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Summary
Background  In this preliminary study, we investigated 
the sensitivity and specificity of reverse transcriptase 
(RT)-qPCR lymph node (LN) metastases detection, the 
accuracy of intraoperative dye navigation, and the inci-
dence of micrometastasis (MM) detection with this pro-
tocol, compared to other published studies.

Methods  A total of 23 patients were enrolled in the 
study. The first stained LN was analyzed using RT-qPCR 
for carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) and cytokeratin 20 
(CK-20) expression, as markers for MM involvement. 
The Maruyama computer program was used to deter-
mine the most likely first metastatic site. These results 
were compared with the actual staining patterns to 
evaluate whether the first draining LN was extracted. We 
analyzed the correlations between MM and tumor char-
acteristics. The incidence of MM detected with the pres-
ent method was compared to other studies, as markers 
of the accuracy of the present protocol.

Results  At 35 threshold cycles, the RT-qPCR had a 
negative predictive value of 100 % and a positive predic-
tive value of 83.3 %. MM were detected in 4 out of 14 
node-negative patients (28.6 %). The extracted sentinel 
LN coincided in 76.9 % of cases with the most probable 

first metastatic LN predicted by the Maruyama program. 
MM were found more frequently in these ‘high-risk’ 
LNs. Significant differences were found in the Lauren’s 
histological type distribution and the age distribution 
among the MM-positive and MM-negative groups.

Conclusion  Our preliminary results confirm that RT-
qPCR is an accurate method of MM detection, that the 
dye navigation enables the determination of the first 
draining LN, and that the incidence of MM detection 
with this focused sentinel LN protocol is comparable to 
other studies.

Keywords  Gastric cancer · Sentinel lymph node · RT-
qPCR · Maruyama computer program

Introduction
Since its first publication by Morton et al. for melanoma 
patients in 1992 [1, 2], the concept of sentinel lymph node 
(SLN) has been adopted in different fields of oncological 
surgery, and most recently in gastric cancer surgery. SLN 
is defined as the first node that receives the cancer-cell 
drainage from a primary tumor [3, 4], which leads to the 
concept that micrometastases (MM) will develop in the 
SLN first. Although the value of these ‘dormant’ metasta-
ses is still awaiting clinical confirmation, numerous stud-
ies have indicated the prognostic significance of MM [5–7].

The controversy of this subject has been fuelled by the 
varying results in published papers. Many studies have 
indicated that isolated tumor cells in lymph nodes (LNs) 
lack the proliferative capacity to develop full-blown LN 
metastasis [3, 8, 9]. However, a primary reason behind 
the inability to push such a concept into clinical prac-
tice is the method for MM detection. Many studies have 
used routine histological staining with hematoxylin and 
eosin, which lacks sensitivity and specificity [10]. Immu-
nohistochemical staining has been reported to improve 
sensitivity and to be reliable, although this can gener-
ate false negative results by overlooking possible MM 
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that are localized outside the cut slice, or false positive 
results due to antibody cross-reactivity with host stromal 
or inflammatory cells [10, 25]. It has been reported that 
reverse transcriptase polymerase chain reaction (RT)-
PCR is the most sensitive method for the detection of 
MM [11]. The drawbacks of this method are the high cost 
and that it is labor intensive when it is used to evaluate all 
harvested LNs, which limits its usefulness particularly in 
the research setting. Therefore, we searched for an alter-
native method, to retain the benefits of RT-qPCR, while 
still obtaining results in the time-frame necessary to tai-
lor decisions about the extent of the lymphadenectomy. 
While the new RT-qPCR protocols allow the shortening 
of the procedure of LN analysis to 1 h [5, 26], it is still not 
possible to analyze more than one SLN in such a short 
period. The only way to reduce this time with the present 
methods of MM detection is to reduce the number of LNs 
screened. We modified the present gastric cancer SLN 
protocols with the definition of a new hypothesis: that 
tumor cells spread in a predictable fashion, and with cor-
rect LN navigation, there is only the need to analyze one 
‘high-risk’ SLN to obtain the correct regional LN staging.

