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MR i R B ML DR ) B PR AT IR 2 R IR A5 HE DR IR S5 5 T AR AT I A W AR R
555 2 YR B T BER W43 ) LUAZ SE R R s TCT R TCT 165 DNA AR5 14 53 01 1 %0 BRI 9% 40 s 3447
Ky, I g 3 BRI J vk 00 SO RRR ST (455 ] 168 191/ 2 rbm PR 45 IR I Lz e 4k 62
B, A& 5 F ik TCT i2: F1 TCT Wk & DNA £ (4 53 B1 7412 Wi IR 1= Bz I3 18 3 109 SRR 3 43 3ol o
48.4% (30/62) .69.4% (43/62) Fl 79.0% (49/62)(P<0.05);3 i 4% Wl Jy 15 4 5 bk 6 55 12 2 5% (P>
0.05). [#5i ] TCT 1A DNA 54453 B 26 X0 R #% b 5% e 12 I i) S0R% & T TCT B AL 48 ik
A I R AE S 0 .
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AR (70.09£12.82) % HEBRARUE . (1) BEAEA W IR &
JigRE o o 5 (2) WEAE A HE T 35 B ™ R A s 5 (3) A
JI5 I 5 i A7) AR 0 AR 5 RS A PR . R SR (4)i
HAT O S 2t PR TR (M TR R e A ) B
5)IEIRBEREASEHE 835 T 58 R AR A K A J5 14
PEA T U DR ZR AR AR A AR s e A ol i DR 75 4+ 2
TEREA , DU FRASE Sl S bRt
1.2 ®ilA*
1.2.1 k&AL

WOAR B LR 2 YR B P BOR M, B IR 50ml
DL BB R Y B 3 b A BEALE AL iR B
41 TCT 20/ TCT B A DNA 51K Hrd
122 H%kkE

B 50ml BR bR A CE F 4°CUKAE H 10min, 7
Ph 2500 r/min 5.0 Smin, 7+ £ I, H WA I R
PRUUHE & T3 XA R T )5 BL 95% & e[
FE 15~20min, F M IR AKG P LYY 6, ik
123 TCT #

¥ 50ml bR Wi b A< L 2500 r/min # 0> Smin, 3
X LW K UUE B T A AR R R A LS
3 FH kG BE L DR S A0 MR AR | SR A At -
174 A shHAELR B (Thinprep 2000 il F#L) , 2% 5
BREAE A 95% L BEH [ E 15~20min, 1 7K G Bk T
W fE EAT EL R B A,
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JEL, A7 AN ST 1 4 DG P 20 MR 5 T2 Uk
Y] LIRS AT S Y A SR A R (TR E T
FSERG A s VYU v A e B2 AT B8 1 98 At L (EAS
g MRV i — 2R S V 9. o] WA A,
o TG gk BIPE, g IV V 9 i BPE
1.2.5 DNA %4k 547 i%

JeAT TCT il B, 28 Feulgen Y (05 F 4 A 5)
Ml DNA & =i R Ge (2 v Wt Sl A7 BR2A 7))
Xf Feulgen 44 (8 v 647 0 #7 , BEOR A5 5K 3 F>6000
M 1% FR GE A Sh % 8 I A7 A0 A 0 IR 4R R
I 2 A MO S8, [ 53 2 3 o 52 4 240 e 4 1
G3 R, e J5 T B 20 A 5B 53 A KT R DNA A5 44
G305 B8 BRI

DNA #5%0(DNA index, DI)J) % & 25 5% . DI =1
PR REHE [ DI=1~2.5 467 4 M 5E (Ll 722 Bk 41
Wt DI=2.5 $2os g M dea 22 o AR 4IE DI #4558 73y 3
. 190 LIE® ZASRAN MR 3, R & IAG IR 7%
4 ; 11 9% . DI 7E 1~2.5 Z[H] A1 DI=2.5 19 4 il 454
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Table 1 Statistics of pathological results of 168 patients

I M 10% 5 TT9% . nT WS A5 PR 40 it i Fn 5
LA DI=2.5 pyduf, 1 gk B, I~
Fl 5 Ry B
1.3 SitZ4aeE

& IBM SPSS e it 8 22.0 #4788 73 #r .
TR LR K3, P<0.05 Ry 25 574 e it 2

2 # R

168 1] £ 35 25 55 FR I A5 v] UL AR i v 9% 48 106
o], i R APE R 80 i, R 1 B e 4% 26 151 5 IR it I
B fggg 62 15, S e fIG R IR VR BB 1% IR I 1 R R 6
B, IR #% & B2 98 56 f7l(Table 1),

TR GE U Rk At B DR I 9% 4t i 30 451), TCT %
K H BH P R B 7% 41 i 43 91, TCT B A DNA 5445
M A H B 44 DR 7% 200 B8 49 451 (Table 2).

