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BWE BM: > LETH —ARER 2015 4 £ 2019 £H 1 250 6l 584 B~TA M THEEER IR FHEL
(para-aortic lymph node, PALN) #: 4% ¢ &1 B % , S48 £ T4 & HEF K F PALN & 4369 & 5L F73K : U547 250 4 '8 20
BHEOERBRIETA, X EFHES TMEERTFMARSGETF Tk K + XM ZkE#H e 4 (pelvic lymph node, PLN) &
PALN F K, R A%t F 7%, B3 LA EZIMA S B E54RiTH% 0 PALN 48 6B £, &R £ 250 6T HE 5%
¥ PLN #44545 & 4 27.60 %(69/250) , PALN #2645 % 4 6.40 %(16/250), 42 PLN #:45 fabe v A 15 4] PALN 2545 Mtk 64 %%,
A FE A 21.74 %(15/69), B E 54 25, iR K A2 580 4k EBE 18 U2 i (lymph vascular space invasion, LVSI) \PLN
A VARSI b % 5 45 R (SCC-Ag) s PALN #4554 £ (P<0.05),m % B £ 54 27, 541 5 A 31 PLN 44 a1 % PLN
BB =3 AN PALN #8469 k3 A1 B &, WX Gk B A RN 27 2 5 AT AR Y=-5.691+1.497x TIA #
+3.627% PLN #545 (Y /X% PALN %645 %) A A % X # T AE4F 4E (receiver operating characteristic, ROC) # 2% 7 4% iX 2 1k 5 & e B
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ABSTRACT Objective: To analyze the risk factors of para-aortic lymph node (PALN) metastasis in 250 cervical cancer patients
with stage IB~1IA stage from 2015 to 2019 in Shanghai General Hospital, and to explore the significance of PALN dissection in early
cervical cancer surgery. Methods: The clinical and pathological data of 250 patients with cervical cancer who underwent laparoscopic or
open radical hysterectomy + bilateral pelvic lymph node (PLN) and PALN dissection were retrospectively analyzed. Analysis and multi-
variate analysis were performed to discuss the risk factors affecting PALN metastasis. Results: Among 250 patients with cervical cancer,
the metastasis rate of PLN was 27.60 % (69/250), and the metastasis rate of PALN was 6.40 % (16/250). Among PLN metastasis-positive
patients, there were 15 patients with PALN metastasis-positive, the metastasis rate was 21.74 % (15/69). Univariate analysis showed that
the maximum diameter of the tumor, stage, lymph vascular space invasion (LVSI), PLN metastasis, and squamous cell carcinoma antigen

(SCC-Ag) were associated with PALN metastasis (P<0.05). Multivariate analysis showed that stage IIA, positive PLN metastasis and the
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number of PLN metastasis =3 were independent risk factors for PALN metastasis. Substitute these risk factors into the established
regression equation, Y=-5.691+1.497x IIA stage+3.627% PLN metastasis (Y represents the rate of metastasis), and use the receiver oper-
ating characteristic (ROC) curve to evaluate these independent risk factors has certain diagnostic value for judging whether PALN metasta-
sis. At this time, the cut-off value was 0.064, the sensitivity was 93.80 %, the specificity was 76.90 %, and the area under the curve
(AUC) was 0.907 (P<0.001, 95 % CI: 0.859-0.955). The H-L test (Hosmer-Lemeshow) found that the quality of fit of the model was good
(P>0.05). At the same time, by drawing the ROC curve, it was found that when the number of PLN metastases = 3 and the maximum di-
ameter of the tumor =3.4 cm, it also has a certain clinical value for judging whether PALN has metastases. Conclusion: The analysis
showed that stage IIA, positive PLN metastasis and the number of metastases =3 were independent risk factors for PALN metastasis.
These factors can be fully evaluated and diagnosed, so as to optimize the staging, surgical methods, and treatment methods of cervical

cancer patients. The treatment plan provides patients with individualized clinical diagnosis and treatment, in order to improve the quality

