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Abstract

Penile cancer (PC) is a rare and highly aggressive genitourinary malignancy. The inguinal lymph
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nodes (ILN) are the most common site of early metastasis in penile cancer, and the prognosis of pa-
tients with penile cancer largely depends on the degree of inguinal lymph nodes. Currently, Inguinal
lymph node dissection (ILND) is the standard treatment for penile cancer patients with inguinal
lymph node metastasis. However, some patients who receive ILND will develop a series of postop-
erative complications, including wound and lymphatic related complications, which affect the prog-
nosis of patients. In recent years, more and more researchers have focused on inguinal lymph node
dissection for penile cancer and its postoperative complications. Therefore, this article reviews the
research status and progress of inguinal lymph node dissection and its postoperative complications
in penile cancer, in order to provide a new direction for the selection of surgical methods and the
prevention and treatment of postoperative complications in patients with penile cancer.
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=13
1. 5=

12595 (Penile cancer, PC)J& —Fhi A2 W, AR B AR 28 1 B MA PR AL JE SR GG VeI, LRI 284 53 1%
FEREHT ARG P AL 1% [1][2], Fo H AT PO e A Aom R A J& 56 30 £, SET-FOVH 31 AL[3]. BIZE
Jegs (00 R0 6 (R M X 5, L A2 BURAEZE T FEPNFI g SE NS X, 75 32 [ 53 Me3ediE b o LA 2 1% [4].
I [ B e RE A 7T HLAS (International Agency for Research on Cancer, IARC) a2 7R, 2020 4 [E B 2%
P R AR T B A IR T LB 5]

[ =508 32 SR A R T B 25k TRV A B R AR R, R A Z MR RS S, FEAH: T,
BERE. B K. B E. AN REL. MAREBZE FEM AL L. AR LR
(Human papillomavirus, HPV)J& e DL K 3 A #4716 SR U) R & 25 (6] [7]. BHZER7E 40~60 % 55 14
R, FRERAS B, H I BA 2R AN B J R FR R R AN L, B R, I8 R I B 25 R R
A (FER ZE AR Y MR T . IR SE), Mo e RE 2 Ik D 45 688, SRR TG A
B[6] [8].

RS RS AP AE AN VS 2 pE B TS M E R R, IRk E 45 (inguinal lymph nodes, ILN)/Z B
2R W RN R EAL0]. Atatat, P22 R AR BN SR AR 2R AR KRR A T2
B WS R AR R, MRV 232 R, A AR R ERAC[10]. H AT, M2 IR IT
HCAFEARIGTT N T o 0T 1] fir 2 J S vy bk 2 225 fieh DR Bl BRI S % 28 I v bk R 285 1) A, Ak 2
45iE AR (Inguinal lymph node dissection, ILND)J2 B 255 & AR AE VR IT FBL[11] [12]. MRtk a5
FAARADAUAT LAk D Joy 3 R A ik 45 7, A B T3 (1] [13]. 28T, T RZm 2 KT e
NEBE, 504252 ILND (8 # 2 MR G I RE, BFE0 FUE G BRIRTE . R A G I A6 56 [14]. A
WHFCHR . #2352 ILND FRH 2200 B IR G IR RIE M JLER =k 70% [15]. T4k, &7 FH 225 iE i
WRE IS AR UL AR 5 AORE BB FURER I OB 38 . DR, AR SOKs R 98 B 220 IR v bk B2 45 7 R
DA KA S5 3 ORE T S BOIR R F AT 2518, LAA N BA 280 J8 3 TR 7 sURIE AN AR J5 F R SE (Bl V6 4
BB 7 1
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2. BREEBRBCAREBLEFERAAR(LND)
2.1. ILND KY93& RI3iE

FH 2208 S R R TT , IEE TR HAT, B 250 R 1 BRI AR IT 7 RS EETEA,
BARFRFEBR T BN E . KT, FEARE: BEHUIR. FIZREVIRA. HAZERSY)
BRARA R IZE Y] + BBk A E R [16]0 BRI Ik 2 25 T A AR 2 H S 1) 5 6 S V) DX 3 EEL 45k
T BRI 12 XSGR R B AN TR [A7] . B2 3 B DOtk 45 1 5 SR AN AR A7 30 51%,
LY R A S RN, A 5 AEMINTAEAZ R E 9%, [XHkibh (45 52 5 FH 250 2B (K TS A AR A%
BN R[10] [18] A4, 224 HAVER A VA bk B2 85355 4 AR KTV ik ) 20 R0 PR b R S e R L R it
BEWE R REE,

