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[Abstract] Objective To evaluate the application value of ultrasound breast imaging reporting and data system
(BI-RADS) 3,4,5 in the diagnosis of different pathological types of breast masses. Methods The clinical data of 237 pa-
tients (265 breast lesions) who were diagnosed as BI-RADS 3, 4, 5 by ultrasonography in our hospital from January
2012 to October 2015 were reviewed and compared with the pathological results. Results The sensitivity, specificity,
positive predictive value and negative predictive value of BI-RADS 3, 4, 5 on breast malignant tumor were 95.1% (77/
81), 78.8% (145/184), 66.4% (77/116), 97.3% (145/149), respectively. The percentage of malignant tumor in BI-RADS
3,4, 5 was 2.7% (4/149), 48.0% (36/75) and 100.0% (41/41), respectively. The sensitivity of benign lesions such as mas-
titis lesions, adenosis tumor, adenosis with cyst, intraductal papilloma, adenosis with apocrine metaplasia was relatively
low [0 (0/7)~50.0% (2/4)]. The sensitivity of phyllodes tumor was 75.0% (3/4). The ultrasonic BI-RADS grading results
showed no statistically significant difference between the patients of benign breast masses without adenosis (141 cases)
and the patients with adenosis (43 cases), P>0.05. Conclusion Ultrasonic BI-RADS can evaluate breast mass accurate-
ly, and different pathological types of breast masses have different sensitivity by BI-RADS.
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[ Abstract]
ficient (ADC) values in the diagnosis of breast diseases. Methods

Objective To investigate the value of time-signal intensity curve (TIC) and apparent diffusion coef-
The clinical data of 107 patients with breast diseases
confirmed by pathology from May 2008 to May 2014 were retrospectively reviewed. TIC types of disease were analyzed
and ADC values were measured, which were then compared with the data of the corresponding normal regions of the
contralateral breast. Diagnostic value of TIC and ADC values in pathological classification of breast cancer was investi-
gated. Results The pathological results showed benign lesions in 49 cases and malignancy in 59 cases. There are 36 pa-
tients with pathological grading among them. Benign lesions curve distribution showed 33 cases of type I, 8 cases of
type II, 8 cases of type I, and malignant lesions curve distribution showed 12 cases of type I, 14 cases of type 2, 33
cases of type Ill, 8 cases of breast cancer in grade I, 21 cases of breast cancer in grade II, 7 cases of breast cancer in
grade Il TIC type distribution in benign and malignant breast lesions had statistically significant difference (P<0.05).
There was no significant difference in TIC type distribution between the pathological grading of breast cancer (P>0.05).

z.

AT H - AR BB KRR AR DL N 2R R0 H (955 :201211810054)

EIRVEE X3P, E-mail : danqiong8@163.com

Jig B RUA[A] , BI-RADS 432 (A S0k vkt A [A] |, 7T
5 PR R (R R A 5T FUBR RN AE BRI IR
b R e S N FLSRIE R R IR b A 2
BONFR I GHGAICEE IR A — A ERHE, B
Z W8 BI-RADS 4 2% ; mtR g R i 48 2ot
ST AT 854 BI-RADS 3%, ¥ B ikt
Y NG F MRS A IR, IZH % BI-RADS 434k
Fe A28 S JCSE T 5 (P>0.05) , R B B A 52 i LR
BL PR 8 7 BI-RADS 43045 4L
25 TR, 75 BI-RADS 4348 0] %o L i e 7047
BEUER R PEAS B0 S ) R P B 132 W s
1k FEFEAL, RIS I6)T FUBE AL AT R
S % X ok
[1] 52, SRARNS, T, FUBR LR A0 B4 IR RIS AAE Y], h

[EFAEZL A, 2013, 8(8): 561-569.
R, XA, O, 45 AN IR LR O A 7 A v I Lok A
PP FIGR A B HE DT AR ) 2 Ak T[], AR R 24 3, 2014, 36
(3): 236-240.
American College of Radiology. Breast imaging reporting and data
system(BI-RADS) [M]. 4" ed. VA Reston: American College of Radi-
ology, 2003: 77-79.
FAT, TV, £33, 55 U UGS SR RO X L
SIS IOAE ], Hh R RS AR, 2010, 26(5): 407-409.
BRI, AT . SR B R L 7S BI-RADS 2322 i K A
EATI]. Th A EREDSE, 2015, 26(3): 607-609.
AR, AR Ae . = P SR I PR LR S L R A
FHHME[I/CD]. HRAg B2 2 HLFhi, 2014, 6(6): 8-12.
B W, AR B S AR GAE TS W 0 B OHAE S
15 98 2 AL A2 A 3 3 1 AR DG 3 A (], 6 A AR 52 3 R 2 2
2015, 11(11): 951-955.

(ks H#1:2015-11-28)

- 1563 -