To evaluate the adequacy of such a concept, one would 
have to assess the recurrence or survival rates, which 
requires a lengthy study period. However, preliminary 
results can be obtained with the use of the Maruyama 
computer program. This program predicts the probability 
of LN metastases of individual gastric cancer patients, by 
comparing their characteristics with those contained in 
its database [12]. Although this program is not designed 
for the prediction of MM, it suggests which nodal stations 
are most likely to be the first metastatic site. Hence, these 
sites might, according to the definition, also have the 
greatest risk of receiving the first isolated tumor cells or 
MM during tumorigenesis.

Thus, the aim of this preliminary study was to deter-
mine the usefulness of this focused SLN protocol, by 
determining whether the LN first marked with Patent 
Blue V dye is most likely to be the first metastatic site. We 
therefore assessed the accuracy of RT-qPCR detection 
of metastatic cells in the LNs, and determined whether 
the intraoperative dye navigation helps in defining the 
most probable first-draining LN. Finally, we compared 
the incidence of MM detected using the present method 
with other studies, where different methods were used 
and more SLNs per patient were analyzed.

Methods

Patients

Twenty-three patients who underwent curative resection 
in the Department for General and Abdominal Surgery at 
the University Clinical Centre of Maribor (Slovenia) were 
included in this study, which started in August 2009. Of 
these 23 patients, 9 were selected as the control group. 
Five patients who were operated on for a pathology other 
than gastric cancer were selected as the negative con-

trol group (right femoral hernia, benign pyloric steno-
sis, Crohn’s disease, hepatocellular carcinoma, sigmoid 
adenoma). The positive control group consisted of four 
patients with LN-positive gastric cancer. During these 
operations, the LNs were extracted from the operative 
field, stored and subsequently analyzed with RT-qPCR in 
a similar fashion to the study group. In the positive con-
trol group, overtly metastatic LNs were extracted for RT-
qPCR analysis. The positive and negative control groups 
were used to determine the sensitivities and specifici-
ties of the RT-qPCR LN metastasis detection at differ-
ent threshold cycles (Ct), and to obtain a Ct for further 
analysis.

All patients in the study group had histologically veri-
fied gastric adenocarcinoma. Preoperative staging was 
performed. Following this work-up, potential Node Zero 
(N0) patients were assessed for inclusion in the present 
study. Only patients who were confirmed to be N0 after 
formal patho-histological analysis of the surgical speci-
mens were included in the present study. All LN speci-
mens were examined using standard hematoxylin-eosin 
staining, and tumor staging was performed according to 
the 7th Edition of the International Union Against Can-
cer TNM classification. Out of the 19 patients included, 
14 were confirmed as N0 after the patho-histological 
analysis. All the patients were presented to a tumor board 
for neoadjuvant chemotherapy or adjuvant chemoradio-
therapy eligibility. Patients with a preoperative clinical 
stage of T3 (subserosal tumor), T4 (tumor spread beyond 
the serosa) or N+ (positive lymph nodes) were consid-
ered for neoadjuvant therapy. Patients with a patho-
logical stage of T3, T4a/b or with positive LNs received 
adjuvant treatment.

All patients gave their written informed consent 
before being included in the present study. This study 
was approved by the National Ethics Committee.

Surgical and sentinel lymph node staining 
techniques and extraction

Surgery started with the exploration of the abdominal 
cavity. The tumor site, clinical stage and resectability 
were defined. Patients with overt nodal metastases or 
tumors spread beyond the serosa were excluded from the 
study. The surgery and the patho-histological evaluation 
were performed according to standards described else-
where for gastric cancer [13].

Before the dissection was performed, Patent Blue 
V Dye (Guerbet Patent Blue V Sodium 2.5 %, Guerbet, 
Roissy, France) was injected in four to five sectors of 
the submucosa around the primary tumor (Fig.  1). The 
lymphatic drainage of the dye was followed for the first 
tumor-draining LN. After 17 ± 6.8  min, the first LN with 
the dye was extracted for RT-qPCR analysis. This LN was 
then immediately placed in RNAlater RNA Stabilization 
Reagent. The submerged specimens were incubated in 
this reagent at 0–4 °C, and analyzed within a month.
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mRNA extraction from sentinel lymph nodes  
and RT-qPCR analysis

The total RNA extracted with RNeasy Mini Plus kits (Qia-
gen, Hilden, Germany) was reverse transcribed using 
High Capacity cDNA Reverse Transcription kits (Applied 
Biosystems). Q-PCR was performed on an ABI PRISM 
7500 Sequence Detection System (Applied Biosystems), 
using TaqMan chemistry in a 96-well format. TaqMan 
Universal PCR Master Mix (Applied Biosystems) and 
the following Gene Expression Assays (Applied Biosys-
tems) were used for CEACAM5 Hs 00237075_m1, KRT20 
Hs00300643_m1, and GAPDH 4333764. Thirty-five cycles 
were selected as the Ct threshold values for CEACAM5 
and CK-20 expression, as determined elsewhere [4, 10].

