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Abstract: Objective: To study the value of miniprobe-endoscopic ultrasound (EUS) for diagnosing esophageal sub-
mucosal tumors with different diameters. Methods: One hundred and seventeen patients with esophageal submu-
cosal tumors were selected to be examined and diagnosed using miniprobe EUS and computed tomography (CT). 
These patients’ tumors were confirmed through the pathological examination of their lesions obtained from their 
endoscopic surgeries. The diagnostic accordance rates of the two methods were compared with the pathological 
gold standard, and the diagnostic accordance rates of the tumors with diameters <1 cm, 1-2 cm, and >2 cm were 
also compared between the two methods. Results: The postoperative pathological diagnoses confirmed esophageal 
stromal tumors (n=47), esophageal leiomyoma (n=39), esophageal lipoma (n=15), malignant esophageal stromal 
tumors (n=10), and granulose cell tumors (n=6). The accordance rates of the miniprobe EUS compared to the 
pathological examinations were significantly higher than the rates using CT (94.87% vs. 73.50%, P<0.001). The 
accordance rates of the miniprobe EUS compared to the pathological examinations were significantly higher than 
the rates using CT in the cases with a tumor diameter <1 cm (96.15% vs. 63.46%; P<0.05) and diameters 1-2 cm 
(97.44% vs. 74.36%; P<0.05). In the tumors (n=26) with a diameter >2 cm, the accordance rates of the miniprobe 
EUS and CT compared to the pathological diagnosis were 88.46% and 92.31%, separately, but the differences were 
not statistically significant (P>0.05). Conclusion: Miniprobe EUS has a high diagnostic value for esophageal submu-
cosal tumors, especially for small-diameter tumors. With an increase in tumor volume, the diagnostic accuracy of 
miniprobe EUS is decreased.
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Introduction

Esophageal submucosal tumors are protrusion 
lesions that occur in the submucosal tissue  
of the esophagus. They are often caused by 
space-occupying lesions near the mucous 
layer, extramural tissue, or organ compression 
and include leiomyoma, stromal tumors, lipo-
mas, granular cell tumors, and so on. The first 
two types are the most common [1]. Studies 
have reported that esophageal submucosal 
tumors often occur in young adult men [2]. 
Their shapes are mostly round, oval or horse-
shoe, coated by a complete capsule with a 
tough texture and a gray color, and their diam-
eters are usually less than 5 cm, but they can 
also grow more than 10 cm in diameter. 
Patients with smaller esophageal submucosal 

tumors often have no obvious symptoms; how-
ever, when the tumor diameter exceeds 3 cm, 
the patients may show symptoms of retroster-
nal discomfort and dysphagia, etc. and even 
compression on the surrounding organs, caus-
ing dyspnea and other symptoms that seriously 
affect life and health. At present, esophageal 
diseases are mostly diagnosed through con-
ventional endoscopy and biopsy. However, as 
the surface of the esophageal submucosal 
tumor is smooth and only protuberant changes 
can be seen, biopsy tissue sampling is difficult 
to perform. The diagnosis process is more 
tedious and difficult to popularize widely in the 
clinical setting [3]. Multi-slice spiral CT is an 
effective imaging method that can significan- 
tly improve the scanning speed and reduce  
the artifact interference caused by abdominal 
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movement. It can identify the lesion and deter-
mine the extent of the involvement at the same 
time [4]. Endoscopic ultrasound (EUS) is a diag-
nostic method of ultrasonic scanning with the 
aid of endoscopic biopsy. It can be divided into 
mini-probe, large probe, and sector scanning 
types, etc. It integrates both the advantages of 
ultrasound and endoscopic diagnosis, greatly 
improves the local spatial resolution, and clear-
ly observes the lesions’ sizes, shapes, hierar-
chies, boundary relationships, and invasions 
[5]. Thus, it can improve the accuracy of the 
qualitative diagnosis, simplify the processes, 
and ease pain. Miniprobe EUS is a common 
diagnostic method for esophageal submucosal 
tumors [6]. At present, there is no systematic 
study on the advantages and disadvantages of 
CT and miniprobe EUS in the diagnosis of 
esophageal submucosal tumors. By comparing 
the results of CT, miniprobe EUS, and pathologi-
cal biopsy, this study aims to provide guidance 
for the selection of the best diagnostic method 
for esophageal submucosal tumors.

