EfRRERIZE 206 F78 FHoE H7H
B335 :029-82245172 82210956

http://ies. ijo. cn
B85 {5%5.1J0.2000@163. com

- IR -

BEIE R ERKAMNEZE PR GHE

IRRE, L R

EL£W B LR R (No. F13-220-9-20)

YEH B . (110031) H T 748 R BH T 5 DU\ R = B B 2
PR T RO , Bl F v [ BE R 2 AR s 2 S A% R 24 A
+ B AT, BT NS B RO Y

WIRIER  SBIMFT . peigiguo@ 126. com

Wi B4, 2016-03-12 B F 4. 2016-06-14

Clinical value of contrast - enhanced
ultrasound for intra - ocular
tumor diagnosis

Pei-Qi Guo, Gang Ma

Foundation item: Project of Shenyang Science and Technology
Bureau( No. F13-220-9-20)

Department of Ultrosonic Diagnosis, Shenyang the Fourth Hospital of
People, Shenyang 110031, Liaoning Province, China
Correspondence to: Pei — Qi Guo. Department of Ultrosonic
Diagnosis, Shenyang the Fourth Hospital of People, Shenyang
110031, Liaoning Province, China. peigiguo@ 126. com
Received:2016-03-12 Accepted :2016-06-14

Abstract

e AIM: To investigate the application value of contrast-
enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) and analysis software for
intra—ocular tumor diagnosis.

e METHODS : Retrospective analysis for 90 cases (90 eyes)
with intra-ocular tumor with CEUS examination, and all
cases were confirmed by pathology after surgery or
clinical comprehensive diagnosis and follow-up.

e RESULTS:. Choroidal
melanoma, choroidal metastatic carcinoma had obvious
different CEUS
analysis indexes of those tumors by imaging analysis

hemangioma, choroidal

enhancement pattern, quantitative
software were significantly different ( P<0.05).

e CONCLUSION: The CEUS can provide quantitative
analysis for intra - ocular tumor with preferable clinical
application value.
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