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Comparison of imaging features of intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma with different pathological grad-
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[Abstract] Objective: To discuss the imaging features of intrahepatic cholangiocarcinomas with
different pathological grading and improve the diagnosis. Methods; Retrospective analysis of the MRI
imaging features and pathological data of 39 cases of intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma was performed.
According to different pathological grading,all cases were divided in three groups: well-differentiated
group (n=10),moderately differentiated (n=18) and poorly differentiated group (n=11). The ima-
ging appearances were compared among the three groups. Results: There was no statistically significant
difference among the groups in imaging features including predilection site, margin, uniformity, maxi-
mum diameter and accompanying signs (P>0. 05). Well-differentiated intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma
more frequently presented as round mass (8/10,80. 0% ),compared to 50. 0% and 63. 6% in moderate-
ly differentiated and poorly differentiated group (P <C0. 05). In high differentiation group, the tumor
often showed type [ and [[ enhancement (8/10,80.0%),compared to type [[ enhancement in moder-
ately differentiated group,type [l and [V enhancement in poorly differentiated group. There was sta-
tistically significant difference among three groups in enhancement pattern (P<C0.05). There was sta-
tistically significant difference between well-differentiated and poorly differentiated group (P<C0. 05).
Conclusion : Well-differentiated intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma more often shows round, well-defined
mass and type | and [[ enhancement,compared to irregular mass and type [l enhancement in poorly
differentiated group.
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