E AT PR 8 R OC T B 22 0 I P V) bk B2 G538 R PR SETE AR A — 28 5. AR BRHT (NCCN IR Sk 4R
B s B 25D [19], X925 0 M6 VA bk EL S5 I AR A& SO T AR BEHT: (1) 45 A S B S v ik 1 2
ST > Tib AR SE, HEFESHAS AT bk 2 4535 48 (Dynamic sentinel lymph node biopsy, DSNB)={ri{ R
IR VAR LS5, — BRI B 45 %, Rl — A7 SRR M IE oA M 45 B AR (2) il
NGB ESS, I HATE A 515 N RS R sl I BRI Rk a5 A A, AT ARA PRI A
WMELER: ARE>3 AL FIERM LR, B RN IMZAC, WIHEEAT 2k
B85 (3) HEBIAMELEEE . BB T ARG KA, MEFATHMT, MRiR4E R 4F& ]
ATHAE TERR IRV R 455 4 . ILND 2 — TRy ALl BRI F R, MRIATE ILND BJEE N BLAMAE E
G SGHEET FREL N B, DUBERT E S HR 20 om ALRIELE AN, DLIHE S5 R HLR 15 cm 4bi)
KEEAM T, PRSI T GHEL N T R[2]. FF BARIA MM LS5 1 TR B BR A o5 T UL R T
IR, RN 7 BB AT B B AL AL B [20] . JEHAE LT, SRR R AT Z2VIRE N 2~6 A /A v T
ILND, {H;2 ILND (s AEiasT LR SR A I E 1. i, BRZEMZFEER NN, WIERE
IWRELEE AT S TR T FI00) e S8 TS AN szt A AR A7 20 Uy L [21] [22] BRIth, ROZARYE 3 i H
HIGOL, DAEFATR S, JFRAMEIRYT %,

2.2. ILND B9FRAR

FIHAT AL, ILND AR A T T ARMGA T AR FFBOEIE ik B 4575 9 R (Open Inguinal
lymphnode dissection, OILND) 5 {X Hi Daseler [23]55 A#iE, /& 90 “FEARLLARIG YT B 2o 38 BB VA ik I8 45
R R e, TR ESCERETE, (HXMFRYIOEKR, BEERGA RS ROEXK[24] . T4
K BERS Mk R S5 B AR, B RERE Bt I R 1A ik E2. 45 7 49K (video endoscopic inguinallymphadenectomy,
VEIL) AL 28 A $lj B 15 I 74 3k B2 45 7 31 K (obotic-Assisted Video-Endoscopic Inguinal Lymphadenectomy,
RAVEIL)IZH#T G, BT HX B IE S @i/ FERED SIS, @i T B 220 103677 [25].

R 22 RV T 0 SR T MG R bk B2 5 1 ) TR AE VR T B 22 VR . B SC T3B! ILND 1
FEANRAE IR, HE CHAEYR 242 50 . — T T [26] 70 B 1 #5632 T R VA ik 2 2575 9 R (OILND)
ISR I BGA M BB AR (VEIL) R F) 20 8, RKIL OILND ZHAI45 M I RAEEL VEIL 4 I
(65.6%%F 27.7%). % FCER N T 22 IE VAR A B AR B, VEIL 2241, 5105 A IS I Kk
b, N HAR A R I R A5 R I B AR B . I — T A [27] DB 23 A 1 R B 2 e 43 32 T T8O i )
JE RV LSS E AR B F BRI Rl RICRAMOIFREES 4. @R (i R 22 80), |
HRERERZBFWRTIFRNTFAR, M THRETERIAGMOESEFHRMAZREEEN S, XE—MEE
IR TFARITVE. sz, XTI e a8, HI TMe FARE TR, FIRERE L
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SRR A H IR T BRI T RA T Sl dt, IREEAR IR 7RSSR RRE R R AR, B IR R
IR VR YT R R [25] [28]. {HAE, TR ILND fEA EORRRBEA W 45 e i HLA T [ 5E i mT fid K% R BE v
WSS AR E LRI 5.

