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Application value of ultrasound elastography imaging and conventional ultrasound on diagnosing benign and malignant breast tumors
Zhao Qing s Zhai Hong + Zhao Xianping”
(Department of Ultrasound s Fourth Af filiated Hospital , Xinjiang Medical University ,Urumqi , Xinjiang 832000 ,China)

Abstract; Objective To compare the differential diagnostic value between conventional ultrasound and ultrasound elasticity im-
aging on benign and malignant breast tumors. Methods The detection results in 130 female cases of breast tumor(156 focuses) per-
formed the preoperative conventional ultrasound and ultrasound elasticity imaging examination were retrospectively analyzed. With
the pathological results as the gold standard, the sensitivity. specificity and accuracy for diagnosing malignant breast tumor were
compared between the two examination methods. Results The sensitivity and specificity for diagnosing benign and malignant breast

tumors were 89.09% and 87.13% in the conventional ultrasound,and 96. 36% and 93. 07 % in the ultrasound elasticity imaging,

which showing that ultrasonic elastography was superior to the conventional ultrasonography(P<C0. 05). Conclusion

Ultrasound

elasticity imaging has a high practical value on differentially diagnosing benign and malignant breast tumors in clinic.
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