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(47%) ZFRENERIZAHTFERRZAE, EHRETE
E (n=62, 80%) HYEALKEAEFRFESFENERERUEN
IR (P=0.01) . JFZERIETEI (70/112; 63%) £EE
T HLM (20%) . BMRE (29%) . EFTFRMESK
(26%) . MEEE (20%) ZkhE (20%) , HEEEEE
HIMmEEMIRRRI (P=0.01) , IZEEER (42/112;
38%) BHFIREHIIEG/REMNIRRRI (P=0.03) , RIH
HLM (P=0.004) , HEREFRWK (P=0.05) . IRKEETE
FERRSMUENBET —RYINAL[FRN, HPRE—F
HEFERNBESMENSRIARREF ISR E, ZEEIHR
REFRANSHE, FTRFEH MRS HRFESF
AARAEHITIELT, 1RIRX F U BFHE N EERMAIAEE,

XiE: FERRSAE; PRRE; BR

(IJGP.2021 Nov.;40(6):602—-610)
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I IR R REANRE 52 42 S Ml 5 PRI S D RE s 22 19 7R R i
JETMTTEAREL, Ee, HaifpREis R T E
RS E S I A R e (PR =~ PR R AR ] o R 22 o 22 i B

2021, Vol2No4 | 33



International Journal of Gynecological Pathology

BRI TIRALS O, JX—REEEIE R, FE NSO
FOLPEE T PR IE R A R N (RTEASIR AR D o H
R, ML EAME T BT T AR AR TR, SR,
B NI A AT E HIRTE M1, A UEHR R 15 NI RAr
AP I TS A SO e 2T A ISR A W 2 Fee 58] A T T
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2 (N=78) ,n (%)

&g &)

FH4E (SD) 255 (42)
I (FIVE-RAE) 25 (18-39)
B

x 2 32
1REE 4 (65)
R 13 (21.0)
BE 43 (694)
JRE R ERTIE)

IxBE 25 (41.7)
TIRBEE2ER 26 (433)
IRBRE2ER 9 (15.0)
BE—EREEIEAPLEEE

= 18 (30.0)
2 42 (70.0)
HIAEEHAERRIIELS ()

<15 15 (39.5)
15-19 15 (39.5)
20-29 8 (2L1)
BE1-3 MBI AR SR E X
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I (F)VE-RAE) 8.0 (0-10)
A +

= 55 (94.8)
2 3 (52)
FAHE RSN EREAT

= 16 (20.5)
2 62 (79.5)
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EIN 26 (333)
=S 52 (66.7)

RECERIE: B2 (n=16) ; BEAEME (n=18) ; IEAE
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KIFINR
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RAE 0 (0.0) 2 24 NA
bl 7 (259) 37 (435) 0.20
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) 137 2 24 0.74
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BREEFT 0 (0.0) 3 35 NA
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