E AR I E ¥ 407 2016 £ 5 A % 37 %% 10 # Int ] Lab Med.May 2016, Vol. 37,No. 10 e 1337

HRABERENEREHNERESTENMAEX S

I OB RS VERSEVRAME
(LWl R T R ERIN=F, & 200438)

# E:BH RIKeLHR EBEANRMNERPEREEFMEN 0., FiE DRESF 1ISHEARREREEL Y
G RBREFHE-FTEH . 2 RECRER INREFEHAMAE, £R 18 HA#EAPTHEEZLITH B KRS L 1351 %, F
¥ (11,4545, 674 /) , L P H 24 407 42, % LNR 4 30. 1 Y ;e b i 5 #4 H 2 Z K E4 % (r=0.418,P<C0.05);
16 KR ZE 5 B CTNMD) G E R M By R K2 KA LNR 5 #5454 4% 8 %% (P<0.05); TNM 4 # . LNR
RY M RPERELREOAERE . Mo NEE KELER AN AR HF(P<0.05), &it #heLidBif LNR Y
AR B BIRG G R F, LATRAARN 15 B Eeak &4, B ot 454 LNR 45 4 5% 22 5 B0 A7 e 69 4F L 3 47 TG 3745 .

EEEHEHNF R KekhH; HBE; WE

DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1673-4130. 2016. 10. 014 Xk tRIRAG A XEHRS:1673-4130(2016)10-1337-03

Correlation of number of retrieved lymph nodes and lymph node ratio with the prognosis in patients with advanced gastric carcinoma
Wang Qun,Yan Jun” ,Xia Zhenhua , Xing Xujian
(Department of Second Surgery ,East City Hospital of Shanghai Yang pu District ,Shanghai 200438 ,China)

Abstract : Objective To explore the impact of number of retrieved lymph nodes and lymph node ratio(LNR) with the prognosis
in patients with advanced gastric carcinoma. Methods Clinicopathological data and follow-up data of 118 patients with advanced
gastric carcinoma were analyzed retrospectively,and the correlation of number of retrieved lymph nodes and LNR with the progno-
sis was analyzed. Results The total number of retrieved lymph nodes was 1 351, (11.45745. 67) per case on average,of which 407
had metastasis,the total LNR was 30. 1%. There was a positive correlation between metastatic lymph nodes and retrieved lymph
nodes(r=0. 418, P<C0. 05). There was significant correlation between five-year survival rate and TNM stage, infiltration depth, de-
gree of tumor differentiation and retrieved lymph nodes(P<C0. 05). TNM stage, LNR were risk factors of the prognosis of patients
with advanced gastric cancer, and degree of differentiation, retrieved lymph node were the protective factors (P <C 0. 05).
Conclusion Number of retrieved lymph nodes and LNR lymph node are the factors affecting the prognosis of advanced gastric
cancer, more than 15 lymph nodes should be detected as much as possible,and combining with LNR as a supplement for the patho-
logical staging criteria of prognosis assessment.
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