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[Abstract] Objective: To evaluate the value of conventional MRI, diffusion weighted imaging
(DWI) and dynamic contrast enhanced (DCE) MRI in the diagnosis and differential diagnosis of paro-
tid leomorphic adenoma (PA) and adenolymphoma (AL). Methods: The imaging findings (including
conventional MRI,DWI and DCE-MRI at a 3. 0T scanner) of 44 cases (49 lesions) with parotid pleo-
morphic adenoma (26 lesions of 25 cases) and adenolymphoma (23 lesions of 19 cases) were retrospec-
tively analyzed,and the diagnostic efficiency of main imaging signs and indexes obtained in each ima-
ging technique were evaluated. Results: (D20 lesions (20/26) of the pleomorphic adenoma were located
in the upper pole of the superficial lobe;17 lesions (17/23) of the adenolymphoma were located in the
deep lobe and the lower pole of the deep lobe. There was statistically significant difference as for loca-
tion between the two groups (y*=12.663,P<C0.05). @ The average ADC value of pleomorphic adeno-
ma was 1. 838X 10 *mm?/s,and that of adenolymphoma was 0. 899 X 10 ?mm?/s. There was statisti-
cally significant difference of ADC value between the two groups (t= —10. 106, P<C0. 05). @ DCE-
MRI TIC of 22 (22/26) pleomorphic adenomas were type A (continuous inflow type) and TIC of 20
(20/23) adenolymphoma were type B (washout type). There was statistically significant difference in
TIC types between the two groups (y*=42. 117, P<0. 05). @ Compared with the adenolymphomas,
the pleomorphic adenomas had lower values of K,..., K, and iAUC, but higher V. values. There was
statistically significant difference in the K., and V. values between the two groups (t=—2.177 and
t=4.241,both P<C0. 05). Conclusion: Multimodality MRI techiniques have high application efficiency
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in diagnosis and differential diagnosis of parotid pleomorphic adenoma and adenolymphoma.

[Key words] Magnetic resonance imaging; Multimodality; Parotid neoplasm; Pleomorphic ade-

noma; Adenolymphoma

75 H8 R B o b LU 2 JF 14 IR 98 (pleomorphic
adenoma, PA) F itk 988 (adenolymphoma, AL) & &
L o ol T 33X R R 1 A 2 AT Sl 22 ORI IR TR
I7 5 IR 58 A AR B A i o A 1 5 15 4 )
W B EE IR S, B R LR R E
W TS R R B F2 B ARG A T B BEAE G T IR R
R MRI R AIHEFE b A SIS IR 298 1 i 9 ) 43
FEH 22 o RF T bk E28 938 110 41 T R XS 5/ o % T e e 8 194 %
FEBIF 5 B Dy 70 DL o iy L 3 26 SCRR b B 4 3 04 iR 1 T2
SFRHE GRAL B B R GL R O AT 2 — 2.
WA B R Y OUMA AR (diffusion weighted
imaging , DWI) J 2y 25 %t bb 3 5if 9 3 4 4% (dynamic
contrast enhanced, DCE-MRD X} K& | %4 I Ji& i 95
FTUE RS AH R ZBEES MRT 6 I R R fi 38
PEAT 23 BT BB S8 A8 /D o HAT 1 i 2 A0 S IR AT .
SEE S MU AR L ] B 73 A 22 08 1 g6 0 R o 12
A0 3. 0T % M MRI,DWI fl DCE-MRI 4§ £ # 25 5%
PRBORE 1B TEAR o 08 R R B R B R AR AR 12 T i
e

MRETE

L — ek

[a] B 3 B AS B 2015 42 9 H —2018 42 5 H & T
AR K AR S 1 44 9 IR R P R ) s ) W R, R
2B R R 25 ) (3 26 Akt . 55 10 @il % 10
i, A0S 15~65 %, -1 (40. 62, 3) & IRk I8 19
i (3 23 Akt . 55 12 B 2 7 )L AR RS 11~62 4,
FHI(49.5E3. D . FEBIAABRAE : QR A AT A E X
JIE i i A8 3 AT AT ] b B ECIR YT s @ MRT 4 7 51 58
# R AL 45 R L MRILDWI K DCE-MRI; @ K14 3% b .
TG 12 W 1 PR 5% 5 A i A5 2R