Materials and methods

General materials

This study was approved by the Ethics Com- 
mittee of the General Hospital of Huainan 
Eastern Hospital Group. A total of 117 patients 
with esophageal submucosal tumors diag-
nosed using endoscopic surgery and patho- 
logy examinations at the General Hospital of 
Huainan Eastern Hospital Group from June 
2018 to February 2020 were selected for this 
study. The study cohort included 71 males and 
46 females ranging in age from 21 to 82 years 
old, with an average age of (49.8 ± 11.7) years.

Inclusion criteria: 1) Patients who were treated 
with endoscopic mucosal resection and endo-
scopic submucosal dissection or surgery and 
diagnosed with esophageal submucosal tu- 
mors using a postoperative pathological biop-
sy. 2) Patients who met the examination indica-
tions of endoscopic ultrasound and CT. 3) 
Patients who voluntarily participated in this 
study and signed an informed consent.

Exclusion criteria: 1) Patients with complica-
tions including esophagitis, gastroesophageal 
reflux disease, esophageal polyps, or other 
esophageal diseases. 2) Patients with compli-
cations including serious blood, immunity, or 
nervous system diseases. 3) Patients with poor 
coordination or without a complete medical 
examination.

Methods

Miniprobe EUS: The patients lay in a left recum-
bent position with a slight flexion of both lower 
limbs. After fasting for 8 hours before the exam-
ination and emptying the air in the stomach at 
the same time, each patient received a su- 
blingual administration of lidocaine mucilage 
(Shanghai Yubo Biotechnology Co., Ltd.) for 
local anesthesia and lubrication. The SU-9000 
endoscopic ultrasound system (Fuji Film (China) 
Investment Co., Ltd.) was used for the endo-
scopic ultrasonography, in which the ultrasonic 
frequency of the miniprobe was controlled at 
7-12 MHZ. The scanning examination was per-
formed using the water-filled balloon method 
combined with the no-air water-filling method. 
First, the gastric cavity was filled with de-aerat-
ed water, and then the water-filled balloon con-
tacted and scanned the lesion to minimize the 
loss of ultrasonic reflection. The location and 
involved range of the lesion were preliminarily 
determined, and the location, shape, volume, 
hierarchy, boundary relationship and the char-
acteristics of the ultrasonic echo including the 
high, low, and mixed levels of the echoes of the 
intraluminal tumors were evaluated. However, 
for the extracavitary tumors, an accurate evalu-
ation should be performed after ruling out other 
lesions and the compression of normal organs. 
All the operations and observation records 
were completed by the same experienced ultra-
sound doctor. Leiomyoma and benign stromal 
tumors presented homogeneous or inhomoge-
neous hypoechoic masses. The echo originated 
from the muscularis mucosa or lamina propria, 
and the boundary was clear without peripheral 
invasion. Except for the contact site of the 
stomach and the esophageal wall, the other 
wall structure was clear. Malignant stromal 
tumors showed a significant peripheral inva-
sion and an unclear boundary. Lipoma showed 
a medium-high echogenic mass, which origi-
nated from the submucosa with a mound-
shaped eminence and a clear boundary. The 
volumes of the granular cell tumors were usu-
ally small, showing  hypoechoic masses, which 
originated from the muscularis mucosae.

