National
Cancer Database. ] Urol 199 : 1238-1244, 2018
3) Diorio GJ, Leone AR, Spiess PE : Management of Penile Cancer. Urology 96 : 15-21, 2016
4) Protzel C, Alcaraz A, Horenblas S, Pizzocaro G, Zlotta A, Hakenberg OW : Lymphadenecto-
my in the Surgical Management of Penile Cancer. Eur Urol 55 : 1075-1088, 2009
5) Saisorn I, Lawrentschuk N, Leewansangtong S, Bolton DM : Fine-needle aspiration cytology
predicts inguinal lymph node metastasis without antibiotic pretreatment in penile carcinoma.
BJU Int 97 : 1225-1228, 2006
6) 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
7) Lughezzani G, Catanzaro M, Torelli T, et al : The Relationship between Characteristics of In-
guinal Lymph Nodes and Pelvic Lymph Node Involvement in Penile Squamous Cell Carcino-
ma : A Single Institution Experience. J Urol 191 : 977-982, 2014
8) Marconnet L, Rigaud J, Bouchot O : Long-Term Followup of Penile Carcinoma With High
Risk for Lymph Node Invasion Treated With Inguinal Lymphadenectomy. J Urol 183 : 2227-
2232, 2010
9) Leijte JA, Kerst M, Bais E, Antonini N, Horenblas S : Neoadjuvant chemotherapy in ad-
vanced penile carcinoma. Eur Urol 52 : 488-494, 2007
10) Pagliaro LC, Williams DL, Daliani D, et al : Neoadjuvant paclitaxel, ifosfamide, and cisplatin
chemotherapy for metastatic penile cancer : a phase II study. J Clin Oncol 28 : 3851-3857,
2010
11) Pow-Sang MR, Benavente V, Pow-Sang JE, et al : Cancer of the penis. Cancer Control 9 : 305-

83

S



84

12)
13)
14)

15)

314, 2002

Grabstald H : Controversies concerning lymph node dissection for cancer of the penis. Urol
Clin North Am 7 : 793-799, 1980

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

d Ancona CA, de Lucena RG, Querne FA : Long-term followup of penile carcinoma treated
with penectomy and bilateral modified inguinal lymphadenectomy. J Urol 172 : 498-501, 2004
Tsaur I, Biegel C, Gust K, et al : Feasibility, complications and oncologic results of a limited
inguinal lymph node dissection in the management of penile cancer. Int Braz J Urol 41 : 486-
495, 2015




[ BBU I\ EHEER I 3 L B8R U > ) \BHERE |
| BiBEENBIH?

[ cas

\

- B YONEIEB AN 2 DL F 7213 EiS R (extranodal extension :
ENE) A 6N 54, M OF#Y ¥ 8H 3 (pelvic lymph node
dissection : PLND) %#ZE 35 Z LRI N5,

WROFME : ITH L &HHRT S

IETADRE - hEENQIET X

G T, BURY YOSEIER Y0 7213 1O TIEEEY Vo @HiiERIX 5%
K Thb rOWIH L, REY v HiimE 2 M (N2) DLEoEF gtk » 3§
R 23%, 3L EF 7213 ENE BtEo4, 5 v S Eilinkid 56% IC/FET %
Lanzg Ve, —J5, Wi CT OF#) ¥/ I 2 I, 375% B E 27,

B S 0 R B BNIRELRA LN WA, TETIEER) v iR EO TN,
BAEY IR ZE O RERFR LA A 5RO SN T W 5h, i TR ¥ /3
W2 2Ll Y, ENE VB8 > SO FHRFTHEETHLDNL WY,
Tl YHEBRO PR T L LTSz o s LT, JEY v HilnBms 3
WY, #ERY 5iE (30 mm BLE vs 30 mm i) U, p53 HmEHLY, FEH L7
B ¥ i OB £ 30% L E Y, RUEEFRRZE O grade® 23H1F SN %,

