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[# ZE] B8 HIPRFERELE NS M (EUS) X THALE R T I (SMT) EAMER N, ik Bk Hr 2023 4F 1 H
F 2024 4F 6 A AERE A8 R 2% 55 IS 16 BE 28 EUS KA w1 2512 Wiy SMT 11 356 49 #8 3 (H 372 A9 28 ) il PR B2k, 4341 SMT A& U5
R R EEARAE R B AT B . U [ 2% BTG EUS T SMT BRI 5 S2br HAR 225 . DAIARJS GBS 4% 1 S AR,
A3 MR I RIR BRFAE SRSk 2% EUS T SMT HARMMEAI R R Z M52, 85 R 372 M LIl SMT &tk R i £ LU
TR 22 UL 5 R ERS Y DLSE- R LR N . EUSI2 W7 SMT HYMERT A 94. 4%, SMT () EUS B AME 55008 HAR H#e, 2 R A G4
S(P<0.05) . EUS BARMAELE ARG EARTLE N5 PR EAR LA, 22 B G5 L (P<0.05) o PR AR#E AR ER A7 i BE
FRIXF BUS R BARIIME BAHXHR 220 B850 (P>0. 05) s 3L EUS T BARIMME A AT IR 22 A B &I (P<0. 05) . 1E50PR HAE
$72.0~3.9 em A AE 1, /NERS EUS It SMT B AR (AR 158 22 B I K TRk EUS(P<0. 05) . #6518 KRk EUS KT B /222, 0 em
A SMT ELAR B AR R 2Z BN MO T 1k EARAE 2. 0 em DL SMT @ IR Kk EUS A TR A .
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Effect of different probes endoscopic ultrasonography on the diameter measurement of gastrointestinal
submucosal tumors
HUANG Ping', GUO Xian', LI Chao-qun', LIU Jin?, NIE Xu-biao', LIN Hui', BAI Jian—ying1 (1. Department of Gastroenter-

ology, the Second Affiliated Hospital of Army Medical University , Chongqing 400037, China; 2. Department of Cardiology, General Hospital
of Xizang Military Area Command , Lhasa Xizang 850000, China)

Abstract: Objective To explore the effect of endoscopic ultrasonography (EUS) with different probes on the measurement of
gastrointestinal submucosal tumor (SMT) diameter. Methods The clinical data of 356 patients (with a total of 372 lesions) initially
diagnosed as SMT by EUS at the Second Affiliated Hospital of Army Medical University from January 2023 to June 2024 were analyzed
retrospectively. The basic characteristics of the origin layers and pathological distribution of SMT were analyzed. The differences between
the EUS-measured diameters and the actual diameters of SMT at different diameter ranges of lesions were compared. Taking the
postoperative pathological diagnosis results as the gold standard, the effects of different clinicopathological features and probe types on the
relative error in EUS-measured diameters of SMT were analyzed. Results Among the 372 gastrointestinal SMT lesions, lesions were more
frequent in female patients, gastric lesions was the most common, and leiomyoma was the predominant pathological type. The accuracy of
EUS in diagnosing SMT was 94. 4%. A statistically significant difference was observed between the EUS-measured diameters and the actual
diameters of SMT (P<0. 05). There were significantly differences in various ranges of lesions between the EUS-measured diameters and the
actual diameters (P<0.05). The gender, age, lesion location, and pathological type had no significant effect on the relative error of
EUS-measured diameters (P>0. 05) ; while probe types had a significant effect on the relative error of EUS-measured diameters (P<0.05).
For lesions with an actual diameter of 2. 0 to 3.9 cm, the relative error of SMT diameters measured by small-probe EUS was significantly
greater than that by large-probe EUS (P<0. 05). Conclusion Large-probe EUS exhibits a smaller relative error in measuring the diameter
of SMT with a diameter of 2.0 e¢m. Therefore, large-probe EUS is recommended for the examination of SMT with an estimated diameter
exceeding 2. 0 em.
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AL B Z5E R 88 (submucosal tumor, SMT) &2t
PRTREIUZ BT 2 5 A L2 00 R v 78 5
JEAMR AR, SOPRE 1 b BT g™, A3 45 b T T 5T
P NUE IR R S IR AT . BE A TH AL
1B 8 75 N 8% (endoscopic ultrasonography, EUS) 4% K fY
5 I SMT IS H R R IR &Y. EUSEEE T
B FRE P RE A, T LR 5 78 18 DR/ R 92 R
Al RRAE (E0A5 7 8 1 IR A9 4R AE ) R R AR 22, HE
e AR AL T 2 56T SMT 5 28 Har, B 4t
LRI EUS SR 12 W SMT 1Y —Ze ki A J7 77,
W EUS HEK LS R /MRS, AN R AR L
F) R SRR — | AN [) 5 S A3 A A AP 1Y %5
5 A 22 5, S A AR I o 3 I R R, i S AR
BN F BB o IR IR E, R A AR LA
78RN B G AT B BEAN TR K 1 EUS . Guo S5 5T
R /NESK EUS Z3E T I B AE<2. 0 em HYARZAE,
MRk EUS Z 38 1 T A0 ) HAE>2. 0 em B2 . 1F
W7 EOWE AR o, AR EUS X ELAR21. 0 em 1
SMTiZ Wi 5 & F B AR T Rk EUS. SMT g2 f52
PR EARAE T ARVIBR G I AW A, ARk EUS X SMT
AR DA B ME P R 58 2 W . SMT 1Y K /IMETE
S35 TR 7 e, AN fm] TR 05 RO FIT:
FAE 25 SRR, S F EUS T SMT B 42 0B 1 1
X — WG AR AE LA RIS i AT 35 S, AR5 d ok
o3 M7 356 ) 58 I R BT R, R G LA [ 44k EUS
XF SMT B A2 WA 09 HERA P, DL TE R AT A A, o
SMT FLAR I i 5 35 RSk EUS $R AR AR

