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Background: Gallbladder cancer is a grave threat to human health and poses a severe economic burden. Enhanced CT is

extensively used in the diagnosis of gallbladder tumors. However, false-positive results of enhanced CT can lead to

misdiagnosis. As a result, patients have to bear unnecessary mental pain, expensive surgery and examination costs,

surgical trauma, organ removal, loss of function, and even serious perioperative complications. False-negative enhanced

CT results can lead to delayed treatment. Patients will thus have to bear the adverse consequences of negative prognosis,

high treatment costs, poor quality of life, and short survival. There is an urgency to find convenient, cost-effective and

noninvasive diagnostic methods to decrease the false-negative and false-positive rates of gallbladder-enhanced CT. The

goal of this study was to assess the diagnostic value of YiDiXie™-SS, YiDiXie™-HS and YiDiXie™-D in gallbladder cancer.

Patients and methods: Fifty study subjects (malignant group, n=12; benign group, n=38 cases) were finally recruited in

the study. Remaining serum samples from the subjects were collected and tested by applying YiDiXie™ all-cancer

detection kit (YiDiXie™ all-cancer detection kit) to assess the sensitivity and specificity of YiDiXie™-SS, YiDiXie™-HS and

YiDiXie™-D, respectively.

Results: YiDiXie™-SS had a sensitivity of 100% (95% CI: 75.8% - 100%) and a specificity of 65.8% (95% CI: 49.9% - 78.8%).

YiDiXie™-HS had a sensitivity of 91.7% (95% CI: 64.6% - 99.6%) and a specificity of 84.2% (95% CI: 69.6% - 92.6%). YiDiXie™-D

had a sensitivity of 41.7% (95% CI: 19.3% - 68.0%) and a specificity of 97.4% (95% CI: 86.5% - 99.9%). YiDiXie™-SS had a

sensitivity of 100% (95% CI: 64.6% - 100%) and its specificity was 60.0% (95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%) in patients with positive

enhanced CT. This implies that the application of YiDiXie™-SS decreases the false-positive rate of enhanced CT of the

gallbladder by 60.0% (95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%) with essentially no increase in the leakage of gallbladder cancer. YiDiXie™-HS

has a sensitivity of 80.0% (95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%) in patients with a negative enhanced CT, and its specificity was 85.7% (95%

CI: 68.5% - 94.3%). This implies that the application of YiDiXie™-HS reduces the false-negative rate of enhanced CT by

80.0% (95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%). YiDiXie™-D has a sensitivity of 28.6% (95% CI: 5.1% - 64.1%) in patients with a positive

enhanced CT and a specificity of 100% (95% CI: 72.2% - 100%). This implies that YiDiXie™-SS decreases the false positive

rate of enhanced CT by 100% (95% CI: 72.2% - 100%).

Conclusion: YiDiXie ™ -SS markedly decreased the rate of false-positive gallbladder-enhanced CT with basically no

increase in deferred treatment of gallbladder cancer. YiDiXie™ -HS significantly decreases the false-negative rate of

gallbladder-enhanced CT. YiDiXie™-D significantly decreases the false-positive rate of gallbladder-enhanced CT. The

YiDiXie™ test has an excellent diagnostic value in gallbladder cancer, and expected to address the problems of "high

false-positive rate of enhanced CT" and "high false-negative rate of enhanced CT" in gallbladder tumors.

Clinical trial number: ChiCTR2200066840.
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INTRODUCTION
Gallbladder cancer refers to malignant tumors

