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Abstract  Pap smear and quality of Pap smear devices

Kasem Raungrongmorakot, M.D.*
. 'Papan‘iéoloau smears or Pap sméérs is the most ‘popukla’r screening'test for
early cervical cancer. The ma‘in‘probfém_i‘s misinterpretation which is mosﬂy‘derived
from false’ negativé rate. ‘Weli—design Pap smrear device helps to increase the

presence of en,docer\yicat cells, adequaté“ smearé, and dysp\asiic cell detection rate.
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(MJS 2000 ;7 : 145 = 150)
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