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PROSTATIC CANCER: PATHOLOGICAL ANALYSIS
OF AUTOPSIED CASES

Yasuo TakarasHI, Takuji Mavuzumi and Jin Saron

FErom the Department of Urology, Gunma Cancer Center Hospital
(Chief: Dr. J. Satoh)

In 27 cases of prostatic cancer, the histopathologic prostatic picture at the time of autopsy was

compared with that in biopsy and that of metastatic lesions at autopsy. A change in the grade

between in biopsy and in autopsy was confirmed in 4 cases (14.8%). A change in the grade between

the prostate and metastatic lesion at the time of autopsy was confirmed in 3 cases (11.1%). The

cases that had a change in the grade, had a common tendency: 1) being older, 2) having a longer

clinical course than the no grade-change group, 3) changing to a higher grade.
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