that occur in the gallbladder (including the base,
body, neck, and ducts of the gallbladder).
Gallbladder cancer accounts for approximately 80%
to 95% of biliary tract tumors and is the most
common biliary tract malignancy1-2. The most
recent data show an increasing trend in new cases
and deaths with 115,949 new gallbladder cancer
cases and 84,695 new deaths globally in 20203.In
2022 there were 122,462 new gallbladder cancer
cases and 89,031 new deaths globally4, with an
increasing trend in new cases and deaths. In 2023
there were an estimated 12,350 diagnosed with
gallbladder or other biliary tract cancers in the U.S.,
and approximately 4,530 deaths from gallbladder
or other biliary tract cancers5. There are significant
geographic, racial, and ethnic differences in its
incidence, with women generally having more
patients than men globally6-7. Geographically,
gallbladder cancer is even the second leading
cause of death in women after breast cancer in
certain countries such as Chile. Similarly, India has a
high burden of gallbladder cancer worldwide, with
age-standardized incidence and mortality rates of
2.1/100,000 and 1.8/100,000 women, respectively7-8.
Surgical resection is the only treatment with
curative intent for gallbladder cancer, but very few
cases are amenable to resection and most adjuvant
treatments have very low response rates. This is
mainly due to the fact that patients with gallbladder
cancer are rarely symptomatic and are usually
diagnosed at an advanced stage with a very poor
prognosis. It is more difficult to detect gallbladder
cancer early in the curable stage, and nearly 4/5
gallbladder cancer patients are diagnosed with
advanced or metastatic stages, making gallbladder
cancer one of the cancers with a very poor
prognosis9. The 5-year survival rate of gallbladder
cancer patients is only around 5%-19%10-11.
Therefore, gallbladder cancer is a serious threat to
human health. Therefore, gallbladder cancer is not
only a serious threat to human health, but also a
heavy burden to the patient, family, and society.

Enhanced CT is widely used in the diagnosis of

gallbladder tumors. Enhanced CT scan can show
the morphology of gallbladder cancer, the extent
of gallbladder wall invasion, whether adjacent
organs are involved, hemodynamic changes and
lymph node metastasis, so as to evaluate the
lesion12-13. However, the diagnostic level of CT is
more affected by the level of physicians, external
influences, different imaging features that are
difficult to identify, and the accuracy of diagnosis is
difficult to control14-15. On the one hand, enhanced
CT can produce a large number of false-positive
results. The rate of false-positive
gallbladder-enhanced CT is about 12%-36%16-18.
When enhanced CT is positive, patients usually
undergo radical resection19-20. False-positive
enhanced CT results mean that benign diseases are
misdiagnosed as malignant tumors, and patients
will have to bear the adverse consequences of
unnecessary mental suffering, expensive surgery
and examination costs, physical injuries, and even
organ removal and loss of function. Therefore,
there is an urgent need to find a convenient,
cost-effective, and noninvasive diagnostic method
to reduce the false-positive rate of
gallbladder-enhanced CT.

On the other hand, enhanced CT can produce
a large number of false-negative results. One study
showed that the rate of false-negative
gallbladder-enhanced CT was 10.5%-45.7%17-18,21.
When enhanced CT is negative, patients are usually
taken for observation and regular follow-up19-20.
False-negative enhanced CT results imply
misdiagnosis of malignant tumors as benign
disease, which will likely lead to delayed treatment,
progression of malignant tumors, and possibly
even development of advanced stages. Patients will
thus have to bear the adverse consequences of
poor prognosis, expensive treatment, poor quality
of life, and short survival. False-negative results on
enhanced CT also increase the risk of multiple
follow-up examinations in the program itself, such
as the adverse sequelae of contrast injection and
the effects of radiation22-23. Therefore, there is an
urgent need to find a convenient, cost-effective
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and noninvasive diagnostic method to reduce the
false negative rate of gallbladder-enhanced CT.

On the basis of detecting novel tumor markers
of miRNA in serum, an in vitro diagnostic test
product-YiDiXie ™ all-cancer test (hereinafter
referred to as The YiDiXie ™ test) has been
developed by Shenzhen KeRuiDa Health Science
and Technology Co24. The YiDiXie ™ test The
YiDiXie™ test detects a wide range of cancer types

with only 200 microliters of whole blood or 100
microliters of serum at a time24. The YiDiXie™ test
comprises three products with very distinct
properties, YiDiXie™-HS, YiDiXie™-SS and YiDiXie™
-D24.

The goal of this research is to assess the
diagnostic value of YiDiXie™-SS, YiDiXie™-HS and
YiDiXie™-D in gallbladder cancer.

PATIENTS AND METHODS
Study design

The current work is part of the sub-study
"Assessment of the adjuvant diagnostic value of
The YiDiXie ™ test in multiple tumors" of the
SZ-PILOT study (ChiCTR2200066840).

The SZ-PILOT study (ChiCTR2200066840) is a
prospective, single-center, observational study.
Subjects who signed a pan-informed consent form
for donation of residual samples at the time of
admission or physical examination were enrolled,
and 0.5 ml of their serum residual samples were
obtained for the study.

