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Differential diagnosis of hepatic echinococcosis with diffusion weighted MR imaging DING Shuang.]JIA Wen-xiao, YANG
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China

[Abstract] Objective: To explore the role of diffusion weighted imaging (DWI) and apparent diffusion coefficient
(ADC) mapping features in differential diagnosis of hepatic echinococcosis. Methods: A retrospective analysis of DWI and
ADC map findings was performed in 89 patients with 122 focal hepatic masses including 22 patients with 40 foci of hepatic
cysts, 23 patients with 32 foci of hepatocellular carcinomas, 29 patients with 35 hepatic cystic echinococcoses,and 15 pa-
tients with 15 hepatic alveolar echinococcoses. A statistical difference with P<C0. 05 was considered significant. Results: The
mean ADC values were (4. 33£0. 25) X 10 *mm?® /s in hepatic cysts, (1. 63+£0.08) X 10 *mm?®/s in hepatocellular carcino-
mas, (3. 50£0.35) X 10 *mm?* /s in hepatic cyst echinococcoses and (2. 2240. 23) X 10" *mm® /s in hepatic alveolar echino-
coccoses » these showed significant difference (P<C0. 05). ADC map showed high diffusivity (signal intensity) in the cytic
component of hepatic cystic echinococcosis surrounded by a fibrous low-signal-intensity capsule. The appearance of liquefied
necrotic component of hepatic alveolar echinococcosis was variable on ADC map,some showed low diffusivity (signal inten-
sity). Conclusion: Diffusion weighted imaging and apparent diffusion coefficient mapping features provide important addi-
tional information regarding the diagnosis and differential diagnosis of the atypical hepatic hydatid disease. ADC values can
further help in establishing the diagnosis of hepatic cyst echinococcosis.

[Key words] Echinococcosis,hepatic; Magnetic resonance imaging; Diffusion weighted imaging; Diagnosis

8 ] Radiol Practice, Aug 2011, Vol 26,No. 8 853

IO ALK & Cdiffusion weighted imaging, FR I R AR 2 BORE . B AR DWT AR AE T HU %
DWD & —Ffi X 73 138 S UM R HAR R AT B2 W 5 i A fEL

HARK A 28 2R G 78 B2 BT G AR SR 7 T TR 19 12
J NS W AR B T i Y o A HOR R B
S5 M DX e DL AN 7k REOB L T G T X AT Y

i B« T MR 8 RS0 7 510 Hh T 20 R0 Bk 5 5 T
B i LA % S Y PR 40 95 5 T 9 40 S 0 A B AR AR —
(1 PRI MES 7L 5 [l Bk 43 BT 44 9] JFF U £ T (29 45
JFFEHCRLJRER 940 95 0 15 {510 T 96 AR BRCER 0 ) A 45 451
B IE o5 E P A (22 5] T fiek A 23 51 T 400 T D

1’E%‘${ﬁ:830054

1 40 R 55 i S R K 2 5 — B I B 1%
O CT I K H A K

r
« KAL) 5830063 13K FF, i 4 IR B iﬁ%%
%

%);%El&u( 3'(?55) 200031 R, B T AR X A BE B S R
185
TEF® N THAIT8—) & pim A i+, EREI, EEMN

MR e 1% T4E .
BINEE 57 3T , E-mail : jwxxj@ sina. com

MRETE

L. I PR 55 At

ALATHFIE MR 8 B4 & DWI K 25 9 2B A iF
JUE o5 7 Vs 78 %) B BT ORE 89 i3k 122 ANk Ak, Hih
22 T2 B 40 AN kb, 23 46 JIT 20 B AT o 32 Ao At
29 {5 JF AR BRER B9 35 AN kb, 15 5] T vt bR e K )
W5 15 AN kL. T IR AR 4 45 4 i R BEORL R S
s/ F CT MRI Hit 5 5% 1% 2% e AT 254 2 W, Hip
A 50 PR 78 22 IR 92 . AS R AN TE AR E D 2 T
1 : 29 FRUE 52 s QR IEATH FEUE L F DU 7 .CT
F MRI 212 W 2y [] — Foloolog £51) Sy 86 12 A0 4



854 T2 S 2011 4F 8 A4 26 %% 8 ) Radiol Practice, Aug 2011, Vol 26,No. 8

2. MRI 5 DWI £ K

fdi F K AIIE A F) Gyroscan NT 1. 5T #5 MR H
B AR 5 R Sense $iAR . KT SE-EPI 28 ALy
PROM A AR . B L 2 S 8 TE 34 ~
60 ms, TR 1346 ~1742 ms, f5 % 99~128 X 256, )i B
375 mm, 2% 8 mm, JZ[AIFH 0. 8 mm, R4 18 J2. &
Y BB F b ER A 0 s/mm® fl 500 s/mm”, I
SR B IR 13~17 s,

