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Impact of different ROI selection methods on histogram analysis
parameters based on enhanced T1WI of high-grade gliomas
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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the repeatability of different ROI seletion methods on histogram analysis parameters
of enhanced T1-weighted images of high-grade gliomas (HGGs). Methods Four ROI selecting methods (small ROI
method, contour ROI method, threshold ROI method and volume ROI method) were used to measure the histogram
parameters on enhanced T1WI of 45 HGGs patients. The consistency between 2 observers and the differences of histogram
parameters were evaluated. Results The consistent of the mean, standard deviation and kurtosis values measured using
volume, contour and threshold ROI methods between 2 observers were good (ICC=0.80), and of the skewness values
were moderate to good (ICC=0.73—0.90). The consistent of histogram characteristic parameters measured using small
ROI method between 2 observers were low to medium (ICC=0. 30—0. 69). Histogram characteristic parameters measured
with volume ROI method and contour ROI method had no significant difference (all P>>0.05), but the average value,
skewness value and kurtosis value measured with threshold ROI method were higher than those with volume and contour
ROI method (all P<C0.05), and the standard deviation of threshold ROI method was lower than that of volume ROI
method and contour ROI method (both P<C0.05). Standard deviation measured with small ROI method was lower than
that of volume ROI method and contour ROI method (all P<C0.05). Conclusion The consistency of histogram
characteristic parameters of HGGs on enhanced T1WI measured with volume ROI method is the highest, and different ROI
selection methods have some impact on the measurement results of histogram characteristic parameters of enhanced TIWI.
[Keywords] glioma; magnetic resonance imaging; histogram analysis; region of interest

DOI:10. 13929/j. 1003-3289. 201811061

ROI I F FHiEX S R A K G g 1E =
TIWI EFBEZH# K 2 iy

Kk KAWL, EFE LR OB, 2N RY
2B REME B R ER SR, B 2002403
2. g b R 2 KA R M R R B O R, BV 201203)

[ E] BM WSO TRE RS TIWL B J7 B 44T i 8 R [R5 ROT 19 0T 5 & 4 K 0 Wl it B 7 BURAAE 24800 5%
W, Fik 2 ZEES MM 4 Frk O~ RO B EE ROT L B{E ROT 5 FAAE ROT ) #E#% ROT Xt 45 1] &5 20 g
Fuge sham TIWI #6147 BT B S 8000 & ST s & I — B Rl R B AR SHmER. &R 2 A EICRAEE G EA
W ROT 500 5 5 3448 b v 22 04 B {8 34 — Bk 47 (ICC ¥92=>0. 80) i B — Bt o h 28 2= 47 (ICC 2 0. 73~0.90) , %

(ELTB] L RAT R DAMT R AEE %5434 (2018MW04)

[E—1EH] KUK (1988—) . B, TLIN A AR N L FE BRI+, FIREE W, WF5E 5 ) . W 45812 2% . E-mail: harrycheung2015@ outlook. com
CBIE1EE ] THFTE, [ P Bs 24 24 B B O B2 B il St ), 201203, E-mail: wang-jiaoyan@163. com

(7 BH#] 2018-11-11 [1&E HH#I] 2019-04-15



A [ BE A AR AR 2019 4E58 35 %5 6 ] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2019, Vol 35,No 6 « 819 -

FHZIN ROT 32 08 7 B AR AE 2 8000 — b A 8% 2 P 28 (ICC 2 0. 30~0. 69) . KR ROT il 4% B B ES S 1
JE ROI %% bt 22 RTG53 L (P $#2>0. 05) 5 B {H ROT 350 &7 ¥ {8 L Jm B8 06 B (4 35 i TR BURIAS 8T ROT 3%, 4R
2 B K TR E ROL K (P ¥1<C0. 05) 3/ ROT 50 2t A5 o 22 (% TR BRI B ROL¥: (P #5<C0.05) . #ik R
FA AR ROT 25 0 5 w2 95 31 g i 98 38 3 T1WT BUR H5 BURRAE S 80— Btk i e s R TR ks B ROT X 158 TIWI BHR B 7