168 f5i] H8 35 rhog B4R 5 PRI 1 Bz b g 3k 62 4]
3 RS I 7 v BURE BE 43 00 Dl 48.4% (30/62) ,69.4%
(43/62) F179.0%(49/62)(P<0.05),3 Fit J7 2 A6 I 41K )3
A VR 1 1Y) R B B R R AR G ) PR % L R e R
HUREE A Ge it 2% 22 55 (P<0.05)(Table 3).,

168 15 J #4625 B
PEED R EA

. Age(years) " N
Pathol 1 I i s SEg =
athological results N(%) <60 6170 7130 530 2 15 {5 BH 4 , TF T P Sk
Non-neoplastic lesion(n=106) 98.1% (104/106) , TCT S
Inflammatory change 80(47.6) 17 28 26 9 A TCT Bk % DNA 5 ’fzigﬁj\
Cystitis glandularis 26(15.5) 11 7 6 2 B B 248 99.1%
Neoplastic lesion(n=62) A S e
105/106),3 S 7
Urothelial tumors with low malignant potential 6(3.6) 2 2 1 1 (/ . ) jﬁl}‘*lgj ﬁf
Urothelial carcinoma 56(33.3) 6 19 23 8 (9 F 57 P O G 3o 22 57
Total 168(100) 36 56 56 20 (P>0.05),
Table 2 Detection results of three methods
Gro No suspicious cell or DNA  Suspected malignant ~ Suspected ~ Cancer Ploidy Ploidy
roup ploidy analysis grade [ atypical cells cancer cell cell grade I grade Il
Traditional 138 7 13 10 - -
TCT 125 6 15 22 - -
TCT+DNA ploidy analysis 119 - - - 18 31
Table 3 Comparison of sensitivity of three detection methods
Grade N Traditional(%) TCT(%) TCT +DNA ploidy analysis(%) X P
Urothelial tumors with low malignant potential 6 0(0) 2(33.3) 4(66.7) 6.000 0.049
Low grade urothelial carcinoma 32 14(43.8) 23(71.9) 25(78.1) 9.381 0.009
High grade urothelial carcinoma 24 16(66.7) 18(75.0) 20(87.5) 1.778  0.411
Total 62 30(48.4) 43(69.4) 49(79.0) 13.48  0.001
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SR AR A0 6 0 B 00 R A e o A R RN
P 0 A S RO R U A0 AR (R AR DNA
FEAAR 53 1T 2 G0 T S B4R A 0 1 F1 3 Ak RS A
FRUEAL™, DNA A5 23 B i AN 3k S 1 A (] B2 i ]
9 NI 28 57 30 TR N I ey kB, ) 3R A
R A WA 25 3, FRATEEE T 168 Bl HA7 1 IR s HE
PR SEw IR G 191, R 3 bR A T 9 e B i 9 4
FELEAT ARSI 168 151 £ 55 v TCT ¥ 4t FR i 7 4 i
B & TR G0k vk R o 18, X 5 TCT &4
AR A R R N B A OG A RIETE Y,
1% 58 U P % G A e ) PR I Bz 240 M s R 3
1, 2920 50%~85% , i K 4 A B2 0 Pk DR B b f i ogg
FMIRG PR 6 1 e 98 BUREE AR 20%~40% , TCT ¥
X A A A 25 SR 43 90 809%~90% Al 50%~70% , W
BTG R, s AR bR i L K g
P T 440 6 ) 28 B A P B At S B WO, S 350K A
JIfL 212 Vi %) R BB AT 5 T 4k 2 4 s 00 v g HG
VP98 A R 25 By L 7, 02 W B R B i Y, AR 62
1] bRt 1= Bz 98 FBE R L3RRI O ik R S T S it
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