
cavity (probable leiomyomas). The presence of focalendometrial lesions (probable polyps) was detectedin another 7 women (8.6%), and inconclusive imag-ing of the uterine cavity due to leiomyomas was re-ported for the rest 2 (2.5%). Finally, the echogenicityof the lesions was homogenous in 71 women(87.7%) and heterogeneous in 10 (12.3%) (Table 2).

SHGSHG evaluation of the uterine cavity revealed noabnormalities in 44 women (54.3%) while focal le-sions were observed in 26 (32%) and increased en-dometrial thickness with diffuse lesions wasreported for 8 women (9.9%). Considerably in-creased thickness of the endometrium (> 10mm)was reported for 24 women (38.7%). Focal lesionsreported were: submucosal lesions (probable lei-omyomas) in 8 cases (9.9%), endometrial lesions(probable polyps) in 16 cases (19.8%) and finallythere were 2 cases (2.5%) with inconclusive imag-ing of the uterine cavity. The echogenicity of the le-sions was homogenous in 67 women (82.7%) andheterogeneous in 14 women (17.3%) (Table 2).
Cytological evaluationThe cytological evaluation on the 81 women en-

rolled resulted in 7 cases of women with cytologysample suspicious for malignancy. Endometrial cells,in all these cases, were reported to have atypia. Incases of simple hyperplasia the main finding wasmedium grade cellularity along with an increase instromal cells, while in complex hyperplasia the cyto-logical examination revealed mixed findings (Table 3).

Histopathology resultsHyperplasia was detected in 14 women (17.3%).Simple hyperplasia was found in 3 women (3.7%),complex hyperplasia in 8 (9.9%) and atypical hyper-plasia in 3 (3.7%). Focal lesions such as polyps wereidentified in 19 women (23.4%). Abnormalendome-trial maturation was observed in 59 women (67.9%).From this group, 42 women (52.5%) presented withno other finding, and 18 women (22.2%) with polyps.Finally, 7 women (8.6%) were diagnosed with en-dometrial carcinoma, 6 cases of endometrioid carci-noma and one case of papillary adenocarcinoma withsquamous differentiation (G1 - G2) (Tables 3 and 4).
Comparison of the different endometrium 
assessment methods for the diagnosis
of endometrial cancerAccording to histology 7 women were diagnosed
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Table 2. Findings from the evaluation of the patients participating in the study with the two differentimaging procedures examined, i.e. TVS and SHG
                                                                                                                                                TVS                                                                SHG
Abnormal findings                                                                                          N                           %                                  N                                %Submucosal lesions                                                                                           7                          8.6                                  8                                9.9Endometrial lesions                                                                                          7                          8.6                                16                             19.8Inadequate imaging of the endometrial Cavity                                         2                          2.5                                  2                                2.5Increased endometrial thickness with diffuse lesions                           5                          6.2                                  8                                9.9Evenly Increased endometrial thickness without lesions                    58                        71.6                               44                             54.3Unevenly Increased endometrial thickness without lesions                2                          2.5                                  3                                3.7Total                                                                                                                      81                        100                                81                              100

N= number of patients, TVS: Transvaginal Sonography, SHG: Sono - hysterography