The study was carried out in a blinded manner.
Neither the laboratory worker who performed The

YiDiXie ™ test nor the KeRuiDa laboratory
technician who determined the results of The
YiDiXie™ test were aware of the subject's clinical
profile. The clinical experts who assessed the
subjects' clinical data were also unaware of the
results of The YiDiXie™ test.

The study was approved by the Ethics
Committee of Shenzhen Hospital of Peking
University and was conducted in compliance with
the International Conference on Harmonization
(ICH) Code of Practice for the Quality Management
of Pharmaceutical Clinical Trials and the
Declaration of Helsinki.

Participants
Subjects in both groups were enrolled

separately, and all subjects who met the inclusion
criteria were consecutively included.

Initially, inpatients with "suspected (solid or
hematologic) malignancy" who signed a general
informed consent for donation of the remaining
samples were enrolled in this study. Postoperative
pathological diagnosis of "malignant tumor" was
included in the malignant tumor group, and
post-operative pathology diagnosis of "benign

disease" was incorporated into the benign disease
group. The subjects with ambiguous pathologic
results were excluded from the study. Part of the
samples from the malignant tumor group were
used in our preliminary work24.

Participants who did not pass the serum
sample quality test prior to The YiDiXie™ test were
not included in this study. Please refer to our
preliminary work24 for specific enrollment and
exclusion.

Sample collection, processing
In this study, serum samples used were

obtained from serum left over after normal
treatment and no additional blood draws were
required. About 0.5 ml of serum samples were

obtained from the remaining serum of subjects in
the Medical Laboratory Department and stored at
-80°C for use in subsequent the YiDiXie™ test.

The YiDiXie test
The YiDiXie™ test was done by using YiDiXie™ all-cancer detection kit. It is an in vitro diagnostic
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kit developed and produced by Shenzhen KeRuiDa
Health Technology Company Limited for use with
the fluorescent quantitative PCR instrument. For
details, please see our preliminary work24.

The YiDiXie™ test contains 3 assays with quite
distinct properties: YiDiXie™-HS, YiDiXie™-SS, and
YiDiXie™-D. For a detailed description, please refer
to our previous work24.

Conducting the YiDiXie™ test according to the

instructions of the YiDiXie™ all-cancer detection kit.
For detailed instructions, please refer to our
previous work24.

The original test result was evaluated and
analyzed by the technical staff of Shenzhen
KeRuiDa Health Technology Company Limited, and
the result of The YiDiXie™ test was determined to
be either "positive" or "negative"24.

Diagnosis of enhanced CT
"Positive" or "negative" results are determined

based on the diagnostic findings of enhanced CT
"Positive" is determined if the diagnosis is positive,
more certain, or favors malignant tumors.
"Negative" is determined if the diagnostic

conclusion is positive, more certain, or favors
benign disease, or if the diagnostic conclusion is
ambiguous as to whether the disease is benign or
malignant.

Extraction of clinical data
All the clinical, pathological, laboratory and

imaging data in the study were retrieved from the
subjects' inpatient medical records or physical
examination reports. Classical staging was assessed

and completed by trained clinicians in accordance
with the AJCC staging manual (7th or 8th edition)
25-26.

Statistical analyses
Data for descriptive statistics were reported for

demographic and baseline characteristics. The
number and percentage of subjects in each
category were computed for categorical variables .
It was calculated for continuous variables the total
number of subjects (n), mean, standard deviation

(SD) or standard error (SE), median, first quartile
(Q1), third quartile (Q3), minimum and maximum
values. Calculation of 95% confidence intervals (CI)
for multiple indicators was done with Wilson (score)
method.
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RESULTS
Participant disposition

A total of 50 study participants (malignant
group, n=12; benign group, n=38) were eventually
included in this study. In Table 1, we listed the
demographic and clinical characteristics of the 50
study participants.

Both groups of study participants were
compared in terms of demographic and clinical
characteristics (Table 1). Average (standard
deviation) age was 49.1 (14.51) years and 48.0%
(24/50) were female.
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Diagnostic performance of YiDiXie™-SS
As shown in Table 2, the sensitivity of YiDiXie™

-SS was 100% (95% CI: 75.8% - 100%; 12/12) and its
specificity was 65.8% (95% CI: 49.9% - 78.8%; 25/38).