PLND Tl&, M BhfiR - Es 2 S ) » 58, BSHY) v, Pla Y w3
i % SRIE R & S ALED LV T BN TIIIVGE ) v SEIERE AR b HE DY
wE s Y, BERY SIS B VAN DTAICKREE I VwE ShTE T
AEAETIE, B Y@ Mo ARPEOIER T, PLND 2 FfllO A &3 % 2,
W HIAT 9 23305 5 o Zargar-Shoshtari S XM HI ) > 7 SHilEAGER D Kad T,
64 FEFNZ MM AR Y~ RFENE, W PLND 247V, 25% Ml gy ¥ o Hifinf
RO, WHEERY CSERRIIKT 207 L2 P RN T IR Vo Hifm A
AL OARTH o728 L, BURY v/ SEile B Bl CRZE A 4 L o861,
Wil PLND 2479 N& Th b RT3 Y, $72, FEHESIIHMBEY o il
9 F1 51 B o Mt <, 38 #1142 [l PLND, 13 6112 1 il PLND 2547 b, Ffll
PLND #f & Fox, Wjfll PLND #f Ca AR i Rl 2SSl CTh o 7o L 5 L T
W3 (217 2 A vs. 131 # A, p=0051) " ZOEIZOWTHEINFTA T4 ¥ T,
ESMO #' 4 FJ 4 > 2013 4/, EAU 74 N5 4 > 2018 4ERLTIZ M 2 i Lo
BEEY i dh 5 Vi LIATO @ EREAONLYE, RO PLND % 3%
LTWwa%S, Wifll PLND OIS IZ oW T OBl A iR#RIz 2w " 2, NCCN #'4 F
I 4 ¥ 2021 FERCIE, Wil A b T AL Lo REEY VoS HilRR B o 3 A 1w

85

S
/M
=



86

ILND cN3

|
v v
pNO pN1-3
I v
' | T,
“/§U‘//\hmiy =L —
RID#, <218 BRI, >3 {8 or Fl
(pN1) (pN2) #%) (CR/PR) FEEST (PD)
BNERSH Y or or
(pN3) REBERE (SD) YIRRARRA]
118
v A v v v
2BEE PLND (K- fflor FEf* **) **** BB, F i
BREIEE D
* REEBO Y, B 2 EOpN1 E6 BBREL T T e (b2, bt s
= EAlERRE A, KAl B O CEIMER & LOpN2 ER RBERRb A T

e TAIPLND il &5t 4 B L D& & V) OFER 4 & THRET
ek fEG & AZ, TN - TR OISR PR SRS £ 185

1 B NEICHTEE2ET7IILTY XL (N3, pN1-3)

PLND %, BRfEY ¥ 3§imB sl e b T 3MU T ogEE, 2 EoREY ~
INEEEA D B (HHVIZ TIATHEYLERDH %) Mo PLND 232 L Tw 5 7,

B O OSEERSRERE 5 AR 170 ~ 332% & FHRARTH Y > Y, PLND
HAR TS © SEERIER O FHR2ZUHETH I EEM L2 7, —J5, 7,
WAL R R R R 2 DR 3 A A ER IS TP R oUEIHE S Twy
M (k. (V4-Q), g (V4-@) o>V TId &Rz B M
WE7EE T

1) Lughezzani G, Catanzaro M, Torelli T, et al : The Relationship between Characteristics of In-
guinal Lymph Nodes and Pelvic Lymph Node Involvement in Penile Squamous Cell Carcino-
ma : A Single Institution Experience. ] Urol 191 : 977-982, 2014

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

3) Liu JY, Li YH, Zhang ZL, et al : The risk factors for the presence of pelvic lymph node me-
tastasis in penile squamous cell carcinoma patients with inguinal lymph node dissection.
World J Urol 31 : 1519-1524, 2013

4) Lont AP, Kroon BK, Gallee MP, van Tinteren H, Moonen LM, Horenblas S : Pelvic lymph
node dissection for penile carcinoma : extent of inguinal lymph node involvement as an indi-
cator for pelvic lymph node involvement and survival. J Urol 177 : 947-952, 2007