2. MRI & 25 KA &

i | Siemens Skyra 3. 0T #8 S L WRi{Y ., & M
MRI 49 )5 51 43 45 ## il jif SE T, WI,STIR T, WI J%
SEMRTE STIR T, WI; DWI 351 3% i Bk i#% % SE EPI
J¥%1: TR 13000 ms, TE 98 ms, # #f 229 mm X
229 mm,b {HEL 0.400.600.800 A1 1000 s/mm’, |2 )&
4 mm, [@FE 0. 4 mm;DCE-MRI: % ] = 4k %5 B N i P
SR AH AR B [ % 51, TR 5. 08 ms, TE 1. 85 ms. B
f 15°, M B 229 mm X 229 mm, JZ & 4 mm, [8] 5
0.4 mm, PAJRAR G &L ot 47 2 S8 A MRI S H
S5 o 5 P v RV A s 8 0 i Dk A 3 X R Gd-DTPA,

Xf H 3 0. 2 mmoL./kg, FE S 2 2. 0 mL/s. Bl 5
fd ] 20mL AR FER K vh A8 B S i 22 R 4R 40 DRI
A R AR S AT ] 4 min 45 s,

3. KgAb PR

H 7 LA b S AR B Uk N7 43 A R R B R
20 A I X i K TS 2852 A R ) DB AN — B A
S =R [ e e . B AL MR 35U 5 46 A -
Pk S DACE YRV UNESVARIE /OIS 6 0| N NN 1R
LA S rm . DWLWESEAR: A b fH DWI |kt
A5 5 58 B2, I R WL YT I &R £ Capparent diffusion
coefficient, ADC) {H ., fE Siemens Syngo ( Multi-Mo-
dality Workplace, MMWP) T g4 {#i i Tissue 4D #&
A GEF Tofts P Z B 1) 3153 77 %) % DCE-MRI
B JEAT 43T, WS 48 b+ 22 e k0 B (8] -15 5 0
BH 2k (time signal intensity curve, TIC) , Ji18 A m# #
(K ) < LS A0 200 A0 [ B A B EE (VO 3 R
B(K.,) X} e 57 vk B Bl 26 R 40 46 1 A Cinitial area
under curve,iAUC) LU EESH ., #% IR Yabuuch
AR TR f TIC 43 4 B A BN RRSER A
T W AR B ] (T o) =120 85 B Ay BE 5 0s T e <<
120 s, BRIE AR =300 C BUONF G B, T, <120 s, B
T <C30% ;D By F-3A, %F DCE-MRI 317 43 #r
IF s e 552 5o b otk Ak fi B IR 9 X ) ) ROT, 7 2 sk T
i 9eg A B 718 IR FE X . ROT K/ 42~47 mm” s fEb=
800 s/mm” ff) ADC P& 1l & f 4 1) ADC fi, ROI
f92) il 2 i DCE-MRI b 3% B ROT #9378 12 R/
M 3 YIRS

4 GEAteE o

fiz 11 SPSS 19. 0 ZE 1 F BEAT Kt o br . P4
LR ALE B F SR & TIC i & 8B/ R
Ky R IEASYER IR A5 R WOR 2 At R R
FFE IR A I, SR I ST AR AS ¢ 4G 56 bE 4 7 2H T
ADC K Ko, Ve FHAUC {1 22 5 XA ) 22 B A
Gt E B LS (ADC K,,... M1 VO #1732 H TAE
¥ AiE il 28 (receiver operating characteristic curve,
ROC) 73 #r 1 7 % 5112 B 1) 18 16 5T 23 A 12 W7 S5 RE .
PL P<<0.05 R ZERAGIHE L.