Diagnostic performance of YiDiXie™-HS
As shown in Table 3, the sensitivity of YiDiXie™

-HS was 91.7% (95% CI: 64.6% - 99.6%; 11/12) and its
specificity was 84.2% (95% CI: 69.6% - 92.6%; 32/38).
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Diagnostic performance of YiDiXie™-D
As shown in Table 4, the sensitivity of YiDiXie™

-D was 41.7% (95% CI: 19.3% - 68.0%; 5/12) and its
specificity was 97.4% (95% CI: 86.5% - 99.9%; 37/38).

Diagnostic performance of enhanced CT
As shown in Table 5, the sensitivity of

enhanced CT was 58.3% (95% CI: 32.0% - 80.7%; 7/12)
and its specificity was 73.7% (95% CI: 58.0% - 85.0%;
28/38).
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Diagnostic Performance of YiDiXie™-SS in enhanced CT-positive patients
To address the challenge of high false-positive

rate of gallbladder enhanced CT, YiDiXie™-SS was
applied to enhanced CT-positive patients.

As shown in Table 6, the sensitivity of YiDiXie™
-SS in enhanced CT-positive patients was 100%(95%
CI: 64.6% - 100%; 7/7) and its specificity was

60.0%(95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%; 6/10).
This means that the application of YiDiXie™-SS

reduces the false-positive rate of gallbladder
enhanced CT by 60.0%(95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%; 6/10)
with essentially no increase in malignancy leakage.

Diagnostic Performance of YiDiXie™-HS in enhanced CT-negative patients
To address the challenge of high

false-negative rate of gallbladder enhanced CT,
YiDiXie™-HS was applied to enhanced CT-negative
patients.

As shown in Table 7, the sensitivity of YiDiXie™
-HS in enhanced CT-negative patients was

80.0%(95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%; 4/5) and its specificity
was 85.7%(95% CI: 68.5% - 94.3%; 24/28).

This means that the application of YiDiXie ™
-HS reduces the false-negative rate of gallbladder
enhanced CT by 80.0%(95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%; 4/5).
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Diagnostic performance of YiDiXie™-D in enhanced CT-positive patients
The false-positive consequences of certain

gallbladder tumors are significantly more severe
than the false-negative consequences, so YiDiXie™
-D was applied to such patients to reduce their
false-positive rates.

As shown in Table 8, YiDiXie ™ -D had a

sensitivity of 28.6%(95% CI: 5.1% - 64.1%; 2/7) and its
specificity was 100%(95% CI: 72.2% - 100%; 10/10) in
patients with positive enhanced CT.

This means that YiDiXie™-SS reduces the false
positive rate of enhanced CT by 100%(95% CI: 72.2%
- 100%; 10/10).

DISCUSSION
Clinical significance of YiDiXie™-SS in enhanced CT-positive patients

Further diagnostic methods are significant for
both sensitivity and specificity in patients with
positive enhanced CT of the gallbladder. A higher
false-negative rate implies that more malignancies
are underdiagnosed, which will cause a delay in
their treatment, a progression of the malignancy,
and possibly even the progression to an advanced
stage. More false-positive rates indicate more
misdiagnosis of benign disease, which may lead to
unnecessary surgery. Generally, when benign
gallbladder disease is misdiagnosed as a malignant
tumor, it usually will likely cause unnecessary
surgery, which will not affect the patient's
prognosis, and its cost of treatment is much lower
than that of late-stage cancer.

Furthermore, in patients with positive
gallbladder-enhanced CT, the positive predictive
value is higher. Even if the false-negative rate is
comparable to the false-positive rate, it is still more

harmful. Hence, a very high sensitivity but slightly
lower specificity YiDiXie ™ -SS was chosen for
reducing the gallbladder-enhanced CT
false-positive rate.

Sensitivity of YiDiXie ™ -SS in patients with
positive enhanced CT was 100% (95% CI: 64.6% -
100%; 7/7) and its specificity was 60.0% (95% CI:
31.3% - 83.2%; 6/10), as shown in Table 6. Based on
the above results, it was shown that YiDiXie™-SS
could reduce the false-positive rate of gallbladder
enhanced CT by 60.0% (95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%; 6/10),
keeping the sensitivity approaching 100%.