5) Djajadiningrat RS, van Werkhoven E, Horenblas S : Prophylactic Pelvic Lymph Node Dissec-
tion in Patients with Penile Cancer. J Urol 193 : 1976-1980, 2015

6) Diorio GJ, Leone AR, Spiess PE : Management of Penile Cancer. UROLOGY 96 : 15-21, 2016

7) O'Brien ]S, Perera M, Manning T, et al : Penile Cancer : Contemporary Lymph Node Man-
agement. ] Urol 197 : 1387-1395, 2017




8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

CQ5

Zhu Y, Zhang SL, Ye DW, et al : Prospectively packaged ilioinguinal lymphadenectomy for
penile cancer : the disseminative pattern of lymph node metastasis. J Urol 181 : 2103-2108,
2009

Zargar-Shoshtari K, Djajadiningrat R, Sharma P, et al : Establishing Criteria for Bilateral Pel-
vic Lymph Node Dissection in the Management of Penile Cancer : Lessons Learned from an
International Multicenter Collaboration. J Urol 194 : 696-701, 2015

Zargar-Shoshtari K, Sharma P, Djajadiningrat R, et al : Extent of pelvic lymph node dissec-
tion in penile cancer may impact survival. World J Urol 34 : 353-359, 2016

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

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

NCCN clinical practice guidelines in oncology (NCCN Guidelines®). Penile cancer, Version
1.2021. https://www.nccn.org/professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile.pdf. Accessed January
17, 2021.

Pagliaro LC, Williams DL, Daliani D, et al : Neoadjuvant paclitaxel, ifosfamide, and cisplatin
chemotherapy for metastatic penile cancer : a phase II study. J Clin Oncol 28 : 3851-3857,
2010

Dickstein R]J, Munsell MF, Pagliaro LC, Pettaway CA : Prognostic factors influencing survival
from regionally advanced squamous cell carcinoma of the penis after preoperative chemo-
therapy. BJU Int 117 : 118125, 2016

Tang DH, Djajadiningrat R : Adjuvant pelvic radiation is associated with improved survival
and decreased disease recurrence in pelvic node-positive penile cancer after lymph node dis-
section. A-multi institutional study. Urol Oncol 35 : 605, 2017

Johnstone PAS, Boulware D, Djajadiningrat R, et al : Primary Penile Cancer : The Role of
Adjuvant Radiation Therapy in the Management of Extranodal Extension in Lymph Nodes.
Eur Urol Focus 5 : 737-741, 2019

Xu J, Li G, Zhu SM, et al : Neoadjuvant docetaxel, cisplatin and ifosfamide (ITP) combina-
tion chemotherapy for treating penile squamous cell carcinoma patients with terminal lymph
node metastasis. BMC Cancer 19 : 625, 2019

Winters BR, Kearns JT, Holt SK, Mossanen M, Lin DW, Wright JL : Is there a benefit to ad-
juvant radiation in stage Il penile cancer after lymph node dissection? Findings from the Na-
tional Cancer Database. Urol Oncol 36 : 92.e11-92.e16, 2018

87

=



88

(3 &BICHYT>RWLE |

leSEEBlcHT 2 EYEE

(LR DI DN T, T 7 & OISR IS E M 2 BRI L ge: &, Wk
AHED L B 2L D 5 A%, A ClRIEBIERER IS0 2 %Y
PEIZOWTER T %, MO E FARIC, WERAREZ S NRBIEE 2 1F 9 B3R
2DV THZHIPLFREDI Vb D, — T, HVWTHEBOZDOTL A
O/NBUELHT M) & Phase [T AR B HBLIOMEI 2512 & A & C, (LB EOG R Z R
99 v F ALK OB T R Ve 2, ENTIREIEICEZEE SRR STV
BPUEMIEG ST 2 wDs, ThET, BETLIHNDOT A K4 V2 BZEIHHE
FEhiL TETW5b, YIBRARER, @R EZME) &) 2ETHITlE, ARonim &k
BOREREZITC, KA FT4 22 THERMELFBREIEIR STV 5,
NCCN # 4 K54 > 2021 4EMU T, BB MR E o MmEHE L LT, wihd TIP3
VI FENV+AFAT7IN+TRATTIF V)Y B, EAU # 4 FF 4 > 2018 4R
T TIP, PF (Y A7 55 >~ +5FU) 75Strong & LTHIEE N TW5,

