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[Abstract] Objective: The aim of this study was to summarize the CT findings of appendiceal

CT findings of mucinous cystadenoma/cystadenocarcinoma of appendix

mucinous cystadenoma/cystadenocarcinoma,and to further improve the understanding of those disea-
ses. Methods: 45 patients with mucinous cystadenoma/cystadenocarcinoma of appendix confirmed by
post-operative pathology were retrospectively analyzed. The lesion morphology, calcification, solitary
wall nodule, enhancement degree and abdominal cavity metastasis were statistically analyzed. Results:
Of 45 patients,there were 27 cases of appendiceal mucinous cystadenoma, which had multi-locular ir-
regular or single locular round mass in right lower abdomen, with different degrees of calcification and
formation of solitary wall nodule. The other 18 cases were appendiceal mucinous cystadenocarcinoma,
with infection (n=2) and implantation metastases in the peritoneal cavity (n=15),irregular cystic-
mass;calcification and formation of solitary wall nodule were also found. There was a statistically sig-
nificant difference between the two groups in the diagnosis of the lesions by observation of morpholo-
gy,degree and pattern of enhancement,and whether there was any peritoneal metastasis (P<Z0. 05).
There was no significant difference in the differential diagnosis between the two groups with single
wall nodules and calcification (P>>0. 05). Conclusion: CT scan can explore characteristics of appen-
diceal mucinous cystadenoma/cystadenocarcinoma, which is useful for the diagnosis and differential di-
agnosis.
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