It implies that YiDiXie™-SS dramatically lowers
the probability of misdiagnosis of benign
gallbladder disease as a malignant tumor with
essentially no increase in malignancy delayed
treatment. Hence, YiDiXie ™ -SS fulfills the clinical
demand well and is clinically important in
gallbladder cancer.
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Clinical significance of YiDiXie™-HS in enhanced CT-negative patients
Further diagnostic methods are important for

both sensitivity and specificity in patients with
negative enhanced CT of the gallbladder. More
false-negative rates imply that more gallbladder
cancers are underdiagnosed, which would result in
a delay in their treatment, malignant progression,
and possibly even advanced stages. Generally,
patients with benign gallbladder disease
misdiagnosed as malignant tumors usually
undergo surgery, it does not affect the patient's
prognosis, and the costs of its treatment are much
lower compared with that of advanced cancers.
Thus, for patients with negative enhanced CT, the
"risk of missed diagnosis of gallbladder cancer" is
higher than the "risk of misdiagnosis of benign
gallbladder disease".

Additionally, a higher negative predictive value
was observed in patients with negative

gallbladder-enhanced CT. Both higher
false-positive and false-negative rates can lead to
significant harm. Hence, the high sensitivity and
specificity of YiDiXie ™ -HS was chosen for the
reduction of gallbladder-enhanced CT
false-negative rate.

The sensitivity of YiDiXie™-HS was 80.0% (95%
CI: 37.6% - 99.0%; 4/5) and its specificity was 85.7%
(95% CI: 68.5% - 94.3%; 24/28) in patients with
negative enhanced CT, as shown in Table 7. Above
results showed that the utilization of YiDiXie™-HS
decreased the false-negative rate of enhanced CT
by 80.0% (95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%; 4/5).

It implies that YiDiXie™-HS greatly decreases
the possibility of a negative enhanced CT for
malignant tumor diagnosis. As a result, YiDiXie ™
-HS well fulfills the clinical needs and is clinically
significant in gallbladder cancer.

Diagnostic performance of YiDiXie™-D in enhanced CT-positive patients
Positive enhanced CT patients of the

gallbladder usually undergo radical resection. In
some cases, however, extra caution is needed in
selecting whether or not to operate. Hence further
diagnosis is required, for example: smaller tumors,
poor general condition of the patient, etc.

The sensitivity and specificity of further
diagnostic methods are crucial in patients with
positive enhanced CT of the gallbladder. Weighing
the conflict between sensitivity and specificity is
essentially a trade-off between the "risk of
underdiagnosis of gallbladder cancer" and the "risk
of misdiagnosis of benign gallbladder disease". As
small tumors have a lower risk of tumor
progression and distant metastasis, the risk of
underdiagnosis of gallbladder cancer is much lower
than the risk of misdiagnosis of benign gallbladder
diseases. The risk of misdiagnosis of benign
gallbladder disease is much higher than the risk of

misdiagnosis of gallbladder cancer in patients with
poor general conditions because the perioperative
risk is much higher than the general conditions.
Accordingly, YiDiXie ™ -D, which has a very high
specificity but low sensitivity, was chosen to reduce
the false-positive rate of enhanced CT of the
gallbladder in these patients.

The sensitivity of YiDiXie™-D was 28.6% (95% CI:
5.1% - 64.1%; 2/7) and its specificity was 100% (95%
CI: 72.2% - 100%; 10/10), as shown in Table 8. Those
results showed that there is a 100% (95% CI: 72.2% -
100%; 10/10) reduction in the false-positive rate of
enhanced CT with YiDiXie™-SS.

It implies that YiDiXie ™ -D greatly decreases
the possibility of incorrect surgery in these patients
with gallbladder tumors that demand extra
cautious surgery. Thus, it is clear that YiDiXie™-D is
well suited to fulfill the clinical needs and is of great
clinical importance in gallbladder cancer.

The YiDiXie™ test are expected to solve 2 challenges in brain tumors
The first is that YiDiXie™-SS markedly reduces

the risk of misdiagnosis of benign gallbladder
disease as gallbladder cancer. From one side,

YiDiXie™ -SS substantially reduces the probability
of incorrect surgery for benign gallbladder disease
while essentially not increasing the underdiagnosis
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of gallbladder cancer. With essentially no increase
in gallbladder cancer miss-diagnosis, YiDiXie™-SS
reduced the rate of false-positive gallbladder
enhanced CT by 60.0% (95% CI: 31.3% - 83.2%; 6/10),
as shown in Table 6. Thus, YiDiXie™-SS markedly
reduces the range of adverse outcomes associated
with unnecessary surgery without essentially
increasing delayed treatment of gallbladder cancer.

