TABLE 1: Distribution of Tumors by pT Stage and Histological Grade in Previously Reported and Current Series of Penile Squamous Cell Carcinomas
	
	Solsona et al (%)
	Hungerhuber et al (%)
	Hegarty et al (%)a
	Current series (%)

	No. Cases
	37
	56
	100
	198

	pT stage
	
	
	
	

	Tis/T1
	18 (49)
	30 (54)
	28 (28)
	8 (4)

	T2
	16 (43)
	18 (32)
	33 (33)
	102 (52)

	T3
	3 (8)
	8 (14)
	39 (39)
	88 (44)

	Histological grade
	
	
	
	

	Grade 1
	20 (54)
	10 (18)
	39 (44)
	50 (25)

	Grade 2
	13 (35)
	27 (48)
	35 (40)
	65 (33)

	Grade 3
	4 (11)
	19 (34)
	14 (16)
	83 (42)


a 12 cases corresponded to carcinoma in situ and were not graded.
TABLE 2: Nodal Metastasis According to Risk-Group Stratification Systems in Penile Squamous Cell Carcinomas
	
	Previously reported
	Current series

	
	
	cN0
(N=104)
	cN+
(N=94)
	All patients
(N=198)

	Solsona et al system
High risk
Intermediate risk
Low
	10/12 (83)
4/12 (33)
0/13 (0)
	15/70 (21)
0/31 (0)
0/3 (0)
	50/75 (67)
2/17 (12)
0/2 (0)
	65/145 (45)
2/48 (4)
0/5 (0)

	EAU system
High risk
Intermediate risk
Low 
	23/74 (31)
0/9 (0)
0/17 (0)
	15/99 (15)
0/3 (0)
0/2 (0)
	52/92 (57)
0/0
0/2 (0)
	67/191 (35)
0/3 (0)
0/4 (0)

	Hungerhuber et al system
High risk
Intermediate risk
Low
	3/4 (75)
2/7 (29)
1/13 (8)
	11/35 (31)
4/64 (6)
0/5 (0)
	32/48 (67)
20/44 (45)
0/2 (0)
	43/83 (52)
24/108 (22)
0/7 (0)


TABLE 3: Results of Receiver-Operator Characteristics (ROC) Analysis Comparing Evaluated Risk-Groups Stratification Systems in Penile Squamous Cell Carcinomas
	
	AUC
	SE
	P value
	CI

	Solsona et al system
	0.68
	0.04
	<0.0001
	0.61, 0.75

	EAU system
	0.53
	0.04
	0.54
	0.44, 0.61

	Hungerhuber et al system
	0.68
	0.04
	<0.0001
	0.60, 0.76


Abbreviations: AUC: area under the curve; SE: standard error; CI: 95% confidence interval.
