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Analysis of Ultrasound and Pathological in 31 Patients with Mucoepidermoid Carcinoma

SHAO Qi,CHEN Li-yu,XU Dong,et al.

o RWON R M, AR R
(W VA8 IR0 B2 B2, VT B0 310022)

HOE [ H ] BT R R R R B R R A
(70 JIRU B 43 A 31 091 VA i 288 ¥ 3 B2 e s 1 5 R 00, 045 5 o 3
I3 G5 MEAS [R) 0 i 00 A B P R AE L [ )l A 19 1)
(61.3%) , 25 A HLI 22 1] (71.0% ), 8] 75 A 34 59 25 1] (80.6% ) , %
PRI 175 5 3 24 191 (77.4%) , Iiss 79 7% JE [0 751X 20 ] (64.5%) ,
i 958 PN B A5 Ak BE A5 Ak A3 1 (9.7% ), AR S 1~2 %K 20
(64.5%),3~4 9 11 B (35.5%) ., 120 & [l 5k 241 20 ok v i 22 8 9]
(25.8%) , K348 95 BHOWAVE R 70l = 2 ARk P ar Ak s 24k, v
I3 Ak MR T B B LN RS A LA S 1~2 % (R4 1k ik
FAN AW MFAT S 3~4 G R oMb A T Wi 2, (4598 ] it
I 285 R M2 A EL AT S bR A R B, LA R R R
1E

R B R SR B

FE 42K S . R445.1 SCERARIRAS . B
XEHS:1671-170X(2016)11-0969-03
doi;10.11735/j.issn.1671-170X.2016.11.B020

Zh W 2 K B9 (mucoepidermoid carcinoma, MEC ) J2& U i
A UL B PR MR 2 o AR R 0 3% ~15% , & TE R W P
JIET 0 12%~40%" 2, JI8 I 04 Jie 33 AN 32 5K U1 GG A6 3l 2 3l 4
M 2 A A 30 DR gk 7 A A B R e A R X R 12 T
JuohEEL, MEC A95% L O Tl RIZIE T/ 2 AR S 4G
A9 B 23 A MEC 19875 R B, B 78 £ 55 H 12 Wi
.
1 #EBEFZE
11 RIK

(=] JB50 1 3 B 3% BE 2003~2015 4F 31 4 #E it MEC & & 1
AR R R SRR IR DX L e 31 M, b Bk 8
Lot 23 i), BRE AR N 17~68 % E B 39.3 B I K %
TR U i An T R D )
12 MEE5FE

{1l Aloka SSD-1100 # 74 2 i 1% 10MHZ5-7.5MHZ &% 4
R IEIR K ;LOGIQ E9 % 5 2 35 3 75 12 Wi A 1L12-5 T = 43
LR, BB UM EM, 78 0 5 i 550 S B I A, i 4
2 I8 MR X R U, SR I L B RN TS AR R

BIREE . W, 8l FEEF, & i g mEER SR AL d
AN T AR X L R 1 5 (310022) ;E-mail :chenliyu787
@126.com

Y75 B #1:2016-07-29; 1 B B # :2016-09-15

Mg 2% 2016 4% 22 5% 11 #

A I K S R RO R AT, M AR S Martinoli 43
FRRUE ST T 1~4 G 1 P N ES B S 1 R IR €6 1l A5 5
2 R HO R R L A S SO e RO R AR
53 Yo MM Z SR G AR 5 SO I I B0 4 2 b
4 G PN LT AR T o W9 HLAS ALK AE Healey's
System 43Ik 43 9 3 B oAk ARG AL

2 & R

31 ) A i B K 34mmx22mm,  fi /D 9mmx10mm,
KA AE AR 26 1), Forp A2 12 4910, A5 0 14 ), B 2 4, %
W24 ), R AR AERUT B S 0, 220 1 00, A 4 0] R R B
g0 FHE M 19 B (61.3%) , 30 FANE M 12 6 (38.7%) , B &R
FI 22 451 (71.0%) , KL 9 6] (29.0%) , Bl 75 35) 6 4] (19.3%) ,
ANH5) 25 B (80.6% ) , I8 1A LIAK Inl 75 Ky 3 24 4l (77.4%) , LA
M T B (22.6%), MR pY R A AL BE SR Ak 53
(9.7%) , M8 W & JC Il 75 X 20 H1] (64.5% ) , ML 315 5 1~2 9%
20 14 (64.5%) ,3~4 %% 11 #1(35.5%) (Figure 1),

s B2 L TR AR AU ) Rl A A AR B A 2 8 A1) (25.8%) o
25 T v A o H A G 0 R 21 9. a4k 13 ), o B
H W8 1 (61.5% ), LA A HLI 10 11 (76.9% ) , I I 1~2 2%
10 411 (76.9%) ,3~4 9% 3 1 (23.1% ) , 1 40 1 44 22 =5 JA) 6L M s
LA 5 ) (38.5%); harde 74, Hohidi B 4 4
(57.1%), AR 6 #1 (85.7%), M {5 3~4 9 3 fi
(42.9%) AR 534k 1 5], 30 BRI T 25 A AL 0] 19 A1 0l 75 1T
WfR %5 3~4 Z(Table 1), A B ; o 5 A RE RO i h
SR 0 43 T e S 5T W] LR BE BRI i R R
B A ARG e T 4 o 25 A PR A, R A R LAY
S3 AR AL S LA PE Sy T A I LY ) TR AR b
R AU R M AR K A A 2 R L A0 i 4 (Figure 2) o
3w

MEC J2 ¥ Ji 55 5 WA e b i, 22 0L T ok, MEC &
BRIV T RRAE LRI R R 2 B A — O T A B3 2
2, KER Sy B TR, D BB B AR DB A A R T
Bt M & D) ReRE A% . MEC R9YA YT RLT AR 32 0 b 2 4=

969



Journal of Chinese Oncology,2016,Vol.22,No.11

Table 1 Ultrasonographic features of mucinous carcinoma of the salivary gland
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‘ ding tissue
tive
grading _ _ . . .
Left Right Clear Undear Regular Irregular Homoge-  Inho-  Fixis None 1~2 3~4 2ot None Male Female bt None <2 >2
nous mogenous tence tence tence
High 6 7 8 5 3 10 5 8 8 5 10 3 5 8 3 10 3 10 5 8
Middle 4 3 1 6 3 4 4 3 4 3 1 2 5 3 3 4
Low 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1
Total 10 11 12 9 4 17 8 13 12 9 14 7 7 14 5 16 7 14 8§ 13
Figure 1 Ultrasound image of MEC Figure 2 Pathologic image of MEC
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