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English abstract & < 4 &
Objectives
1. To validate the diagnosis of ICD codes for primary upper urinary tract urothelial invasive carcinomas
(UTUC) of cancer registry database of Linkou Chang Gung Memorial Hospital

2. To analyze survival of validated primary UTUC patients and its predictive factors
Methods

Primary UTUC records in cancer registry database of Linkou Chang Gung Memorial from 1997 to
2011 were obtained after institutional review board approval. The medical chart of each patient was
reviewed for validation for primary UTUC of ICD codes in cancer registry database. Demographic features
and tumor characteristics were recorded for validated primary UTUC patients. Multivariate analyses using
Cox proportional hazard model was performed for predictive factors of survival for primary UTUC patients.
Results

There are 1170 primary UTUC patients in cancer registry database of Linkou Chang Gung Memorial
Hospital from 1997 to 2011 who have sufficient information in medical records for validation. Of the 1170
patients, 1132 patients have been validated as having primary UTUC, and the positive predictive value of
this cancer registry database for primary UTUC is 96.8 %. There are 38 patients with false positive
diagnoses of primary UTUC, including 16 patients of lower urinary tract urothelial carcinomas (UC), 2
patients of upper urinary tract carcinoma in situ, 2 patients of ureteral stump cancer, 3 patients of UC with

unclear location, and 15 patients of urinary tract diseases other than UC. Multivariate analyses of overall
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survival of validated primary UTUC patients show older age group at diagnosis, male, synchronous UC in
the renal pelvis and ureter, no surgery, stage grouping as regional or distant cancer are significant factors for
death due to all causes. Multivariate analyses of cancer specific survival of validated primary UTUC patients
show older age group at diagnosis, male, cancer diagnosed at 2004-2011, no surgery, and stage grouping as
regional or distant cancer are significant predictors for death due to UC.
Conclusion

Cancer registry database of Linkou Chang Gung Memorial Hospital is an accurate secondary database
for primary UTUC by its high positive predictive value. In order to decrease false positive diagnosis in
cancer registry database for primary UTUC, other urinary tract diseases other than UC should be validated
for their diagnoses and UC should be checked for whether it is primary or recurrent, located at upper or
lower urinary tract and for carcinoma in situ or invasive carcinoma. For UTUC patients of females, staging
grouping as localized or regional cancer, and younger age group at diagnoses, they should undergo surgery
and a high probability for survival could be thereafter expected.
Keywords
cancer registry database, validation, upper urinary tract urothelial carcinomas, primary, invasive cancer,

survival analysis, tumor characteristics.
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B 005 * FH 2 W | e B R A s 2.9 (1.2-6.9)"
i i
o | Li BLT | FPFF T 145 199020 | % F LRT, | % &vf;z} HAGA LRI A
AWM E R E R 2 06 UCPH, | & SRR E - B F) T 2.6 (0.6-11.6)
2009 | FREr | W ek MCPH | % | #= ﬂﬂfﬂf - p(F)T 9.5 (2.6-34.1)"
RHTE | R BRI z I - (7)™ 62.8 (11.9-332.4)*
bR ERAEED 3
AR @ THgm A $ 2 FIER TR R 3.5 (0.8-15.2)
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FHa 2

LR TERIE IR TR 7.1 (1.5-33.4)"

*
P
™z Munoz | ICD 7% | #8% 7 9072 | 1973-19 | #® |LRT | | "5KH & A4
2 6 30%200 | 3 ®E @A 96 SEER K| RER - BER - RER - EER R
E 0 B f B | R u PR i
i

Mdoh T

LRT= log-rank test, UCPH= Univariate Cox proportional hazard model, MCPH = multivariate Cox proportional hazard model, ULR= univariate logistic
regression, MLR = multivariate logistic regression

Fstatistically significant
% log-ranktest 2 % > T EE- H2 FRELA T HEIE LB E TS

R T R R

R A R EBAASHE S R
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1.2.4.2 AP P RRE S BY P R BRGFEF Y M