Multi-slice spiral CT examination: The chest  
or upper abdomen was scanned using the 
Mx8000 multi-slice spiral CT (Philips (China) 
Investment Co., Ltd.). The supine position was 
taken and the patients were fasted for 8 hours 
before the examination. A liter of lukewarm 
water was orally administrated 30 min before 
the examination. A raceanisodamine hydrochlo-
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ride injection (Jiangsu Dahongying-Hengshun 
Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.) was injected intrave-
nously 15 minutes before the examination.  
The contrast agent ioversol (Jiangsu Hengrui 
Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd.) was injected intrave-
nously before the enhancement scanning, with 
a speed of 3.5-4.0 mL/s and a dose of 1.5 mL/
kg. Arterial enhancement scanning was per-
formed 30 seconds after the injection, and vein 
enhancement scanning was performed 60 sec-
onds later. All the data were transferred to the 
background processor for the reconstruction 
analysis, and the parameters such as tumor 
size, location, origin level, boundary condition, 
etc. were observed. Finally, the diagnosis of the 
esophageal submucosal tumor and the deter-
mination whether it was benign or malignant 
were completed by a senior imaging physician. 
Most of the benign tumors had regular shapes, 
round or oval, uniform densities, solid mass, 
homogeneous enhancement, and clear bo- 
undaries. However, in the malignant tumors, 
there was necrosis, cyst walls, etc. with hetero-

Statistical methods

All the data were analyzed using SPSS 21.0, 
and the measurement data were expressed as 
the mean ± standard deviation, and t-tests of 
independent samples were used for the inter-
group comparisons. All the count data were 
expressed as cases (percentages), and χ2 te- 
sts were used for the inter-group compari- 
sons. P<0.05 indicated that a difference was 
significant.

Results

A performance analysis of the miniprobe EUS 
examination results

Mound-like protuberances of lipoma could be 
seen under the miniprobe EUS (Figure 1A), orig-
inating from the submucosa. They were dense 
and slightly hyperechoic with well-defined, clear 
boundaries (Figure 1B and 1C). The leiomyoma 
had long spindle and hemispherical shapes 

Figure 1. Examination results of miniprobe EUS. A: A lipoma showed a 
mound-like protuberance with a smooth surface under the endoscope; B 
and C: The lipoma originated from the submucosa and appeared dense 
and slightly hyperechoic with a clear boundary under the miniprobe EUS; 
D: Leiomyoma showed a hemispherical shape with a clear boundary; E and 
F: The leiomyoma showed uniform hypoechoes and continued with the low-
level echoes of the muscular layer, which originated from the muscularis 
mucosa. EUS: endoscopic ultrasound.

geneous internal enhanceme- 
nt, peripheral invasion, and 
unclear boundaries. For the 
leiomyoma tumors, the benign 
stromal tumors, and lipoma, 
the CT manifestations sho- 
wed homogeneous density and 
enhancement, clear and regu-
lar boundaries, but the ma- 
lignant stromal tumors sho- 
wed inhomogeneous densities,  
heterogeneous enhancement, 
and unclear boundaries.

Outcome measures

Main outcomes: 1) A perfor-
mance analysis of the mini-
probe EUS examination results. 
2) A comparison of the ac- 
cordance rates between the  
miniprobe EUS, CT diagnosis, 
and pathological examination 
results.

Secondary outcomes: A com-
parison of the accordance ra- 
tes between the miniprobe 
EUS and pathological examina-
tion results for esophageal 
submucosal tumors with diam-
eters <1 cm, 1-2 cm, and >2 
cm.
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with clear boundaries when viewed with the 
miniprobe EUS (Figure 1D). They originated 
from the muscularis mucosa or lamina propria 
with uniform hypoechoes and continued with 
the hypoecho of the muscular layer (Figure 1E 
and 1F).

A comparison of the accordance rates be-
tween the miniprobe EUS and the CT diagnosis 
results in the pathological examination

The postoperative pathological diagnoses of 
the 117 patients showed esophageal stromal 
tumors (n=47), esophageal leiomyoma (n=39), 
esophageal lipoma (n=15), malignant esopha-
geal stromal tumors (n=10), and granulosa cell 
tumors (n=6). The accordance rates of the mini-
probe EUS diagnoses compared with the patho-
logical examinations was significantly higher 
than the accordance rate when compared with 
CT (94.87% vs. 73.50%, P<0.001), and the 
details are shown in Table 1.

