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Original Article

Accuracy management of cytopathology in uterine cervi-
cal cancer screening examination —especially in sam-
pling condition of specimen—

Department of Cytopathology, Pathology Center; Cy-
totechnologist 1 ), Pathologist 2 )

Tamaki Oohasi 1), Tamotsu Ito 1), Noriko Kinefuchi
1), Juuichi Ishizawal), Okamitsu Katagiril), Hi-
sayoshi Kosugi 1 ), Toshihiko Ikarashi 2 )

Objective : A present cellular diagnosis was based on the
classification by Japanese maternal medical association,
but its propriety was not evaluated. In this study we re-
analyzed our cytological specimens to decrease a number
of false negative cases by sampling error.

Study design: The judging standard of Bethesda system
2001 was applied in 504 specimens of uterine cervical
cancer screening in 2001. This analysis was also per-
formed in each institute submitting cellular samples and
each laboratory in Niigata Prefecture.

Results : Our laboratory the number of adequate smapling
was 64.3%,54.6%, and 33.9%, in squamous cells, in
cells of intracervical or transitional zone, and in general
estimation, respectively. The percentage of adequateness
was high in institute sampling with scraper. The estima-
tion of cellular sampling was poor in our institutes.
Conclusion : In the reevaluation of a cellular sampling in
uterine cancer screening based on Bethesda system
2001, our institutes were poor in cellular sampling tech-
nique and further evolution in sampling method and in-
struments was recommended.

Key Words : cytology, accuracy management, uterine cer-
vical cancer screening, Bethesda system 2001
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