Statistical analysis

Continuous data are expressed as means ± SD, while cat-
egorical variables are given as percentages. The Shapiro-
Wilk test was used to determine whether the continuous 
data were normally distributed. Comparisons of con-
tinuous variables were carried out with Student’s t-tests 
for parametric data and Mann–Whitney U test for non-
parametric data. Chi-square tests were used for compari-
sons of discrete variables. The sensitivity and specificity 
of the MM determinations were evaluated with a two-
by-two contingency table, where the expression profiles 
of positive and negative controls were compared. The 
Maruyama computer program was used to calculate the 
probabilities of metastases in 16 LN stations. P values 
< 0.05 were defined as the limit of significance. For statis-
tical analysis, PASW version 18 for Windows 7 was used. 
The probability of LN involvement was estimated with 
WinEstimate (version 2.5, München, Germany).

Results

The patient and tumor characteristics for the study group 
are given in Table 1. Out of the 12 patients included, eight 
were N0 patients and had intestinal type of gastric cancer 
(66.7 %). The predominant location of the tumors was the 

lower third (nine cases; 69.2 %) and the lesser curvature 
(five cases; 35.7 %) of the stomach. Early gastric cancer 
was found in nine patients (57.1 %). Five patients had 
locally advanced gastric cancer. The cancer was mostly 
poorly differentiated tubular adenocarcinoma (five cases; 
41.7 %). Only two patients from the study group (14.3 %) 
received chemotherapy. Both of these two patients were 
under-staged with preoperative diagnostics and had not 
received neoadjuvant treatment. After the formal patho-
histological analysis, one of these two patients was found 
to have a T4a stage tumor, while the other had a T3 stage 
tumor. In each case, these patients received adjuvant 
treatment with capecitabine plus radiotherapy.

To evaluate the sensitivity, specificity, and the positive 
and negative predictive values of RT-qPCR for carcinoem-
bryonic antigen (CEA) and cytokeratin 20 (CK-20) detec-
tion, a two-by-two contingency table was constructed 
(Table  2). The sensitivity of this method at Ct 35 cycles 
was 75 %, with a specificity of 100 %. The negative predic-
tive value was 100 %, and the positive predictive value 
was 83.3 %. These results obtained with Ct 35 cycles were 
comparable to other studies, and therefore the further RT-
qPCR analysis was carried out with this threshold value.

The next step was the evaluation of the study group 
(Table 3). Of the 14 histologically confirmed N0 patients, 
4 (28.6 %) showed MM, while no CEA or CK-20 expression 
was detected in the remaining 10 patients, who were thus 
MM negative. There were no differences in gender dis-
tribution, preoperative tumor marker values, location of 
tumor, early gastric cancer type, Bormann type, tumor size, 
number of resected LNs, vascular, lymphangial or perineu-
ral invasion, extranodal infiltration, histological grade, and 
T-stage distribution. The patients in the MM-positive group 
were significantly older than the patients with no MM 
(55 ± 8.7 vs. 69 ± 8.9 years; P = 0.019). A significant differ-
ence was noted in the Lauren histological type distribution 
(P = 0.037). In the MM-negative group, the most prevalent 
histological type was intestinal, in 88.9 % of cases (eight 
patients). In the MM-positive group, most of the patients 
had the diffuse type of gastric cancer (66.7 %; two patients). 
No patient with MM had an intestinal type of cancer.