3. DWI #11 ADC &% 43 #r

J AT ADC I & 195 kL 19 AR YE Dy 0. 7~
14,0 cm, 2R 722 CROL 48 T JE8 B 0 RB3sk ih ) # 2%
LR R TP S W B gt 5 P WAS o NP SR
75 CRl 35 I3 i B 40 07 SR K ) o % 8 X g kb
VRLFRY R DX Y DX A 5 4 FR 5 B[R] A R/ IN Y
PLER X E TN A b A B AR R B TR — )2 T Y [A] — 7
B A (DI FRUY HBUR BUE (apparent diffu-
sion coefficient, ADC) ;

by — by

AP S 15 Sy 7 HIEAR b A5 b RS T
fHE . L ADC fE o B R {5 5 38 FE 445 th ADC
Bl 7t B R A

ADC @Y

4 GLiteE

G ST ST AL SRR ) L JH Y PR R ) T S K%
JiF9EE (734 ADC {E, R FH SPSS 11. 0 G i+ 4 ik 17
ST b & A I IR A8 22 18] ADC i (¥ B ¢ T B F
Ko, Lh P<<0. 05 S22 A G it 2 X

#Z R

1. e 22 1) ADC {H

25 A2 1 ADC B 5 25 1 03 1, X 4
B 7 224855 T LA e AT A B 2 D REA LR
I Bk FAS B (H=230. 8, P<C0. 05) , A TE G i1 2¢ 2 5
FEHEAT T B BT 22 A FF A [a] 1 1 b 550 ) Rk A ARG 36
WG4 ADC HZ A S it 25
(it Z{H R —5.394~—7.700,P<C0.05),

k1 ARFELFRTADCEHNELR

b=500 s/mm* #)

S Nk
A & A5 9% & %% £ ADC {4
BT 20 JL BT 9% 32 1.6340.08
ik ¥ 40 4,3340.25
m X5 BRIR W R 35 3.5240. 20
TR BRI ) R 15 2.24+0. 20

E:ADCAE A M B 47k £

2. ANFRAE R DWI 3

JHF 2 AL R W) 1) SR B b E Y 3 £ 5 o
B 0K, 7Eb=500s/mm’ i DWT - & B 1 {iK {5

(#); b) ADCH ., mRHEEZRZSHRET HECRIMAZ T F),

2 $FERFmEBRESIA., a) b=500s/mm’ ¥

B 1 $EAF@EREIH, ) b=500s/mm’ 4§ DWL, Fmt ERF S ZRKE T ALEOBEIZRKES, LIKT ERGET
1’—

DWL. 7B R AT RHZWRET AT RGETREMTHE; b) ADCH .-

EWETHTHEEGE. B3 £EAF®

Ktk ¥m., ADCH, mEREMGEFTED M T ERL O X6 RRFZF,ADCHA A 3.25X10 "mm*/s. B4 HFk

M. ADCH,.T~h ke kmgirmmn,. 2RI HE5 G,



JU 2E LR 2011 4FE 8 H A 26 555 8] Radiol Practice, Aug 2011, Vol 26,No. 8 855

FL MR b E R/, A B 27 4 4 B AR5 (T
la); 7 ADC [ b3 5w 5 5 (I AR {5 5 (&
Ib) o 2514 T 200 AL o 2R 0 o o By B 4 S 1 B 7E v b
{61 DWI b3 2 ARES A T 3005 5 0k B 2 AR T8
P 2a) 578 ADC [ b 7805 5 2w T R (F
2b) . SEAS YKL R ER 0 kL AE w5 b {H R DWI |, 12
ABE ARG 5 s ADC B 3 25 & A5 5 2R
TR A B B AR S TR S (B3,
JFAE i e DWT v B {5 5 55 32 748 1 55 BT 240 L e K ) 1)
LA » (HR DL AR A 5 B 27 4 B (B ) BiF
LR BBk M) 75 = b {1 DWI L {5 5 58 B AL F 15 % )i
LRSS (B 5a) . 12 )k vh ool WAL SR 58 I
8 BIIRSEIX B b {EL A 305 5 AR 4 4904 5 348 00 s
ADC & ikt 52 5t 22 7 e 5 5 (B Sb) o I o kb A
w5 b (R DWT LA i T 1 5 I 92 (B 6a) 578 ADC
P 1 AR A A5 5 (T 6b)

o

JHFA 520 43 kg JFF 200 AL 3 3K ) g R JH S bR 35K 84
i s AT 22 0L o T 20000 0 R 04 g SR 3 1, g o 42
A JHERIE S A 288 1R JE S 2 P A K 28 T s o
X B A A S A b 1) 5 T R 9 AR Rk 88
PASNE P 2 25 O = 1) DY Jo] S R S P 5 S
JIF L U3 ST 3T 2 5 R