3. FAZIE ILND RIEHRIE

PRI 26 [ [ R 4 A E 28 48 7, 4 BH 250 6 % 25 R R0V bk 0 4 [X sl , DU 338 P R e 70 7k B2 5 ¥ 451
AR[29]. ESR ILND A Bh TV I7 I 1E 5 R PR B 250 A0 35 Bh I 220 I PR 4 H[11] [13], {HJ24:52 ILND 1)
AW S M = ARG HRAE, M TUS[15]. B2 A EEERARNEE b, FARIREN K
A ZAE 60% % 100% 2 7], FHZE% ILND S WA G H R AEEFE RIS, 15 DU S IR (15 F Uk gs . 4t
IRA - BRIRTE) R AR G ] @ AR I . RS 3. R ROK M) . Bribz Ah, MR b¥UE S R 25 th
DRIRF AR A AR AR 2E . R ALY, DA R 45 4 55 [14] [30]. Anfar )y Jig s v bk EX S 0 R
ARIGIERAE AT 78— A WA PR AN i T 1 14 0 A

3.1. OILND RIFH K iE

FEICERR A IR B VA R LS5 TE R M 90 AEARDAR, — BLHEAE iR 97 I 220 IR I VA itk B2 45 2 7% (1) b
#E[24] . 1T AR EEYIGREHE i R AR, DARSMUAT | R NIRRT A R 45[2] [20]. BARETF
RAT LA RGBT A 220, (R ILIRE 5 RAER G AE, P HE W EH AR RE. — R Es
OILND IR G RAER A 2N 61.7%, FHHRZHIFRIESHOE K, Foldkd[31]. Seidelman [32]
GNFR ARG R T Re S HE PRI . AT, WRR s . Ele . BRI s FRIF ). AR5 15 D473
LR ZEA XK. BT OILND 7 ZE VBB E KRR IS B #8516 [20], [FIR AT Be 2ol B, 58 OILND B
Dy KAERGIERIE . — WU Fa[32] [l BPE AN 1452 ILND B3, RJEIFAEZH Clavien-Dindo 43
RARGHATIRG R IR WL PR3 5 AOIE A2 AR i AR (O S b Bl L ), 5 DL P 6 30 O RORE S bk K
o FEEEH OILND (193 RURE A R B 5, A RETE A R/ AR S5 1 ACRE B K A=

3.2. VEIL RFEHEIE

IEAER, KT ORI EEEHRHOE ok 2, st a eI s 5t IRk L 455 4
A (video endoscopic inguinallymphadenectomy, VEIL). BT 34} B iE a0/ HEIEDEM S, &
B T B TFIBOR S, i H T B 2 m I v bk R 4 4% (13697 [25] . AHXET OILND i &, VEIL
FARBERAITER R 2 . Bi# VEIL (1 H 2535 1, BRI Z 1023 T e R A T VEIL ARG K0, LA
HHRRARA S I O R A

Tobias-Machado [33]%5 AT 2006 4E & kitiid 7 VEIL, fhAiT#6H, VEIL ML OILND FAR M a4
B, AEREEAE>, EEERWREES), B, FRE, ATt ie b, E 41 Bl IS
frs N IR M B A ET AR M B o, AUE 14.6%) B HBU™ E I RAE34]. Jenl fpF LR, A
5% T AR AT DA FRAR AR S5 473 0B RV, i R T R TR T A L B s B T AR B 25 5 5 o ) S FF) 980
SM[35]. fEA, TR R, SIFCTARAEL, VEIL J59:78 T ik 38 b 0 T F 0 B 2 04 [26]
[36]. LB H Al CL&AT 2 B BVERT A H 7 — S5t B BE T I VA il L 4535 R (VEIL) 5 Tk
PEM A EFAR (OILND)AHEL,  RERS IR HEARALRI IR VG YT BUR, AR S FF AR (JU IR 3 USRI R IR
FE)FE/[34] [35], AH I ASE MBI v o R RE 75 2 5T E