All of the patients were analyzed retrospectively with 
the WinEstimate computer program, to estimate the like-
lihood of LN metastases. With this program, the most 

Fig. 1  SNL mapping with Patent Blue V dye. a Submucosal infiltration with the dye. b Identification of lymphangial vessels and 
drainage to the first LN. c Extraction of the first-draining LN
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Table 1.  Patient and tumor characteristics

Characteristic n (%) value

Gender

Male 10 (71.4 %)

Female 4 (28.6 %)

Age (years) 65 ± 10.8 

Lauren classification

Intestinal 8 (66.7 %)

Diffuse 2 (16.7 %)

Mixed 2 (16.7 %)

Tumor location

Mid third 4 (30.8 %)

Lower third 9 (69.2 %)

Tumor site

Lesser curvature 5 (35.7 %)

Greater curvature 3 (21.4 %)

Anterior wall 1 (7.1 %)

Posterior wall 4 (28.6 %)

Circular involvement 1 (7.1 %)

Early gastric cancer type

I 2 (22.2 %)

IIb 2 (22.2 %)

IIc 3 (33.3 %)

III 2 (22.2 %)

Bormann type

III 3 (60 %)

IV 2 (40 %)

T stage

T1a 5 (35.7 %)

T1b 3 (21.4 %)

T2 4 (28.6 %)

T3 2 (14.3 %)

Differentiation

Tubular well differentiated 3 (25 %)

Tubular moderate differentiated 3 (25 %)

Tubular poor differentiated 5 (41.7 %)

Signet ring-cell 1 (8.3 %)

CEA (ng/ml) 1.4 ± 1.07

AFP (ng/ml) 3.5 ± 1.92 

CA 19-9 (ng/ml) 10.33 ± 13.27 

Tumor size (mm) 34.1 ± 22.11 

Extraction time (min) 17.8 ± 6.9 

Total number of resected lymph nodes 12.4 ± 7.9

Table 2.  Two-by-two contingency table

Control Total

Negative Positive

RT-qPCR negative 4 11 15

RT-qPCR positive 0   7   7

Total 4 18 22

RT-qPCR expression (n, %) P

Positive Negative

Gender NS

 Male 2 (50 %) 8 (80 %)

 Female 2 (50 %) 2 (20 %)

Age (years) 55 ± 8.7 69 ± 8.9 0.019

Lauren type 0.037

 Intestinal 0 (0 %) 8 (88.9 %)

 Diffuse 2 (66.7 %) 0 (0 %)

 Mixed 1 (33.3 %) 1 (11.1 %)

Tumor third NS

 Mid third 2 (50 %) 2 (22.2 %)

 Lower third 2 (50 %) 7 (77.8 %)

Tumor site NS

 Lesser 2 (50 %) 3 (30 %)

 Greater 1 (25 %) 2 (20 %)

 Anterior 0 (0 %) 1 (10 %)

 Posterior 1 (25 %) 3 (30 %)

 Circular 0 (0 %) 1 (10 %)

EGC type NS

 I 1 (50 %) 1 (14.3 %)

 IIb 0 (0 %) 2 (28.6 %)

 IIc 1 (50 %) 2 (28.6 %)

 III 0 (0 %) 2 (28.6 %)

Bormann type NS

 III 1 (50 %) 2 (66.7 %)

 IV 1 (50 %) 1 (33.3 %)

T stage NS

 T1a 1 (25 %) 4 (40 %)

 T1b 1 (25 %) 2 (20 %)

 T2 1 (25 %) 3 (30 %)

 T3 1 (25 %) 1 (10 %)

Differentiation NS

 Tubular well 0 (0 %) 3 (33.3 %)

 Tubular moderate 1 (33.3 %) 2 (22.2 %)

 Tubular poor 2 (66.7 %) 3 (33.3.%)

 Signet ring-cell 0 (0 %) 1 (11.1 %)

Lymphangial invasion NS

 Negative 4 (100 %) 9 (90 %)

 Positive 0 (0 %) 1 (10 %)

Vascular invasion NS

 Negative 4 (100 %) 10 (100 %)

 Positive 0 (0 %) 0 (0 %)

Perineural invasion NS

 Negative 3 (75 %) 8 (80 %)

 Positive 1 (25 %) 2 (20 %)

Extranodal infiltration NS

 Negative 4 (100 %) 10 (100 %)

 Positive 0 (0 %) 0 (0 %)

Table 3.  Comparison of MM-positive and MM-negative 
groups
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likely metastatic site was determined and compared with 
the LN stations determined to be the first-draining site of 
the tumor with intraoperative Patent Blue V staining. The 
extracted LN coincided in 76.9 % with the WinEstimate-
predicted LN stations in the N0 patients. Although insig-
nificant due to the low case numbers, MM were more 
frequently found in correctly predicted nodes (with a 3:1 
ratio in favor of the correctly predicted LN).