A comparison of the diagnostic accordance 
rates between the miniprobe EUS and CT for 
the pathological findings in tumors with diam-
eters <1 cm

In tumors with diameters <1 cm, the diagnostic 
accordance rate of the miniprobe EUS com-

pared to the pathological examinations was sig-
nificantly higher than the accordance rate when 
compared with CT (96.15% vs. 63.46 P<0.001), 
and the details are shown in Table 2.

A comparison of the diagnostic accordance 
rate between the miniprobe EUS and CT for 
the pathological findings in tumors with diam-
eters of 1-2 cm

In tumors with diameters between 1 and 2 cm, 
the diagnostic accordance rate of the mini-
probe EUS compared to the pathological exami-
nation was significantly higher than the accor-
dance rate when compared with CT (97.44% vs. 
74.36%, P<0.005), and the details are shown in 
Table 3.

A comparison of the diagnostic accordance 
rate between the miniprobe EUS and CT in tu-
mors with diameters >2 cm

In tumors with diameters >2 cm, the diagnostic 
accordance rate of the miniprobe EUS and CT 
compared to the pathological examination was 
88.46% and 92.31%, separately, but the differ-
ence was not statistically significant (P>0.05). 
The details are shown in Table 4.

Table 1. A comparison of the accordance rate between the results of miniprobe EUS and CT diagnosis 
in relation to pathological examinations (n, %)
Pathological results Pathological diagnosis CT Miniprobe EUS χ2 P
Stromal tumors 47 35/47 (74.47) 45/47 (95.74)
Leiomyomas 39 30/39 (76.92) 36/39 (92.31)
Lipomas 15 11/15 (73.33) 15/15 (100.00)
Malignant stromal tumors 10 7/10 (70.00) 9/10 (90.00)
Granulosa cell tumors 6 3/6 (50.00) 6/6 (100.00)
Totals 117 86/117 (73.50) 111/117 (94.87) 17.372 <0.001
Note: EUS: endoscopic ultrasound.

Table 2. A comparison of the diagnostic accordance rate between miniprobe EUS and CT in relation to 
the pathological findings in tumors with diameter <1 cm (n, %)

Pathological results (diameters <1 cm) n
Miniprobe EUS CT

Accordance Discrepancy Accordance Discrepancy
Stromal tumors 22 21 (95.45) 1 (4.55) 14 (63.64) 8 (36.36)
Leiomyomas 17 16 (94.12) 1 (5.88) 11 (64.71) 6 (35.29)
Lipomas 6 6 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 4 (66.67) 2 (33.33)
Malignant stromal tumors 5 5 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 3 (60.00) 2 (40.00)
Granulosa cell tumors 2 2 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 1 (50.00) 1 (50.00)
Totals 52 50 (96.15)### 2 (3.85)### 33 (63.46) 19 (36.54)
Note: ###is indicated that when compared with CT, the P<0.001. EUS: endoscopic ultrasound.
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Discussion

Esophageal submucosal tumors are non-epi-
thelial tumors originating from the submucosal 
mesenchymal tissue, including the submuco-
sa, muscularis mucosae, and muscularis pro-
pria, a few of which can invade into the mucous 
membrane. They are often benign or borderline 
tumors including leiomyoma, interstitialomas, 
lipomas, granulosa cell tumors, and hemangio-
mas, among which the former two are the most 
common, accounting for about 90.0% of cases 
[7]. In our study we found 117 esophageal sub-
mucosal tumor cases, including 96 cases 
(82.05%) of interstitialomas and leiomyomas, 
and 16 cases (13.68%) of malignant tumors, 
which was basically consistent with the previ-
ous epidemiological results [8]. It has been 
reported that the key to early diagnosis, treat-
ment, and prognosis improvement is the pre-
cise determination of the nature and esopha-
geal origin of the esophageal submucosal 
tumors [9]. At present, routine endoscopy and 
biopsy are often used in their diagnosis. 
Although it often only appears as a protruding 
lesion with a smooth surface which can occur 

due to a variety of causes, including non-neo-
plastic lesions such as cysts, and tuberculosis, 
and extra-esophageal lesions; therefore, the 
identification and diagnosis are relatively diffi-
cult with conventional endoscopy. Meanwhile, 
it’s difficult to obtain tissue samples for submu-
cosal biopsies, so determining how to improve 
the diagnostic accuracy has also become a key 
research topic.