3.3. RAVEIL RGH LI
BB BB BRI R E, RAVEIL BF#I M. 2009 4F, Josephson %5 A [37]# UARIE 1 ikZF Akl A%
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Nt B RE B5 A T OV S 70 vk 2L 453 AR B 25988 BB YR T - AR EL TR SR R85 T ILND, RAVEIL
A 3 BRI S5 9 RRE[38] . A W T R BMLEE N TFARAL AT PALERE /N (1) 725 5] BURS AR 59 bk D45 2 21, 38 A
NFR— YRS B, AR R A AR 5 FUR G SEAR 5 9 AORE[39] [40]. il (1) — LA
Fu[AL1]3E 5 BB 43 AT 4T RAVEIL FRB 280 B G R BERE, R RAVEIL 1 DU 3 FEASAR J5 IF R IE K
AR, R 25 BT B (R 4656 2 2~5d. RUEHLES N\ G B AR e B MR I v vk 2 4 B R A LT
TR B I B AR AR ARG I RO A — @ %, BT ae Il — 28 5 FARMCHIHARE,  anik
B, BEHRIAIE . N BUKIMAE[42] [43], XEEHRRERIR AT R S FAREME . MEZERBAR G HEHER R
HKo

4 BRCARBEHERREH RENDE

JEAER,  anAe] P I bk B2 5V AR R G H R E R AE & N AL 5B TH IR £ 5. Seidelman
[44]55 NH8 H & B B RGO F AL T 2 01 B T AR M K1 o 438 47 A% a7 S5 it vl 2 b
TRAR G5 RGO R . A 2 3R GRS R D) 1 i, SEATB ARk g A . R AR . 3
B4 K [ % ik (great saphenous vein, GSV). EiR ILND 7] 45 7 258 B AR AT i 4 A J5 I &0 1 2 A2 [45]
Ravisankar [46]55 AH 2R T — S etk B AR SR> OILND AR5 RS S FERAE, Wi F 4403 4551
RS T4, AEE LTS R

B 7 EIRBIVATE AN, ASCHARH 2/ NRRG, DA/ ILND IR (1) &X ARG IERE :
ARATEE T TP H AL 2 (R 7 rE rade FH AR AR), U405 VRS G AR PRAg o #A4 , FVE TR T7 =X,
FHRUAT G /D o I AL ST, 8 G B IRIRSE RN G Rep A HD O, e Sl B A J T
B FIRIE; RJGORFEV) OIS E T8, iy, JEHR SRR, RAGERER, K E AT
AR (2) ERBREAEIIE RS ARETTTEAR XI5 A s e A I < 3h 22, nlsb ik iz s R LR
B Ko e Fk SR FH R B AR L R R AR (i 5 — kD 4), 7 bk B K e s A o R T A P 22 2 45 4Lt
VAV, TR SIS (FUESR), CABTIEAREZER . MRS A A ARG R R 4h B,
HE A I B (& B F B 04K . SR TYIELIRYT), AWK R A s ARG IR, SRR
ME5lRE <30mL/K. (3) FFHRF ki BlF ARG I HPEZY . KGR FIRES MRS
ERE. B2, BEBEHREEBRARAR G HARER AT A E, @l et FAREAR . MiafhpR
JEE FIR R AR A G FE R A . FEH, MR IT 7 SRS IR M O

5. REERE

BA 2 g — P LA R, BRI R MBI R 5 682, SRR A R o BIZEJE i B dme i LA Ak
AR B R SR R4 . SPREFARATI IR B 20 BBV R L A5 5 1 8 (A bn ki T BL. B H T
ML, BIZEE B R A5 AR AR A T T ARG TR . AE R IT I8 2 Gl IR 74 ik B 45
JEHAAR, % ILND FARIEEER & MR IOARE IR, MTE. 25k ILND Hi AR S
I ARRE B DA ARG R AT, BRI A F T AR R A 250 ILND ARJS I ARAE, IF HAERR
BT IE I RAE MR A, R B AT ML BRI FIBTG . BRI 2 ILND AR5 I RAERIBT i T4
B VARKIKEED, EEEHRKIEE.
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