of life of cervical cancer patients, reduce postoperative complications, and improve the prognosis of patients.
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VIey SR E UG T R I PALN #: R B a2 B A
SCHRGETT X BB A 3 A A A R B AT PALN R B B o
S e S TR O X OMARIA T B IBRAR + B PLN£
PALN iEHARE (HFARAM 5K ALigH PALN 3 5 H B 45, 40
G LS AR AR 2 v] LU TR R 8 5 AR 1R
SERATLE R PALN B 556 BT A — 2 (0 R BRI . [ A AMY
WF5E & BRI I PR AT 5 SR VR B LV STk B &5
B R B SFIEAR B £ 5 PALN 56885 3¢ U9, fnde
Widschwendt 58 th % 91 LVSI 5 PALN # B H B LR,
TERRABTZE P & B R/ I R 234 L PLN (LVSI, & SR
TREEF PALN 35 R85 o 1 BT 14 R R PEAY PALN J2 7544
R R T ARSI, X5l AMAAIRYTT 7 A B L A
2 M4 HT 250 4] IB~TIA HiF TR A M F F VIR A + XU
PLN J PALN {EHEARBH TR, E5r PALN R A5 MY
PREMAEAY IO S 508 B HIRT 8 e R TS .

L kS g

L1 — M3

PRI 2015 4 & 2019 AR [l BT o — A RERi 352
TIRYTHY 250 () B S AR A, IXLE B H BIRF A LU N AR
(D ARBTZE FUE KL F 5 Y B YK (loop electrosurgical
excision procedure, LEEP )45 )5 =, , SR FEAf12 0 #Ua, BLIIfG PR %%
BESEHE; (2) RATZ& @R R B . P EIL R aH
(CT) MRS (MRI) IE T2 502 AR /X Lt Lk
2 BUGAL (PET-CT ) S5 B R A AT 1EAR , LI B 4017 L6 B
(FIGO)2009 443 #H iz, 4314 IB~TA 5 (3)RAETHE
HRFAR T L F AR XA G I RRESE , I 528 T AR HAER
B (4) PRI LN RGeS TR FEYIBRAR +
XU PLN K PALN 3R 5 (5) T A I HAt B ek sl B A 12
PEIF VB O T RE IR SETCTA T A2 AR B E S e R A TS 1
PRI

7E 250 {7 g e i, <50 2R FH LA 120 i, =50
&R 130 44, 1B 1 2 4 187 ] TIA #4463 4
B, BHE B I 209 6, B3t 27 4, BRI 9 i,
HALEA 5 B CEFERNZ 4309 2 51, /N 2 1, B0 40
JfLdgE 1 4).
1.2 IFRREELE R

H4 PALN #8 5L1F 8 Tl R B AL BRI 74007 - 4F
1. MR KB . R . R LVSI PLN 475 |
SCC-Ag B HURIHIREE . FHAFHE 5 MMZE (<50 £ =50 %),
Jied B K BRI (<3 cm F1=3 em), I R4 40 LI 2K
(1B H1F0 LA 1), i BEZE AL 43 i U 25 (B e IR o L H
i), LVSI 5 PLN % 25y A FITC 2, SCC-Ag 43 Wi Py 2
(<2.5 ng/mL f1>2.5 ng/mL) , IFMHERBE ST RIS (<172 JL)Z
M=12 U2),
1.3 FAAR

HEBRFARZE BB , Xt 250 i 3 ST AR VA TE T2 VIR AR
+ WU PLN J PALN {EHAR, FARAR I 20T LA I I B al
HIE . FEE R S R T B I kLT
55 4~5 IEHEN], At ARGk, BT R R R T 8
Jik , 38 H IR 2247 W PALN 3K K P 38 8 N 23 12 i 2R 1
BT, IR BN PLN, G558 N RS B AL P FLAE
WRELZE , B b T 28R TR B4 R A,
14 Git=EFHE

K H] Microsoft Office 2019 i 5 3 If S K s B3
PIAE, SRHH SPSS 24.0 Giit 224 AR ISR i GOk 1A T 1m0 T
GIHT, RZ 8 TR ORI T B R 40T, A i A
TEZAS /3 K FH 458 (Student's t test) , JF IF 254045 W AE 2
BRI, AR F R R K3 AT 43 Hr oA, P B R 3R 4y
W 2S48 G iR LA T Logistic Z2F 2 44T, 1144
WA R4 ROC gk, Fia sl P<0.05 hZERA L

PES -8
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2.1 MABNELERST
TERC S S S R, PALN $652 %0y 6.40 %(16/250),1B
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W5 ke 74.8 %(187/250) ,1IA 1 /5 Eb 25.20 %(63/250),LVSI
FH 4 R S 48.80 % (122/250),PLN % # & h 27.60 %
(69/250), %9 B3 5 L 83.6 %(209/250), Mi¥E B &
10.80 %(27/250) , fifilesen Fa 35 15 L 2.60 %(9/250) , H AR Bk
RIA R 5 HM 2.00 %(5/250), BRI 1.