FUPTH L RRE A BB A P LFERP ERFE I BEFT RS T L RRE A
e EFANTIAEREH T OBPM TG ORI RS Bl a4t GRS L4 1.242) o
FRATEUFA KL SESERRE SR ARSI F IR A TP 2RE- FRET
RASRE-FreAy R4 2h- R Py 2R 2RBREY -0 9 BF g
RN BE- FRAE RO log-rank test 2 FE R HRBREFAT Y G A E R BT 2
% % £ 2 37 (multivariate analysis) » % 5 & & % #ic¥t 5 7% AR o BN g =, L 8
RAELY CRFRBIANBRELP Y - RS 2FFINRENFEF LB FRF D R AL
PRADZFE W (GO R E B READFRLZ FEF T e KPR
AEOPEIEFEAXAFFEFFEL? F 2B EEFE A B EFRS L AL EEHARE

W EFF LY e R R A sy A b B E FT T g gk e s ik i (lymph

ht
S

nodestatus), Plt- 4 51 % F 2 ABFAH A RES FEF 2 B FEFFS 00 ey - E R
% 4R 31 o gL(architecture) ¥ 5 75 2 B4, T AT AdrAIH B R#T o 5 TRk % (sessile tumor)
AR 5 %1 v (papillary tumor) 2 By W 5 S S AR F AL o M 2t e gk~ & # (lymphovascular
invasion), FI &3 KA1 F 2B T2 A RRE S 52 F2 b ERS " bz flct Bk
2 IR s o K BRSNS S i e
IWATERE R CEE BT AR EELEE SRR HEHERE G
k- % LB 38_3—5% Sl ERE A FRRE AR e RS . 10,22,34,37,38,); 5
REGFIHEHEE R EE AY LR 2 SR ISR S AL 2 F AR T
22
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B e A LA T R G B ERS 20N R G me T e g
f - frﬁi%lbj&g & (synchronous renal pelvis and ureter urothelial carcinoma) ¥t 7= 2 #2538 » # ¢ 1 &7

PP T el R R 2 P RES R 2R H P T el R R R W R AT LR

(renal urothelial carcinoma) & # /i  # (ureter urothelial carcinoma) & ¥ # £ - 10.30.34,36-38 2y 2 2
_viaﬁigjfj\rg A FREFE R LERPMEYT &% logranktest ts sy > BT 3 f%ﬁﬁ%ﬁcgf%
PR EREYGEF I REFLAE TV LER LR TR SR R 2R Y 2
W EEFS P pteb s B4 - F RPN T S B P %ok (concurrent bladder UC) 2 jisan B 74 i A
FHEA TP 2-RARFAD)HGALEE, THET R SRR en T 5 25 %03