PR IE 2 0N B 25 SR AP AE — R

(RSB ]  MRBTUR s MR G B7 047 5 O ER IX

[FE4SEKS] R739.41; R445.2 [CERFRIRALZT] A

i 2 J5 G 2 — ol LA A AN 349 S5 4 4 B R A Y
JE R L R BRI R AR, MR — R TR
It 0 43 A7 773 L7 R0 B AT R DA ek R S i, H
B 1 B B9 o3 B 55 5% %L % 002 W AT Al T AR
AU O BN 1 v SR R AT R A v R A TR
FIBLAS AR DL e R S i 3 s X 25 SR A
FERm AR ROT S8y 25t X B )y B 4 B A7 o 22
S, H RS AR TR ROT BE 86 77 7 10 9 6 R F0 vl 8 52
AAEE S BRAE By B 40 AT — fis 3o 3% 7 T Rl I K
JZ 1 F- 2 A ROT 5L ASRE #E— 25 X 4 g W Ak 38
FERL Ay WAR /D Xof e 4350 2 1 M5 B TR AR A i . AR
5T B TE B 0 8 ST 988 Chigh grade gliomas, HGGs)
WL s TIWI 7 B3 Hrvb AN [6] ROT 384807 25 00 4
TIE 2 B B ] 5 02 M B 4 B R
1 &RS5HE
L1 — okt WImdEs AT 2016 4F 1 H-—2018 4F 5
AT B REME L AN R E B2 MR £ I
LR BIIESE Y 50 ] HGGs B (WHO I ~Ng0 . % 27
B, 4 23 ) AFHE 25~72 % P4 (51. 1413.5) 8 s MR K
B HIARBEZALMIRYT . Ho 5 b 7 ES 0E AS b
e U ST P 2 A A TG T v O T DL HERR L 3 45 431
Y ABFSE A8 HGGs 1% 18 9] IV 2% 27 44,

[(XEHS]

1003-3289(2019)06-0818-05

1.2 &5 F* A Siemens Skyra 3.0T MR
AR 20 3 38 3k R B L AT 3l FLASH 741 3 5%
i, XTHFIRA G&-DTPA,#| & 0.1 mmol/kg & i
HOESHAE 2.0 ml/s, TR 250 ms, TE 2.5 ms, ##
1 70°, )22 8 mm, 2 #E 0. 8 mm,FOV 220 mm X
220 mm, 4[4 256 X 256,
1.3 EMZH DL DICOM #% 20 S % . 40l il 2
CAN A2 A e v [ A I T R
A H I IR FE KK i DI S 4 R v A i ROT,
/N ROT ¥ - 78 b 9 Je K2 w0 S B T R AT 2
3 AN TCHE & Y X, R & 3 2 i Ak X,
ROT H =500 18 F ; §& B ROT 2« 78 Mg fie K2 i
G L T e e 8 b 30 2% /) T, A 455 i 0 2 A8 R K IX
B B ROT 4k 78 b 97 Je K )2 T8 MR b L Uikt J 6]
K e DX 3R AR A S 1 (R v T O A kR A
ROT, 1 7 12 W] PRl 2 G i g 9% 728 L SR B8 43 JF O B8 5
PER AT s R TR ROT % . 38 J2 /) i I i B 2 J5 oAk
B = HER B ROL, IR — 20 Hr (B D

KM MaZda 4. 6 fF2)im ROT, I 52 B 5 K5
TESHL ., Xt BT A R AT IR BE AR HE AL AL 31, 3 7F i 5
HAFLLN B 7 B RE 280 O F ¥1{H , ROT N if A 1%
F KA S ARV YA s QbR ifE 25, B il R K B 18 1)

Area 18840
MinLum: 338

MasLum: | 530

zds 1D

B 1 4 Fh ROT2) i iR R X B AL/ RO 7 BB b Boar i 56 b s B4R RS ROT ik, By [ il 4o 25 42 0 A R
ROI % C. B{H ROI ¥ . By &l 2807 B Bl 2k s D RB ROT 8 , 3R 45 BMQ O B 80308 fc %2, T ) Il Wy 4 - A fe )™



« 820 -

o E B 2R R B R 2019 4E5S 35 #5258 6 ] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2019, Vol 35,No 6

BEHCORR BE s O I BEAR , S WK BE 4 i i AR 510 B OE
A AT B BEAE R 0, 1F CF) i B 28R 117 &1 il 26
A CAe) 23 A T 22 T A s GO U 32 {1 L e i iy [
T £ T ot 2 i 8 OF 2 L OE (B0 0 B 2R R L IE S
AT AREL CFHD B /A . 2 & R IRFEREFD ROT ik 45
TE TS 2 U B B R e A 450 6] il
SRR 2] ) ROT B 5 st i