1 #ZRERE

L1 R

W 4E 2023 4F 1 H & 2024 4F 6 H 7 b 72 72 B2 K 2F
55 MR B B TH AL BN B PO & EUS K A ) A2
9 SMT 19 356 9] 8 3 (372 /928 ) I R 9t it 47 [l
BT A3 A, e 58 147 8], £ 209 6l 5 AR 17~78 %, OF
¥1(53.86+10.38) % ; L # iR LE & TRERYIBR .
NAFRHE : D7 fili ZE 72 B K256 IR B2 B 4 EUS K
W A2 Wik SMT, 3 4 F R I7 52 3 VI BR 9% A2 5
QIR R eI . HEBRbR e ALK SE DI bR . AT
ST 7 BB B R KA T MR R RS PR B At
YE (L HES 1 20258155 035-01) .
1.2 F#*

EUS & £ % & : #1758 5 & 48 (Olympus
EU-ME2), #i7 HF BB (Olympus GF-UCT260) , #iH H
- 4 (Olympus GF-UF260-A15) , #8 7 1 289 45 3k

(Olympus UM-DP20-25R) . K 3k EUS ki £ 5l % 4
6.0 MHz #17. 5 MHz, /NZk EUS KA 45 4 12. 0 MHz
#120. 0 MHz.

Ky J5 i« R A AT TS & 8 b, W AL — W Ak
TR, A7 4 B BRI, A U ML S AT Bz o /N Sk
EUS K5 A i, Je il o U 8 B 5 03 i1 0, i
Je K T AT A JE A 2 A AR I AL T AT
T A R K A AL IR I G 1T EUS Ky o A
BRI ARET  HEA 5~20 mL OB A FRER K KA M
f s AE it 12 A 100~300 mL JG B A= BEER K | 58 RS A5
JE T BR B . KIR Sk EUS K4 77 5/ Sk EUS
— 2, E AR K v 2 A KA, X AN B I K AR A AT R
FHK 4GB EUS KAy o BARERAE AT « e 4k s /K
RS AR A B BN, KL
AT AE AR 7K 5~8 mL, B R Sk i /K 5%, K e e
HLE W Ak B (330K, TS AT EUS K 8 . EUS KR
i, W R I  SMT A8 FFE 5% . i EUS K
A 34 i 22 75 1S KA 5 R s B T AL B N B P
e AT % A B R U 52
1.3 Iyl XARARAL L

HR A A2 AL R/ R IR JZ R T RRE
4545 CT MRIZE AR A A R B R IR DI BR AR
(endoscopic mucosal resection, EMR) | N 55 2 il T 31 25
S (endoscopic submucosal dissection, ESD) . N % &k
JIEE T % T8 98 1R R (submucosal tunnel endoscopic
resection, STER) N85 T 4 )2 Y] % R (endoscopic full
thickness resection, EFTR) 8 /ML AR V)5 .
1.4 WL