Ez W B EFF o O
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#1242 AP PR REYABR(ZRIFSZFE) 2w FFFAY
Fw | % - T’F'ﬁ/ /};D';Z%Eg%i el s F 29 FL 15 7 TS
& i R ek A ) .- e s b clhaly = @%“ﬁw,?\& &
PRI PR g | OH ix (95% 37 % )
P 8 =
-8 | Kang B s | S R s ARE | 189 | 1986- LRT > | PREG SR
CH>/2003 | % & P ARG E 1995 MCPH | 5 | 7 2t pp 135 & 2k 2.0 ()*
# & F| s Ry & Lo IR e PR R 2.3 (&)*
BB SR A B 2.1(&)*
£ e B A X 17 (&)*
# "8 | Papatsoris | &% i | & 264 | 1996- LRT El el
AG¥/2008 | % & 2005 MCPH | 5 | 7 [pp$f-4 9.0 (1.2-66.7)*
F) | R R A g IT e 3.9 (2.3-6.7)*
‘o £ | Williams | #2132 1 | & 1029 | 1995- LRT 2| RERE AL B
% AK®2013 | B3 % # g 2010 MCPH | 7 | &= #inst+ 4 -4 1.2 (0.8-1.9)
B | F=HAEE - 2.2 (1.5-3.1)*
ER /N kA 3.2 (1.8-5.6)*
R g R A
BELE I RESE 2.0 (1.5-2.8)*
X e
FREFTE ol R E R E T E R | 19(14-25)°
8 (@ 2K 1.03 (1.02-1.05)*
=% | Chen TR e | 110 | 1990/ | =& &A | LRT | & | h# i+ s s i
CY®2007 |t hra & 1-200 B| F-HEop - FZY &
6/4 B | R R R A
24
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B ELEIPIH T E SR 2
B g A3
AT BTG 3060 5| &
Pk F F 60(F) v F
% | Hall B AN R 252 | 1960- |4 *d & |LRT AN & R R L R
MC?/1998 | 7 1992 | * £ FH |MCPH || #-IzHgsd-H(F)mT 6.0 (&)
?os IR
68 # 10t 4o ¥#3168 K (7)1 T 1.02 (&)*
% W | Favaretto FEXH s LR R F2 | 253 | 1995- e Y& | LRT B | s R A I A g
RL*/2010 | %3 = Hi/k | e e 2008 |#aE® |UCPH || &= a4 - (7)) 0~ 4.2 (1.6-10.7)*
B | F e i MCPH | ul| &= 7zt — (7)™ 11.6 (5.1-26.5)*
B ¥ B T
SR A T AT PR 1.3 (0.6-2.6)
B~ KB pE 7R AT T PR 10.4 (4.8-22.5)*
T R ES K
* & | Ouzzane Ex 1‘” KT za & P pFEF | 609 | 1995- |20 ?\iff F= | LRT T | R R A LR R
A™12011 £ 5B R 2010 UCPH | @k | # - WAgsfs# FH(F) %~ 3.6 (1.3-9.9)°
el s BE LA S MCPH | w]| & gijast 5 FH(F) 0~ 3.6 (1.2-10.8)*
R H FE iR EFH(F) T 7.2 (2.6-19.3)*
Fe i FEH(F) T 12.2 (3.7-39.6)*
R fi:%:
R 4 2.1 (1.3-3.5)*
FRLTIZ Ry L 3.0 (1.8-5.0)*
i (RF %K) 1.03 (1.01-1.05)*
6 B | Chromecki | #1941 | § &yevep K | 2492 | 1997- | 16 7F % | LRT T | A B & LRI A
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TF2012 | %3 2 Bk | o ¢ 2007 UCPH |g| #- st ¥ ZH( 7)™ 1.2 (0.6-2.2)
By | e MCPH | ®| | # - #iaf 3 FH(F)7 T 2.9 (1.6-5.2)*
es s K T m R RFH(F)T 5.8 (3.3-10.4)*
M SR
SR R Nt e X 0.8 (0.6-0.98)*
AR A A TR 1.9 (1.5-2.4)*
R B
o T A9 BT R 1.6 (1.3-1.9)°
EEHT L
- E AT 13(1.1-1.6)*
#f B
VP 3 ket 1.7 (1.4-2.1)*
Ed (B F R 1.02 (1.01-1.03)*
7B | Yafi BAYUE | #LE 8 637 |Since |9 RF I | LRT || REEE RS REL Y
FA®2012 | %3 2 Bk | i - B2 1990 UCPH || # - Z it % FH(7)1 ™ 0.6 (0.2-2.2)
LR SRY MCPH | | &= #gpdfsc ZH(7) 0 T 2.1(0.7-6.2)

o i

HoOREEE
zm%

V=W R EH(F) T
Fr i ¥ FH(F) AT
LR ]

tRE T
FRLTLZfRy T L
BT

J ORI 7
S

7R RS R R

3.7 (1.2-11.1)*
10.1 (2.4-42.0)*

2.0 (1.1-3.6)*
4.0 (1.9-8.2)*

2.4 (1.3-4.3)*

2.0 (1.04-4.0)*
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L LA B
LRT= log-rank test, UCPH= Univariate Cox proportional hazard model, MCPH = multivariate Cox proportional hazard model

*statistically significant
YRR R H A B AR (T R S A
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13 AR e ek AR L N

Paigd P RE Y AR A L 3L 2 A R R SR L RFERG AP RIE Sl LR

6‘

FrpL EREAT - LG8 L RIRFEL AR L R S P VORI TR 2 e
(radical nephroureterectomy ) s % » #2202 B sk a gk Loy o L FEH AL RR

e T i ff\?*ﬂfﬁﬁiqﬁ%g‘i R ECHE R LN BN S R TR

£ R R Y B R AR DTS E g

~E

2RI hf B A 2 R 4 B iR
R 75 2 Jh A AT R TRk b e b A2 - 0 FIEEM R R A 2 R enR R ek E
FERIAVGE TR E AR DR B TR SR BT wE SRR PRI L
Tk R R R