SR f O AR Bl CT MR B L i 14y
AT R PR 2 B T 20 L BRER 940 g 2 B O B B 1 22 s
10/ DI § 6 s - N NS N P R DR O ]

GO BERER AL AL, — RTC T 40012 s (2 — 2t
PR ) I 8 b 5 T, e e P30 e 0k i A
YRR ME . AL AT 3 B R 3 i e R i
BRIZ BT Ry A H L 35k 2 TR A 8 i (R FRUOR K e 3 J T 24
ZURIE A B AR A MIRT 3% 91 55 5 28 P 240 s i Bk
AR AL, SR B A K Y A T AE DWI
R AR B ADC G 5 W W25, B
FETEGEIT 2 22 5 4 3 02 IR Ay JH 200 0 0l 0 1 28 3 D9 &5
HREMEALRLT . E—ERE LR T KT
izl I ADC {8 AR T 3% . 1 2 A0 0k 1) i
S Ry A = XA S i S 3% T T K 1Y) 2T 2 45 A 41 41
LR IF A 54 TR o F I A ALE BU R Bz 3 i
FATE . I TEIE b KN SRR R AIRE S

JHF 2R 0 BR W 995 1) 4 TR v R T B R A L R AL
Z TR AR LS PR — R R R
PR, JEFE 40, 7 DWI K& ADC Bl It A HAE
MEPER R, AdA 14 Bk 2 F Mk, DWI |
HERS FRNE SR ARIA -2 ADC & bR
W15 5 5 BEAIR T 7 9 L 40 A L I R 2 A T B 98 7 A2 1)
)5 s H T8 25 g A G P T 5 £ B 1 43 ) N 3
2, FEW AT Iy L T - 28 1) B R N B B BT S L K A
Fiz s AR R 2 BRI B . T SR Y T 20 R R 0 1) £
e ATV ST Ry R R RS Y LS A N /RS L
T S 00 o IR — R e S R 4 R AL Al AR K
SFE R Sy Fis g2 R, ADC HE AR, 2
(1. 63~2.43) X 10" *mm? /s") 5 1fij 52 725 71 41, v BJ fdi g
TR AR, B K 4y F A B R ADC B A [

10 mm?* /s,

B 5 M@eREk®K. a) b=500s/mm’ ¢ DWI, &= 9% 13 5 & FAL T 5 42
F(aH) . mIENRLFER 2W R S5 (L5 b) ADC B, =&t 5 A £ i
MILEH GRE ST (KA, mALF LR 24&4F 5 (&4, 4 ADC 444 0. 81 X
B 6 AF/&E. a) b=500s/mm’ ¢ DWI, =5t EH 5125 (3F);
b) ADC B, &%kt 5 B 5 R A8 b 24845 5 (37D .




856 T 2E SR 2011 4F 8 HES 26 £5 8 Radiol Practice, Aug 2011, Vol 26,No. 8

T 5 U AR (A 20 5 A 80, i BE VR 1Y) ADC {H 249k 3. 25
X107 mm*/s)  fH N I R & A 55 5T 40 e, N i H
ADC BTS84 11 T S5 1 g

JHF 0 PR sk i 78 PN 2 9 T P A A L B RS B
e, 76 B S CT MR 5 A F AT 7R S JFBE
EEESMHEK T MK T, {55 S 00k AR 5E
TR AR B AR SO LI R R Akt Sy BT 1) 52 A5 2
FRAE o 25 JHF V6 AR R R ) o ik = g AR 5 {5 G O J e
I 5 T S M o JHF R A A A 1 JH 9 A 2
Ky F iz 832 R ADC i I 5 1B v 4R ok 3k 4 |y o %k
2 BRI/ IN I T U 2 1 P O L i R B VR OIR 4 1k
TS RN L K G 32 Sl AR S i el
HADC B & F I . 7S 240 o bR B Bk ) e W AR IR
FEIX ) ADC A R/ — R4 ADC {55 D3
ADC B AR H 32 30 e i i) ADC A, 3 2 BB R i it
PR IR ) 7 ST PN R T P A IR T oA JIB A O A O U
Jepr 8, R iE i ADC & Sk ] 9 AL P 02 15 A 9F I8k
L A Ay I R Rk b 1 5 R T AR 4R .