Discussion

With a more liberal use of gastroscopy in symptomatic 
patients, there has been a slow but significant rise in the 
detection of early gastric cancer in Slovenia [14, 15]. In 
these early favorable stages, limited and less aggressive 
treatment methods are being explored; however, these 
must rely on more accurate tumor staging. Unfortunately, 
till date, there is no preoperative diagnostic tool that can 
reliably detect nodal metastases in gastric cancer patients 
[28]. Usually, surgeons rely on the scarce preoperative 
staging and the intraoperative clinical assessment to 
determine the best type of resection for early and node-
negative gastric cancer. As the first metastatic deposits in 
early gastric cancer are usually in the form of MM, such 
clinical staging during the operation is at best question-
able. If a restrictive policy towards extended lymphad-
enectomy is taken, as many as 20 % of early gastric cancer 
patients will have an insufficiently defined operation [1]. 
Therefore, other methods of selection for more extensive 
operations are being explored.

The SLN concept that has revolutionized melanoma 
and breast cancer treatment might bring new concepts 
to gastric cancer surgery. However, in contrast to breast 
cancer or melanoma, where metastatic deposits follow a 
predictable path to the LNs and are large enough to be 
detected in frozen sections, so that the relevant results 
can be obtained in 30  min [3]. LN metastases in early 
gastric cancer are usually packed into small groups of 
cells on the periphery of the lymph node [5]. This makes 
it harder to detect them with routine histological meth-
ods. To increase the sensitivity and specificity for MM 
detection, extensive sectioning is at present necessary 
to obtain representative sensitivities and specificities. 
Many studies even resort to immunohistochemical and 

molecular analysis of large numbers of lymph nodes [10, 
11, 25]. While RT-qPCR is said to be the most sensitive 
and specific method, it is still notoriously elaborate and 
expensive; and it takes too long to provide an efficient 
selection tool for the surgeon. We therefore tried to mod-
ify the protocols used at present to detect MM, to retain 
some of the advantages of this molecular tool while 
reducing the time to obtain relevant results. The only way 
to achieve such an endeavor was to reduce the number of 
LNs examined, by examining only the first-draining SLN.

To determine the validity of the proposed focused SNL 
protocol long-term survival analysis is necessary. Patients 
with early gastric cancer have excellent survival [1], so the 
first impact of MM is expected to be on disease-free sur-
vival of the patients. When present in early gastric cancer, 
the first signs of local failure develop after 5 years [20]. As 
the first relevant results can only be expected after such 
a long observational period, we designed a preliminary 
study to determine whether MM can be reliably detected 
by examination of only one ‘high-risk’ SLN. This is, in our 
opinion, a critical prerequisite before embarking on a 
larger trial for the clinical application of this concept. We 
therefore investigated the sensitivity of RT-qPCR detec-
tion of LN metastases, the accuracy of the intraoperative 
dye navigation, and the incidence of MM detection using 
this protocol, as compared to other published studies.

The double marker RT-qPCR assays used in the pres-
ent study proved to be a sensitive and specific tool for the 
detection of MM in LNs. At Ct 35 cycles, we achieved a 
negative predictive value of 100 % and a positive predic-
tive value of 83.3 % in the control groups. These values 
confirm the possibility for the confident use of RT-qPCR 
for further investigations. Similar results were obtained 
in other studies, where RT-qPCR was determined to have 
superior sensitivities and specificities to standard hema-
toxylin and eosin analysis and immunohistochemical 
staining [4, 5, 10, 16].

Even if we achieve impressive accuracies with these 
RT-qPCR double-marker assays, the method in itself does 
not allow the time interval of the analysis to be shortened 
when all of the LNs from a stained LN basin are screened 
for MM. In similar studies, up to 15 LNs were examined 
with a mean of 2–4 [3–10, 16–19]. The present study is thus 
in sharp contrast here, with only one examined SLN. We 
based our protocol on extensive lymphograpy studies, 
which have shown that at least for early gastric cancer, 
MM occur according to a predictable path [16, 27]. Indeed, 
even in studies where extensive immunohistochemical 
staining analysis of LNs of the pregastric compartment 
were performed, MM were never found only outside the 
stained SLNs [19]. It can be assumed that in spite of a more 
complex lymphatic drainage of the stomach wall, MM are 
usually first formed in the SLNs. It would thus theoretically 
suffice to examine only the first-draining node, under the 
condition that the extracted LN is indeed the true SLN.

