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The value of two—dimensional ultrasound and contrast—enhanced ultrasound in

differential diagnosis of different types of breast cancer
Limin Zhao Yang Yu ShuzhiLin

(Harbin First Hospital,Harbin,Heilongjiang,150000)

[Abstract]objective to investigate the role of two—dimensional ultrasound (2d—us) and contrast—enhanced ultrasound (ceus) in
the differential diagnosis of different types of breast cancer. Methods: A total of 98 patients with breast cancer confirmed by pathology
were enrolled in this study. The patients with different disease types were classified into three groups according to the surgical and
pathological results, two—dimensional ultrasonography and contrast—enhanced ultrasonography were performed in the two groups, and
the results of the two methods were compared. Results: There were significant differences between TNBC group and non—TNBC
group in two—dimensional ultrasound features (boundary, internal echo and HYPERECHOIC HALO)(P & Lt; 0.05) There were also
significant differences in contrast—enhanced ultrasound findings (intensity, shape, range, margin, perfusion injury) between the two
groups (P & Lt; 0.05) There were significant differences between TNBC group and non—TNBC group in the quantitative parameters
of contrast—enhanced ultrasound (Peak, Peak and SharPness)(P & Lt; 0.05) . CONCLUSION: two—dimensional ultrasound and
contrast—enhanced ultrasound in different types of breast cancer in the performance of obvious differences, can play a better differential
effect, can be generalized.
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