FRAR R A AAE PALN 528844 250 912 208 /8 3 40 I,
FFPEEZH (234 5] FBH L (16 ] ) o 3 6 FE 1 8 Tl AR #E
SLER ORI TR B 0T, 25 SR AR R R ELAR 4 (PLN
% LVSI }z SCC-Ag 5 PALN ##4 5(P<0.05), 4 %
PEISHY | B HURR AR A I 2E R RS R L (P<
0.05). 24 JihJeT & K B 42 <3 cm A} PALN ¥ 3% % 0.92 %
(17109), M EH 4 =3 cm B R K 10.64 %(15/141), Hi: 1
5 T HA <3 cm B PALN ##5; 1B #1511 A (%) PALN
RS BR AN W J2 2.67 % (5/187) F1 17.46 % (11/63 ), 1IA 1
PALN # #5225 T 1B #f) PALN #8555 £ PLN #8 FH M
PALN %5358 21.74 %(15/69) , %% % = T PLN AL MMt
i) PALN #8558, £ LVSI A PALN 5885558 12.30 %
(15/122), ¥ %% % &+ LVSI [H 0 5 PALN 5% % ; 24
SCC-Ag <2.5 ng/mL i PALN ¥ £ % % 3.29 % (5/152),
SCC-Ag>2.5 ng/mL H5ERE %Ny 11.22 %(11/98), 5:F%pEm T
SCC-Ag<2.5 ng/mL i) PALN $653%  ELiA L3 2 B i 2=
S AT R 5 PALN $£8545 5619 f& 16 IR 2 - E 1T Logistic 2
HWE AN, 455%H#m PLN %8 fHPE (OR:19.781,95 % CI:
2.404~162.753) .IIA #{(OR:3.725,95 % CI:1.098~12.633 )l
PALN # RS R IEAHIC, M HFAE PLN $#£52 LL R4y o A
B, IR T B SR B PALN $RRE R, HWE R
PALN #5104l 57 fE B PR 28 (P<<0.05), W3 3,

22 BIIGRTNEE R 4§ ROC ik

1 IRRELER

Table 1 Baseline clinical characteristics

Feature Number
Age[n(%)]

<50y 120 (48.00 %)

=50y 130 (52.00 %)

Tumor size[ n( %) ]

<3cm 109 (43.60 %)

=3 cm 141 (56.40 %)
Stage[n( %) ]

B 187 (74.80 %)

A 63 (25.20 %)

Histological type[n( %)]

scc 209 (83.60 %)
AC 27 (10.80 %)
ASC 9 (3.60 %)
Other 5(2.00 %)
LVSI[n(%)]
No 128 (51.20 %)
Yes 122 (48.80 %)

PLN metastasis[n( %) ]
No 181 (72.40 %)
Yes 69 (27.60 %)

SCC-Ag[n(%)]

W TR T S KU B 4, 2 95 A P 2 PR 22 <25 ng/mL
SRAG NG PRI Fe5m & AR AR . ROC 26 )ik gz P >2.5 ng/mL 152 (40.80 %)
128 2 15 I W TR SRR B AR R b 08 (3920 %)
M T AT R B0 ROC AR LU B o)