To determine whether dye navigation can reli-
ably define the most-probable first-draining site, the 
Maruyama computer program was used. The extracted 
LNs in the present study coincided in 76.9 % of cases 

 

RT-qPCR expression (n, %) P

Positive Negative

CEA (ng/ml) 1 ± 0 1.57 ± 1.3 NS

AFP (ng/ml) 3 ± 1.7 3.8 ± 2.2 NS

CA 19-9 (ng/ml) 22 ± 17.8 4 ± 5 NS

Tumor size (mm) 30 ± 12 35 ± 25.5 NS

Number of extracted lymph 
nodes

13 ± 9.8 12 ± 7.5 NS

Proportion of positive lymph 
nodes (%)

52 ± 43.7 26 ± 28.2 NS

Table 3.  (continued)
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with the nodal station predicted to be the most frequent 
metastatic site by the Maruyama computer program. 
We also determined that although not reaching signifi-
cance in the present study, MM were more frequent in 
the nodes predicted by the Maruyama program to be the 
most-probable first metastatic site. Not only does this 
confirm that dye navigation leads to the correct defini-
tion of the first-draining node, but it also emphasizes 
the importance of the correct LN navigation. Meticu-
lous intraoperative dye injections as close as possible to 
the tumor are of the utmost importance for the present 
method. Perhaps additional methods, such as the pre-
operative labeling of the tumor site with dyes containing 
particles of a specific size that will remain lodged only in 
the first-draining node [5], can be used to increase the 
yield of ‘true’ SLNs. The evolution of such staining pat-
terns remains a subject of future studies.

Even if we extract the first-draining node, it still does 
not confirm that MM can be reliably detected. The pres-
ent method can still suffer from insufficient sensitivities 
of RT-qPCR for MM detection, aberrant marker expres-
sion, and inadequate staining patterns. An indication 
for appropriate MM detection is the MM frequency. 
If MM are missed because of the analysis of the wrong 
SLN, a much lower incidence of MM would be expected 
than in comparable studies, where more LNs per patient 
are examined. In our cohort, 4 out of 12 node-negative 
patients (28.6 %) were MM positive. In other studies, the 
presence of MM ranged from 10 to 30 % [3–10, 16–19].

Our results also indicate that MM are more common 
in older patients and in the diffuse type of gastric can-
cer. The higher prevalence of MM in the older population 
might reflect their lower immunocompetence. Sansoni 
et al. reported dysfunction of the natural killer cells in 
older patients, which can fail to clear isolated tumor cells 
lodged in LNs, resulting in higher incidence of MM [3, 20, 
21]. Higher incidence of MM in the diffuse type of gas-
tric cancer has also been reported in other studies [22]. 
These findings can be extremely important in the work-
up of preoperative patients, and they need to be further 
explored in future studies.

Taken together, our preliminary results confirm that 
RT-qPCR is an accurate method of MM detection, that 
dye navigation enables the first-draining node to be 
found, and analysis of the ‘high-risk’ SLN can detect MM 
with the same efficiency as the more elaborate LN screen-
ing protocols. Considering these findings, we are deter-
mined to refine our method so as to more fully merge the 
advantages of the superior sensitivities and specificities 
of RT-qPCR with the cost benefits and the speed of this 
focused SLN concept.

Conclusions

Although these data indicate that single SLN screening 
is an accurate method of SLN evaluation, these results 
remain preliminary. Only recurrence and long-term 
survival analysis on larger series of patients will be able 

to reveal the full validity of the present method. If this 
method is further proven to be effective, the results can be 
used intraoperatively. With the development of methods 
such as transcription-reverse transcription concerted 
reaction, one-step nucleic-acid amplification assay, and 
fully automated multiplex quantitative RT-PCR, which 
generate results that are equal to standard RT-qPCR in 
no more than 20 min to 1 h [5, 26], single SLN analysis 
might be the first step along the road toward intraopera-
tive decision making, which would thus usher in the age 
of tailored, limited surgery for gastric cancer.

Conflict of interest 
This study was supported by a national ARRS grant. With 
this statement, the authors declare that there are no con-
flicts of interest.

Open Access 
This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative 
Commons Attribution License which permits any use, 
distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided 
the original author(s) and the source are credited.