P s R ML EPAEET L B O PR R AR B RE A

~
\4

AT HERE A FHLRHE P 2 8 - BT 2 R A e R g Yok aE
ARFFLESRTLIARLT SRPRRLBFNT o A RE L AR fF LRy
Mo A AEY AR m L d S E R R E R A F S ICD-0-3 2 R E ¥ &
BV ESS B e RTUNLKRSE GEEFs- ) PV e R AR AF I ARY SR

BE A 2 p A ko P H P 5k (papillary) By 2 54 SR A IR R 5 L 2l F A

9
Y
&
B
3
g
<k

chle S A BTACUUR R B A B LR BT AL LRz BB Y aag

[

Ko AL Y A B A RARRONE AL AR AT R b R L

BRI EESRI SR ERELAY 0 EFFE LN R L T R EF LR
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{\s,\

TE AR AR A

R ELAPEET L FRELEFTT AP 2R AN
1%

FOIBRTVRARE YA BB LA VBB G EL AL R 0 DB RETHE S E

7
~

RIFL MR A ek A F TR AR T - SBTHE > R
FRRCRT SR EE ARFY LA

e i x Frrd
FHFTHZImE AT ZAT - LREF L TRE
B2V LKk
Flpt > A AP S R AHRBEHCEATHEELEY L P RRE Y AR TR B
PHAR LA NE BT RS ET 2 R AR L B A SR pEER
2 EGE Y BEIC BEE AN SRR LA Rl LT RN R 2
ERERIR R R
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14 F’i

3: 4

1.

P\)\ PEEI T = vﬂrif”b P
i~ 752 ICD #5% 5 :189.1 & C65. 9(%?‘J %) 189.2 &« C66. 9(%])7\? %) 189.8 & C68. 8(@
%ﬁ

19972011-&ﬂﬂ” F&&&gga?{ig fé'@”x)%}i}?a&”‘ Ny

2. ..‘g A i 7% % 8120,8130,8131,8082,8122,8031,8020,8050 (Urothelial carcinoma #j& ¥ 2. >
%K: ‘*\F‘ 7_ % ﬁk"’“ Mg}{%)
3. s 3 Invaswe cancer/ =% B (7 22 %)
FER EE R L& NI
BEPrERH L (NI) tpolv iR
:}i'f'ﬁ%ﬁ,‘fi . ﬁ‘fzJ‘E"H?/ZI]%A7 Iﬁafﬁ‘x&jﬁam‘?@g

1
2. FR AL [ﬁa/ﬁ'\.n&rﬁj;‘mz KA D) | T A SN a—"é@,[’%
?gb#“‘f i1 *}ﬁ*&(NE)

\

(.

~

Bt & (N2 it b AL R B (7 &7 5E- i)
a)ﬁ@41@¢wﬁﬁpw@;,M¢¢Pﬂm%&
(2) % 4 2 T rRUTA S RIRE AR IR G /IUI\lE FR l"’gﬁ’?}f’v
(3) P2 4 2t o B4R 2 é/'afﬁlg b R R 0 ) 0
(@) 2t 2 (FBH) AR G- %o é_/'wl.ﬁ.wt*’*éfa’v}%‘ °
\ £ £ * #(N; N=Ni-Ne) /
/ \
—,'E':F%‘fiff\i’k féf%‘l“i-‘fﬁﬁ‘
Na (% 1% 15 * %) Nb (1% F& 145 4 #K)

mL41F2—(&%_-m@¢*1 =R ICD L BREFA T )EER
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e

CHRELREFEIREEIARE R Av B e

2 p PAEEE 2 4 M| m BEHP R R
L IS Ry

T Ap M & o Fl1S
.E'.?%‘i?»\ AN ‘*‘F'

15‘ /r"‘v '}fﬁ’( fb;"’ > é)
25 FE Beor W3 & (Kaplain Meir method)

% v # (log rank test , univariate and multivariate Cox
proportional hazard analysis)

5% #c(subgroups):
SR ey EiS
TR E
twl (9 42,4 02)
2 WrpE (3T 1997-2003 & >+ 2004-2011 &)
2rEY
T (A3F)
BAE (L-3)
SR R IRE LR
PR ORI ERER (L F)
Rl gk (2~ F)
R TR A (L)
T AR B & Fl1S
T E)
THE (L 3F)
Liwie R (L~ 3)
BHEFIAN (LA RE)
M ] e B (3N~ R E R~ B R)

WMla2FmE- (CHRBESRFEIREEIARBRRL L 3FLS )RR
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15 73 B en&2 @ 3 K 48 /Research Purpose and Research Problems

151 - (R REF A 2R R ICDBWAREFSL)P 2 B

Peni e EAREFRTHEEY Lo P A 2Rk (D DEHESE mIEL%E
FACREF T RETL - K8 FTRE » A RARE I A RRBLESIA - F?2RETETHRE

PR b BB R 2 B 1SR 5 (positive predictive rate) 3 % ?

