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[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the value of preoperative CT scan in detecting pelvic lymph node

metastasis of cervical cancer. Methods 50 patients, who were diagnosed as cervical cancer in [ a— I a stage by

clinical and cervical biopsy, received CT scan one week before surgery. The imaging and pathologic findings for each

patient were compared. The sensitivity and specificity of CT in predicting metastasis lymph nodes were analyzed and

the ROC curve was drawn. Results The sensitivity of CT in diagnosis of pelvic lymph node metastases of cervical
cancer was 78.9% , and the specificity was 90.3%, and the area of the ROC was 0.845. Conclusions CT is an

ideal iconography method to diagnose lymph node metastasis of cervical cancer. Improving the preoperative diagnosis

rate has an important value in the ovary protection of young patients with cervical carcinoma in early stage.
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Fig. 1 CT findings of swelling pelvic lymph nodes
AZERRIREEE IR BAT IR Bk L &5 k.

1.4 RERBALNSKE

FARPRA L ¥R B A, SEE . A0
M Yl AHE Y, fJn Bm e AR R R
A5 B A
1.5  FlETER#E

CT PHYE: 26 1 BOKE SRS CT Wi
PERE S5 bR, BICA CT FHIE. JELRHYE:. 20H
1 MR EL S5 N DL B8 56 7% B SR BREH . LS BEBH
PENEbRUE, T A PR M. &EA
PE, THREBUSE RS, X CT i2Wrgs R 5
2EEE AT IOES, R ROC HIZeskH)5E CT i2Hr R
B 200 T 2 S5 A B AL

1.6 ZritF4hiE
K] SPSS BT GE 24 A0 B, SR x 2 A
B, T CT 120 e U T 45 7 Y SRS Fks

S
2 &R

CT 2 W7 ey S0 bk EL 25 55 85 1Y 25 SR S5 B A
XFRE, CT 12 W7 B 30098 I B 45 5 75 19 SRk B R
78.9%(15/19) , K¢ 55 B 490.3%(28/31 ), T3 1.

221 CT K A AR PRI BV 45 K/ N2 BTtk R 4555 7%
B ROC M1 £, M4k T m L h 0854, P<



55 3 14 FRLTF, S

B U G AR AR ET CT 2T 83

0.05, 95%CI } 0.733% ~0.975%, W& 2.

1 CTEHWIHESEEBESREERIR
Tab. 1 Comparison between CT and pathological

examination in diagnosis of lymphnode

metastasis
S \
CT &t
FHAE Bk
FHH: 15 3 18
I 4 28 32
At 19 31 50
io- .
0.8 —
|
|
|
F-le |
= |
% |
g 1/
v 044 I|
II
02|
|
|
oo T T T T
oo i} HEY JE 08 10
FESEE
2 ROC Hizk
Fig. 2 ROC curves
3 itie

HHl, ESUEARITTEUTAR . YT fer i
—RRZEEIRITY, B R E SR ET TG AR
I, P EOR B DU GRSkt AR5 n] BERCT 2L
SRS DRETENE , JH RO XUNER SR . INEE M
Ja, WM AZRIRE, Dfedr sz, 5
Z5EIERE. i, WCREEEARIE R A M
B, RGO 18 T AT R B
. AT REJCT A5 ST R 0 B S B T A
fr, sRESEATIRMIN R, Rl R A IR
NRERFIARU R . AT B P CT 125 3
FEALIEM LS AL AR 2 W A9 Hr (.

CT VRN LRI AR G A, R I B,
IRIE R, S F RN B SR 2 T L 4 e R 12 TR A
T RCRIFIN )75, S8 STiREd, ik
I8 CT 2 W 2 1V ik 2 45 19 RABUE Dy 25% ~ 70%5,
ABFFELAARF R R AR, F2R IR CT 1EF W4
iR L A5 5 A% 5 T R BUE N 78.9%, LA iR TSC

BRGEHE, 5 IRIER N 2w 4 e e e & =
e, BEEgEh, AR A h I
BZ, HGRHEMX R 252 Wi 25080
T

CT 12 W 4 J e R P ok EEL 4 SR A0 A v ) it
AREAR: (1) CT LUKESS R/ N iz WidEat, X
WRELZE N AR A A B o> B AN, U BLARAE
0.5 ~ 1.0 em & A3 988 5% B8 14 4 22 45 ) IX 03 38 BEAEG
(2) CTHLIYERE . SHGEmBRMER:  (3) WUl
FHE T2 WK 2 s

Wi AR H AR K&, MRIHl PET-CT 1EIf IR
AN B 2, 78 CT o itk I 45 1554 W n]
i, ATRARNTE bk 2 Wik A, 45500 PET-CT, Af
PAMEH U PEIRERG DURFE AL, A s R
PEFIRE SIS, (Hi A% & B, BRI T HAE IR R
.