With the rapid progress of microelectronics and 
computer technology in recent years, CT tech-
nology has been improved and updated. Multi-
slice spiral CT is a kind of imaging system which 
can obtain simultaneous, multi-slice image 
data. With its more complete image informa-
tion, combined with two-dimensional recon-
struction and virtual endoscopes, multi-slice 
spiral CT can observe the lesions clearly after 
post-processing. It also has a higher accuracy 
for the early detection of small lesions, and can 
observe the origination, morphology, structure, 
and boundary relationships of esophageal sub-
mucosal tumors [10]. Currently, it is believed 
that, multi-slice spiral CT combined with patho-
logical biopsy results can provide CT-related 

Table 3. A comparison of the diagnostic accordance rate between miniprobe EUS and CT in relation 
to the pathological findings in tumors with diameters of 1-2 cm (n, %)

Pathological results (diameters: 1-2 cm) n
Miniprobe EUS CT

Accordance Discrepancy Accordance Discrepancy
Stromal tumors 16 16 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 12 (75.00) 4 (25.00)
Leiomyomas 12 11 (91.67) 1 (8.33) 10 (83.33) 2 (16.67)
Lipomas 6 6 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 4 (66.67) 2 (33.33)
Malignant stromal tumors 3 3 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 2 (66.67) 1 (33.33)
Granulosa cell tumors 2 2 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 1 (50.00) 1 (50.00)
Totals 39 38 (97.44)# 1 (2.56)# 29 (74.36) 10 (25.64)
Note: #is indicated that when compared with CT, the P<0.05. EUS: endoscopic ultrasound.

Table 4. A comparison of the diagnostic accordance rate between miniprobe EUS and CT in relation to 
the pathological findings in tumors with diameters >2 cm (n, %)

Pathological results (diameters >2 cm) n
Miniprobe EUS CT

Accordance Discrepancy Accordance Discrepancy
Stromal tumors 9 8 (88.89) 1 (11.11) 9 (100.00) 0 (0.00)
Leiomyomas 10 9 (90.00) 1 (10.00) 9 (90.00) 1 (10.00)
Lipomas 3 3 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 3 (100.00) 0 (0.00)
Malignant stromal tumors 2 1 (50.00) 1 (50.00) 2 (100.00) 0 (0.00)
Granulosa cell tumors 2 2 (100.00) 0 (0.00) 1 (50.00) 1 (50.00)
Totals 26 23 (88.46) 3 (11.54) 24 (92.31) 2 (7.69)
Note: EUS: endoscopic ultrasound.
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criteria for the diagnosis of esophageal submu-
cosal tumors, but the accuracy of the diagnos-
tic of originality of each tumor is still not high 
enough, an accuracy generally reported in the 
literature to be only about 60.0%, while the 
diagnostic accordance rate in this study was 
73.50%, which may be related to the higher 
seniority of doctors and the improvement of 
diagnostic instruments, and the lack of cases 
may also contribute to the differences in the 
results [11].

EUS is a digestive tract examination method 
that combines ultrasound and endoscopy, mak-
ing up for the shortcomings of ultrasound and 
endoscopy, and integrating their respective 
advantages. It can observe the lesion site more 
closely, enhance the ultrasound frequency and 
image resolution, and obtain data such as the 
hierarchical structure of the digestive tract tis-
sue and images of the surrounding organ tissue 
more easily. It is especially sensitive to superfi-
cial and minute lesions that were often used to 
evaluate the origin, nature, invasion and possi-
bility of surgical treatment for gastrointestinal 
submucosal tumors, and in addition, it can 
accurately identify and diagnose the compres-
sion of extracavitary lesions [12]. 