& R

25 BIZIEPE MR (26 M kk) 5 19 {51 R bk B2 0
(23 A 7EH B MR F i 245 2% 0 & K 52 vk 43 i
BRI 1. AROFTEH . ZIE IR 200 T IR



AT Sz 2018 4F 12 A% 33 %5 12 ] Radiol Practice, Dec 2018, Vol 33,No. 12 1243

1 BARRPAFREERRRANT o

o e R
A

% vt/ et 20/6 4/19  15.308 0. 000

Em/ T 20/6 6/17  12.663 0.000
HECEL) S 24/1 15/4  1.654 0.198
Ik

1 B 25 19 1.189 0.267

2tk 13 4 4.361 0.037
X /) (<{3cm/>3cm) 17/9 10/13  2.637 0.124
HRCGHE/RF) 24/2 20/3  0.021 0.885
£ % 11 10 0.322 0.570

A CIE 1) ok R 220 T B AR R I LR (B 2) B
Y () KRB AL 22 57 HA Ge i 3 L (P<<0. 05) 1M
Bk RN KGR 22 RS L (P>0.05)
WA AL KL 7E 45 7 8 B R A5 5 5 i e i o it
SERWFE 2, AW, ZIRHEREE T WI 24K
55,75 T, WL.DWI #l ADC [& I Jy 35 5] 85 R ¥ 5] &
i (E la~d); Rk EREAE T, WL | R ¥5 8 AR~
SMEAE S (B 220, T, WI & AR 5) %55 (16/23,
2b) 1 s kb 9 A AR AR A 5 X (1l 3) . DWI | £
NS mlE S (21/23, 18 20) ,ADC B F £ 25 S
(20/25. 18 2d>, PiZEME7E T, WI.DWI A1 ADC &
FAR SRR 22 5 BT it 7 5 (" =29, 837, P<<
0.001; y* = 8. 391, P = 0. 004; y* = 39. 536, P <<

Bl AMRKRSEHBERE. o T, WI L AMBRKRA
TRMEH >t REF, 2P ARKEFT FD . A RF
Wi b) T,WI Esmkk 2 R34 FH42 5 ()5 o DWI
rREBEEMEHES; O ADC A LR EZMHHE T,
ADC 18 4 (1. 656 0. 21) X 10 *mm?/s; e) & k4
TICWEERFLEAAAR); D K. AHE, 2 FmkE
AZF . G BeMm . AEEHNTHREETRE

Gl () .02 mm e K, (A8 st 44k

0.00) .78 T\ WI EAfF S RAEM 22 7 LG i 8 X
(y*=1.700,P=0.192>>0.05),

26 MZILVERE T 22 DALY TIC S A BI(E
le) 4 A~ C AU, 23 ARk 8 f 20 S H Ak TIC
o BRICIE 2e) .3 A2 C B P4l ] TIC M1 22 57
B8 X (" =42.117,P<C0.001),

P AL ADC K e Ko, W Ve FHAUC (B X 58
RESE STUE S

%3 W4kt ADC 4 DCE-MRI 2 48 R % b 2 A7

) N i Jai:

B % IR

0.89940.219 —10.106 0.000
0.34840.356 —2.177 0.041

ADC(mm?/s) 1. 838=20. 357
Kirans (min™1) 0.162+0.118

Kep(min™ 1) 0.646+1.440 1.213+0.770 1.555 0.128
V. 0.539£0.290 0.267%0.118 —4.241 0.000
iIAUC 11.965410. 667 18.060£10.310 1.904 0.064

PIZH i (8] ADC {9 22 5 A e it 22 8 L (P<
0.001) ,DCE-MRI & & Z ¥/ Hr 45 B s . 5 IRk 2
o LLER  Z TR B I K K FHAUC AR V. fE
i (B 12D A ] K FT VBB 2 R A ST R
Y (P<C0.05) i K., # iAUC 1922 S ¥ G525
X (P<<0.05),

