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[ Abstract] Objective:To explore the diagnostic value of gallbladder contrast-enhanced ultrasound ( CEUS) combined with liver
magnetic resonance imaging ( MRI) on patients with polypoid lesions of gallbladder (PLG). Methods:122 patients with PLG were se-
lected as the research subjects. They were divided into benign lesion group (n =55) and malignant lesion group (n =67) according to
the results of histopathological examination. The CEUS and MRI examination results were compared between the two groups,and the di-
agnostic efficacy of gallbladder CEUS and liver MRI alone or in combination for benign and malignant lesions of gallbladder polyps were
analyzed. Results; The CEUS examination results showed that the thickness of gallbladder wall in malignant lesion group was greater
than that in benign lesion group (P <0.05) ,the proportions of gallbladder wall discontinuity and hyperenhancement were higher than
those in benign lesion group (P <0.05) ,and the initial enhanced time,peak time and regression time were shorter than those in benign
lesion group (P <0.05).The MRI examination results showed that the signal intensity of diffusion weighted imaging (DWI) in malig-
nant lesion group was higher than that in benign group (P <0.05) ,while the apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) value was lower

«

than that in benign group (P <0.05). Taking histopathological result as the “gold standard” ,the sensitivity, specificity and accuracy in
the diagnosis of PLG malignant lesions were 92. 54% ,90.91% and 91. 80% of gallbladder CEUS combined with liver MRI respective-
ly,and the Kappa value of consistency test was 0. 83. Conclusion ; Gallbladder CEUS combined with liver MRI has a high diagnostic ef-
ficiency in the differential diagnosis of benign and malignant PLG lesionss.
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769/70 ms,FA 90 °, B2 JE 4 mm, 2 A M 1 mm, {55
SEHIE 1, FOV 480 mm x 480 mm , % [ 512 x 512, '
WD ik 1A o PSR B UK R P T [ 3T 8 AT
B, S 8% 8 . TR/TE 3 000/51 ms,FA 90 °,
EE 4 mm, ZE[HE]1 mm,FOV 384 mm x 384 mm, {3
SRR 4, 4 192 x 192, b {HEL 0,600 s/mm’
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91.80% ,— MK % Kappa fH K 0.83, W3 4,
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SRR AR LA R BT, R R B A A B ) LT R
5 I A T D6 LB e 2 L 3 A 3 Tk
S, B 30T 0 0 A KOS DRI £ W s 5 O
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