Clinical studies have confirmed that EUS can 
clearly reflect the anatomical structure of the 
esophageal wall according to the characteris-
tics of the ultrasonic echo, which include the 
mucous layer, the mucous muscle layer, the 
submucosa, the proper muscle layer, the 
serous layer, and the subserous adipose tissue, 
from inside to outside, corresponding to high, 
low, high, low and high echoes respectively [13, 
14]. It provides a reliable theoretical basis for 
the diagnosis of esophageal submucosal 
tumors and accurately locates the anatomical 
level of the tumor origin. And combined with the 
internal echo intensity, uniform or not, the sur-
rounding boundary relationship, it can finally 
achieve an accurate and differentiated diagno-
sis. Zhao et al. reported that the accordance 
rate of the diagnosis of upper gastrointestinal 
submucosal lesions between EUS and patho-
logical examinations was 91.0%, and the calcu-
lated diameters of the diagnostic lesions was 
almost the same as in the pathological results, 
which can accurately diagnose its origin. How- 
ever, there was a certain misdiagnosis rate for 
hypotonic lesions of the third and fourth layers 

of mucosa, which requires special attention 
[15]. EUS can be divided into mini-probes, large 
probes, and sector scanning, among which, 
miniprobe EUS is the first choice for the diagno-
sis of esophageal submucosal tumors since it 
can accurately display small lesions, infiltra-
tion, and metastasis, and has the advantages 
of convenient operation, accurate location, less 
pain, and low cost [16]. Current studies have  
shown that stromal tumors and leiomyomas 
often originate in the muscularis mucosa and 
muscularis propria, and most of the lesions 
show the characteristics of internal and exter-
nal hyperechoic capsules, while granulosa cell 
tumors are mostly benign and originate from 
submucosa, and the boundary is clear and 
smooth, with the occurrence of metastasis and 
recurrence [17]. As the ultrasonic echo is 
hypoechoic, which is similar to leiomyoma, a 
pathological biopsy is needed for the differen-
tial diagnosis. Lipomas mostly originate in the 
mucous membrane and submucosa, showing 
high level and dense echoes, and attenuation 
occurs when the lesion is large [18]. The perfor-
mance of the miniprobe EUS on esophageal 
submucosal tumors in this study was basically 
consistent with the previous research. The 
accordance rates of miniprobe EUS and patho-
logical examination was significantly higher 
than the rate with CT (94.87% vs. 73.50%, 
P<0.001). This suggests that the accuracy of 
miniprobe EUS in the diagnosis of esophageal 
submucosal tumors is significantly higher than 
CT.

Studies have proved that the results of mini-
probe EUS are greatly affected by tumor vol-
ume [19]. Clear images can be obtained for 
tumors with diameters ≤2 cm, and the diagnos-
tic accordance rate is generally higher than 
90.0%. With increasing tumor diameters, the 
ultrasound image will be affected by ultrasound 
failure, so the full picture of the lesion can’t be 
displayed. And the organs and lymph nodes 
around the lesion are difficult to develop into an 
image, so it is necessary to choose a large 
probe EUS to show the whole picture of the 
tumor, which is beneficial to the tumor diagno-
sis and the differential diagnosis [20]. Teruko et 
al. reported that the diagnostic accordance 
rate of miniprobe EUS decreases significantly 
with an increase of the tumor volume of the 
digestive tract mucosa, and the diagnostic 
accordance rate of tumors with diameter >2 cm 
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was only 86.6% [21]. This study compared the 
diagnostic accordance rates of tumors with dif-
ferent diameters. The results showed that the 
diagnostic accordance rates of small probe 
EUS for tumors with diameters <1 cm and 1-2 
cm were 96.15% and 97.44%, respectively, 
which were significantly higher than the CT 
rates. For tumors with diameters >2 cm, the 
accordance rate was only 88.46%, and the CT 
rate was 92.31%, suggesting that an increase 
of tumor volume reduces the diagnostic accu-
racy of small probe EUS. Thus, the appropriate 
probe should be selected in clinics according to 
the actual volume of the tumor, which is basi-
cally consistent with recently published studies 
[22, 23]. With an increase in tumor volume, the 
advantage of the high spatial resolution of  CT 
can be brought into full play, so the diagnostic 
accuracy is significantly improved.

