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Fig. 1. Diagrammatic presentation of LEEP (I) and electric
conizer conization (II).
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Table 1. Clinical characteristics of patients

Cold cone Conizer LEEP

41.44+13.6 448
2.0+1.6 27+1L5

Age at diagnosis (yr.) 41.1+7.05%
Parity 3.1+1.4+

* meanzstandard deviation p>0.05
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Table 2. Status of the margins

Resection Resection p values
margin (+) margin(-)
Cold cone 12 (47.8%) 11 (52.2%) .044
Conizer 17 (54.8%) 14 (45.2%) .043 0%
LEEP 43 (74.1%) 15 (25.9%) 015 .04
X2 test
ABAEE Fol W] dolgls A9 14, 9534
A7\9} F37} 742t 24, 3062 UERgTH Table 3).



Table 3. Pathologic status of hysterectomy

Residual disease in specimen Total
RM (+) RM (-)
R(#) R (-) Total R (#) R (-) Total
Cold cone 1 (0) 11 (100) 11 1(8) 11 (92) 12 1/23
Conizer 12 (72) 5 (29) 17 12 (86) 2 (149) 14 24/31
LEEP 25 (60) 17 (40) 42 5 (31) 11 (69) 16 30/58

RM; resection margin, R; residual disease, ( ) number is %
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Comparison of treatment of cervical lesion by use of cold knife conization,

electric conizer or large loop

Sanglyun Nam', Chan June Park', Kyongjin Kim’
Department of Obstetrics’ and Gyneca/ogyz , Chungnam National University Hospital,

Konyang University Hospital, Daejeon, Korea

Objective : The treatment of intraepithelial neoplasia and microinvasive cervical cancer ranges from local destruvtive methods
to total hysterectomy. The conservative treatment has increased as more lesions are being detected in young women.

Methods : This study was designed to compare the 112 microinvasive cervical cancer treatment reliability, efficacy, and safety
of cold knife conization (23), electric conizer (31), and largr loop (58).

Results : The mean age for cold cone, conizer, and LEEP were 41.1, 41.4, and 42.2 years old. The parity for cold cone,
conizer and LEEP were 3.1, 2.1, and 2.7 siblings. Resection margine involved pathologic finding were 47.8%, 54.8%, and 74.1%
(P<0.05). After hysterectomy, residual disease for cold cone, conizer and LEEP were 1, 24, and 30 cases

Conclusion : The results suggest that LEEP is quicker, safer, and lower cost than cold knife conization for the management
of cervical intraepithelial neoplasia and micro invasive cancer.

Key Words : Cold knife conization, LEEP, Microinvasive cancer of uterine cervix
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