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Mucohistochemical and CEA Immunohistochemical
Studies on Mucosa of Gastric Cancer

Fang Dianchun, et al (Department of Gastroenterology, First Teaching Hospital,

Third Military Medical College)

Mucohistochemical and CEA immunohistochemical staining were performed

on biopsy specimens from 118 patients with gastric cancer. Gastric cancer was
classified into intestinal and gastric types by mucohistochemical staining, and
again into CEA-producing and non-producing types by immunohistochemical stai-
ning. Histologically, CEA-producing gastric cancer was usually well differentiated
while non-producing cancer was mainly undifferentiated. The detective rates of
sulfomucin (93,95%)and CEA (83.7%) in intestinal type of gastric cancer were
very significantly higher thanthat of gastric type(10,3%and 37,9%)respectively
(p<0,01), Again, thedetective rate of sulfomucin in CEA-producing cancer
(73.6%) was very significantly higher than that of CEA non-producingtype
(26.1%) (p<<0,01). These results suggest that CEA-producing gastric cancer
arise from colonic type of intestinal metapalasia and that CEA non-producing
gastric cancer arise from gastric mucosa. It is believed that measurement of
sulfomucin and CEA in the metaplasticmucosa may be quite useful both in arranging
the follow-up plan for intestinalmetaplasia and in raising the early detective
rate of intestinal type of gasticcancer,

Key words; Stomach neoplasms/pathology; Gastric mucosa/secretion;Gastric
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