On the other hand, YiDiXie ™ -SS provides
significant relief to surgeons from non-essential
work. In the case of a positive enhanced CT of the
gallbladder, the patient usually undergoes radical
surgery. The ability to perform these radical
surgeries in a timely manner is directly dependent
on the number of surgeons. Appointments are
available for months or even more than a year in
many areas of the world. Unavoidably, this delays
the treatment of gallbladder cancer among them,
and consequently it is not uncommon for
gallbladder enhanced CT-positive patients awaiting
radical surgery to have progression of malignancy
or even distant metastases. YiDiXie ™ -SS could
reduce the false-positive rate of
gallbladder-enhanced CT by 60.0% (95% CI: 31.3% -
83.2%; 6/10) with essentially no increase in missed
diagnosis of gallbladder cancer, as shown in Table
6. Hence, YiDiXie ™ -SS greatly relieves surgeons
from unnecessary workload and facilitates timely
diagnosis and treatment of gallbladder cancer or
other conditions for which treatment would have
been delayed.

Furthermore, YiDiXie™-HS greatly reduces and
minimizes the risk of underdiagnosis of gallbladder
cancer. A negative enhanced CT usually rules out
gallbladder cancer for the time being. Because of
the high rate of false-negative enhanced CT, it
causes massive delays in the treatment of
gallbladder cancer patients. As shown in Table 7,
YiDiXie™-HS decreased the false negative rate of
enhanced CT by 80.0% (95% CI: 37.6% - 99.0%; 4/5).
Thus, YiDiXie ™ -HS greatly decreased the
probability of missed diagnosis of gallbladder
cancer on enhanced CT, promoting timely
diagnosis and treatment of patients with

gallbladder cancer who were otherwise delayed in
treatment.

Again, YiDiXie™-D lowers the risk of incorrect
surgery or serious perioperative complications
when benign gallbladder disease is misdiagnosed.
In the case of a positive enhanced CT of the
gallbladder, that patient usually undergoes surgery.
However, on smaller tumors, poor general
condition of the patient, etc., surgery may result in
unnecessary surgical trauma, organ removal, loss of
function, or the development of serious
perioperative complications. Hence there is a need
for extra caution in these patients before surgery.
YiDiXie ™ -SS lowered the false-positive rate of
enhanced CT by 100% (95% CI: 72.2% - 100%; 10/10),
as indicated in Table 8. Thus, YiDiXie™-D sharply
lowered the rate of risk of wrongful surgery or
serious perioperative complications that occurred
during surgery with these patients.

Final, the YiDiXie ™ test allows for a
"just-in-time" diagnosis of gallbladder tumors. On
the one hand, the YiDiXie™ test needs only a small
amount of blood, allowing patients to complete the
diagnostic process non-invasively in the comfort of
their own home. only 0.2 ml of full blood is
sufficient to conduct the YiDiXie ™ test24. The
general population can obtain 0.2 mL of finger
blood at home using a finger blood collection
needle, instead of requiring a medical staff to take
blood from a vein24. Thus, the diagnostic process
can be accomplished non-invasively without the
patient having to leave their home.

In addition, there is almost unlimited
diagnostic capacity in the YiDiXie™ test. The basic
flowchart of the YiDiXie™ test is shown in Figure 1,
which shows that the YiDiXie ™ test needs no
doctor or medical device, as well as no medical
personnel to collect blood. Consequently, the
number of medical personnel and medical facilities
is completely independent of the YiDiXie ™ test,
and its detection capacity is virtually unlimited. This
enables the YiDiXie ™ test to "just-in-time"
diagnose gallbladder tumors with no anxiety about
waiting for an appointment.
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Briefly, the YiDiXie ™ test provides critical
diagnostic value in gallbladder tumors, potentially
solving the problems of "high false-positive rate of

enhanced CT" and "high false-negative rate of
enhanced CT" in gallbladder tumors.