ROC 4k 73 ¥ 725 (& 4), L ADC = 1. 330 X
10 mm® /s iy BE . %0012 W 208 P IR Je 55 0 bk 12088
MIBIER BE 94, T FE R 84, O FF B N
98.7%, i1 2k T m X ( area under curve , AUC ) K

k2 WARREFHANMTLAN o

oy T, WI T, WI DWI ADC
2 mpd B8 RME M RHH KA HA RHE HA RHAYS HH RHY
KIS KEEE BT BEET F£%F  BEFT BT BEEF BET KT KEER
% TR T 25/26 26 0 11 15 0 12 14 15 11 0 0
Rk B I8 19/23 20 3 0 7 16 2 21 0 3 5 15




1244 WO SE R 2018 4F 12 A4 33 %% 12 81 Radiol Practice, Dec 2018, Vol 33, No. 12

B2 AMRKREKECHE, &) T,WI LRt 2 RN HKEFT G a7 Fw; b) T.,WI a2 R34
FRZFGD) AR Fw; o DWVI LR 2R3 49 5425 (35 ; ) ADC B Lt ZAH4&42 5 (57), ADC 15 %
(0.898.640.139) X10 *mm?*/s; ) M TICHEREAARABAE); D K. AHB. ETHEN 4. %

FZEMEA AKEALTGH . RIBRLAAKSHY K. i, B3
B4 ADC.K,.fo V. 1855 BRI 5 828 5 Mok €9 49 69 ROC w1 &,

3 ZARARAZ F (A7)«
ADC ffi#g AUC kK R FHES B AR R F .

0. 88035 LA Ky =0. 321min ' Ay [ {E . 4 51 P Fofi 22 /Y
LWBUR T 78, 90 RS 20 000 FF B Rl
29.1%,AUC J 0. 600; Lk V.=0. 326 JyB{H . %512
W 1 BRR B O 68, 400 R SR 80. 000 FF A RN
77.2%,AUC J} 0. 935,

o

22 M e 0 bk 28 98 2 A A DL g R B e e
S o LI R R B — E R AR L 022 ol T T 45 T s
B IR B AT T A M O A R AR I AR
GERETC T TR S AR M T T B AR R
KT VAL .

ARSI FE G E A AT T3k T 28 iR 1 B MIRT 36
B E B B KNS R E o 2 T8 1
S o7 1 IR IR R i (20/26) A1 B A (20/26) L AT L 43 B
(13/26) , Btk (988 W) 22 57 T UL B R i (19/23) FIL T Ak
(17/23) HA 43 W B (4/23) , PG 410 k-7 & A 356
PR R EMESFEARIT¥HAE L (P
0. 05)  H v, Z T8 B9 b 4% 22 kb AT I 43 HEALE L 7 fig
52 BA —E AR 2B M A A ) A —
SERIOC RS, ARWESE v W RO A8 i) MRT R 4E 5 BE A
(B 5% 45 SRR AR — 30,8 2 800 58 38 o X 3k 5 g A2

PSR AR AR . T, WI L& i 8

HEAT R IR

PR P kL fE T W B2 2 ARE 5 B IE 5 I AR
HEEHERMRDIAL 78 T.WI LRI EES .
T A8 2 2000 A 0 R IR ARME . 208 1 IR 1
T, WI.DWI fil ADC [l ¥R N ¥ 5 SR 5 i fE
S MR ERAE T, WI E R EE5# 5 69.6% 16/
23) .DWI |2 R A EESH 5 91. 3% (21/23),
ADC & | 8 ¥ 5] 8RB 5K A5 5 & &7 87. 024 (20/
23) SR A T, WIL.DWI 1 ADC [l I {55 %5 s
] 2% 5 B A Bt X (P<<0.05), k2% Sl fe
55 R0 IR ) 0 2 R A A OR Z TR R E
S b B RN R AN 2 R T 5T P B TR N AR
L R I B R e R M A L 9 R A
JELFN & Ik ELRE R B AR . ARG A 1 R i
B FRR I MRT R B, 76 T, W gkl Py K343 X
B ARARAT 5, Howg B BRIz 8 4k Giig LR
IO,