However, the cohort selected for this study was 
small, and the types of diseases studied were 
few, so the inclusion criteria need to be 
improved, and some localized lesions in the 
esophageal wall diagnosed by microprobe were 
not included, and the results of endoscopic 
ultrasonography are greatly influenced by clini-
cal skill and the doctors’ operation levels, so 
there was a certain bias in the results. 
Therefore, it is necessary to increase the sam-
ple size and to standardize the diagnostic pro-
cedures in future studies.

To sum up, miniprobe EUS has a high diagnos-
tic value for esophageal submucosal tumors, 
especially for small diameter tumors, and it has 
a high diagnostic accuracy and an important 
guiding value for early diagnosis and treatment. 
With increasing tumor volumes, the diagnostic 
accuracy of miniprobe EUS may be affected. 
Therefore, the appropriate probe should be 
selected for the clinical diagnosis according to 
the actual volume of the tumor.

Disclosure of conflict of interest

None.

Address correspondence to: Zuo Wang, Department 
of Gastroenterology, General Hospital of Huainan 
Eastern Hospital Group, Huizhan Road, Laolongyan, 
Dongshan, Tianjia’an District, Huainan 232007, 
Anhui Province, China. Tel: +86-0554-6895502; 
E-mail: wangzuo76ea@163.com

References

[1]	 Daisuke M, Hideaki H and Yuji A. A gastric sub-
mucosal tumor showing unique morphological 
changes. Front Gastroenterol 2019; 11: 417-
418.

[2]	 Du C, Chai NL, Ling-Hu EQ, Li ZJ, Li LS, Zou JL, 
Jiang L, Lu ZS, Meng JY and Tang P. Submucosal 
tunneling endoscopic resection: an effective 
and safe therapy for upper gastrointestinal 
submucosal tumors originating from the mus-
cularis propria layer. World J Gastroenterol 
2019; 25: 245-257.

[3]	 Tu S, Huang S, Li G, Tang X, Qing H, Gao Q, Fu 
J, Du G and Gong W. Submucosal tunnel endo-
scopic resection for esophageal submucosal 
tumors: a multicenter study. Gastroenterol Res 
Pract 2018; 2018: 2149564.

[4]	 Wang M, Wei C, Shi Z and Zhu J. Study on the 
diagnosis of small hepatocellular carcinoma 
caused by hepatitis B cirrhosis via multi-slice 
spiral CT and MRI. Oncol Lett 2018; 15: 503-
508.

[5]	 Bollegala N, Griller N, Bannerman H, Habal M 
and Nguyen GC. Ultrasound vs endoscopy, sur-
gery, or pathology for the diagnosis of small 
bowel crohn’s disease and its complications. 
Inflamm Bowel Dis 2019; 25: 1313-1338.

[6]	 Carter D, Katz LH, Bardan E, Salomon E, 
Goldstein S, Ben Horin S, Kopylov U and 
Eliakim R. The accuracy of intestinal ultra-
sound compared with small bowel capsule en-
doscopy in assessment of suspected Crohn’s 
disease in patients with negative ileocolonos-
copy. Therap Adv Gastroenterol 2018; 11: 
1756-1761.

[7]	 Sho H, Yonemoto and Shun S. A gastric in-
tramucosal carcinoma (m carcinoma) with a 
submucosal tumor-like appearance. Nihon 
Rinsho Geka Gakkai Zasshi 2017; 11: 76-83.

[8]	 Cheng XL and Liu H. Gastric adenocarcinoma 
mimicking a submucosal tumor: a case report. 
World J Clin Cases 2019; 7: 3138-3144.

[9]	 Yu Z, Jian QI, Lingzhen HU and Zhifen C; 
Department of G. Clinical efficacy of submuco-
sal tunneling endoscopic resection in treat-
ment of 38 cases of esophageal submucosal 
tumors. Chin J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2018; 9: 
927-933.

