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[ Abstract] Objective

cal index in diagnosing hepatocellular carcinoma misdiagnosed by contrast-enhanced CT. Methods

To explore the value of real-time contrast-enhanced ultrasound with low mechani-
Thirty-two
patients with hepatocellular carcinoma misdiagnosed by contrast-enhanced CT were performed with real-time con-
trast-enhanced ultrasound with low mechanical index (MI <0. 19) before operation. The diagnostic value was eval-
Of all, the nodule size
was less than 2 em in 29 patients. The diagnostic accuracy of color Doppler ultrasonography and real-time contrast-
enhanced ultrasound with low mechanical index was 40.6% (13/32) and 87.5% (28/32), respectively ( P <

0.01). Conclusions

uated by comparing its outcome with operation or pathological results of biopsy. Results

Real-time contrast-enhanced ultrasound with low mechanical index is a better diagnostic
method in detection and characterization of hepatocellular carcinoma misdiagnosed by contrast-enhanced CT. It is
especially valuable for patients with negative results of contrast-enhanced CT scan.
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