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Table 1. Prevalence of Duodenal Ulcer

Hospital Year Male:Female
TMCH 1982 3.29:1
MKH 1981 26 :1
NTUH®’ 1977 3.53:1
J|H“) 1975 43 :1
NTUH(S) 1966 6 1
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Table 3. Age Distribution of Duodenal

Ulcer

Age Case No. %

11-20 33 6.69
21-30 163 33.06
31-40 104 21.09
41-50 81 16.43
51-60 78 15.82
61-70 21 4.26
71-80 1 2.23
81-90 2 0.41
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Table 2. Prevalence Rate between Duodenal Ulcer and Gastric Ulcer

Hospital Year D.U.:G.U. Types of endoscopies

TMCH_ 1982 4.44 11 ' GIF-P2, JFB3

MKH 1981 1.97 :1 GIFK, GIF-P2, UGI-F

JeH® 1978 3.57:1 GIF-D2, GIF-P2

NTUH 1978 17211 GIF-P2

JIH® 1975 438:1 FDS

JIHOO 1974 58 :1 FDS

JIHAD 1980-1984 3:1 FGSML-II, FGI-PE2,
FGS-PEIl, JFB4, |FB3

JCH: 1= pEB&Be
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Table 4. Endoscopic Classification of the Duodenal Ulcer

- SDA ——SpA
Type | Type I Type 111
T
y ype I I "
0S.

TMCH (1982) 47.87% 34.68% 17.44%
JIH (1981)* 59.2 % 26.3 % 14.5 %
JCH (1981)4* 42.53% 41.59% 14.45%
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Table 5. Symptoms of Duodenal Ulcer

Symptoms Cases %
Epigastric pain 322 65.72
UGI bleeding 131 26.57
Epigastric fullness 83 16.84
Others 14 2.84

Table 6. Frequency of Duodenal Ulcer
with Bleeding

Hospital Percentage (%)

TMCH (1982)
CHCH (1981)

63.29 (131/207)
224 ( 96/428)

15)

PTH (1981)*’ 60  (135/225)
VGH (1981)¢" 37.3 (238/638)
JIH - (1976)9® 57  (286/501)

CHCH : ¥t EH®b PTH : 5 ®pe
VGH : pREE
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Table 7. Symptoms of Linear Duodenal
Ulcer (4.87% of D.U.)

Table 9. Relationship of Ulcers in the
Duodenal Bulb

Symptoms | I i Total
Epigastric pain 8 6 1 15
UGI bleeding 1 6 2 9
Others 0 0 0 0
Total 9 12 3 24
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Type | : Linearulceronly ........ 7
L.U.ckissing ulcer . ...... 1

L.U. c multiple ulcer . .. ... 2

Total: 10

Type Il : Linearulceronly ........ 12
L.U.cant. wall ulcer.. .. ... 3

L.U. c kissingulcer ....... 2

Total: 17

Typelll: L.U.only ............. 1
‘ L.U.cant. wallulcer . ... .. 1
L.U. c kissingulcer ....... 2

Total: 4

L.U. : linear ulcer
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Table 8. Age Distribution of Linear Duodenal Ulcer

21-30 31-40 41-50

51-60 61-70 71-80 Total

Type | 2 3 1 2 0 1 9
Type Il 3 1 5 3 0 0 12
Type Il 1 0 2 0 0 0 3
Total 6 4 8 5 0 1 24
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Clinical Aspect of Duodenal Ulcer by Endoscopic
Examination

SHENG-SHUAN CHEN and SHIANN PAN
ABSTRACT

In the past four years, 493 cases of duodenal ulcer were detected by endoscopic examina-

tion at Taipei Medicl College Hospital. The clinical appeafances of duodenal ulcer were dis-

‘ cussed in this analysis which including the provalence, age distribution, sex prominent, bleeding

ﬂlw" tendency, symptoms and signs, shape of the duodenal bulb and linear ulcer formation. Then
there were compared with the previous reports in Taiwan.

Duodenal ulcer was the most common endoscopic finding in Taiwan, its incidence was

36. 85% of examined cases. It was approximately three to four times as common in males as

i in female and was four times as frequent as gastric ulcer. Duodenal ulcer was found commonly

| in young age group, and about one third occurred in 21-30 years old group. The most common
’ symptom making the patient to receive endoscopic examination was epigastric pain, then
| was the upper G-l bleeding. Approximately 50% of upper G-I bleeding cases were proved to
| be duodenal ulcer at last. Pan’s classification type | was the more common type of bulb of
| duodenal ulcer in Taiwan, then was the type I1.

I,. 24 cases of linear shape ulcer in bulb were found in this study, its have the same clinical
symptoms and signs of ordinary duodenal ulcer. And its usually present as a single ulcer in the
bulb. Because of a few cases in this study, the significance of linear duodenal ulcer need more

further investigations.
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