DWTI 1 ADC {EL1F by 6 T 1 PR PFAR K2 19 1903000 17
FEPE AR T AR Iz N TR MR A MIRT & A
H R AN TR Y 5 B 1 i R A8 HR X RS [ A R
FEARNTR b AAE#EFT DWI K4 . 3R15 19 EUR A R 15
Wb, ARWFSE R A 3. 0T MR K #4%, #E £ 0,400,



AT Sz 2018 4F 12 A% 33 %5 12 ] Radiol Practice, Dec 2018, Vol 33,No. 12 1245

600,800 Fi1 1000 s/mm?* 5 > b {H. L5 R BRI L
TE-E B 98 A0 B Itk B 98 /E b =800 s/mm” f) DWI | A
A BT A W L, A5 ) ADC #4948 43 1 R 1. 838 X
10 °f1 0. 899 X 10 * mm?/s; L ADC ff = 1. 330 X
10 mm® /s /5y B AF . 4550 2 i 2% 112 W7 UK 2
e SRS Rk 94, 7% .84, 0% F1 98. 7%,
ADC HEA B EMZWIGE. LiRZ R Eida %
[ RIF 5% 45 SR A — B

¥ DCE-MRI 315 #9955 4t TIC 43y by 150, A
R ZIPENRIE R TIC £ A K184, 6 %) Fi1 C AU
(15.4%0) 1M B bk L8 i) TIC KRBk B (87, 0 %) Al
CHI(13.0%) . TEFEAR HF G 22 T8 1 i 98 g kb 52 2R
R RS AL 1 RRAE S L B AR b A S5 WA
S T 9 B 98 o ke P BB T e T i A B A i
BRI R R, DX —FRAE M B BE AR KR/ g
SEU R A A — B T TR A I 25 S 1)
A —E 25 5 AT AR5 DR R A BIF 9 v 3 TR 955 061 85 i 2>
A REFETEAIAR IR 22 5

DCE-MRI € 1 43 #r & % % Lo 50 76 1487 55 20 22 1)
Wil 22 [ ) 3 48 2o B2 A7 40 A7« 38 AR /9 254 3 ) 2%
BT 5 H If3E 8h 1 24 2 850, of i 4 4 o A5 o A A
I3 U 3 S A AT R AR Y . 7 DCE-MRI £ #%
pU Lo S TS o s i 1 = A W5 SO =
Sk B S MR N LA A Y AR EE A 45 A (mi-
crovessel structure, MVS) 4 5 ; i 7F B 1A 97 B %) kb
FR) L A3 A T A M AN R B O Bk Y A5 S 0 R R
53 & %8 B (microvessel denisity, MVD) F138# 3% 1
AN ARHF Y i DCE-MRI 4301 2 50l
Ja BB Z T BRI K Ko, ATAUC (KT iR
WRELIR L T Ve YE & T IR R P 2 ) K, A
V. HP 25 BA g2 5 L (P<<0. 05), K, fl iIAUC
IR TG I E L(P>0.05), K. {80865 7
BT B bk EEL R PN B B I A SE R L O R S O R Y AR
R SH AR R A AR AR R MVS il MVD 8 GE A %
KFR . Vo EREATR BT BRI ER N 405 53 A5 25 46 4l
FfL A1 ] B A A R AE . B T BEAE SR ] DCE-MRI X} %
PRI A2 1647 R 5 2 8003 B 1 Sk 35 /0 HL 4% Sk b
SE AT R I AR ) S R A AN TR Dl EE Y
& ROT /N 6 B R BB 58 42 B i8S g o8 358 % Ee
ARG 0 45 2 B0 V0 2 B 52 P 2% L i L s &k
2 A BERRAE 9 AR 55 52 B I 150 1) T RE A7 A8 1% 22 L
1HBAE A Ryt — L Rk

25 b AR SE R H 283 MR J5 3% 28 1%
I 968 PR bR EL R A T 2 S R A (R B B S LR
NGB RO B SR (T, WI, T,WI,DWI, ADC &),
DCE-MRI Ht TIC 28 fI 3 2 80 (K, Ko L Ve il

