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The Value of Mamography Combined with MRI in the Diagnosis of Breast Cancer Elderly
XUE Chen-hui,ZHA O Lan-kong,ZHAO Ji-ping et al.

BRE R BEF K .5 X
(R 7 R U R VA 5 0 RS B B e, Al 5 841100)

#OE [ EM) WL MR K A LA K W53 B 4 0 7R 32 4F 2L R 2 Wb i
B, [ 7] 86 &4 FLMR I /B 3, Horp ZLAR Kk i 2B 2 44 ), FLAR 98 42 9, T
B AT LI SR D K MRT A6 | X4 [R]32 I 0y vk B i s B 45 6 4 45 SR R 47 20 b7, 3
X} HAS Wi U B R S SRR AT b A [ 25 ] 42 191 AT FL MR g AR A 2 LR AR
RIS AT #7112 36 1 (85.71%) ,MRI BI04 45 #1234 11 (80.95% ) , Wi & L 22 7 L4t
P17 L (P<0.05) . FL AR AH #0550 BREE R 2 Wi 75 & R 83.72%(72/86) ,MRI 1§ & % K
77.91%(67/86) , FLHF FH#L+MRI B & K 2 1512 82 fl , i2 Wi fF & M 95.35%(82/86) , ]
W T IR A (P<0.05), FLIR A #T+MRI Bt 4 4 2 12 W 2 48 2L 0 850 %
95.24% , F5 21N 95.45% , 12 Wi E KN 95.35% , ¥4 55 T L AR AH 0 S MRT PTG A
PR AR S LR AR F G B e 2 A R 2 RA ST L (P<0.05), [45iE ]
X 2 AR SRR FB 3 BEAT LR AR R IBE A MRT A 4y 1T A7 R0HR 12 W S0 S v B v

A QAR I PR AT BT

F A FLIR A A s MR LR 5 2 W0 24 A
i E 425 :R737.9 X EttRIRES B
doi:10.11735/.issn.1671-170X.2017.01.BO15

UEAFR , FURE 7R TR [ A0 R AR LT B0
1] L v R R e B PR AR, ELTE AR Ak
HIR e R T, R WX T R B MR
FrA B oy B L AW 500 R i A )
WA S IS & BR BN 1 86 191 28 AF FLIR i
SR HEAT UBTE 23 A7, 26 FLIR AR L 55 MRI 5
R KA S AE LI 2 W P B, LA 4R
FUIRIE 2 W 536 9T 7 S B Ak Al

1 #EMETE

1.1 —f&ER
[a] J6 4 43 B 2005 4F 12 A 2 2015 4E 2 A 18]
SR I SR A S B BEUIR 1Y 86 & AF
FLAR I A IR R ORE, BB ARIE 60~77 % -3
RIS 71452 % R FE 11 A H ~5 45 F 390 2 2.3+0.9
BWEE . BREE EHEN , ¥, 584 FHREAE _EE
EREAF, HEEEEKAE 25 (841100) :E-mail:

xuechenhui_7222@163.com
e #s B #9:2015-10-29; & B H #§:2015-11-26

74

XEHRS:1671-170X(2017)01-0074-03

AR BNARRUE . A I ERS T 4G SR Sk LR i
Jo 5 T AT R S R AT A 2L MR AR HE Je MRT A Ax , 490l
it FH 7L 40 #0245 SR 1712 W \MRI K £ 25 R ik 1712
WiT A S I A5 T oA 2 5 SR A T2 W HEBR AR AR A
HoAth F 58 )™ PR ; BA AP L A A
1.2 ®EFE

12,1 $Upgpsadets

FLAR AR K A R B Philips MD400 FLAR SH#EHL,
LR B A AT SO LR AL | S B 4 157
JnAa R AMAL Xk FLAR P R B A % B EE KU
DA R85 Ak B AR 52 55 HEA T W EE 3 AT
122 MRI#%#&

MRI ## % ] Philips achieva 1.5T 4= B XU i
WAL, VB AR FOR B WA AR ) 4
FBR 225 BURF RO 4 LA 2L e e T R BB N, R AT
PUNTIITRNTIIDWSE i ks kS S i B Y i1 D5
HIANR . N8 30 51 T2WI(TR2500ms , TE9Oms )
AE B 5 I %) TIWI (TR600ms, TE10ms), JZ i
1.0mm, JZJ% 5.0mm, &5 70 265 ELWE A e, 7 o5t

B 2e & 2017 45 23 %% 1



0.1~0.2mmol/kg M H | L 2ml/s 3 B #EATH 5, XFFL
Ji e A S R AE BCRE O A RN A FE R R Ak
Joa kE T 25 B I 18] A2 1 55 7 T HEA T WSR3 #T
1.3 Zits4bE

JT AT 5 34 1 SPSS16.0 2R 4720 M7, B 1T 0%
BHLE 73 R RN AT R R, P<0.05 Ry 2
SAHGIFE L,
2 & B
21 REHER

86 11| 8 A 7 44 {51 7L i R e S8 M 42
192 B i R AT o 44 LA R Pk I Re s o P A FLAR AT
4E9E8 10 151, 2L 8 1 38 A 05 21 91 DAL S LS IR 13
1] 542 1) 2L W e S8 P oA R I M A e 11 ), A
JEA g 15 ), BERERE 10 1 DL K B R IE 6 i,
2.2 ZFLIRSE¥ESE MRI BTl &£ R

FLARFHSE 5 MRI A2 45 5 2 2R B 510kt |
i e sl g5y R TR AE M K LR

P=0.013;y’=8.660, P=0.003 )(Table 2).

LR AH MR 5K A 46 2 X6 2 45 L g 12 W7 1)
B EE N 95.24% , RSN 95.45% , R K
95.35% , ¥ 15 T FL AR 40 HE Ko MRT B0 A A | ik ARk
JESFLIRAHEAR LU W E M 22 R AN, HARERIA
Giit2: 7 L (P<0.05) (Table 3),

S

WG AR A ORI A BT A 88 ,CT B A MRI
FLIR AL A ZFh UG T BB IEA W R, X T 24
FUIRIE A2 Wit 2 254 R RS FERZ IR T
Bz, SCLAFLIRAHHE K MR 78 FL IR (912 W v iy
Sz

LR BB A B L 28 DA B9 i oA T BT £
FLIRGIR KA T7 1% | REWE S BLTCE fish S 9 2L U fieb
PRI IR i B G 5 R EIR AT B, $E o i
JE A0 M 1 o) P AL AR 5 SR AR O AT R B A 2 A

Table 1 Comparison of single examination of mammogram or MRI
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in diagnosis of breast cancer
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Mammogram  33(78.57) 27(64.29) 19(d5.24)  6(14.29)  20(47.62)  35(83.33)
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Table 2 Comparison of the results of pathology with mammogram or MRI alone or
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Table 3 Comparison of mammogram or MRI alone
with combined detection (%)

Methods Sensitivity ~ Specificity ~ Accuracy
Mammogram 85.71 81.82 83.72
MRI 80.95 75.00 77.91
Mammogram+MRI 95.24 95.45 95.35
0% 2.211 4.062 6.205
@p 0.137 0.044 0.013
@y 4.086 7.311 8.660
@pr 0.043 0.007 0.003
Note :(D Mammogram+MRIT compared to mammogram;
(2 Mammogram+MRI compared to MR
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