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Analysis of Risk Factors for Lymph Node Metastasis in Rectal Cancer. Jiang Jun,Zhou Jichun,Zhang Xiping ,Zhang Qin,Yu Jianfa,
Qiv Huasen. Zhejiang Chinese medical University ,Zhejiang 310053 , China

Abstract Objective To investigate the characteristics of lymph node metastasis in rectal cancer. Methods A total of 108 cases
of rectal carcinoma who underwent TME resection were retrospectively studied. The association between lymph node metastasis and clinic
— pathologic risk factors were evaluated. Results The whole rate of lymph node metastasis of rectal cancer in this study was 38.9% .
The number of examined lymph nodes was 8.97 +5.067. The whole positive rate of lymph node metastasis was 18.8% . Age, gender,
tumor location, size, modus operandi and GST — wexpression were not significantly correlated with lymph node metastasis (P >0.05).
Depth of invasion, histological differentiation, macroscopic type and examined lymph nodes were statistically significant as risk factors for

lymph node metastasis (P <0.05). The depth of invasion was the most important risk factor of lymph node metastasis. Conclusion

Depth of tumor invasion, grade of histological differentiation, macroscopic type and the number of examined lymph nodes are significantly

correlated with lymph node metastasis.
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Epley Treatment for Benign Paroxysmal Positional Vertigo. Liu Xingjian, Wu Ziming , Zhang Suzhen, Wang Qiwu. ENT,PLA General

Hospital. Beijing 100853 , China

Abstract Objective Epley is one of the main method in the treatment of benign paroxysmal positional vertigo . This study was to

observe the clinical efficacy of epley for Posterior semicircular canal benign paroxysmal positional vertigo. Methods Diagnosis of BPPV
referenced the Chinese Medical Association published guidelines for Head and Neck Surgery Branch(2007). By Dix — Hallpike test, the
402 patients with BPPV got Epley

latency of nystagmus was about 3 ~ 15s, and the duration of nystagmus was less than 1 min. Results

treatment , of whom ,376 people used one time getting well, 17 people used twice getting well, only 9 people failed to respond to medical

treatment. Conclusion This Epley is quite feasible. What's more, safety and reliability are very stabilized, recovering fast. It has alread-

y become a significant approach in the diagnosis and treatment center in BPPV in our hospital.
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