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Abstract

Gastric cancer is one of the most common tumors. There are many factors affecting the prognosis
of gastric cancer, such as lymphatic invasion, depth of invasion, degree of differentiation, tumor
size, and lymph node metastasis. Many studies have shown that lymph node metastasis rate is an
independent factor affecting the prognosis of gastric cancer. Lymph node metastasis rate can bet-
ter evaluate the prognosis of gastric cancer, especially in T2 and T3. The prognosis of lymph node
metastasis rate for different stages of gastric cancer is summarized below.
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1. 518

ob R TR P ooME BLEoR: 2006 4R 2013 4E B AL TR N T 8.2% (M 18.87/100,000 1
Jn#E| 20.41/100,000). HYEERPRUEILIET: %(25.66/100,000 £ 33.89/100,000) 5 T % 1£(10.72/100,000 =
14.79/100,000) , T A% A Hh X (1) 4F 8% A5 #E 4k FE T2 2 (19.17/100,000 % 26.46/100,000) =5 T 3 1l X 35
(15.48/100,000 % 20.04/100,000). 30 % LA [ B i B H R bR AL T2 A K T 16.2% [1]; A BTRME
N, B BRI R IE D T HUR RS R R . IR /N IR S R B (PR 245 PLN) iR
(1508 HEE A ORI R . DR BEREFE A RV B BB TS . JRIM, AWFFiRM, W
%2 (MLR, metastatic lymph node ratio, B[ #% ik 04505 A HH bk T2 45 S 00 LU AE) nT SEAF N AR S B
Pt S TR T RO TS U [2]

2. HBEHBRIHRR

1997 4E, UICC Xt B TNM 23 A bk 45 73 HARRAEH TABIE, K DA A bk 0 45 1 5 Ji R o A
A ) EE B T 3 em 17 BA T SO DU R R G5 AN 0P E itk 2 25 o AR AR fE, — BT RS,
SR TNM A RGAW TR, IOEEHEE 8 i, H N 7 H Uik 45 >4 (pathologyNode, pN)
BT, SR IR ZORMIT 7 o, pN 552 kg agsem), BAle kg & > 15 8 R
Ao AR 2L 5 0 T R AR I R 2 50 7K S S = Bt s BB B AR s 77 BB A G . osah N 43 B 5 52 itk 2
gERr AN, A P R R O SRR R EL 45 2 BARD RN 43 3], ity W ml A 20 b 73 3
W% 1 K AR [4] -

3. NBEHBESRHBEETENXR

U B R P A SR IR TR RRE I R 2 . ARG NS Bk 4 R, BERESF R
JEANBEST /KPR, NATTRRK bk o 0B A, 30 S O L R AR B v, AR R LTS 4% 52 O .
Saka M. [S]5E ARFFERIA, 7EF W1 B EE T, IREER R BEE RIS ER N R . 5 2k
AR, X e R ] LOE R BT 13 2048 TR YT . Folli Z5[6]55 W 70 R I -1 B sk R S5 #6 R R 410N
14.4%. Gunji ZE[7]0—H R W BEARGMEFHRE UV ER, RESEEEN 10.2%, KIKELEZRA
HERGEH PGS, JFERESEREME. Mo, HAUs8zE. o EE R REE
W H 2014 f£% 2016 U 1 4 88350 (Il B FAREE, TR TR R B E Y 19.5%. Rk E
W HE R 5 70.8%, BRIHE RS 9.7%; FHh pTla 3% 6975 41(48.5%), 7402 151(51.5%) PT1B H& FHHH
Jert (IR B 45 T B 3 0 12.7%, o pTla 3 Ik R S5 55 82 5 0 5.7%, pT1b KL L5 #6527 19.3% [8].
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A% Gk I S5 (O PRI 9 Sl 7 TG bk P 5 e 8 1 A8 2 TS R A T IR L A % 1) A B e A TR o= 55 [10]
X R EREEARY, MEENEBESMRNMOEEE R, MR EEHERK. 5
4, Tanabe SE[111%F 669 G5 A e S & HEAT IR TL, WRISEE LR Z0N 21%, FZR AR U AL A1 fE 5
o ST MELER MK, KimD.Y. [12)/E MM GRIN R ERE > 2.5 em. RO ERAFREIE N, Pelz
J. [A3]WIRAAST GG TR R SR AL FE R . B/ > 2 cm A5 5%; Kunisaki C. [14]#1 Skoropad V. [15]33A
NI ER R BRSO G N R . S 2EE IO AR I, 0 B AR 3 b B A e A2 S e i I
EER I WRIEIREE AR S IR /N B DA G HL 1T 1 o Lk Fe 30 B 0 1) bk 2 45 e A% R I R LK

