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Abstract

AIM: To assess the clinical value of contrast-
enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) in the differentiation
of benign and malignant focal liver lesions.

METHODS: Two hundred and sixty-two
patients with focal liver lesions were examined
by conventional ultrasound and CEUS. Imaging
findings were compared with pathology results.

RESULTS: The sensitivity, specificity, positive
predictive value, negative predictive value,
and diagnostic coincidence rate of conventional
ultrasound in the diagnosis of benign and
malignant focal liver lesions were 88.8%, 75.2%,
76.6%, 88.0% and 81.7%, respectively, and the
corresponding values for CEUS were 99.2%,
98.5%, 98.4%, 99.3% and 98.8%, respectively.
There was a statistical difference for each index
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between the two methods (P < 0.05 for all).
CEUS had good consistency with pathological
examination in the diagnosis of benign and
malignant focal liver lesions.

CONCLUSION: Contrast-enhanced ultrasound
is of high clinical value in qualitative diagnosis
of focal liver lesions.

© 2015 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights
reserved.
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