BRI, TLAR 42y, AMMLERF—b, Y RTTF V& BMP FE: Y
AV IFHY, YATIFrERNORERY, YA75F Y, 5FU, FeyFen?
WL S MlibTE 72, BMP BEICOWTIIRFTEST F 72 13&E R0 H 5 45
gl LTiibnZzBMP (7L< A4 > (10 unit/m% 1 ~8HH)+ A M|
L¥H%— b (25mg/m’, 51 ~8HH) +¥A75F ¥ (7omg/m’, #1HH) %
21 HHIBECHE- LB I MRS H 5 Y ZORBTIE, BEEREZAT HIEH D
IANEEN TV ARIZESN, FMiTiETH - -0 FoEZEE (CRBLD
PR) 13325% (1361) THorzo 727201, BRYUERCMIME % &2 X 2 G 2
58188720 L72h> T, BMP#LIZRIMEHVEE TH 5720, Ay & IERMER A
HiE 2 2ERBE2HT5BEORBICIIE I 2 nWEEZ 5N 5, BAENCCON 74 K
54~ 2021 4EWM, EAU 4 K54 » 2018 4ERUIC B VT S, BMP k3R ST
W\

WAETIE, YATITFVIEMATA) 2 T H VR332 MARE
#O 7 5FU, FE&FLVEMAZERY, K205 FEN, £F2773 20
ZIEWRY REDPRESN TV S, 201E20EHE LT, WrETHYSRS
HNVFZ XX, REERETHYONE GC (FAYIE Y+ TV ATTF V) ¥
FINVEY Y, ZOEPEFERG EMA GRIEP LR INTVEY, —EDa
ZFESN TV, 72, FBEAIE LT, EF v 78 ¥ FHEER KM
STAERSEE (EGFR FHESE, = A= 7, ¥ a3 F=7%) PMEEINL X )1k
TETWV5, BERIEIGVED 1D TH ) KB 2R S BRIIZE O FE i BIFEmM I
WD D 225, 7 — % OFRIC L o TIRWIERFEDO 1 21225 0b Ltk v,




1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

3 ERBICHT 2REYIAE

NCCN clinical practice guidelines in oncology (NCCN Guidelines®). Penile cancer, Version
1.2021. https://www.nccn.org/professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile.pdf. Accessed January
17, 2021.

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

Pagliaro LC, Williams DL, Daliani D, et al : Neoadjuvant paclitaxel, ifosfamide, and cisplatin
chemotherapy for metastatic penile cancer : a phase II study. J Clin Oncol 28 : 3851-3857,
2010

Haas GP, Blumenstein BA, Gagliano RG, et al : Cisplatin, methotrexate and bleomycin for the
treatment of carcinoma of the penis : a Southwest Oncology Group study. J Urol 161 : 1823-
1825, 1999

Pizzocaro G, Piva L : Adjuvant and neoadjuvant vincristine, bleomycin, and methotrexate for
inguinal metastases from squamous cell carcinoma of the penis. Acta Oncol 27 : 823-824, 1988
Theodore C, Skoneczna I, Bodrogi I, et al : A phase II multicentre study of irinotecan (CPT
11) in combination with cisplatin (CDDP) in metastatic or locally advanced penile carcinoma
(EORTC PROTOCOL 30992). Ann Oncol 19 : 1304-1307, 2008

