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[Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the mammographic and ultrasonographic findings of breast adenosis. Methods: We
reviewed the records of 215 women with pathologically proven adenosis who have undergone imaging at our institution be-
tween January 2006 and July 2008. The history,and mammographic and ultrasonographic findings were analyzed in all pa-
tients. In 80 patients,the nonpalpable lesions were preoperatively localized by the needle-hookwire system under the guid-
ance of mammography or ultrasonography (US). Results: The age of the patients varied between 24 and 82 years (mean,47.
3 years). Eleven patients had a family history of breast cancer. In 106 patients, the presenting complaint was breast lump.
The mammographic findings were: negative in 77 (35. 8% ) .microcalcifications in 74 (34.5%) (clustered in 46) ,mass in 48
(22.3%) sasymmetric focal density or focal architectural distortion in 16 (7.4 %) patients. On US,solid mass was found in
109 cases (50.7%) .and cystic nodules were noted in 39 cases (18.2%). Fifty-one patients showed normal sonographic ap-
pearances,and 16 patients had other manifestations (7. 4% ). Conclusion; For patients with breast adenosis, the most com-
mon finding is microcalcifications on mammograms and small solid mass on US. Awareness of the possible imaging features

will enable us to consider adenosis in the differential diagnosis. The radiological features may sometimes mimic fibroadenoma

or breast cancer,so histopathologic examination is mandatory for definite diagnosis.

[Key words] Fibrocystic breast disease; Adenosis; Radiography; Ultrasonography

FLIR R 2 FL IR 5 F AN B A — P UL T A O
— P RSO WK BES R IR R A E . 5 T IR
AR AR 7 R BUSCHR i A 2. X 4R 58 P 5 A A 1Y
Xt BRI FE B A o i 0 S R B A P R L i IR K 52
BAERM ) 5 F WIS S LT AR IR RR A . AN
PR 52 182 2 B AT B T 980 20 1R 12 ORIl B AN
BT . A SR A5 S AT 2 BE S Sy s R
FRFLIR X 4 Bl R B, B TR AR O R
L TRIUE R )7

EHE BAL:100021 bt [ BE 2E Bh 2% B . b 50 B RS 2 B b R
I B %A% 12 Wi Bk

EERM 2= R A980—) . Lo INKTE N, Wi+, FIREN, E8
PN H UL MR % 5 A58 K M S8 s W TR .

BIRAEE A 415, E—mail: ¢jr. zhouchunwu@vip. 163. com

MRE5TE

L. 1l R %k

2006 4 1 F ~2008 4 7 A & F AW HIE L N FL
R BRI 1Y 215 B8 X R Lo AR IR 24~82 & K-8
47.3 %5 AEHE 50 B LA B 80 i (37. 2%); 60 1A
(2790 BE AL . I R 2 VF ik e L AR 25745 106 1],
TEARTE FVF 94 B FLIRPEHR 12 4, FLL B 3 9. A
1 R ~20 ARG, 2 ) 8 BEAEAT B 2L AR e AR R
Ao 11 ) 58 A R S

80 il llfa IR fih 12 B M ) BB B AT X el A F 591
PFARYIPGE K (8 X & S5 &8 22 E 0L 68 #i. #
g A LA, b 26 [ AT Xk KOl R 5



626 TSz B 2009 45 6 A% 24 545 6 ] Radiol Practice, Jun 2009, Vol 24, No. 6

FEARL) 2 B AT LR T i R L 3 AT LR Bl 1) R
A BB AT FLI 10 X B DR

2. K5k

T R R RLAT LN LR X2k 55 5 B 7 A A
IR B 7L AR DD B AR D 8 B X 2R B 45 Sk B A J
P ANRHE o 6 ZE I IRCOR AR 5 . B A iR
PR A i L TG TAE 4 AR BRI, X 4
KIfg L 2 PACS th 2 i 8 2 i e AR L [R] S2 5

& R

1. i B gk

215 ] J 2 v 13 5112 Wt Ry R 98 5 5 197 A Ak
i R 0 2 A5 A M B0 5 75 8] e e 4 A R R A
YE BRI O # . 5 8  FL Sk R B A B A (42
18] 44 2 A Ji 98 w2 4 A9 P L ke 5, 13 1) 345 N 3L
SRR 27 B fE R B g AR b 5 AR DL L A ek
=R 5122 ) Bl R

