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TREATMENT OF LOW GRADE AND LOW STAGE
URINARY BLADDER CANCER

Takeshi M1ura, Toshio SakuramoTo, Sumio NogucHi,
Taro SHuiN, Masatoshi MorivamMa and Yoshinobu Kusota
FErom the Department of Urology, School of Medicine, Yokohama City University

Fifty-seven patients with low-grade and low-stage urinary bladder cancer were treated at our
University Hospital between 1970 and 1980.

The incidence of low grade and low stage cases was higher in the young group than in the older
group, and in male than in female (p<0.05).

Most of the patients were well-controlled by either TUR or other conservative therapies. The
5-year relative survival rate was 113%. The 5-year actual cumulative recurrence rate after TUR
was 639%, whereas, the 5-year actual cumulative recurrence rate was only 35.4% in those who received
intravesical instillation therapy and 259 in those who undergone RCH (Radio-Chemo-Hyperthermia)
therapy.

Five patients (9%) showed an increase of tumor grade from low to intermediate at the time of

)

intravesical recurrence, but no patient showed a change from low to high grade.
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1) REFE

low grade, low stage DIEFIIX, 2BEEREED
W30% % LHT5. grade FTix, low grade ©
LIERDHI80% 2 low stage TH Y, stage FITiZ,
low stage £IEFIDHI60% 2 low grade TH 7.
low grade, low stage JEFIDEHS, Hiclh% Fig. 1
i, LFEFID grade ¥ XN stage FIEEK % Table
1 @ L¥7. low grade, low stage DEEPEEFESIL,
PIER63. 65 BT 1: 1T ZRULHEESY
CFER & W 35 &, FHEE (P<K001) bLUH
F (P<K0.05) BB AR L T,
2)E R

low grade, low stage fEFDKERG5260 (91%)
PIEREMR Y EHFE LT 7. @2 RIRIEX
EX AL T D DR, BEREES 5 FlciED
S, BERMET & OBEMRIBEER % L LIciES
R1BIb Ieh T,
3) Rikaz

R, WEISERMSE (79%) Tl
%A, class b LLEOBHEANL, 641 (11%) <3
¥ighrole. UL, BREADS B, BREED
grade DEALL T 5 BT, BREBORMEZHKRET
OB TH-Te. 05 1AIDAYHRBREL VR
HTH o
4) HBRE

PENRERE & LT, BREREOBENERESEREN
(TUC-Bt) 14y, FETEEUIERAN 46, KERE
20, EERCERGYIRRAT 4 61, EIREAVEEDEIEE VBT
(TUR-Bt) 4561, BEDE SR04 1 61 & 2O KR
BHETIR T, R EEC AT 3HREL S
TUC-Bt, TUR-Bt 23fifT 3hich, ZORKTO
BT b 2 BT HEfT S hote.

Table 1. Relationship between grade
and stage in 207 patients
with urinary bladder cancer

Grade
Stage G0,G1 G2 G3
m 57 37 11
T2 10 10 7
T3 4 5 30
T4 2 2 18

5) BREE®D grade 0Z1L

low grade, low stage JEBUISTBIDOKLE DB
BRERBYD, grade OFLIX, G X b G: 0FfL%
561 (9%) w@bih, Gi kb G ~ELLE
BUIZED b hish -7
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low grade, low stage FEFI5761D 5 ERHEFR
1393%, 54EMRERERIT 113 % & FA—RR o 2
FEIES 207 Bl D 5 FERBAEFR6YS, 5 FEHNERFE
85.8 BB LR IFT B o7z (Fig. 2). LD
TR 48T, Z0D 5 bEMEC X 5 BEFET 1 flo
BTHw I,

7) BREJRHEEEE (Fig. 3)

TUC-Bt {71400 5 EREERRIL 88 %, FiE
TEBTIRMTRET 4 10T hid15%, BENtEs Tk
AT 6 BidThixs0%, %L T TUR-Bt FEfT3081D
THI63% T, £BEO 5 ERRBEREOMIL, it
FHC BB OEIRD bhish i, BRE CORR
1%, ¥#HT TUC-Bt BITH»A—FE»L 428, »
W TUR-Bt [G5fT8437. 84 B, + U CEEMNSS I
WHEITHIA314. 75 B THh » 1=
8) BRTHHEFRE

BRTF~ AavE U TN TFIIEARE Y 155
AT L. Fiz, TUR-Bt WfTdc A 1@, 2
EHOBENRREAR R Z /L ot A LR,
Carbazilquinone (CQ) 3mg H5\i¥, Adria-
mycin (ADM) 30 mg #4 & 30ml HEHEL TE
HLl7. TUR-Bt WBFROFHEAKITEEISME,
FEIEAFRITR23F O FRRY Fig. 4 wRd. F
BFEEAMGATRE LY, | FUAOBRIIZBD LR, 2
FREFRK2.8%, STREERES.4%Thw
fe. Zhuk, FEREAJERATREO | ERBE K36,
2EREBRENSY, S FREERESSHELE
T, HETEANCE, 2ELROBFRRCBEL ULE
FoZx (P<0.05) ¥Rk, HAEARM L, BR
R 2Z123BD bhinh - fe.

SRR, BREYL VETENOTRTH % B
& LT, TUR-Bt MfTHIc iR B Bleo-
mycin (BLM) % inx 7 Bt WiR 2585 (Radio-
chemo-hyperthernia ##k: RCH S E0gT) %
T L. RCH JikT, BEBEERC Baie s BHE
#, BLM 30 pg/ml % 7 43°C FiggoELERK
RWCENERY Sy, Chi2ERH | K
L, B5ME, Fi2~15E% 17—k Lk, B
BBEt 12 1 | 200rads fifT L, 3+ 4,000rads » HE
L. BIAAESAITHD, 20 2EBRNOERY
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Fig. 2. Relative survival rates of patients with low grade,
low stage cancer and of total cases. () ; mean
relative survival rate of 57 low grade and low stage
bladder carcinoma patients and (@); average sur-
vival rate of all 270 patients with bladder carcin-
oma during the same period. Bars indicate stan-

dard deviation of means.
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. Actual cumulative recurrence rate after various surgical

treatments. -@-, TUC-Bt (n=14); -O-, TUR-Bt (n=30);
-(J-, submucosal resection (n=4); -/A-, partiali cystec-
tomy (n=6).
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years after the initial treatment

Comparison of actual cumulative intravesical recurrence
between TUR-BT only (-@~, n=23), instillation of an-
ticancer drugs after TUR-Bt (-O-, n=15) and radio-
chemo-hyperthermia (RCH) after TUR-Bt (-A-, n=5)
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TR D D, SEILKBEHL TV ELTHS.
low grade, low stage DBt OBRERRKIT, 4
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