IAUO ARG BT L8 bt — P T
A2 Wi Bl P SR i R S 3T 3R 7 O S8 4R I B 0IE
H1 T A 5w 910 80 2L 7 T 2 191 1) 22 TR 3R 00 A
TR ASEMENE R A FEH#E-LY K
FEA 5835 HH R AT

S % LK :
(1] BRZEHE. ACFT 56 W 4 S0 25 B8R 2200 70 I 98 2 R B0 R Oy =X 19
BLT] K B BE 2 2% 7 ,2010,8(2) : 130-134.

[2] Yabuuchi H, Matsuo Y, Kamitani T,et al. Parotid gland tumors
can addition of diffusion-weighted MR imaging to dynamic con-
trast-enhanced MR imaging improve diagnostic accuracy in charac-
terization[ ] ]. Radiology,2008,249(3):909-916.

[3] Daguci L, Simionescu C,Stepan A, et al. Warthin tumor morpho-
logical study of the stromal compartment[]]. Rom J Morphol Em-
bryol,2011,52(4) :1319-1323.

(4] KB, gL , S 5EME . 45, 3. 0T MR 514 5 Sz DWT X i g i
Io S 5032 e 0 G L. O PR 27 2% 35, 2018, 37(1) : 38-42.

[5] BeEE  RRAE LK TG L AF. DWIBR G gh A B3R MR %5 5112 07 18 i
e R . A R 2 AR R, 2014,30(7) 1 1015-1018.

(6] EfF,aKuH, £7, 5. § M MRTUIK S DWILE AR OL R i
LW LT, B 2 508, 2012, 27(4) £ 378381,

L7]  TRBUE B BebR, TR T, 55, R IR IR 28 9 CT . MRI 2 3 HRRAE
(1. et 52 %, 2014,29(5) . 529-532.

(8] Zfar, s AU B, 5. IR 200 Mk I 93 B IR ik B0 1 2 I
Z Logistic [l 9 43 By [J]. o 6 B 2 52 R R 2016, 3(5) - 713-
715.

(90 PRVL, ARE IR Th, 45 0 M B U4k L0 it 1 5 MISCTT 3 BRI IR
o BB LI, 1 R B 2 00 0 Sk 3540 B Z% 35 2015, 29 (24)  2129-
2132.

[100 AR &S BTLR, 5. ST R 20 4 IR 3R CT #5859

HEXS BT ] op B e B A 2 2017, 34(12) 1 1236-1240.

[11] ZA&E#. T T A SCHR . %, ADC FE AR 36 R 56 550 B S 3 4 1)
LWL . I R 2 2% 35, 2018, 37(1) : 32-35.

[12] FEida S,Sumi M, Sakihama N, et al. Apparent diffusion coefficient
mapping of salivary gland tumors: prediction of the benignancy
and malignancy[ J]. AJNR,2007,28(1):116-121.

[13] Khalifa F, Soliman A, El-Baz A, et al. Models and methods for
analyzing DCE-MRI:a review[ J/OL]. Med Phys,2014,41(12) ;
e124301. http://dx. doi. org/10. 1118/1. 4898202

[14] TR BURIF R 2 2 A 0 58 0 L4 s w7 LT . e 3R 1%
2015,6(8):561-565.

[15] Lee FK,King AD,Ma BB, et al. Dynamic contrast enhancement
magnetic resonance imaging (DCE-MRD for differential diagno-
sis in head and neck cancers[]J]. Eur J Radiol,2012,81(4) 784~
788.

[16] Steingoetter A, Menne D, Braren RF. Assessing antiangiogenic
therapy response by DCE-MRI: development of a physiology
driven multi-compartment model using population pharmacomet-
ries[ J/OL]. PLoS One, 2011, 6 (10) : e26366. https://doi. org/
10. 1371/journal. pone. 0026366

CUc g F 391 :2018-05-05 % [l H 1B} : 2018-08-09)