4. RBEHBESE T HHBEARNXA

ERRE KF D BB CAVEN T2, T3, T4, HELET FARNS. T1EEKRELSH
NN, FiUEHF BB IRAAIRA S . T2, T3, T4 MM E SR A AR, T2, T3 WFX
FRMEFRZ, T4 WEHEMWRERKZRILFBEAL., BRI R, TUEKRZE[L6]. SiE%E[17]
a2 N} 238 151 B i R HEATRE VT R BLE T2-T3 tF MLR 5 PN (KT3I GE S MRl . AR 6[18]45 AHF 78 & B
WKL ZEXT p T2 A p T3 W0 N TS A B A TR L, (H2%F p TI p T4 BAMRIE ARG WA
FITR G G2 e TRF[1912 Nl it % 89 4] T3 W H e i BEAT W 78 J5 R BIAEIS 1 Y L 08 22 ik
BT, T3 B MLR S-S ka5 N B, MLR X T3 B 5 s B3 0 Pl o il B AR
o WHBEFRIN LTtk L g R 2 . k2 AN B0 B S I, 85 SR IE T T3NS
W RETS, MLR 000 Tk S5 58 A8 20] [21]. HIUbAT W, RS A B T oRab T3 W E
JiE TNM 3 I R G b Mk S5 #6780 W R 4, TR AT R S T3 W1 B M F ARG MBUS Ak . 2= )R}
[22]55 NXT 347 B2 F AT 1) T3 JH B B AT A 515 1, RS 42 T3 B pir
G R R R . X5 EPr b Kilic Z2[2319\ itk B 2556 % %6 02 B i B8 T0Ua (10 0 ST fe 6 TR 28 0 st 2 AH [)
(1, BRIE[24]5 AXF 215 4 Tda B A G B ZEATHE 78 70 B K0 RN 20 15 PN 23 AN R 5 AR AR A7
MR ZER . 25 BT, WESHREREBEARNBRIGEIMSERER. /£ T2, T3 WHESE
TR RE S AT PN 431

5. BEHBRSEE

KEFFREIEELY, MLR £BEEZENHEE, [HHFOCT MLR B2 R, & 5&A e
mfEH, AR R B0 AR B, 5 05 K IEE . ROC 4k 18Uk ARy S5 5 A 0 5
KAEFTAT RL B HEAE £ RIA log-rank A= A7 RTS8 M B (£ 7 4032 Cox [EIERESHLZE s Bk ZE s N
TARUESS S Re e TEHER, A LU 7T b LR SR RIS, SR, RPASER A A —Fh r 905325, FEARE .
WA R T ARREFEE A AT E, MLR 2 ArAE AP TEZ 5, B MLR I R B FH 6 e K Rt
Saito Z5[25]4% RN 731439 0. 1%~5%. 6%~10%. 11%~20%. 21%~30%7H1>30% 6 41. Kunisaki [26]%%
WekE T 758 B, KRS SR N 0. M0%. 10%~20%. F1r20%3L PU4 . Bando Z5[27]Us4E T 650
PR R LA B4 > 15 B ARG 38, B RN 708 0. <10%. 10%~25%71>25% 4 2. Kodera %5[28]
X} 656 44T B A G B R, K rN 238 0. 1%~19%. 20%~60%F1>60% 4 #1; i 2 [29] 4 itk B2 45
TR WEEERE N 0%~10%. 10%~30%F1>30% =4 . Bk E 301015 N 2> 15 A: rNO: Toikk
B Nl IR FE R <30%; rN2: MRELLEHFE% > 30%(H<60%; rN3: #ELHEE >60%.
R FCAERI FORE A SR R 43 W75 T S AN AR ], BT LG IEAE itk EL 65 36 7 26 1) 5 7 bt

6. F—PHMBEMEAEE
IR, NSN3 R R B 45 5 # L (log odds positive lymph nodes, LODDS)iX — 4%, #
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HoE SONARZR B —A LN B, AEIE LN fHERR 51E 67 LN RIREAE 2 (A iR EL 26 i 0 4. Sl i i 3R
i}, LODDS 4325k UICC N 2% 24888 MLR 5847 T 15 9 () T , 1 HL e AN /T 16 N BR sk L 4
Toth [31]5F Nl i #7850t T LODDS 43 #H R Gt i A H8 8 DA SRS, Ik L 4516 58 T 15 o A A7 1 e £
K. Agnes, A. [32]58 A% 1221 44 B ¥ B 04T 2 o0 it 90 )5 3 MLR 1 TLODDS 43 #1 & 45 1] LA
7 TNM IR G R . WRIX—HF R RNESE, TNM RSN % E 5] AN LNR 5 LODDS. Sun
SF[33JUEAAfE H LODDS &4ttt AfH pN il MLR R4 nl 5. Spolverato &5 [34] 41 & L bk EL 45 RS0
ST B, LODDS A I AE TN 1, 4k SRS K0, LNR BN A A I A Tl
Ao BN EAEEBS] A F LR M. LODDS Ml it se It T- N 43 & RN 73 JCH Gk 454
i, W45 LoDDs 43345 Fim vk g

7. 5517

BEE SMRFEFR B IR e, MLR VR —Fh R H SR A B TS F8 A%, SKyRAh PN 20 A
RZHL, L EEE RO Bl E MLR (43 8108, O 28 A R R e
BR8P B 2 B bk TR 45 4 #5273 1801 A metastatic lymph node ratio, $53C455 N MLR B8 rN; Btk 45
R FE RN lymph nodes metastatic ratio A1 lymph noder ratio $£3045 5 A~ LNR. - H Bl % SCHk B #e 2
/2 MLR. N\ LNR, @4 ERASG —SE# RREL, A0 ERIEES—Mbrdk, &5 E NS
k41l T LODDs 31, HXTHEMTE S MLR M2 E 2 aE i iRkt TNM AR G0, A 3 E br/L ik
FRN R b, RNIRET N RS BE A& .
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