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

Nicholson S, Hall E, Harland SJ, et al : Phase II trial of docetaxel, cisplatin and 5FU chemo-
therapy in locally advanced and metastatic penis cancer (CRUK/09/001). Br J Cancer 109 :
2554-2559, 2013

Pagliaro LC, Williams DL, Daliani D, et al : Neoadjuvant paclitaxel, ifosfamide, and cisplatin
chemotherapy for metastatic penile cancer : a phase II study. J Clin Oncol 28 : 3851-3857,
2010

89

=



90

[ VIS TEES KU EE T HIREMEICHTH— |
TABEUTYRISFUESCSAHBILS
BEFHRETNZD?

[ cQ6

- YIBRAREB L 0B 2 AT AT 5 —kiBHE LT, TPF (F&% %
NV + Y RAT5F 2 +5FU) HREDYRTTF EELEHAR LR
ETE 2,

HROFME : T LT/ IHRTS

IEFZADEBE : FULWIEF X

GO BRI OEZHIIED L CIZHRBRED 19 ~ 7% 12RO N5, B,
EIN CTIEBE R AEINE & 72 > T A PUEMEER S X2 <, ThET, BB LI
NDITA FTA4 V2B ZIMHEIN TS, RHOHMIX, WBELHET 5B
LT, £0X) B bFBRENHERINLEIDICOVWTHET A YTV A %2 I
HZLThhb,

[VIBRAREREZERE ISR T 5 —RIER E LTY AT I F V2 &GS A0 LA
WRIND2? ] L) CQITH L TRMMN % SCHIRE 217 > 720 R 2 SCHRIR SR
WZ& o> T8 DA SNz DO B, DEBIOFEFHE & RFZ BRI L,
30O LA M Lze 20 CQICHIET 5720121, WHREARED L L 3BTk
EWICTIP 2 EDY AT TF 2 ECEAHAL AL 2T 720 L, BRANGHO
H, FIFOMOILFEHEET o B E OWIKPLETH 505, MK L-#HPH Tl
ZDE) BTHA Y ORBRIE o720 30D 95 B 23R IEHEA M X ETETH D,
FEFRP T EF Y ALNRUBROENL720H A FIA4 VICRH SN 2 HEIE R M7
ol HIEWRED 7THHEETHBOETIHRBRTH-72""", 209 b, G
BEAETHRERZHRICEL S B Sz Y 52 ey L+
VAT F v +5FU Ot H#ED: (TPF), 1S4V )7 A v+ AT IF >, 1
BELY I+ Y ATITF Y, IHERTLARAL T+ A PLFE—P+ T RS
5F > (BMP)? L &TH VAT IF r2GLHNRETH 720, YATIF L&
xR OS7)FFENTERIEIFEYFREL) CAKAT 7 I FENAL TIP#
e [ YA’ INE S (R W

TPF #2501l L7258 AR OND 1 D1%, EBiBOH 5 39 25, —
WREFEELTFEYFEV (7T5mg/m’, H1HH)+ Y 2A75F ¥ (T0mg/m’, 1
HH)+5FU (500mg/m® H, #1~5HH) 233 BME TG Shia V. EEFM
HHTHHEEIERRIZ385% (95% CI: 2336 ~5538) TH Y, &BIAESE
% (partial response : PR) Tdh o720 7L — F 3 L EOMFhEREAZ 1361 (33%)




CQ6

RO BN, FEEVE P EREAIED 3B (7.7%) @O b N7z, BIRNEHEIEHE T
» 5 MHEAELLWE (PFS) L &AM (0S) ofdfizzhzhn3 »H (95%
CI:292~309) & 7#»H (95% CI:599~803) THho7o

I 1 OOFETHAEBRTIE, EREELAETL302E029ME LT, F
% XLV (T5mg/m’ E1HH) + ¥ 275 F ¥ (60mg/m’, %1 HH) +5FU(750mg/
m*/ H, #1~5HH) »3BHEETHS sn2Y, EEFMEBETHHRK3 a—
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Boh, EROEHRITI8% TH o7z £/, YATITF Y+ LY ¥ E PN
BOBETHRBEY TiE, 2560 bEWVBBO N0 2BICE LT -THY,
B CTIEHERR X L v,