S3 AT SMT LA FEAE S B/ A 1 L o LA SMT 5K
PrEARBEAT 703, OB IR AR Y FF EUS T SMIT A%
A 5 52 Pr HAR I 22 57 . IR IS IR BRAS W 45 51 h 4
BRUE, TH5E EUS X SMT B A% DU AE (9 AR 252 22 . ARG
RZ2=IEUS T SMT ELAR I — 52 bR ELAR 1752 P ELAR X
100% . A3 AT AS [RVERAE X SMT B A% 0 R AH X 152 22 ) 5
i) S AN [RIR Sk EUS X SMT A58 B AH X 158 25 A 52 )
1.5 itFik

K Excel B4 s AT 46 B4 |, 611 SPSS 26. 0 %k
PR o TR SRR G RS A, DL 2%
(DU I3 ) [M (Pys, Pog) 13878, AN [RAFAIE (A [R] R Sk
Xt EUS T SMT B AR A A 15 2 B 52 W 5% FH P A 57
FEAR Mann-Whitney U K 0% 8% Kruskal-Wallis 5536 , EUS
T SMT 42 W fH 5 52 bR B A8 FE 38R H BE % R A
Wilcoxon £F 5 B £ 55 5 1F 2098 B LA 36 (% ) &R .
P<0. 05 N ZEFAGIER o
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2.1 mEAAER

P25 L B L UL, EUSIZWZ IR LIS 4 E £ 0L, 58
PR E#2<1.0 em B SMT I A 2 W . EUSIZWZ RS
A IR R AT A 2% 94. 4% (3511, WK 1,

372/~ SMTJpi A8 /v, FieME 28 LA Lot i 22, 430358
£1 INASMTHETRIFERRI(%)]

T H 5%51)2(n=8) %5 2)74(n=33) %532 (n=62) 5542 (n=269) 51t
el % 6(75.0) 17(51.5) 32(51.6) 99(36.8) 154(41.4)
‘S 2(25.0) 16(48.5) 30(48.4) 170(63.2) 218(58.6)
SR A o 0(0) 27(81.8) 4(6.5) 41(15.2) 72(19. 4)
B 4(50.0) 4(12. 1) 36(58.1) 220(81.8) 264(71.0)
Q=177 3(37.5) 1(3.0) 5(8.1) 4(1.5) 13(3.5)
ZEH I 1(12.5) 1(3.0) 17(27.4) 4(1.5) 23(6.2)
EUS 212k F2)2E 1(12.5) 30(90.9) 5(8.1) 0(0) 36(9.7)
HIZE 7(87.5) 3(9.1) 55(88.7) 3(1.1) 68(18.3)
WAz 0(0) 0(0) 2(3.2) 266(98.9) 268(72.0)
SR AR <1.0cm 4(50.0) 28(84.8) 23(37.1) 96(35.7) 151(40. 6)
1.0~1.9 cm 4(50.0) 5(15.2) 29(46.8) 90(33.5) 128(34.4)
2.0~2.9 cm 0(0) 0(0) 6(9.7) 37(13.8) 43(11.6)
3.0~3.9 cm 0(0) 0(0) 2(3.2) 27(10.0) 29(7.8)
>4.0 cm 0(0) 0(0) 2(3.2) 19(7.1) 21(5.6)

2.2 ARERWEA
3724~ SMTHRAE A, I B2 DL SE g IUR e 22 DL,

R4 TEBERFELFEE EUS T SMT HEZMEHETRE
HIRMIM (P, Pys) , %)

Y R SR, BRI WL 2. . I T
o 147 20.0(7.4,35.1) -1.920 0.055
p K /N
K2 SMTREREAHIT(%)] 4 209 24.7(12.5,40.6)
FRIHIER n_ B L e 1 /1 L AR <45 % 57 21.5(9.7,36.3)  0.116 0.944
S LR 150 62(86.1) 87(33.0)  0(0) 1(4.3) 4550 % 214 22.1(10.0,40.0)
i1 g 121 2(2.7) 114(43.2) 3(23.1) 2(8.7) 60 % 101 20.0(10. 6.40.0)
BN 2000 19(7.2)  3(23.1)  0(0) PG 72 20.0(7.5.41.5)  5.411 0.144
PRZE IR 13 0(0) 1(0.4) 0(0)  12(52.2) T+ 13 30.0(16.7.59.2)
pERiie S| 51 8(11.1) 32(12.1) 6(46.2) 5(52.2) 2 23 15.0(10.0,25.0)
2.3 EUS F SMT ABZNIEL 55 442 k4 o P T $§i{uﬁé 150 25.0(10.9,45.0) 10.370 0.065
] Ty 121 17.9(10.9,32.0)
I ; 4249 P R A [ T 44
3724~ SMT () EUS B A& A 5 055 78 52 b B4Rt [y, 2 32.6(20.0.40.5)
i, E R EAAS S L (P<0.05), EUS K SMT B {2 & 7R 15 20.0(7.5,32.6)
R R 1 L 14 5 S P4 HL B, 22 520 FLEASPBIAL 13 20.0(10.0.26.3)

