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Diagnostic value of double-contrast digital imaging for protruded lesions of esophagus 7hao Xiaohua, Hu Daoyu, Jiang Zhihong. De-
paiiment of Radiology, Dangyang Chang Banpo Hospital, Hubei 444100

[ Abstractl Objective: To compare the detecting rate and characterizing accuracy for protruded lesion of esophagus with digital ap-
paratus and conventional apparatus. Methods: 31 cases of esophageal potruded lesions were found among 1258 cases who underwent
esophageal bariun meal examination with digial gastronitestinal apparatus. By random sample principle, 1258 cases were collected from
conventional apparatus. There were 25 cases of potruded lesions among them. Two groups of cases were compared. Results: Detecting rate
and characterizing accuracy of esophageal protruded lesions were respectively 2.46% and 93. 5% with digital gastwintestinal apparatus,
howerer, they were 1.99% and 88% respectively with conventional apparatus. Conclusions: Detecting rate and chamacterizing accuracy for
esphageal protruded lesions with digital gastwinrestinal apparatus are remarkably higher than that with conventional appartus.
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