References

  1.	 Arigami T, Natsugoe S, Uenosono Y, Mataki Y, Ehi K, 
Higashi H, Arima H, Yanagina S, Ishigami S, Hokita S, Aikou 
T. Evaluation of sentinel node concept in gastric cancer 
based on lymph node micrometastasis determinated by 
reverse transcription-polymerase chain reaction. Ann 
Surg. 2006;243:341–7.

  2.	 Dilege E, Mihmanli M, Demir U, Ozer K, Bostanci O, Kaya 
C, Aksakal O, Sakiz D. Prognostic value of preoperative CEA 
and CA 19-9 levels in resectable gastric cancer. Hepatogas-
troenterology. 2010;57:674–7.

  3.	 Doekhie FS, Mesker WE, van Krieken JH, Kok NF, Hart-
grink HH, Kranenbarg EK, et al. Clinical relevance of occult 
tumor cells in lymph nodes from gastric cancer patients. 
Am J Surg Pathol. 2005;29:1135–44.

  4.	 Guadagni S, de Manzoni G, Catarci M, Valenti M, Amicucci 
G, De Bernardinis G, Cordiano C, Carboni M, Maruyama K. 
Evaluation of the Maruyama computer program accuracy 
for preoperative estimation of lymph node metastases from 
gastric cancer. World J Surg. 2000;24:1550–8.

  5.	 Hajdinjak T, Zagorac A, Erjavec-Skerget A, Kavalar R, 
Kokalj-Vokac N. Non-invasive bladder cancer detection 
by fluorescent in-situ hybridization on urine samples. Acta 
Med-Biotech. 2010;3:35–40.

  6.	 Ishii T, Fujiwara Y, Ohnaka S, Hayashi T, Taniguchi H, 
Takiguchi S, Yasuda T, Yano M, Monden M. Rapid genetic 
diagnosis with the transcription-reverse transcription con-
certed reaction system for cancer micrometastasis. Ann 
Surg Oncol. 2004;11:778–85.

  7.	 Ishii K, Kinami S, Funaki K, Fujita H, Ninomiya I, Fushida S, 
Fujimura T, Nishimura G, Kayahara M. Detection of senti-
nel and non-sentinel lymph node micrometastases by com-
plete serial sectioning and immunohistochemical analysis 
for gastric cancer. J Exp Clin Cancer Res. 2008;27:1–7.

  8.	 Kim MC, Kim HH, Jung GJ, Lee JH, Choi SR, Kang DY, 
Roh MS, Jeong JS. Lymphatic mapping and sentinel node 
biopsy using 99mTc tin colloid in gastric cancer. Ann Surg. 
2004;239:383–7.



Original Article

276    Evaluation of focused sentinel lymph node RT-qPCR screening for micrometastases 1 3

  9.	 Kubota K, Nakanishi H, Hiki N, Shimizu N, Tsuji E, Yama-
guchi H, Mafune K, Tange T, Tatematsu M, Kaminishi M. 
Quantitative detection of micrometastases in the lymph 
nodes of gastric cancer patients with real-time RT-PCR: a 
comparative study with immunohistochemistry. Int J Can-
cer. 2003;105:136–43.

10.	 Kwee RM, Kwee TC. Imaging in assessing lymph node sta-
tus in gastric cancer. Gastric Cancer. 2009;12:6–22.

11.	 Lambert R, Guilloux A, Oshima A, Pompe-Kirm V, Bray F, 
Parkin M, Ajiki W, Tsukuma H. Incidence and mortality 
from stomach cancer in Japan, Slovenia and the USA. Int J 
Cancer. 2002;97:811–8.

12.	 Maehara LE, Oshiro T, Endo K, Baba H, Oda S, Ichiyoshi Y, 
et al. Clinical significance of occult micrometastasis lymph 
nodes from patients with early gastric cancer who died of 
recurrence. Surgery. 1996;119:397–402.

13.	 Maruyama K, Gunven P, Okabayashi K, Sasako M, Kinoshita 
T. Lymph node metastases of gastric cancer. General pat-
tern in 1931 patients. Ann Surg. 1989;210:596–602.

14.	 Mihmanli M, Dilege E, Demir U, Coskun H, Eroglu T, Uysalol 
MD. The use of tumor markers as predictors of prognosis in 
gastric cancer. Hepatogastroenterology. 2004;51:1544–7.

