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ABSTRACT

Objective To compare and analyze the image characteristics of liver metastases of colorectal cancer
in contrast-enhanced ultrasonography (CEUS) and CT. Methods 72 patients with liver metastases of
colorectal cancer who were admitted to our hospital from July 2018 to April 2019 and confirmed by
surgery and pathology were selected as the research subjects. The imaging features such as location,
size, enhancement method and degree of enhancement of the surrounding liver parenchyma
were observed. Results In the 72 patients with liver metastases of colorectal cancer, 16 had single
metastases; 56 had multiple metastases, of which 23 had 2~4 metastases, 14 had 5~8 metastases,
and 19 had more than 8 metastases. Conventional ultrasound showed hypoechoic and hyperechoic
lesions, of which 31 were hypoechoic and 41 were hyperechoic. The average lesion was (39.28+16.85)
mm. CEUS examination showed that in the enhanced scan of liver metastases in 70 patients, 31
patients showed overall enhancement and 41 patients showed peripheral enhancement. The
degree of enhancement was higher than that of liver parenchyma. CT examination showed overall
enhancement of liver metastases in 12 cases and peripheral enhancement in 56 cases. The degree
of enhancement was consistent with that of CEUS, and was higher than that of liver parenchyma. In
hepatic metastases in the venous phase,CEUS and CT examinations showed a decreasing in the degree
of enhancement, which was significantly lower than that of the liver parenchyma, showing low echo
and low density. Conclusion Both CEUS and CT can effectively show the imaging characteristics of
liver metastases of colorectal cancer, but CEUS has higher diagnostic value in blood perfusion of liver
metastases of colorectal cancer.
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