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Both in Detecting of Lymph Node Metastasis for Patients with
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Abstract: [Purpose] To evaluate the efficacy of sonography,mammography and combination of
both in detecting lymph node metastasis for patients with breast cancer. [Methods] A total of 118
patients with breast cancer pathology proven were enrolled. The performances of ultrasound and
mammography on lymph nodes imaging were compared. [Results] The sensitivity , specificity , mis-
diagnostic rate,missed diagnostic rate, positive predictive value,negative predictive value,overall
diagnostic accordance rate of sonography were 47.4% ,73.7% ,26.3% ,52.6% ,54.5% ,67.7% ,
63.2% ,respectively. Those with mammography were 88.2%,24.0%,76.0%,11.8% ,61.2% ,60.0%,
61.0% , and of combination of both were 91.3% ,15.4% ,84.6% ,8.7% ,65.6% ,50.0% ,63.9%.
Sonography was in weak accordance with pathology (kappa value was 0.215). There was no corre-
lation between the number of lymph nodes metastasis and the level of detection ability. [ Conclu-

sion ] Ultrasound is better than mammography and combination of sonography and mammography
on detecting lymph nodes metastasis in patients with breast cancer. No association exists between
the number of lymph nodes metastasis and the imaging result.
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