Limitations of the study
Firstly, the case number in this study was small

and requires future clinical studies with larger
sample sizes for further assessment.

Next, the present study included hospitalized
patients with gallbladder cancer and benign
gallbladder disease, which needs a cohort study of

the natural population of gallbladder tumors for
further evaluation in the future.

Lastly, our study was a single-center study,
which may lead to a certain degree of bias in the
results of this study. A multicenter study is needed
to further evaluate this in the future.

CONCLUSION

Without delaying the treatment of gallbladder
cancer, YiDiXie ™ -SS markedly reduced the
false-positive rate of gallbladder enhanced CT.
YiDiXie ™ -HS greatly reduced the false-negative
rate of gallbladder enhanced CT. YiDiXie ™ -D
greatly reduced the false-positive rate of

gallbladder enhanced CT. The YiDiXie™ test has an
excellent diagnostic value in gallbladder cancer,
and expected to address the problems of "high
false-positive rate of enhanced CT" and "high
false-negative rate of enhanced CT" of gallbladder
tumors.
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Figure 1. Basic flowchart of the YiDiXie™ test.

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


REFERENCES

1. Lazcano-Ponce EC, Miquel JF, Muñoz N, Herrero R, Ferrecio C, Wistuba, II, Alonso de Ruiz P, Aristi Urista G,

Nervi F: Epidemiology and molecular pathology of gallbladder cancer. CA Cancer J Clin 2001, 51(6):349-364.

2. Sharma A, Sharma KL, Gupta A, Yadav A, Kumar A: Gallbladder cancer epidemiology, pathogenesis and

molecular genetics: Recent update. World journal of gastroenterology 2017, 23(22):3978-3998.

3. Sung H, Ferlay J, Siegel RL, Laversanne M, Soerjomataram I, Jemal A, Bray F: Global Cancer Statistics 2020:

GLOBOCAN Estimates of Incidence and Mortality Worldwide for 36 Cancers in 185 Countries. CA Cancer J Clin

2021, 71(3):209-249.

4. Bray F, Laversanne M, Sung H, Ferlay J, Siegel RL, Soerjomataram I, Jemal A: Global cancer statistics 2022:

GLOBOCAN estimates of incidence and mortality worldwide for 36 cancers in 185 countries. CA Cancer J Clin

2024, 74(3):229-263.

5. Siegel RL, Giaquinto AN, Jemal A: Cancer statistics, 2024. CA Cancer J Clin 2024, 74(1):12-49.

6. Huang J, Patel HK, Boakye D, Chandrasekar VT, Koulaouzidis A, Lucero-Prisno Iii DE, Ngai CH, Pun CN, Bai Y,

Lok V et al: Worldwide distribution, associated factors, and trends of gallbladder cancer: A global country-level

analysis. Cancer letters 2021, 521:238-251.

7. Miranda-Filho A, Piñeros M, Ferreccio C, Adsay V, Soerjomataram I, Bray F, Koshiol J: Gallbladder and

extrahepatic bile duct cancers in the Americas: Incidence and mortality patterns and trends. International

journal of cancer 2020, 147(4):978-989.

8. Vuthaluru S, Sharma P, Chowdhury S, Are C: Global epidemiological trends and variations in the burden of

gallbladder cancer. Journal of surgical oncology 2023, 128(6):980-988.

9. Roa I, Ibacache G, Muñoz S, de Aretxabala X: Gallbladder cancer in Chile: Pathologic characteristics of survival

and prognostic factors: analysis of 1,366 cases. American journal of clinical pathology 2014, 141(5):675-682.

10. Goetze TO: Gallbladder carcinoma: Prognostic factors and therapeutic options. World journal of

gastroenterology 2015, 21(43):12211-12217.

11. Randi G, Malvezzi M, Levi F, Ferlay J, Negri E, Franceschi S, La Vecchia C: Epidemiology of biliary tract cancers:

an update. Annals of oncology : official journal of the European Society for Medical Oncology 2009,

20(1):146-159.

12. Furlan A, Ferris JV, Hosseinzadeh K, Borhani AA: Gallbladder carcinoma update: multimodality imaging

evaluation, staging, and treatment options. AJR American journal of roentgenology 2008, 191(5):1440-1447.

