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Contrast-enhanced ultrasonographic diagnosis of
focal nodular hyperplasia: A Meta-analysis
ZHAO Cai-hong » LI Zhi-zxian" , ZOU Liang-ying

(Department o f Ultrasound , the First Af filiated Hospital of Guangxi Medical
University, Nanning 530021, China)

[Abstract] Objective
(FNH) with Meta-analysis. Methods Relevant studies in Pubmed, CBM, CNKI and VIP was searched. Study quality was

To assess the value of contrast-enhanced ultrasonographic diagnosis of focal nodular hyperplasia

assessed using criteria derived from a quality assessment of diagnostic accuracy studies (QUADAS). Study selection, quality
assessment and data extraction were performed by two reviewers independently. Statistical analysis was performed with Me-
ta-disc software. Results Seven studies were included and were found to be of moderate methodological quality. Summary
sensitivity and specificity was 0. 89 and 0. 98, respectively, summary positive likelihood ratio was 37. 89, summary negative
likelihood ratio was 0.19 (all P<C0.1), while weighted area under summary receiver operating characteristic was 0. 99,
standard error was 0. 02. There were heterogeneities in these researches. Conclusion Diagnostic value of FNH with con-
trast-enhanced ultrasonography is high, and discussing heterogeneity can improve the level of diagnostic research.
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