2. X &R

215 fil & b 77 ) (35. 8%) B . 74 )
(34. 570 Ll R IR A54 , 46 1] (62. 2%0) Ny e R 4 1
([l 1) ,28 1 (37. 80 Ay X dal P il ¥k it Mk 43 A 5 K 248K
FE IRy FOREAR BSCIR L % BE R R R AT DL R R SO
REESHL I 1 55 Ak At 2D 4
SRV RS AL, B AR
Bk R M W, 48 il
(22.3%) F B R 4545 (A
2). 2K 6 ;P 2.7 cm,
JLE 0. 7~11.6 cm,5 cm LU
15 s 3 BHiE 1L B
(22.9%),5 1 3 8L K # [
a2 R I (& 3).6 i
3 M AR BB AR A LI 5 37 451
(77.1%) 3 i 534y
T A8 BRI R T (& 4)58
(ESREBIE 3 AR N
A&+ 3 18] 408 3T i AR 7T UL 45 A
16 (7. 4 %) 32 B Ja 3 fig
A B 1 e B4 A 2R AL
o4 B PEAS AL .

3. AR

215 ) rp 51 51 (23. 7%)
LI R BAE ., 109 £41](50. 7%
PRy SRS ARy by o
RK(Zk 9HD,FH 1.4 em,

K/ 0.3~7.5 cm,4 cm DL 25T 5 AN 4a R Z B AR
M7 (& 2¢.3c 40) A5 3R By e ] Bl 55 Bl (4% 1
i) 573 451300 B A Lrh 3 ) Al DA s 72 1) [l 7 3
57524 BIHR X m Az 5 . Hodr 8 il il i A5 5 B E w5 25
B (23. 5 Y0) TEAR S FL I HL [ 75 R 359 57 % B ol oA 45 I
MM . 39 6 (18. 2 %) F B Ky JC 8] 75 B 3L JC 7] 75
45 IR 2 AV FE M 0. 4~4 cm AR5, 1 )
BZHR 1B RSk, 6 2. 8%0) KN F
B k.5 I LS EZE Y . 5 (2. 300) 5 PS4
W 1~2.5 e B . 3 B (1. 4 %0) F B Ry 5 7] 7 5t A
5 . 2 1C0. 9%0) Fe A R AR 25 # 2L .

3. X 2k K HE 7 R BN R

215 1 B b 11 401 (5. 1 %) X £k Rl 7 14 3
BUOABA M . X 2R A 5 4l 36 B0 R BS54k i 74 i), 35 A
(A7. 3 %) 75 Ay B A% BB 3 Jm 3B o] MLAEG [l 75 L G [l 75
BHE SRS L b 10 (13, 5 %) P R ER 1 4% 0T VLR
7R 05, 2 BIFEFR 52 . 3 ()8 7 3R B 5 ] 7 )l A £
PR EE .2 B X &l WWisfk., X kBRI NI
A8 il . 2 B (4. 2 Y0) 7 SR B L 14 41 (29, 296) F B
g I8 75 B TG A1 75 45 45, 32 461 (66. 6 %) S i [ 74 B,
PEIPELE T . X SRy JR T MR A 1 v A H 3R
FLEY 16 {5 H, 3 {51 4 75 g B4

e B 1 MBsm. 2 B
ARETELERE
EHASLE; b) X &

SUkJEF Mo vt R4
SRR ER AR MR
Lam 454 o) &
*EKkEF ot

FORF. B EH



T2 Sz R 2009 4E 6 A% 24 545 6 ] Radiol Practice, Jun 2009, Vol 24, No. 6 627

B3 MmB, a) kBAE; b) AEFTALTERALY 2. 4dem &,
REABN; O AATEARKD EFMANBLET FFEH G ARFE. 5T FHH
., B4 BAEB. © B b) KEREFTELREFT L —HY 1.5em &Y, %

;B R FR ARSI © FHAIKBFET ARFER,

iR 5,

o

TP R R 2 LI/ I DY RS A i3 B I 3 22
PN P 18] 5T £F 4k 2H 23 A T S B R A3 A
AR TR AR L IR AT 2 TR A PR L B TR FL IR
MR AR R, 2T 30~40 B A
G- K AR 47 % FUBRIR S A A T A —
IieISESTTE AR/ E SURESNEI S €T TAN 3 &N
K2 e R O SR L A P T LR 2 AR T A
T A AT 5 B R R R A e A
W2 34,900 (75/215) By =B A1 K 21 4k B 5L KR
T A L RO ORI A il PR R B AT FLR R R TR
i Pl A 28 J A0 G L5 PR S . AR S0 49. 3%
(106/215) B 8 & I R = R 9 fik b FLAREE w2 .

