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From J a n u a ry  1991 to  December 1991, c o lp o sc o p y  was p e rfo rm e d  in  80 
c a s e s  from  85 c a s e s  o f new ly d e te c te d  abnorm al Pap sm ear. F in a l  d ia g n o s e s  
w ere made in  69 c a s e s .  F iv e  c a s e s  a re  w a i t in g  fo r  f i n a l  r e s u l t s .  S ix  c a s e s  
d id  n o t a g re e  to  p a r t i c i p a t e .  N in e te e n  c a s e s  (23.75% ) a r e  u n s a t i s f a c t o r y  
c o lp o s c o p ic  e x a m in a tio n . In  t h i s  g ro u p , c o n iz a t io n  o r h y s te re c to m y  was 
p e rfo rm ed  in  15 c a s e s  (7 8 .9 4  %). F i f t y  s i x  c a s e s  (76.25% ) a r e  s a t i s f a c t o r y  
e x a m in a tio n . F in a l  d ia g n o s e s  w ere made in  54 c a s e s .  C o n iz a t io n  of
H y ste rec to m y  were p e rfo rm ed  in  34 c a s e s  (6 2 .9  %).

The in c id e n c e  o f c e r v i c a l  n e o p la s ia  in  women who have ab n o rm al Pap 
sm ear in  G ynecology U n it o f Bhumipol H o s p i ta l  i s  8 1 .1  p e r c e n t (  t r u e  
p o s i t i v e  c a s e s  ) .  The f a l s e  p o s i t i v e  d ia g n o s i s  o f Pap sm ear i s  1 8 .9  p e r c e n t .

O v e ra l l  s e n s i t i v i t y  o f c o lp o sc o p y  in  d ia g n o s i s  o f C e r v ic a l  
N e o p la s ia  in  69 abnorm al Pap sm ear women i s  9 4 .3  %.

The o v e r a l l  a c c u ra c y  o f c o lp o sc o p y  in  49 c a s e s  w ith  f i n a l  t i s s u e  
d ia g n o s i s  from  C o n iz a t io n  or H y ste rec to m y  was 84 %. C o lp o sco p y  d ia g n o s e d  
th e  d i s e a s e  s ta g e  l e s s  s e v e re  th a n  f i n a l  h i s to p a th o lo g y  in  16 % o f  th e  
p a t i e n t s .

The s e n s i t i v i t y  o f c o lp o sc o p y  in  d ia g n o s i s  of c e r v i c a l  n e o p la s ia  
in  54 s a t i s f a c t o r y  c a s e s  was 94.87% .

The a c c u ra c y  o f c o lp o s c o p ic  d i r e c t e d  b io p s y  com pared w ith  f i n a l  
t i s s u e  d ia g n o s e s  in  34 s a t i s f a c t o r y  c a s e s  was 85 .18  %.

A lthough  c o lp o sc o p y  h as  h ig h  s e n s i t i v i t y  and a c c u r a c y ,  th e  
c l i n i c a l  a p p l i c a t i o n  i s  l im i te d  b e c a u se  m issed  d ia g n o s i s  c a s e s  w ere in  
s e r io u s  s t a g e .  The a p p l i c a t i o n  o f c o lp o sc o p y  m ust c a r e f u l l y  a v o id  th e  wrong 
d ia g n o s i s  o f d i s e a s e  from  u p p er g e n i t a l  t r a c t  such  a s  u t e r i n e  c a n c e r .  
C o lp o sco p y  c o u ld  n o t r e p la c e  c o n iz a t io n  in  th e  d ia g n o s i s  o f  c e r v i c a l  
n e o p la s ia .  To use c o lp o sc o p y  in  t h i s  s e t t i n g ,  th e  c o lp o s c o p i s t s  had to  g a in  
more e x p e r ie n c e  th a n  t h i s  s i t u a t i o n .
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