1523 (CHBESRFEIBREIARBRRFE A2 HHEA)P BRI
PentPFNA RGP ARRERFE A FHEL AT R 2T R b G ARR
ROAL: 7R AT B R R g st H = 4 g (subgroups) i it b s ARGE L R ORm 4 2w 7 8

ik wiE2 b %t (hazard ratio) e ?

agpm g o Bl Ay 1997 # 1 2011 # +x v & F&?ﬁrm&&ﬁ;‘a;’%& FALE Y 2 s AR b

R c o Emvlv A R(D)%RFE; BREE e TR R RIRE Y A RRm A 2B ERIERIS T2 (2%
& & (S &

AT BEFES bR AE A s A 2 B E R ¢ ez Rk ST E W S R SETER Y R
SRR SR m A A R AT SR ¢ i b 2 TR F)S
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Yo% i3
21 - (RERY RAE A2 TR ICDBERREF L) 2
211 B 3§ FHL kR
Fhothr EAFIRZGELR #1073 REF L@ 1097 3 2011 & $hr & A& FIfr ¥
ALY AR A ERRL A TR F Y R R ek £ RRE TR~

?:»[ﬁ'l’%"fii ,,{,f};ﬁg__r p‘\g%‘%:[%i:)]%&}gﬁrﬁ’:—’ T L’H‘\‘“ E‘)%;ﬁ},;va‘\ lg ﬁ;ﬁ.«xx,},, éju—r_:‘ T[a;i','i

Lok 45 A S
A

R

AL o DL SRR AR E s T RRGE L AR BEE e T e ) A
% &>t 8120,8130,8131,8082,8122,8031,8020,8050 ¥ 2. — (@ $* * izut E_F‘« nFg 2 kg5 ICD-0-3 #72> #

2_ Urothelial carcinoma #7i& & 2. > 38k & g2 0

*‘E\—

ft']&l% /NFJ'\SEFP‘»E?',{J_)‘“‘VB'7 R “:‘F{)’

2. P45 5 30 & H 5 Invasive cancer/ R (7 2R o) o % 3. ICD LU A i 5 AR

W

F5RGSREF VL L AR ¢ § 1891 & CE5.9(F E ) 189.2 & CE6.9(H 7} # ) - 189.8
% CE8.8(ud 1By B 2 50 fi b A )0 189.9 & C68.9(A M 7 (=% 2 + A /)& 189.0 & C64.9( T %0
BT EAFRERLR et TR EFEL SR EARAFRART BT RLERE L L

R

21273 # 2
2121 priged
1997 2 2011 # fv £ A FluRm EFre P A Y 05 2902 B4~ iF 2 F 2 g5 4

1. Wiz 2 ICD #5 5 :189.1 &« C65.9(% £ %) ° 189.2 =+ C66. 9(%11‘]\? H%) > 189.8 & C68.8(i |45
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2 s A R) > 189.9 £ C68.9(AM 7 k2 b A K)E 189.0 & CO4I(THUR) -

2. =l g5 5 8120,8130,8131,8082,8122,8031,8020,8050 (Urothelial carcinoma #7id & 2. 238 & 4§

3. Mk 5 3 Invasive cancer/ &% & (7 2R k)

1. mP~83% 0k 2 f ¥ chart review
2. RREREFIULY MBI A LD L RRE L ER R L
2123 BT AR 3

T EAFRY FAFARSFALRETA SRS THEAR B A LR es ¢ ]
Pt F TR T EAFRER(C FELRE LpR CPORE CBYRF  FRE
o TREE SRR BB RABGEFREL) VI LEAFRIACKRE LB F R
the RARBRE)E A a @ FRarirl PSR A ey etk £ A F BB E L @R
Fob-FAE A L(F) 2 P RREY A BRSSP B(1)FE S L i 2 B2 R RD
IR A R L R RS 2 R A R RRR OIS (2% S Lkl ko X2 RE
DR A BRRE AR L - Lo
2124 B b o f

