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A Comparative Study on the Differential Diagnosis of Benign and Malignant Breast Tumors with
Ultrasonic BI-RADS Classification Combined with Ultrasound Contrast and Mammography
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Table 1 Diagnostic Results of different methods for breast lesions
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Table 2 Comparison of different methods for the diagnosis of breast lesions(%)

Methods Sensitivity Specificity Accuracy Positive predictive value  Negative predictive value
Blank group (US) 85.0(68/80)  78.8(104/132)  81.1(172/212) 70.8(68/96) 89.7(104/116)
Observation group (US+CEUS) 87.5(28/32) 91.9°(68/74) 90.6"(96/106) 82.4(28/34) 94.4(68/72)
Control group(US+Mo) 84.2(32/38) 91.2°(62/68) 88.7(94/106) 84.2(32/38) 91.2(62/68)

Note : * ;: observation group vs blank group,control group vs blank group:P<0.05 .

+ Dist 2.28cm
Dist 1.35cm
Dist 1.13cm

Note:BI-RADS (US) was 4a,and after combined with CEUS,

it was diagnosed as malignance.

Figure 1 Ultrasonic image of invasive ductal
carcinoma pathologically proved

Note : BI-RADS (MO) was 4a,and after combined with US,
it was diagnosed as malignance.
Figure 2 Image of typical medullary carcinoma
pathologically proved
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