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The value of mammography and breast MRI in detecting lesion within dense breast JIANG Ting-ting, ZHAO Ya-e, WANG
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[Abstract] Objective: To compare the sensibility and specifity of mammography and breast MRI with a 1. 5T MR
scanner in detecting benign and malignant lesions within dense breast. Methods: 185 patients showing dense breast on mam-
mography underwent breast MRI at the same time. All of the 185 cases had pathology diagonosis. The mammography and
MRI manifestations were analyzed and correlated with pathology. Results: The pathological diagnosis of the 185 cases was
malignant in 80 cases and benign in 105 cases. The sensitivity, specificity, positive predictive values and negative predictive
values of mammography in detecting malignant lesion within dense breast were 71.25% .65. 71% .63. 33% and 75.00% re-
spectively, while these of MRI were 98. 75% .,90. 47 % .88.76% and 98. 96 % respectively with significant statistical differ-

ences (P<C0. 0001). Conclusion: Breast MRI was superior to mammography in detecting malignant lesions within dense

breast.
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