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[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the value of CT and ultrasonography (US) in the diagnosis of thyroid multiple
nodules. Methods: The clinical data of 176 cases with multiple thyroid nodules having CT and US examination were retro-
spectively analyzed. The sensitivity, specificity and accuracy of CT, US and the combination of these two were calculated
based on the final pathology results and the results were analysed by y* test. Results: The sensitivity of CT,US and the com-
bination of the two was 51.61% ,67.74% and 83. 87 % respectively;the specificity was 80.69% ,86.21% and 92.41% re-
spectively; the accuracy was 75.56 % ,82.95% and 90. 91% respectively. No significant statistical difference was existed in
the sensitivity, specificity and accuracy between the results of CT and US (P>>0. 05). For the results of US and US in com-
bination with CT,also no statistical difference was shown for the sensitivity and specificity (P>>0. 05) ,yet there was signif-
icant statistical difference for the accuracy in these two groups (P<C0. 05). However, the sensitivity, specificity and accuracy
of the results of CT group compared with that of CT in combination with US showed significant statistical difference (P<C
0. 05). Conclusion: Ultrasonography should be used as the first choice of examination for thyroid multiple nodules, CT has
certain advantages in evaluating the boundary,relationship with adjacent structures as well as distant metastases of malig-
nant nodules. The diagnostic accuracy of malignant thyroid nodule could be markedly improved by using US in combination
with CT.
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