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Abstract

AIM: To determine the diagnostic accuracy
of endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS) for
preoperative invasion depth of gastric cancer
(T staging) and to evaluate the instructive
significance of EUS in gastric cancer surgery and
resectability of endoscopic mucosa.

METHODS: A total of 78 patients with patho-
logically confirmed gastric cancer were exam-
ined by EUS before operation. Furthermore, they
underwent TNM staging, and the preoperative
examination results were compared with post-
operative pathological results.

RESULTS: Among the 78 patients, compared
with post-operative pathological results, the
overall accuracy of stage T of EUS was 69.2%,
and the accuracy rates of T1, T2, T3 and T4 were
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83.3%, 61.9%, 40.0% and 100%, respectively.
Meanwhile, the sensibility to the prediction of
operational respectability was up to 80.8%. Five
cases with early gastric cancer (EGC) diagnosed
by EUS had been confirmed by the operation.
However, 1 case wiht gastric submucosa can-
cer was diagnosed as muscularis propria (MP)
cancer by EUS. Resectability of gastric cancer at
stage T4 was only 42.3% (11/26).

CONCLUSION: EUS bears a high accuracy rate
to determine the invasion depth of gastric can-
cer. EUS does much favor to endoscopic mucosal
resection (EMR) because EGC could be relatively
accurately judged by EUS. While gastric cancer
patients at stage T4 need to search new exami-
nation to confirm NM staging of gastric cancer,
avoid surgery and choose a suitable therapeutic
method.
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