13. Kumaran V, Gulati S, Paul B, Pande K, Sahni P, Chattopadhyay K: The role of dual-phase helical CT in assessing

resectability of carcinoma of the gallbladder. European radiology 2002, 12(8):1993-1999.

14. Kim SW, Kim HC, Yang DM, Ryu JK, Won KY: Gallbladder carcinoma: causes of misdiagnosis at CT. Clinical

radiology 2016, 71(1):e96-109.

15. Kalage D, Gupta P, Gulati A, Reddy KP, Sharma K, Thakur A, Yadav TD, Gupta V, Kaman L, Nada R et al: Contrast

Enhanced CT Versus MRI for Accurate Diagnosis of Wall-thickening Type Gallbladder Cancer. Journal of clinical

and experimental hepatology 2024, 14(5):101397.

16. Lee YG, Han SW, Oh DY, Chie EK, Jang JY, Im SA, Kim TY, Kim SW, Ha SW, Bang YJ: Diagnostic performance of

contrast enhanced CT and 18F-FDG PET/CT in suspicious recurrence of biliary tract cancer after curative

resection. BMC cancer 2011, 11:188.

17. Yoo J, Lee JM, Yoon JH, Joo I, Lee DH: Additional Value of Integrated (18)F-FDG PET/MRI for Evaluating Biliary

Tract Cancer: Comparison with Contrast-Enhanced CT. Korean journal of radiology 2021, 22(5):714-724.

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


18. Zhou W, Li G, Ren L: Triphasic Dynamic Contrast-Enhanced Computed Tomography in the Differentiation of

Benign and Malignant Gallbladder Polypoid Lesions. Journal of the American College of Surgeons 2017,

225(2):243-248.

19. Benson AB, D'Angelica MI, Abrams T, Abbott DE, Ahmed A, Anaya DA, Anders R, Are C, Bachini M, Binder D et

al: NCCN Guidelines® Insights: Biliary Tract Cancers, Version 2.2023. Journal of the National Comprehensive

Cancer Network : JNCCN 2023, 21(7):694-704.

20. Vogel A, Bridgewater J, Edeline J, Kelley RK, Klümpen HJ, Malka D, Primrose JN, Rimassa L, Stenzinger A, Valle

JW et al: Biliary tract cancer: ESMO Clinical Practice Guideline for diagnosis, treatment and follow-up. Annals of

oncology : official journal of the European Society for Medical Oncology 2023, 34(2):127-140.

21. Yang X, Liu Y, Guo Y, Chai R, Niu M, Xu K: Utility of radiomics based on contrast-enhanced CT and clinical data

in the differentiation of benign and malignant gallbladder polypoid lesions. Abdominal radiology (New York)

2020, 45(8):2449-2458.

22. Loh S, Bagheri S, Katzberg RW, Fung MA, Li CS: Delayed adverse reaction to contrast-enhanced CT: a

prospective single-center study comparison to control group without enhancement. Radiology 2010,

255(3):764-771.

23. Bosch de Basea Gomez M, Thierry-Chef I, Harbron R, Hauptmann M, Byrnes G, Bernier MO, Le Cornet L, Dabin

J, Ferro G, Istad TS et al: Risk of hematological malignancies from CT radiation exposure in children, adolescents

and young adults. Nature medicine 2023, 29(12):3111-3119.

24. Chen Sun, Chong Lu, Yongjian Zhang, Ling Wang, Zhenjian Ge, Zhenyu Wen, Wenkang Chen, Yingqi Li, Yutong

Wu, Shengjie Lin et al: Evaluation of the Multi-Cancer Early Detection (MCED) value of YiDiXie™-HS and

YiDiXie™-SS. medRxiv 2024:doi: 10.1101/2024.1103.1111.24303683.

25. Edge SB, Compton CC: The American Joint Committee on Cancer: the 7th edition of the AJCC cancer staging

manual and the future of TNM. Ann Surg Oncol 2010, 17(6):1471-1474.

26. Amin MB, Greene FL, Edge SB, Compton CC, Gershenwald JE, Brookland RK, Meyer L, Gress DM, Byrd DR,

Winchester DP: The Eighth Edition AJCC Cancer Staging Manual: Continuing to build a bridge from a

population-based to a more "personalized" approach to cancer staging. CA Cancer J Clin 2017, 67(2):93-99.

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 20, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.18.24313930
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