N HAhZs 7Y 51 20.0(5.0,45.0)

Bii 2z s I ’
HHIHEREX(P<0.05), A& 3. TRIRED MR 282 25.0(11.1,42.0) -2.989 0.003
#3 EUSTSMTERZRMESLRERILEIM (P, P,;),cm] JeAR Sk 90 16.7(8.3.27.0)

PR A% n EUS SR Z P

<1.0cm 151 0.7(0.5,0.9) 0.6(0.5,0.7) -6.107 0.001 2.5 AFEIRKLEUSARRRZE AR ESMT B2
1.0~1.9cm 128 1.1(0.9,1.4) 1.2(1.0,1.5) -3.250 0.001 1EARAR £ 8 Y

2.0~2.9em 43 1.9(1.5,2.3) 2.2(2.0,2.5) -3.876 0.001 .

S 1A L S A
3.03.9cm 29 2.6(2.4,3.2) 3.0(3.0,3.5) -3.414 0.001 FPREAR<2. 0 em (19 SMT 32794, Horp /MRS AN
>4.0 cm 21 3.7(3.1,4.4) 4.5(4.0,5.9) -3.542 0.001 KR AT B H 260 4 F1 194, /NE L 5 K35 3L EUS
S 372 1.0(0.7,1.7) 1.0(0.6,2.0) -3.100 0.002 Xﬂ‘SMTEﬁ%@ﬂﬁé’\]*ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%ﬂﬁ(P>0 05)O
2.4 REFIERIR K E AT EUS T SMT A2 NAAE*T SEBREAR 2. 0~3. 9 em B SMT 3£ 72 4>, /NG Sk EUS #6

S A LA
PER AF IS AR BRI EUS T AR
(B A AR X5 22 6t 352 0 (P>0. 05) 5 B3k 2T EUS
T EAANME R ARHR S B35 (P<0. 05), WK 4.

214, Kk EUS K H 514, /R Sk EUS i SMT
LA AR R 5% 22 B i KT R R Sk EUS (P<0. 05) , WL
5. PR EAE>4 0 em BY SMTHRAR 3L 21 4>, /MR L
EUS UK H 14, Kd5 sk EUS K H 204, SR i b 4
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%5 AEFEXEUSHARREERTESMT BEENEHET
iﬁ'e%ﬁ‘]??ﬂ[ﬁ][M(st,Pﬁ) ’%]

AR AR n INGEEL KRk Z P
<2.0cm 279 25.0(10.0,41.6) 16.7(8.3,50.0) -0.399 0.690
2.0~3.9cm 72 35.5(22.0,51.5) 15.0(8.0,21.6) —4.183 0.001

3 3tig

B 5 N B3 R B & 2, ESD . EFTR . STER % Xy
SMT G YT AL T H 238, SMT IR YT H SMEHF
ARy AR J LN N IRYT N E L 2 B NIRYT I
SMT B 3 Bk i £, SMT NS FIGIrm T A £
Fofr | 308 B MR Al 5 28 BT 7E A A TR 2 UK K/ INRIN T e
IR, EUS7E SMT A RS 25 o mT X 28 i ke
TR )2 BT R /NEEA T W, A B BN AR TR
7 7 AR AR I, B8 5 SMT G )7 19 8 5 Brls
EUS X} T SMT 9 4 [ PFAl 28 JC 822, BRER T4l 5 22
(RN, DT il 22 Y7 7 2621,

AT A 372 4T AL TE SMT 4% , SMT 7 71 £k
TE AN (R HB A KA Y, DLE R AR R 2,
71. 0%, HYOREA, 5 B N8 B8 1B AR g
RYLLSF- 3 LR AR N 32, 5 Yan S50 25 5 — 20
EUS 2 W SMT 2 5 JZ R B HETT 20 94. 4%, 55 [ Py fF
FEPEE R —F IE W] EUS 7612 W7 SMT R R )2 vk 1l H
A RIS,

