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Comparison of different imaging methodsin diagnosis of |eft renal vein entrapment syndrome
PR 20121105 R Asintl.  2013-02-17

DOI,

dhICREE PR E REREARX RN A IR SRS B R

W5 41 - Ultrasonography  Tomography, X-ray computer Left renal vein entrapment syndrome Diagnostic imaging

H4TH:

l{=a BT E-mail

T4 A LR BRL R SRR A LTAIG A e 4migl ] 361003

K SRR R LT A DR 2 e 7 B 2 B gt [ 361003 hs@xm.gov.cn
Ed SR BERE R AR R ZE LA AR 27 el 2 27 B} gt 1] 361003

i TR R T LT A 5 B P B el J] 361003

XIE e SRR S A O LA R 2 Bt O B gt 17 361003

Wk 4 SR A AR 2 LTI PR 2 e A 7 B 2k 4migdt i ] 361003

30T HIKHL 247
%

A LCRAR AR i W 22 B B 2 5 HE(LRVES I it ik AR — 4B 7 Ay 2 8 7 i R (TUD R 2R SOBI ISR PR 85 11 JR £ % v 30051 32 CT A 7 JJ'J%
AT i B Ak 2 B R ORI 2 S A 5 i R B ) g A A e A A A LB R SR B Bk S I T B K TR0 SR Ao DAL 56 A Bl DA L3k T i LRVESISBUR I Bk e 4521
4B S T LRV ESHURRE R 5752 53 )y 78.05%6(32/ A1) 1 77.78%6(7/9); 0 okl 4t 22 VY™ 5 B 15 e A B oy 42 LU R R AL 30 ok S5 2 = 8l ik i 92 £, TU LS ITL RV ESH ke FE 43531 09 95.12%
(39/41)71192.68%(38/41) K 57 iz /3 88.89%(8/9) 7188.89%6(8/9), 70 T~ 4kttt 7 CTL Wik FE AVHE 57 FE 433 oy 95.00%6(19/20) £190.00%6(9/10), e 1 Attt 75, 5 TULAIMBL. - 451 TULGARsH 2L
RVESIgafie J 4% 53 B w5 il 75 M CT S R R 58 3 o

ES'E I E

Objective To explore the value of different imaging methods in diagnosis of |eft renal vein entrapment syndrome (LRVES). M ethods Totally 50 patients with painless gross hematuria and proteinuria
underwent two-dimensional ultrasound (2DUS) and tomographic ultrasound imaging (TUI), while 30 of them underwent CT scan. The diameter ratio of the dilated part to the narrowed part of |eft renal
vein and the angle between the aorta and the superior mesenteric artery was measured, the sensitivity and specificity of different methods were compared. Results The sensitivity and specificity of 2DUS
was 78.05% (32/41) and 77.78% (7/9), respectively. Through measurement of the diameter ratio of the dilated part to the narrowed part of left renal vein and the angle between the aorta and the superior
mesenteric artery, the sensitivity of TUI was 95.12% (39/41) and 92.68% (38/41), and the specificity was 88.89% (8/9) and 88.89% (8/9), respectively, al higher than those of 2DUS. The sensitivity and
specificity of CT (95.00% and 90.00% ) were higher than those of 2DUS, similar to those of TUI. Conclusion TUI has high sensitivity and specificity in diagnosis of LRVES, which is more valuable
compared with 2DUS and CT.
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