LR A [ 2 e B B R B ml 73 P 2L . D
L TR S i 9 R A B B i R A R RO H
ERTR:E VNG E/ANNG e AU 3y I S AT

Aot HRRA Y

AR A 2 A E R RRR BAS AR
A O RE AL R 7E AR I 7Y AR
B FEEAT b 2L /I P TR) JBE 45 4 40
SUPE— 2L 38 A S B A R T
G A I e s B A R R
WHO R 2L s 53 S B Ak
PRI VT B B IR L TR
R vs S R UL Bz B 5 B,

BNy SRR R U Y
MWL EH W KLE, Jensen & X
349 5 i Ak M BR i f8 3 8 34 Bl
17 47 J5 K PR A0 M i s B8 R R
TR 1 LR R T A R A R R
WX AR 1.5 ~ 2.0 55,
Tavassoli Z£ %} 82 | &4 b ¢ A
LAY A ) R A YT 12 AR R B
L7 06 P4 08 Ak i 6 1 2B R B iR
HEEEN TS W i sy
1 4% K A= A 7L R . Ik
AL R B 5 R B 3L AR R
T A s B A S Y . Gunhan
SEXT 43 {5 A Ak P BRI T BT TR
2 9 (4.7 000 BB A FLN 1Y) 57
g, AR 11 B (5L 100 R E
LR R . Gill 85 30 i
T Ak P M5 19 F 5% 30 00 HR 3 BE
Aok R LR . AR SO 2 Bl
B A TR L

F TR AL RS TR I R S 3 M R T A 5
SRR VE Y B L E A SOk S ot
7 ) A K 22 BSClors i & e FL IR IS AR v, S
e & T MR R L R X R Sk i i A £
I ee)

A EFLIR BB B A EEIER, R
AR XK BB AR AN ELNATE, AXh
X 2 F 2l 6 I 0y 55 4k 1Y B8 b, O — 2 R R A 4
Wk B M (35/74, 47, 3%, CHR R GE 29 509 ~
55. 80 MM Ak 1 MR B A H B IR S 14 A 1 S
AR5 ARHEIE 89 B (41, 4%) HFH H Bk, 74
151) BP0 2 I Ry 5 Ak 15 01 A T 25 755 | ) 3 R AR 4 B 1
A A ZE AL, PR R B B AL R E T 62, 2%
(46/74) R AR A3 AT o 4 K8 43 A WORL AR BLASCIR TE 28
AT, % BB . Gunhan 5 & 3RS 16 4 B 98 19 46 K
BB A5 Ak R IR A3 AT 5 OGRS AL BRI A0 S A B AR

BRFEE AL



628 TSz B 2009 45 6 A% 24 545 6 ] Radiol Practice, Jun 2009, Vol 24, No. 6

D B ARBLIR T8 3 R AT IR B85 2 4 i AL P S Ak
FRAES . Gill A& XF 30 {91 1 Ak o i 28 2 BIF 9% & B
MR 10 TC 58 T A AL fe i UL S A E ST . B E I
R A SCEE R 1R SCHR R 25 5 09 T IR AT R SR S
FR B T 5% X8 G 2 B Al P o A8 S T A 2 9 491 B A
s B FUE T RN B 2 IR RS AR S
R A A 1) T AR T A T R DI BR AR 2

JRAG 1 S M e — A SR I L R L Ak TSR B B
WIS P B RS R . AR FLIR 2
G BR R M 2 /NG Y SR R B RS L IR AT R
KRR VE S SR B TR . AR SO X R
REEAT R 48 L 11 ] (22. 9%) i B, M
& G I8 A HL U R 5 37 61 (77, 1 %) 3 B3 o i
RSB NG 5 Horh 14 1] (29. 2 %) 45 45 M 75 Sk G [l A
SORTCIE, ST IR RBL SO X R 2L IR
WMRKZRANEKBEENWRERBF, BB Z/NTF
2 em™ M KA L BB R NG T IR, A SR
50. 7% (109/215) [ B f8 3 7R R BN SR 2571 L 46
KEBHEEIFEFH 1.4 cm,67. 0% (73/109 i) i1
FLHHE,66. 1%0(72/109) [A] 75 ¥4 47, 5 SCHk AR 38 FE A A
P58 . #923.5%(25/109) BN I AR A HE ) B [#] 75
AN BAR TR S R B B AR IR S AR 5 i A
RATIRIS R B o A5 B 3 ) 4 7 4G A D f
[8] 75 (4 &35 55 K FiT 932 B g 47 4 B0 . R S s B 2 451
i B 21 4E BRI E TR A BB 2 KA b 5 A 4
IR TR YE

FLMR HR 995 88 7 I A 5 R R SOk R —
9.6%~27. 5 Yo RAFES L ARICH 24 #1122, 000 R K
A5 5 Horb 8 i i A5 S A 6 .