(1= P ) A, A b L L A3 (BB ) S ife . Ay 17 4
PLN F6E5 WIFER A WIA§ T PALN AL TS 56RO LT {1 80, 46 1 e musdlefaver 7L
A 2 AL A DR 2 AT ) Iy B, Y=-5.691+1.497% TIA = 12 muscle laver 71 (O840%)
%R 2 BHE PALN BBHRERE RS
Table 2 Risk factors analysis of PALN metastasis in cervical cancer
PALN metastasis
Feature P value
Negative Positive (%)
Age 0.725
<50y 113 7 (5.83 %)
=50y 121 9 (6.92 %)
Tumor size 0.002
<3cm 108 1(0.92 %)
=3 cm 126 15 (10.64 %)
Stage <0.001
IB 182 5(2.67 %)
1A 52 11 (17.46 %)
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Histological type 0.529
SCC 196 13 (6.22 %)
AC 25 2 (7.41 %)
ASC 9 0(0.00 %)
Others 4 1(20.00 %)
LVSI <<0.001
No 127 1 (0.78 %)
Yes 107 15 (12.30 %)
PLN metastasis <0.001
No 180 1 (0.55 %)
Yes 54 15 (21.74 %)
SCC-Ag 0.012
<2.5ng/mL 147 5(3.29 %)
>2.5 ng/mL 87 11 (11.22 %)
Depth of cervical infiltration 0.253
<1/2 muscle layer 76 3 (3.80 %)
= 1/2 muscle layer 158 13 (7.60 %)

R3 BEREEIINEHRCEEBNSERSR

Table 3 Multivariate analysis of PALN metastasis in cervical cancer

Risk factors B P value OR 95 %CI
PLN positive 2.985 0.006 19.781 2.404~162.753
IIA stage 1.315 0.035 3.725 1.098~12.633
LVSI positive 1.67 0.131 5.312 0.61~46.268
SCC-Ag>2.5 ng/mL 0.167 0.803 1.181 0.319~4.369
Tumor size=3 cm 1.277 0.262 3.585 0.386~33.317
) +3.627x PLN #F5(Y {3 PALN 5354 A4 B A AL )y ®4 HETHARE
2, A ROC £k, WK 1. 24 cut-off {E 4 0.064 [}, Table 4 Area under the curve
RAGE H 93.80 %, F5 5 K 76.90 %, {12 T 1 L (AUC) N AUC Pvalue 95 % CI
0.907(P<<0.001,95 % CI:0.859~0.955), W.5% 4. [A]H} H-L & 0.907 <0.001 0.859~0.955

I (Hosmer-Lemeshow ) X 12 T AR B g 47 1 0S8 EERG I , &
AL B R (P>0.05) , W I R B gy 35 2.3 PLN BB PRI

S PALN SRS TR 75 Lt ZINF Mk B PLN Fe R fExT PALN #8247 % i
- FHN , BTN PLN B R ik — T a7 fa i R R FEAT i — 20

FRIFSE o H 69 1] PLN L% BHAE R MK L 25 R 0L Fty e 7% e

- RS BOX PRI BEA TOE 250007, 25 2R /s 5] PLN %

FEAN 60.87 %(42/69 ) , SUMEE R HHy 39.13 %(27/69) , R
<3 M FE L 6232 %(43/69), =3 Ik 37.68 %
(26/69), X Wi Hi 4 5 PALN ##% 4 C(P<<0.05), 763Ul PLN
R B PALN BERS R A5 44.44 %(12/27), 4 PLN %%
B $=3 it PALN RUFEB RN 50.00 %(13/26), Ak
W3 5, PR XIS T Logistic Z2 [ R 43T & 8L PLN #81
$=3 1~(OR:17.882,95 % CI.2.106~151.843 )} PALN 47
/ 357 F R B2 (P<0.05 ), Al PLAN BES 54 (F 15, 7] 5 255
) 02 04 0s 08 10 i PALN B%635 , AR WL 6, [F#FEXT PLN #£861804: 1 ROC

L-specificity HZE, WLIEL 2,24 cut-off {52 1 B PLN #3510 40=3 i, R
B 1 SRFFHMURAFAEE ROC f JiH 86.70 % F5 5K 75.90 %, AUC  0.813(P<<0.001,95 %

Fig.1 ROC curve of multivariate logistic regression model
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C1:0.691~0.934), VL3287, FrLA24 PLN #&B A =3 4 B%Tie