AT T 208 BT Z T E VIR AR
G L EE AR B S S0 B, SRR
A, Th WIS RN 11.5%, a2 26.7%,
b #1°4 39.2%, W WRER > BETETARPUIER T
BRI eSS, —rmsgn 7B e . the
Py, ke BT ORI RAE ;s 5 —Tr T,
IR THURR S R, W TAR R EOR O B B L
MR, TG BIRA—E T EAN T, 5K
Tt 1 OR AL, o TR ELRIn A, HEIIRE.

B, P E U E AR R RS
Wr, XFAERR R L E TR R I SR R A RO
SC. CTATHERIZ T 12 o FH 8 TR 1 205 v ) 0
MRS R BRI, (BT RIRZ 5
£5.% NI S )7 NG AN TRE 7/ T A 7T D N SRR ER §
EZERIR R, RS W ER I

(5% 30Hk]
(1] RS MITHEERNMRE (M), B4R, dbat: AR

AR A, 2006 : 284.

[2] BUEKERSTE,AUDERSON B,SOROSKY JI,etal. Ov—
arian function after surgical treatment for cervical cancer

[J]. Gynecol Oncol,2001,80:85 — 88.

(3] A, 4. Z)ZIBHECTIS K e S i T 45 e %

RO ELT ] [ R AR A 2R R, 2008, 16(1) 161 —

63.

[4] BIPAT S,GLAS A S,VAN DER VELDEN J,et al. Com-—
puted tomography and magnetic resonance imaging in stag—

ing of uterine cervical carcinoma: a systematic review [ J ].
Gynecol Oncol ,2003,91(1):59 - 66.
(5] WSS, skif) WERSEE L SF . CTHOG s U8 1912



84 BB B BBE
Wi BT ], F e 2, 2006,28(2): 151 - 154. Ffluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomography to detect

[6] REINHARDTMJ,EHRITT-BRAUN C,VOGELGESANG lymph nodal metastasis in advanced cervical cancer with
D,et al. Metastatic lymph nodes in patients with cervical negative computed tomography findings [J]. Gynecol On—
cancer detection with MR imaging and FDG PET[J]. Ra- col,2003,89(1):73 - 76.
diology,2001,218(3):776. [9] SAKURAGI N,SATOH C,TAKEDA N,et al. Incidence

[7] YANG W T,MAN LAM W W,YUMY ,etal. Comparison and distribution pattem of pelvic and paraaortic lymph node
of dynamid helical CT and dynamic MR imaging in the e— metastasis in patients with Stages Ib, Ila, and IIb cervical
valuation of pelvic lymph nodes in cervical carcinomal J . carcinoma treated with radical hysterectomy [J]. Cancer,
AJR,2000,175(3):759. 1999,85:1 547 — 1 554.

[8] LINW C,HUNGY C,YEHLS,etal. Usefulness of (18) (2012 - 01 - 14 Wki)

(F$5 80 51)

PR E A BRI 0 B, DA B3 A S0 90 7 12k

SNSRI VAN D ) 1S = BN

P
(&% 3wk]
A ER P B2 R , B T 2 I

RS S E. TEE %[ 2004 12855, 2004
DA AT TP 258 R & B e (A

Bl B RAE. SEAPURG Y MM Jb: A
B A= AR, 2002:616 - 618.

BLLr, Sefede. AR I 15 Pt 1R 2 IR O 22
KT Bid2EA0830,2010: 1 - 4.

Fete. AR TR 254 T B R i F BAR LT .
R E 240, 2005, 8(1):63.

XIE SR, FRBE AR MABTE 254 HUY T R
Jitn B ERCRIT ). 24, 2011,1(46):71 - 74.
ARSI N SN M o N Tl s BN

WalS]. DIpEBUL [2009]385. . o
HYRIRE S0)]. PAEE B YL 6, 2011, 21
(3] MR AT L AR, 6. PSSR o
e NR DA AL, 2007:10. (2012 - 02 - 10 Wik
ERBE

It

B A R S R

ik SR S R W B e e BRI A R, il (RS2 l) AR R A — 2 i3
(BRI ABe) iy A 2012 48 1 7 1 Hilg, ERK B AR R G RIS 102k n] DL7E
HIETIRZE, A EEK ARF ARG RIS . ZrE A AR S BRE R b “+ — "
BGPTSR LI BIRIR 4 TR R A AU VE 2 L. G R A A

B A R A

kmyxyxb@126.com,

M3 . 0871 —5936489, 0871 -

5933621, 0871 —5333437.

FE M= 2 Bt = i R

20241 H1H


mailto:kmyxyxb@126.com

