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Accuracy of Uterine Cervical Cancer Screening
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Abstract

We have elucidated the accuracy of mass screening of the uterine cervical cancer for women more than 30
years of age, based on the results of abnormality of the cervical epithelia detected through mobile bus screening
during 9 years period(1989-1997) in Kagawa prefecture. By the analyses of clinical records and cytology specimen
of 262 epithelial abnormalities of the uterine cervix, including cervical cancer and severe dysplasia, the accuracy of
the primary screening by cytology was estimated at 86.5% and secondary screening by colposcopy and biopsy
examination at 97.1%. Thus the accuracy of screening cervical abnormality in total was estimated at 84%.

The cause of screening error in primary cytology screening was made clear by this study to be 70.7% in specimen
sampling and 29.3% in screening cytology by microscope.
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