SPECTFOMRIZE

20165ES H 145 5501 A7

#® X

RCTH Tl K i2
T R 5P A 723 AR HE %%
BRIt {ES TS5
xR ¥E 4

1. S XFE= A\RERIMEER
WEFTRl Gilde =2 443000)

2.k KFE=- ARERMEER
B &Rl GHdt B2 443000)

FRE FER ARER

(2] A& AFRHEZCTA TIERL B
TR JE PR R A AL M. F i T 2014
1R -20155F4 F 718 i IR 4%, I B4 45 AHCT
FEELWERATBIEASEH 60D, 25
Wt 77 ik B o A LR LE (B8 3% CTHa44) A=
st ELE (FALCTHAME) , hFRAEELS
LR A, HHAL W IEAFE. R
FHEEmR. FRRELAE, #2 0
BRI E AR A 93, 33%, xR
(83.33%) &, P<0.05; MRS WH %
JNFRALHE S (1,00 x 0. 70) mm?, 33t FE 48
B9 (2. 72 x 1. 80) mm*)~, MLILH AR A kP
¥R RE¥ T, P<0.05;
LA BB SR & & (3. 33%) Bt pésn
(0. 00%) FbiR £ FREFE, P>0.05, #%
3 5R CTR T e AR5 B JE. 30 A T S I 56 A5
VAT st APt B & S48, B
ERZUHEHE, TRRLEEFIK,

ZakEg.

[543 ] ME2RAT B A 4EAS; 383&CT,
FrAfIE; R R B

[F B £5] R445.3; R735

[ #kArinag] A

DOI:10.3969/j.issn.1672-

5131.2016. 05. 034

BIAAEE: ARE AR

110 -

Value Analysis on Enhanced CT Applied in
Clinical Diagnosis of Peritoneal Metastasis
of Abdominal Tumor and Randomized
Evaluation

LI Yong—jun, YIN Yi—fa, LIN Guo—cheng. Division of Radiotherapy and
Chemotherapy, The Second People's Hospital of Yichang Tumor Hospital, Yichang
443000, Hubei Province, China

[Abstract] Objective This paper is to look into the value of enhanced CT for clinical
diagnosis of peritoneal metastasis of abdominal tumor. Methods Sixty patients with
abdominal tumor metastasis admitted in CT Room, Division of Image of the Hospital
from January, 2014 to April, 2015 were selected, and these patients were divided into
two groups according to different diagnostic methods (enhanced CT scan) and the
control group (conventional CT scan), surgical pathology results were referred, and
the diagnostic accuracy, the area of minimum planted lesion and incidence of adverse
reactions of two groups of patients were compared. Results The diagnostic accuracy of
patients in the observation group was 93.33%, being higher than that of patients in the
control group (83.33%)(P<0.05). Minimum area of planting lesions of patients in the
observation group hit (1.00 X 0.70) mm?, being lower than that of patients in he control
group at (2.72 X 1.80) mm?, average width and length of planting lesions of patients in the
observation group were less than those of patients in the control group (P<0.05). There
comparison difference in the incidence of adverse reactions on patients in the observation
group (3.33%) and that on patients in the control group (0.00%) was not significant,
P>0.05. Conclusions Enhanced CT delivers the following advantages in clinical diagnosis
of abdominal peritoneal metastasis tumor: Higher sensitivity is imposed on small—size
planting lesions, significantly improving the diagnostic accuracy. Enhanced CT is provided
with low incidence of adverse reactions and high safety.
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