15.	 Morgagni P, Saragoni L, Folli S, et al. Lymph node micro-
metastases in patients with early gastric cancer: experience 
with 139 patients. Ann Surg Oncol. 2001;8:170.

16.	 Mori M, Mimori K, Inoue H, Barnard GF, Tsuji K, Nabara S, 
Ueo H, Akiyoushi T. Detection of cancer micrometastases 
in lymph nodes by reverse transcriptase-polymerase chain 
reaction. Cancer Res. 1995;55:3417–20.

17.	 Morton DL, Wen DR, Wong JH, et al. Technical details of 
intraoperative lymphatic mapping for early stage mela-
noma. Arch Surg. 1992;127:392–9.

18.	 Nio Y, Tsubono M, Kawabata K, Masai Y, Hayashi H, Meyer 
C, Inoue K, Tobe T. Comparison of survival curves of gastric 
cancer patients after surgery according to the UICC stage 
classification and the general rules for gastric cancer study 
by the Japanese Research Society for Gastric Cancer. Ann 
Surg. 1993;218:47–53.

19.	 Okada Y, Fujiwara Y, Yamamoto H, Sugita Y, Yasuda T, Doki 
Y, Tamura S, Yano M, Shiozaki H, Matsuura N, Monden 
M. Genetic detection of lymph node micrometastases in 
patients with gastric carcinoma by multiple-marker reverse 
transcriptase-polymerase chain reaction assay. Cancer. 
2001;92:2056–64.

20.	 Osaka H, Yashiro M, Sawada T, Katsuragi K, Hirakawa K. 
Is a lymph node detected by the dye-guided method a 
true sentinel node in gastric cancer? Clin Cancer Res. 
2004;10:6912–8.

21.	 Primic-Zakelj M, Zadnik V, Zagar T. Epidemiology of stom-
ach cancer. 2. Mariborski Onkoloski dan; 2009. pp. 1–11.

22.	 Rabin I, Chikman B, Lavy R, Poluksht N, Halpern Z, Was-
sermann I, Gold-Deutch R, Sandbank J, Halevy A. The 
accuracy of sentinel node mapping according to T stage in 
patients with gastric cancer. Gastric Cancer. 2010;13:30–5.

23.	 Saito H, Osaki T, Murakami D, Sakamoto T, Kanaji S, Ohro 
S, Tatebe S, Tsujitani S, Ikeguchi M. Recurrence in early 
gastric cancer—Presence of micrometastases in lymph 
node negative early gastric cancer patient with recurrence. 
Hepatogastroenterology. 2007;54:620–4.

24.	 Sansoni P, Cossarizza A, Brianti V, Fagnoni F, Snelli G, Monti 
D, Marcato A, Passeri G, Ortolani C, Forti E, et al. Lympho-
cyte subsets and natural killer cell activity in healthy old 
people and centenarians. Blood. 1993;82:2767–73.

25.	 Saragoni L, Gaudio M, Morgagni P, et al. Identification of 
occult micrometastases in patients with early gastric can-
cer using anti-cytokeratin monoclonal antibodies. Oncol 
Rep. 2000;7:535.

26.	 Wu ZY, Zhan WH, Li JH HYL, Wang JP, Lan P, Peng JS, Cai 
SR. Expression of E-cadherin in gastric carcinoma and its 
correlation with lymph node micrometastases. World J 
Gastroenterol. 2005;11:3139–43.

27.	 Yanagita S, Natsugoe S, Uenosono Y, Arigami T, Arima H, 
Kozono T, Funasako Y, Ehi K, Nakajo A, Ishigami S, Aikou T. 
Detection of micrometastases in sentinel node navigation 
surgery for gastric cancer. Surg Oncol. 2008;17:203–10.

28.	 Yanagita S, Natsugoe S, Uenosono Y, Kozono T, Ehi K, Ari-
gami T, Arima H, Ishigami S, Aikou T. Sentinel node micro-
metastases have high proliferative potential in gastric 
cancer. J Surg Res. 2008;145:238–43.


	Evaluation of focused sentinel lymph node RT-qPCR screening for micrometastases with the use of the 
	Summary
	Introduction
	Methods
	Patients
	Surgical and sentinel lymph node staining techniques and extraction
	mRNA extraction from sentinel lymph nodes and RT-qPCR analysis

	Statistical analysis
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	References