WE 7E OF 9% W7 , EUS 7€ SMT 2 W h 7 & 22
{ER20 4 5 F EUS X SMT B A% I F 7 6 74 59 0 5%
A I, SMT B A2 M E 2 52 W6 I P 3R 1 B 22
Z077 BUS H AR MY 5 SMT 52 Fr B 42 1Y 2% S5 TR
J5 B PP I S5 2 B 1Y & A T, g
ANERE R BOL BRI BRI AN R . AL EUS
B2 T SMT (AR RIS A , W] BE+-4538 i EUS LA
SR M A AT SMIT A% ) 2 2 I AR T I 17 — 1 ) R
5 RSk BUS B 3 55 M HLEE AR EL , /NG Sk EUS AT B 4%
3 3 5 A T A L A T A A R R A R
i, A o HE s MR i S, B T
SMT 297 Pl ARSI B, NGk EUS £
AL 2821~ (75. 8%) , i 3 2 T RIR K EUS K & it .

AHZE K, 3724 SMT (1) EUS B A% I 48 F0 52 bk
HAARZFA G X, N AR B R, fom
ST EUS X SMT LA 0 (B F4) AF X352 25 S8 PEAN 1
PRSI R M AR AR AL R BRI EUS
T ELAR I A AR X R 22 T S, {H EUS #463k 28 A
A] S0 EUS %F SMT F42 DA 9 A X152 25 |, A4 i) 2 Xk 512

PR EAE M 2. 0~3. 9 cm [ SMT #EATKE & I, KRk EUS
XF SMT B A=A A AH X 152 22 /N T/ Sk EUS, B0 T
WM A5 78 ) AR I ARG A 1 8 R Sk EUS N o 45 2R T
Wi, ARBFIEH, KRk EUS A #5490 R hy 6. 0 MHz Al
7. 5 MHz,/IMEEL EUSKIAATAA 12. 0 MHZ F120. 0 MHz,
KAk BUS 3R AR X AR, AR EUS 1Y 25 375 T8 FE 3
T, RE A5 SR JE AN S5 R A B T 520 1 AR
BT R B S A M B s SMIT I A% fie K AR £k, DA o 20>
SMT B ARME AT 22 . BEFERFST R, TEER A AR
S AR IR, H T 7 S v R e 1 AR R S R S
TN BOR T3 KA SMT # 180R KRR 3k EUS £ A8,
VEF 5 S5 4138 , /NG Sk EUS A BUR A Ju BN 1R A
AE SR B K SMT 25, 4 AR =1, 0 em B SMT 2 W7
54 R B AR T KISk EUS, B, xF F WAk B
%>2.0 cm 1 SMT, & WU e 2 88 KRRk EUS #1474
2, DIBE SR RUVEAG A HER I . R & EUS 19 8 24y
PE 38 e B3 UG o 3 Ty (R 2R R B A B T
AARR P A LA 3 R A 28 3 TR K™
I, R A ELAE>2. 0 em AY SMT A, K%k EUS £ iR
3 718 R S 0 S AR A L R i R AR T BT L 2R A TR
P, PR AR DUAEL B v . AR ST R R, 75 SRR
HAE<2.0 em [ SMT H /N5 5 R #R 3L EUS X SMT
AR DAL (%) AF X 5% 22 TG i 35 52 M), 7R X T 2 SMT
I ARRIRL A, /MR L EUS 5 K453k EUS #38 H 5 1fii Xf
FALPREAR N 2. 0~3.9 cm [ SMT, /NMgk EUS I 2 B
a2 R X6 158 25 B IR T AR Sk EUS, 4278 KRSk EUS
O S5t AR I YRR T e R S B 02 75 R )
gi b, AR AR SMT Y FAl AR PR 8 A il 4k 1Y
EUS HEA7T AR AL A, X il B2 >2. 0 em /9 SMT & 18
PEFERICL EUS, AR MWESS R A I TH S F AT
KBS, SRMAWE A Bt BB 5T, HAEA
AT D R KRSk EUS U & 52 PR A2 <1. 0 em
(1) SMT A, 4518 BA — i BRI, ARk TH 3K
FEA S #4720 FTETREYE B 58 i — 2D AR
[ 52 30k |
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