Wi PALN JE R A —E il AR AN (B

% 5 PLN ##[RfEd PALN BB HEHRE RS

Table 5 Risk factors analysis of PALN metastasis in positive PLN metastasis

PALN metastasis
Risk factors Number Pvalue
Negative Positive (%)
PLN metastasis <0.001
unilateral 42 3(7.14 %)
bilateral 27 12 (44.44 %)
Number of PLN metastasis <<0.001
<34 43 2 (4.65 %)
=34 26 13 (50.00 %)
3 6 PLN ¥R PALN BB S ER
Table 6 Multivariate analysis of PALN metastasis in positive PLN metastasis
Risk factors B P value OR 95 %CI
Bilateral P.LN 0.959 0.280 2.610 0.458 14.883
metastasis
Number of PLN
metastasis =3 2.432 0.011 11.382 1.716 75.492
" (OR:1.699,95 % CI.:1.276~2.261) W] i 50 PALN #5421
KH(P<<0.05) HEIEAHSC . S 1 k2D AF 58 IR e K AR RS
] T PALN ¥R B2, -5 120 PALN #6821l 57t At
/ K, 221 ROC HIZE, WLIKT 3. 24 cut-of {4 3.4 B, MM R A
05 R 81.30 %, 555 R 59.00 %, AUC A 0.765(P<<0.001,95 %
Sensitivity / CI:0.669~0.861), DL3 8., HitLnl WL, v K EAEXTZ W
04 PALN EHHEBBHA —EMIRKRNE, HYEAE=34com
I, S F A7 AE PALN BRSO T BEVESE
02 10
0 o = o e i T 081
1-specificity
2 PLN #7548 ROC #% >
Fig.2 ROC curve of the number of PLN metastasis Sensitivity
%7 PLN R M % TR ]
Table 7 Area under the curve of the number of PLN metastasis
AUC P value 95 % CI 3
0.813 <<0.001 0.691~0.934
& 4 @ 6 0

24 MBS AERHSH

ABIFGT HOR IR B K AR E N A 28 m ol bt , BRI 3y
Mr Bl PALN #8545 5 (A 2 N K i B4 7F PALN J&
RSP 2 RTG53 L (P>0.05), {HEZ K i
IR AR R GOk AT ASTR] o i e K A2 AR IE RS
SIAVEUE R FHAES G I6 53 R IR AR AE P IRI 25 A 42
T2 X (P<0.05), ##47 ZJC Logistic 4317 & HIE e K HAR

1-specificity
B 3 MyEsR XHEZEH ROC Bk
Fig.3 ROC curve of tumor size
RS MEBRAEFAHEATHXE

Table 8 Area under the curve of tumor size

AUC P value 95 % CI

0.765 <0.001 0.669~0.861
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UTEEAESE W T E R PALN FERE A OCfa s R A
%, LVSI &R0 s 5t s (1 h fa P R 2 — , LVSIT SR
75 g A 43300, AR R DA A R R DU B RS RO SRR S
A DA o I R LA 0 R I O A B TR e
SERERSIO KBS, RN Ry 2 5 i e 2 K (0 ST e IRUR: PRI 3R
JT LA BRAE 538 Ak LVSI 58 85U 1) R & 5 43 3¢ . Noriaki
Sakurail f{RIF 5 1 & BRAELE LVSI RS B0 B 45 %
HER TG LVSI A, H LVSI 2 F1 PALN #5045 56, [ Y A
TR TIRAEE . P A —SE SR Ak PLN #6855
PALN #8445 5%, 7 Matsuo KMEfiff58 FPIRIFER W] T PLN #4%%
& PALN SRSy fEfr R 2 . 76 HLAELAE 5, Huang!™ 1y
BT 137 BlE s dg b, A 19 BilE4T PALN ¥, Hrp
18 {3 B3 [ F77F PLN 68  FE A0 o R R & BLAE 16
PALN # B PP E v 15 B PLN 568 B . Han 5245 00347
T 723 {5 FIGO 433 IB1~TIA2 H1 & Fiji s 3, & 3 PLN
RS BATE S PALN #5456 . 78 E P A — 0 [l B AR 7T 09 43
B 220 PLN #4 R 402 PALN #6810l fE s . AHF
B Z 0T R , PLN #55F1 LVSI 5 PALN #8457 X (P<
0.05), ZHENT)E &I PLN 5 R BH M & PALN #6544l 51
fER 2 (P<0.05) %} 69 fi] PLN 445 BH: i 35 B R W 4 ok
HTGETE0 T, &3 PLN BOSUN G KRS (A4 S PALN
R4 X (P<<0.05), T PLN ¥ B 1)~ 40=3 4~ J& PALN #%
(RS FE RS P 2R (P<<0.05) . X355 IR Y SCRkHiE — 207,

