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Comparative study of VCE and cervical scraping Pap smears of the uterine
cervices was done in 470 OPD cases in Srinagarind Hospital from October 1987 to
January 1990. The cervical scraping Pap smear had low sensitivity in detecting
endocervical cells and atypical cells when compared with the VCE technique (34.7%
and 23.3% respectively), but had high sensitivity in detecting dysplastic cells
(72.7%). However, in the VCE slides the cervical scraping parts (C) were the most
sensitive parts to detect dysplastic cells.
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AN 1 : AIRTIIND endocervical cell

VCE

+ - Total
Cervical + 107 17 124
Scraping - 201 145 346
Total 308 162 470
Sensitivity = 34.7%
Specificity = 89.5%
Positive predictive value = 86.3%

Negative predictive value = 41.9%

{ 4
ﬂ]ﬂile T MIATIINY atypical cell AN 3 : MIATIINY dysplasia
VCE VCE
+ - Total + - Total

Cervical + 35 1 36 Cervical + 8 0 8
scraping - 15 315 434 Scraping - 3 459 462
Total 150 320 470 Total 11 459 470
Sensitivity = 23.3% Sensitivity = 72.7%

Specificity = 99.7% Specificity = 100%

Positive predictive value = 97.2% Positive predictive value = 100%

Negative predictive value = 73.5% Negative predictive value = 99.4%

MITHN 4 NVATIDOAYBI slide IAIIINY dysplasia

No. Scraping \% C E Histology
36 mild-mod. mod. mod. mod, mod.
49 negative mod, mod. mod. -
213 mod. negative mod. mod. b
216 mild negative mild negative -
238 negative negative mild mild -
287 negative mild negative negative -
367 mild negative mild negative mild
368 mild negative mild negative -
407 mild mild mild mild Chronic
Cervicitis
460 mild : mild-mod. mild-mod. mild-mod. -
464 mild negative mild negative mild
mild = mild dysplasia
mod. = moderate dysplasia
mild-mod. =mild to moderate dysplasia

* patient had furthur investigation and tr elsewhere
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