%B, WMEHLFREOERIIOVTIE, BEY Y NEmBH 2 52, AHEFFdo
AP HREE LT, MrHl TIP B X O ai b O #te i 2 Jei 4 5 InPACT Bk
(NCT02305654) 2SEMENTHEY 7, SHOMEIR-ND,

Wita i bk & L Cidnnm & BRITE O3 2 ST wnhs, AR CHt
HENTWSEHDTIE, pN2-3JEBIT TPEFEZIThN 2 19FICHBNT42 5 HD
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CcQ7

RIBENTWBEY, ESMO A F54 ¥ 2013 4EMTIERMERL I A Y EE RS TWw
2\,

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

Pagliaro LC, Williams DL, Daliani D, et al : Neoadjuvant paclitaxel, ifosfamide, and cisplatin
chemotherapy for metastatic penile cancer : a phase II study. J Clin Oncol 28 : 3851-3857,
2010

Xu J, Li G, Zhu SM, et al : Neoadjuvant docetaxel, cisplatin and ifosfamide (ITP) combination
chemotherapy for treating penile squamous cell carcinoma patients with terminal lymph
node metastasis. BMC Cancer 19 : 625, 2019

Nicholson S, Hall E, Harland SJ, et al : Phase II trial of docetaxel, cisplatin and 5FU chemo-
therapy in locally advanced and metastatic penis cancer (CRUK/09/001). Br J Cancer 109 :
2554-2559, 2013

Djajadiningrat RS, Bergman AM, van Werkhoven E, Vegt E, Horenblas S : Neoadjuvant taxane-
based combination chemotherapy in patients with advanced penile cancer. Clin Genitourin
Cancer 13 : 44-49, 2015

Theodore C, Skoneczna I, Bodrogi L, et al : A phase II multicentre study of irinotecan (CPT
11) in combination with cisplatin (CDDP) in metastatic or locally advanced penile carcinoma
(EORTC PROTOCOL 30992). Ann Oncol 19 : 1304-1307, 2008

Houede N, Dupuy L, Flechon 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

Canter D], Nicholson S, Watkin N, Hall E, Pettaway C ; InPACT Executive Committee : The
International Penile Advanced Cancer Trial (InPACT) : Rationale and Current Status. Eur
Urol Focus 5 : 706-709, 2019

97

=



98

(5 RFESICHT >N )

|0 EEERmBERICHT2AE (FilD)

1. ECBIC

AR T D % BEM ORI T 2 RIS LTI E 7Y ALV D
BRSO 00 AT T IS BB Tl d 5 ASHBNS BB O AT
% UL U2 AR P36 12 1) 2 AV BHITASBE O B R 2 MBS 5

2. BERFNERAEEZERSICHT 2 FilEE

BRI BT 5 EERAARE L, T2 Tis-TaERICH T 5 L —F—EE, /iF
CIBRAl, B UIW 72 EOMEHGGEHEE, T1 DL EREGNI RT3 5 B 258Ukl 3
X OBEZE - O Aty & RO R, ALk &L OB R T b TWw 5,

Gotsadze 5 @ 2000 4F DO TIE, BEHRERE, LFRED 5 VIS LA B
TOJRFTIGHERE 135 Bk 24 61 (17.7%) \ZRPTFESE %0, HREI TR
BREERATTRELH LTS Y, Leijte 512X 2 700 BloBEMmZ S & Lkl
HBYFENTCLE, FEZRIRATB & B2 230 Uiy & 5 VI3 R 2 AU BR AT B 2041 L R P
HRREMF L2 2, BEYERE (53%) A (186%) ® 1/3 LT %
Tholzo RGO FIMRNZ AT, RATY Y385, @hRisgo 35
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