ABEFE A LLE Y BOSAR $0R B i DWILADC
i . ADC [ 7] P53 7K1 B 5 S 10 #8552 R I
AN BT JiT A U 9 12 W R 6 0032 R 4 4L B 1 AR A
B BRCTE I PR R AT — 2 25 M0 (8, G HE i b
ADC R Fy 0 5 XoF B0 58 P 80k 00 2R ) 5 1) %5 5] 12 W B
AR BRI

£ b=500 s/mm* ) DWI [ ., #P g H L5
FEBKERA,H DWISEA T, XAt (B T,
AHERON OO ol 0 4] 21 BP9 AR U b
JHF 4 br R EK i A B 5 N Bl b AE A 3 0 A5 5 A%, 1
2 RS AHRBI T 51 AR A MA 7 kAt
fE£ b=500 s/mm* §) DWI & LRI A& FE 5. 1 ADC
B M HA W NTER M T2 R BK 5r + 9 10z 3h 1Y
JEFIE L 2 ADC {EF1 ADC BIR%Z T, 520, /]
B2 T ROMERUN , BUSEHb S WA 2L HORR B2, 5 B

T4 DWI B T, ROV HESE T 094 B iy X
B e 72 I PR B . DWTLADC {H . ADC B J¢ MRI %
MIT IS G RRE .

25 LI, A i 55 4R R Bk w2 ) B e S
JHF AR B BR ) = 18] ) ADC {84 G 32 25 S, TR I
LR DWI AE Sy —Fh Ty Be 1k BUAS HAR W] A 5 1 £
AN LA A0 HURG 1 S5 B2 BRI — R I S (5 B

SEHk:

[1] Schaefer PW, Grant E, Gonzalez G. Diffusion-weighted MR ima-
ging of the brain[J]. Radiology,2000,217(2) :331-345.

[2] Kilickesmez O,Bayramoglu S,Inci E,et al. Value of apparent dif-
fusion coefficient measurement for discrimination of focal benign
and malignant hepatic masses[ J]. ] Med Imaging Radiat Oncol.,
2009,53(1) :50-55.

[3] B#EfE, iR . XU 45 W1, 4. DWI 454 ADC (&2 W 2 1 ik 45 40 1
WA LY. T 5282 . 2006, 21(2) £ 126-129.

C4]  AEACT TR B A% L 55 T IUE 200 3R 4 955 09 1% 3 4% 5 LR
ARSI AT L. RO 4 55 . 2008, 23(7) . 785-787.

[5] Inan N,Arslan A, Akansel G,et al. Diffusion-weighted imaging in
the differential diagnosis of simple and hydatid cysts of the liver
[J]. AJR.2007,189(5):1031-1036.

(6] EHRT, 0 EE HEELE. FA L MRS W] 0GR
5 ,2004,23(9) :784-786.

(70 EJfl gobk. JFEVEDIROBER 05 i1 CT MRT R BT o = AR
B 24235 ,2007,17(20) : 2536-2538.

(8] R MR « FERIE LB 55 T 22 M6 dUis i SR 2 2
Wr 55 BT, P AR R 222k &, 2002, 82(3) 1 176-179.

(9] THBI3CHE K H AT« PAKER 55 R IR I B0 ABUR AR 76 1T
JUE o 32 P 9 A% e i o7 P L. 5 8 IS Bk K 2 2 4R . 2005, 28(5) £ 475+
477.

[10] Koh DM,Padhani AR. Diffusion-weighted MRI:a new functional

clinical technique for tumour imaging[ J]. Br J Radiol, 2006, 79
(944) :633-635.
[11] Bammer R. Basic principles of diffusion-weighted imaging[]].
Eur J Radiol,2003,45(3):169-184.
Clc s H 9 :2010-12-06 45 6 H 39 : 2011-03-04)

THER

SRR
I k20 LA 1 345 30 7 1 12
WE L LRI CT i E

5 40 5 19 CT 0 MRT 32 157
 EVE B AN LI CT % MRI 223
o)L= 2 AR AR R AR 1425 1 )

MRI 3y 25 3 58k il 22 25 & DWT Xt L i3 1932 Wit i
WEILIRZ b DWW AT R ke ok 057 1 A2 1 1o AR (i
JBesk A AR B i sl Bk S vy 52 MSCT i 4 L&

S AL B S A BEL AR R 19 MISCT 2 B -5 21 S0 B I

2 DR 4 & T g 30 45 Akt ) i U R 0 A

e PRk Sl ik 2830 YT 2 B B IO AR DR I 4 11 PR A1