PARERET AR B E- &S B MREL S RAE I ARRRER Q) =
FALREE R B E R P RAE LB RR (2 p L 2 TRETE ARG R R
PR A BERR () At 2w B AR AR AR 0 TR T R e R 0 (4)
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PR LR (RDRE - LRBE P URE BLRE) - RiRamef 0 RE 1 L R R

2125%@AL Y REE A RERBE L L AN
.@%ﬁ%ﬁjﬂwpgiﬂﬁ%@ﬁﬂ~’TaﬁﬁﬁTéﬁ’,ilﬁ 2 BT S (1)
CREL AR B A B ARRE Y AR Q) B AREL S RRE Y AR eR(EARER) Q) B
AFEY & L ARGE Y RIS 2 AR R A R(E R R R) 0 (4) AR R G T URARE
A & (B) B A FEY R REY AR e mA R b PR o
2126 6 Bp FTHESBLERE
CHRERRFELIRARE YA RRRBAE R R LR LS - HRELRE
Friir? ThRERS >\ B 88 L3 18w

213 BEIERIF 2 0333
PR EAFRABREETRASRELY R Y L R BRI S B R 8

=2 B (e R =S S R AR L R R R (R S R

N\
N }

AR L R A BB S R R L B R R A )

22 Pz (CHRBIRFEIREFIABRRRR AL BEAFN) R

2.2.1 FI ‘f-—" ¥ kR
Fr-(rglr gt A R R ICDLWBKRS L)Y ¢ BRELRFL L BRE Y AL BT

2 4

222F 5 H R
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2.2.2.2 % » i
Fr- (e b L aRk DL Emakam )Y 2 s REE P RRE P &8
2o i A
2.22.3 e
T L K L R R I R Y L R R R TR BT R o
2224 %%
FEARATS O UREEETHEEY FEL R AR E R Lo
22241 % # A4
RHBEE TR B A & T2 [CD A 0 F 7~ FIE 2 [CD A8 it ff b AL o P e 2
FEIE R R SRS R OF L F A AEHL (DAARRRE L Lk R A2
QENTNEY S SAGRRE ERRRE T UL Y SR ERE A S E
22242 5 E2 KPR
GEET A RABWET LI BRLPFFE R RUET L R DR D S BGRLT
HL)z PR E G e
22243 f B3 5
FIREE el (Tg T EHRH L m AL R A2 EHRFTHERRE B2 R RRE T ELY
2 A TEAR R B PR S PR o
2225 $#
RHcE Fop AN DETPEE S S L ETPEE (5 1997-2003 ¢ 2004-2011 &) ~ e B FR (i
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BIETEC WRPEAE CRFRFETIZERRE PR ER RE PR TR
THABLERFFGRT S THE) R 0k 2HARG A R2AD2 A RERAABY
PR EE S

AT RER Y RAEY A ERBLE L 2B P BT AR THEL S PR

B!
N
Ni

i

F3 % et A REHRAY 2 BHDEH A BLpEEL B BRI ARSI B IR

‘hl-r;F7 *72"‘*@?}1-‘1‘]{1‘7 Fﬁ)a\” }%I‘T’ *ﬁ?’—

“3\\-
34

Ao b ERRRE U A L 1 B
(localized cancer)— & ik © &)= % 38 2 B R A IR0 4 2 e Wik A SIS R AR

BRAFR > ApTey

—HE

e B 5% % 2. T 2k (regional cancer)—3%Z gk 4 2 fEre 0 Biide B i
FEP ARSI AFR > ARpILeRE AR RN ORE S B RS L E RS 5 3. ## F(metastatic
cancer)— 3% e Rl A A RREPRER AT R ABRL R LS % BT RE ©
B R A5 o
2.2.3 %3+

Fu3t =72 ¢ 7 Kaplain Meir = /2 > Log-Rank test » Cox proportional hazard analysis - & * Kaplain
Meir = 2 k@R g f b e foiE A BBz FME A7) 0 @ % Log-Rank test 't g & g s FH R
AT e BFLR 248 # % univariate Cox proportional hazard analysis % » 17 e #& % # 5 %
= 7+ 2 H gt (hazard ratio) 0 2 -H % £ 4 47 (univariate analysis). % % 5 ki3t P 2 B EF F]S o B

