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Value of ultrasonography and mammography in diagnosis of breast ductal carcinoma in situ
and breast invasive ductal carcinoma
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A

BH: BT AIESERE (ductal caicinoma in situ,DCIS) SZERSEMSEYRE (invasive ductal carcinoma,

IDC) HUBAERIEIEXERASIHIEER. A ERMESHT1600IEE (BiF626IDCISEERISHIIDCEE) RIERER
FEREXEE L, ER161NILIREI T, B2 DCISfEkE (DCISAH) KRIIMDCHE,E (IDCAH) . FBAEXTIDCAERITHY
RHEARETOCISE, WABIHERFRITFEN (P<0.05) ;| MABFRMERRIFAA, LR, D5
IERIMRESEFBFITFEN (P<0.05) , HIEXGERBFMIGHEERBRITFEN (P<0.05) ; FWHEAE
I REEX RN RN SHERNGIMERBRITFRY (P<0.05) . XFDCISE, BAEREIEXEmI e
FEFBRITFREN (P<0.05) ; ERMIASRIFRANSHRHERXLSHE, BHEDEERITFEX (P<
0.05) . £5IC:FLEREEEXEXIDCISERIARISIIZHIERRS, FERBAXIDCISHEIMIEH., MENSHIERRERI2
LS.

Objective:To explore the differences of ultrasonic data and mammography data between DCIS and
IDC.Methods:The ultrasound data and mammography data of 160 patients (included 62 DCIS and 98 IDC) were
retrospectively analyzed and compared.Results: There were 62 lesions of DCIS (DCIS group),99 lesions of IDC
(IDC group).The detection rate of ultrasound in IDC group lesions was significantly higher than it in DCIS
group(P < 0.05).0n ultrasonography,there were significant differences of tumor sharp,border,margin and Adler
flow grade between the DCIS and IDC group(P < 0.05).The detection rate of mammography in IDC group lesions
was significantly higher than it in DCIS group(P < 0.05).0n mammography,there were significant differences of
tumor sharp and margin between the DCIS and IDC group(P < 0.05).In DCIS group,the detection rate of
ultrasound was significantly higher than mammography (P <0.05) .There were significant differences of tumor
margin and calcification between the two methods(P < 0.05).Conclusion:Mammography is superior to ultrasound
in detection of calcifications.However,ultrasound can improve the accuracy of identification and

characterization of the lesion in DCIS.
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