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Abstract

Gastric cancer (GC) is one of the most common
malignant tumors, with high morbidity
and mortality. Early detection, diagnosis
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and treatment are the key to improve the
curative effect and prolong the survival of the
patients. At present, tumor cell DNA detection
technology has been used for the assistant
diagnosis of a variety of common tumors and
can improve the early detection rate of benign
and malignant tumors. In the process of
malignant transformation of cells, changes in
genetic material such as DNA are earlier than
the morphological changes of cells. Therefore,
the DNA image cytometry of cells can be
used to find early malignant cells with genetic
material abnormalities. Being able to detect
GC earlier, DNA image cytometry can increase
the detection rate of early GC and improve
the treatment and prognosis of patients.This
article reviews the application of DNA image
cytometry in the diagnosis of early GC.
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