[10]	 Gao SQ and Cui DP. Diagnostic value of multi-
slice CT combined with the detection of tumor 
markers to intrahepatic mass-forming type 
cholangiocarcinoma. J Chin Pract Diag Ther 
2018; 14: 241-248.

[11]	 Shi Y, Yang H, Feng Z, Chen F, Zhang H and Wu 
Z. Evaluation of posterior nutcracker phenom-
enon using multisection spiral CT. Clin Radiol 
2018; 73: 1060.e1069-1060.e1016.

mailto:wangzuo76ea@163.com


The diagnostic performance of the EUS miniprobe for esophageal submucosal tumors

8981	 Int J Clin Exp Med 2020;13(11):8974-8981

[12]	 Chang KJ. Endoscopic foregut surgery and in-
terventions: the future is now. The state-of-the-
art and my personal journey. World J 
Gastroenterol 2019; 25: 1-41.

[13]	 Simons-Linares CR and Chahal P. Advances in 
interventional endoscopic ultrasound (EUS): a 
technical review. J Clin Gastroenterol 2020; 
11: 1-7.

[14]	 Ahmed O, Ogura T, Eldahrouty A, Khalaf H, 
Mohammed E, Okasha H, Sameer A, Abdelaal 
U and Higuchi K. Endoscopic ultrasound-guid-
ed gallbladder drainage: results of long-term 
follow-up. Saudi J Gastroenterol 2018; 24: 
183-188.

[15]	 Zhao H and Yao P. Value of endoscopic ultraso-
nography in diagnosis of subepithelial lesions 
of upper gastrointestinal tract. Zhongguo Chao 
Sheng Yixue Za Zhi 2019; 35: 25-28.

[16]	 Son JH, Park HK, Kim HS, Kim NH, Kim JW, Bae 
WK, Kim KA, Lee JS and Lee YS. Endoscopic 
ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration with 
liquid-based cytology preparation in the diag-
nosis of metastatic small-cell carcinoma in the 
pancreas. Diagn Cytopathol 2018; 46: 977-
980.

[17]	 Kitagawa H, Kaneko M, Kano M, Ibuki Y, 
Amatya VJ, Takeshima Y, Hirabayashi N and 
Hirota S. Coexistence of gastrointestinal stro-
mal tumor and leiomyosarcoma of the stom-
ach presenting as a collision tumor: a case re-
port and review of literature. Pathol Int 2018; 
68: 313-317.

[18]	 Fleckenstein P, Storti G, Deschwanden F, 
Gruber P and Lattuada M. Modeling analysis of 
ultrasonic attenuation and angular scattering 
measurements of suspended particles. J 
Acoust Soc Am 2018; 143: 1049.

[19]	 Mehta MJ, Diehl DL and Gabrielsen JD. 
Submucosal tunneling endoscopic resection 
of a subepithelial lesion assisted by EUS mini-
probe. VideoGIE 2020; 5: 11-13.

[20]	 Rana SS, Sharma R and Gupta R. High-
frequency miniprobe endoscopic ultrasonogra-
phy for evaluation of indeterminate esopha-
geal strictures. Ann Gastroenterol 2018; 31: 
680-684.

[21]	 Teruko T. Diagnostic yield of EUS-FNA for gas-
troduodenal submucosal tumors (SMTs). 
Endoscopy 2011; 22: 829-835.

[22]	 Tang Y, Xi WD, Sun XB, Jiang L, Gao LX and Shi 
W. Miniprobe endoscopic ultrasound assisted 
stenting for malignant esophageal stricture. 
Chin J Dig Med Imageology (electronic edition) 
2018; 26: 292-299.

[23]	 Rana SS, Sharma RK and Rajesh G. Su1423 
high-frequency miniprobes and 3-dimensional 
eus for evaluation of oesophageal strictures of 
unknown etiology. Gastrointestinal Endoscopy 
2018; 87: AB350.


