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Mammary Gland Molybdenum Target
Photography and 3.0 T MRI Diagnostic
Value of Breast Cancer

LIU Jie, LUO Rui, YANG Lin. Department of Radiology, Hospital Affiliated to Hubei
University of Arts and Science, Hubei 410021, P. R. China

[Abstract] Objective Contrast of mammary gland molybdenum target photography and
enhanced MRI in the diagnosis of breast cancer, the advantages and disadvantages in
the evaluation of the value of two inspection ways. Methods A retrospective analysis of
71 patients with breast mass X—ray mammography, MRI and pathological examination
results, calculate the two inspection methods for breast cancer detection accuracy and
sensitivity, specific degrees. Resultss Mammary gland molybdenum target in breast cancer
detection sensitivity, specificity and accuracy were 59.5%, 62.1%, 60.6%, enhanced MRI
for breast cancer detection sensitivity, specificity and accuracy were 76.2%, 79.3% and
77.5% respectively. MRI for breast cancer detection rates are higher than molybdenum
target photography, the difference was statistically significant between the two (x >=5.142,
P<0.05). Conclusion In the breast cancer detection accuracy and sensitivity, specific
degrees, MRI is superior to mammography, significant differences between the two.
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