- SRR REAIE L R R TR PR IEL HF TS o AP HF KBRS p<005-
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%= % 2%/ Chapter 3 Results
31 mi-(RElt ﬁﬂﬁfxfﬁ’ﬂ» =ZR% DLW BHREFAT)ES

A BT EARE TR E Y 1997-2011 & R G P A BRRL 1199 £ e TR
?oo 1170 Bgp A 2 TR L R R o B i AR #Hfr‘%ﬂﬁ“ E AR N LN o
B AL SR L PR R AL pfes (f AP RE LB EDRE - Fildeh 2 B
ReffFd RFSE - MRBL I L ARFFL > HRTER IR ERAZ )
8kt A A2 PR P A BRI S BY T p A a L Rl R R
RERERT L eEDEY B 52 Pisgt A RE bl s ¥ 28/t k- R RELL
RFGE P A RERF LG AL EP S S - LB R k2 1171 o A 2 1199 ENCY o
AOLL71 fgp A 2 1071 Ejesi o B9 1A P ARRARIE » Fpg g o

70 =845 RAFE el b A B R AR A ¢ 2 LB tp A SR s REF R G L &
L (IR -ShExt 1077 = d BB -BppsF 20 d FRE=S%EFF 30 d B
HEF 3) RREE T AR R R L R Rk BRI S 96.8% o & 38 i 4

3.2 %, 38 of 1170) & % H& 14 (false positive) > %7 5 RE g P L B8 % > o 38 o A S e
K d

Tk

Fo AT AR5 o LR P AR T AR AR 16 o AR W TR L A
B~ 2 B AT G ORF L RE P AR R 2 B AT T OB LB A s (stump

cancer) ~3 B AT FORARE P ARG R e eR) 0 L K9 LA E B SRR e
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1997 & 2011 #4kv & AR T o L B ik N FE &

R AR R

1199 ¥ zz4%

Tiep A G d L7 st e - AR R
FTAHREY Bk 2 — = b b L RS pe s

e R

2L i A g - K PR AR R R S
Eif_:}ﬁaki> Fefrp g L85 4z 4'5:—

1102 ¥ e

N

Limp 4 7 8 RA R L i 4 R AL ? L

i o A

1171 i 4

38 i A EERED LR RIRE Y L RR R A
H. ]~i’1 A BEAeT™ o

a. 150 4 ARG oA LR AL

LEET R ”a[&»’Sl:»}?ﬁkp’ﬁ‘_?

mp(W@ wykﬂﬁ‘~ﬁiﬂ
F7RAESE(Q2 o A Jff\”g sEfrl B A %

n;c¢;) 1 i 4 4?’““‘@3LJ\F”

161*’}]‘3\5 ’iﬁ-ﬁ—"—F/&fJ'\ﬁFp‘\}%

2 iZH A Al ‘”"%’ﬂ

2 g AR G BRI AR

3 AT G

A LR E g 5

ﬁcﬁ‘)ﬁa:S

2. H s
IEES A

® o0 o

/:u fj'\lg

i'FJ.\%Ei 4 ﬂ»}%( _q_ff\/p? ‘.-\]75'? %ﬁ,%;) » e _}’g_y i

=
bR ) 2
,> 3;&-1}%4’;3

1170fiﬁa&

N
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pdk - 0 R 2 R RN B ORI R R A

A A A T e 2 v AR
papillary carcinoma, papillary transitional cell carcinoma 8130

With squamous, glandular or trophoblastic differentiation, nested 8120
carcinoma, microcystic carcinoma, unspecified transitional cell carcinoma

Micropapillary carcinoma 8131
Lymphoepithelioma-like carcinoma, plasmacytoid carcinoma 8082

Giant cell carcinoma 8031
Sarcomatoid carcinoma 8122
Undifferentiated carcinoma 8020

From: Johnson CH, Peace S, Adamo P, Fritz A, Percy-Laurry A, Edwards BK. The 2007 Multiple Primary and Histology
Coding Rules. National Cancer Institute, Surveillance, Epidemiology and End Results Program. Bethesda, MD, 2007 *
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