WKL 2R S B S Y R AR & . B RTIIT A
FUe I EL 45 Bl b A R B X A R 2, B P AL %
P RSN EL 25 , SR J5 PGS 208 B R PALN PR3 W) B 50006
T P BRI S A X — TN A R, Hodh PLN $6 35 61
P4 TIC1 3, PALN #8 BAPE A TC2 1], A MRIEAR A
WRELZERER Y, DL e SR T T B, AR B SR A A i L "p”
K. Wang 55225 S i 43HT 1433 19 S50 B A O DERL,
S BRI LGS RE R B 1 R 14 3 A Ok JB LR A7 0] B A A7 R
BART MRS A, B RO/ PALN 548510 iR
UG 2 R, X T E S0 R, PG 2 A AEAE PALN #4755
X TR FE 1% BA YT ROR A B R B TS A 2 T B A I AR
B, HAulfi R+ B i .CT MRI Al PET-CT Sk & ik &, v]
VLTI a5 e B A 7%, Horh PET-CT (s 245
), X TR AR L 45 DL AR R/ N A PR R 25, CT i
MRI JTCHLIEH Y X 53 SRTTTAE Gouy 452435 BIBF S A p &
B, RO 7EfF PET-CT 1Ak B & & 47 PALN 56 RS 1, 1547
T B E e H IR R, 7F Vandeperre A &R 5347
B IR TSR 2R K A B R PALN FERPAMERY R & p G 8
i 8 %l BAE A FHRIIS Wk PALN $8% PHE , HAT SCHk a8
Frfe PET-CT Ko 25 M PAVERIE LT Al 15 %
FEAE PALN BERZBHPERD, T LB i —J7 T 0] L8 i 25 45514
SEIEBIAG A , 55— 07 T AT LATRINF 48 4 AR i L 2R OKVR e
FAAAG AT S O T ER 1) PRl PALN B 7ETEEERS .

S e 1 B 2 I U D 2R 3 B R T A O A TS
P SEASAR , %ot 15 30008 4 B0 8 A B I PR 4 301, 78 LA RN e

14 B S0 o S1 G X L R RT LM B 45 5 R 5 o I B S I
KR, IEL PALN RN &I, 1B HIFI A B 835 PALN #%
FEHIRERST B h 10 %Rl 20 % , AWFSE & B 1B W11 A %
) PALN $5F2 343 12 2.67 %Fl 17.46 % , B 5002 , 431k
W, Ik CLES e R B MR M g [, AR5 2% B4 3010 TIA 30
J& PALN S fER R 3R, H A IS 1Y PALN #8% 5 T
IB ] # . 7 Han 255 OGRS o & B0 TTIA 9] 5 PALN #4755
RIEAMIE, H7E DA W8 & o PALN 9455855 19.00 %,
Huang! #5831 5 PALN #8544 ¢, A 1 K L F /Y
PALN AR MERARE T 1B I 5, ¥ B % 25.00 %, ik 2k 55
ARG S5 RAH— B SRTMZE H Al SCk v 0 R
PALN [WHERS TCOE , T RE A DR R DR 433 — B AR 4 = % 28
AT VRS KA R EY SITEAG (1405 B 25 SRR 2 L BT LA 4039
MW ELA — 5 1 EE RS 2 2k

SCC-Ag TG PR v 3 2 F 5 25008 28 35 114 e i A
H5ESERSN . BUS DL PALN #84 %, AU E I
SCC-Ag 5 PALN #8453 (P<<0.05), *4%({ >2.5 ng/mL ¥,
PALN W% 2Tt . AU EI Y SCC-Ag>10.8 ng/mL £x{fi
PALN $: R iy RS 29, SCC-Ag 5 PALN & kA5 X%, 7F
Duk fRF5E PR B SCC-Ag 7K F-Fh e & 1k L 45 55 4% Y ik 37 i
PR 2, % e S0 R 3 00 A A7 AT 2 S S R, B AR T 2 5 RS
B, andit SCC-Ag T, B R KB = 1 3 i AT 5T
F W] SCC-Ag K-Vt 4 ng/mL B 7E PALN & % A 4e it
S NP R R HUR R (1) SCC-Ag K2 T,
MKk, PALN 55 7 P A 000 (i thuble g, S8 A% tho ok
e, R Lekskul fHF58 32 B 4% SCC-Ag 5PALN
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