16 7 B 3 (7. 4 %) X 2 3R Jay o JiR 1A 2%
W AR AL P 4 B ES AL 3 ER A AR A
5 FL AR A 0 i AR M A TR S IR IR
4 R MR LSS . — M R R A O i ok
DX, 0 %5 s T SW P 722 v AT D SRy 3 4 R 38 1 TP
B e

PRSI Ry S LR G Y T B R . TEAR
B 5 B E X LRI A KT 5 em B, K#FH
KARIA 11,6 em, X 7E H FT MR W SCHR 8 o2 & K
(e ARATBR 1 3] 8 75 A A A TG [l 75 18 Ay 2 i 4
3 BIL W oy £F i B e IR L 1 s W B . KRG
S B 2 1) Ry B 5 98 1 £ 4k AR R T A R0 B #3471

R o TR ) R A R X ROl =
P PE R 9 25 2 R L bR R R R 28 2R L R
TR i R 8 R s 5 2 30112 W A7 A 5K R HE

B FUR IR R — b R AR O A B
AR B RV G B R AR BRI A AR RN R 2
B B AR IR B UL Y X ZRAE R L /N B SE PR A
SR IH ARG X RSB EA KA T AR 2
Wifs O R ITC R 5 k. AR 218 2 A
Bl T ZUBR B 09 2 52 W o i 55 LI DL RS P e
TR AN 2T 2 MR L LM 25 5 A A R e S B2 AT e
i B 2L

SEH:

[1] Mac Erlean DP, Nathan BE. Calcifications in Sclerosing Adenosis
Simulating Malignant Breast Calcification[ J]. Br J Radiol, 1972,
45(540) :944-945.

[2] Gunhan Bilgen I, Memis A, Bstiin EE, et al. Sclerosing Adenosis;
Mammographic and Ultrasonographic Findings with Clinical and
Histopathological Correlation[J]. EJR,2002,44(3) :232-238.

[3] Haagensen CD. Diseases of the Breast[ M]. Philadelphia: WB
Saunders, 1986. 106-117.

C4]  MVEAR, JE T, T 0k, 5. FL IR b s 2052 I PR3 LML b o Bl 2
B AR Sk AL 5 2003, 257-258.

[5] Jensen RA,Page DL, Dupont WD, et al. Invasive Breast Cancer
Risk in Women with Sclerosing Adenosis[ J]. Cancer, 1989, 64
(10) :1977-1983.

[6] Tavassoli FA, Norris HJ. A Comparison of the Results of Long-
term Follow-up for Atypical Intraductal Hyperplasia and Intra-
ductal Hyperplasia of the Breast[ J]. Cancer, 1990, 65 (3):518-
529.

[7] Gill HK,Ioffe OB, Berg WA. When is a Diagnosis of Sclerosing
Adenosis Acceptable at Core Biopsy? [J]. Radiology, 2003, 228
(1):50 -57.

(8]  EHENS . 95 M. EARTFT. 52 11 FL AR ARG Y e WURE P 0% T o 3 L
LT, B RS K25 2 i (BE 22 R0, 2006, 27(2) : 321-323.

[9] AT 07, R AE , 7. LR IR 10 7 4 P8 B g BN R 43 T [T . o [
2 W7 2% . 2001,2(9) :69-71.

L1000 346 8 4, 80 £ FLIR IR I 25 & 52 18 % 12 W 09 il PR T 5

[J70. SE AU 2 4 4. 2001, 17(4) : 262-265.

[11] DiPiro PJ,Gulizia JA,Lester SC,et al. Mammographic and Sono-
graphic Appearances of Nodular Adenosis[J]. Am J Roentgenol,
2000,175(1) :31-34.

(121 F/NGHE XU A L 8 A A i 0B 75 R (5 L 3 5 o L2 28 7Y
XEECBIFSELT 1. Hh [ A B 2 4 7 . 2002, 18(5) : 376-379.

i H 39 :2008-11-03 & 18l H . 2008-12-26)