L4 Gt 8 R SPSS 22.0 483143 b7 #5104
X B R AE 2 80 AT IE S P (ShapiroWilk
) K 5 £ 55 VE (Levene 0) ® 56, £F 6 1E 5 40 11 B9 %%
PELL x4 s £ AR ROT #0532 10 22 F vk iR
FHPR PR 2 7 224301, B L3R T LSD B A A IE
PO N EOR €D SRR VA G Sl N LB VA O =S N NI
ROI £ 75 M 2 5 W B R Kruskal-Wallis H
FRFNA 50, P0G L R I Bk e ik 45 & 2 LR, DA
P<<0.05 W ZESJH Gt L. WL H Al — B0k L4
N AH & & %X (intraclass correlation coefficient, ICC) ¥
#r . 1CC=0. 80 A — M 1.0.61~0.79 J—F
4,0, 41~0. 60 S —FPE—#,0. 11~0. 40 S —
A, <<0. 11 I o—ht.

2 g#R

2.1 WEHEME - 2 A EHRHAAR ROI
TEPE T VA DN B O R AR AE S 800 — B R UL 1,
SRR A B AN B ROT 325 90 5 249 {8 L A o 22 70
U 5 {35 — BUPE 4 (TCC $12>0. 80) - it B {H — Bk
=4 (ICC M 0. 73~0. 90) , 2K/ ROT B & A
5 R IE S 800 — Btk A Ak 2

£ 1 2H4EIMFZHAR RO & #7555 K
FRAE S 800 1CC {H (n=145)
ROI #4807 7% - H{E b ifis 22 it S8 18 U A
/N ROI 3 0. 69 0.58 0. 30 0.52
B ROI ¥ 0.93 0. 80 0.81 0.81
B {E ROT 0.91 0.85 0.73 0.92
B ROI ¥ 0.97 0. 85 0. 90 0.93

FRILF 3, R F ROT L0 i 45 17 R RRAE 2 505 5 5
ROI ¥ W 2 S TG T2 5 L (P 35>>0. 05) 5 H{E
ROT 210 5 57 34 0 i B L 06 B (8 2 & T R R AN 4
J# ROT ¥ A5 i 22 38 AR BRI 42 )5 ROT % (P 3 <
0. 05) 5/ ROT 3 2 b 1 22 44K F R B 46 B RO
2 (P #<C0.05),

3 Wit

3.1 FETHEEE TIWI By B 8RR AE 2 500 16 IR A
6 B 5 b3l 2ok R N 4518 3R 0 K B {5 B e 46
SRR A AT B IF R 7 AR AR 2 80k 1T i A
Bt s X S SRR T AR AL 2 P A R G TR AE 1T 2
WO I A A R A SRR SR TIWI % 1y
AR b JBE (L 25 25 R AIE 2 B0 e I 98 43 G L 2 1l 2
Wifs — el I &3 HGGs W BE i B 34
ol T AR G ) e T 9 5 T B A0 R A B (4 R AR 2
R S AR e ) I R 240 R RN B i A RS R UK
FEN 82.5% AERIE N 85. 7% s B ARBLAEN N N FE K
R P 25 2R G5k 9 T1WT 1 1R 3 1 ) A1 T e
5B A LA B R RCR 0. 907, B S 4d 0 B2 i

%2 4 FP ROT BEHEJ7 36 DN B EJ7 IR IE S BB (n=45)

4 (ICC S 0. 30~0. 69),

ROT 35 )5 7k FHE

b 22 i FE A W B2

2.2 AME RO @£y %45 A J .
_ /N RO ¥ 932.46+191.00  148.97454.77  0.54(0.15,0.94) 0.37(—0.18,0.76)
Sy - /4 7 Py = S I DY
JrRHIES BT ] R 1 50 ROI L 834.08+165.68  185.77+62.43  0.35(0.19,1.04)  0.48(—0.04,0.96)
RO MG EH F ERFIESE W RO 92758419031 159.56444.66  0.67(0.08.1.000  1.09(0.63.1,61)
FFEEmT A [(67. 63+ 12.15)s B  ABIROIIL _858.20171.60  196.22459.37  0.49(0.27,0.67) 0.18(—0.19.0.96)
. F/y i 7.30 7.82 28. 36 10. 27
H K = 3 L
WA T e B ROT & [(25. 22 + P1{a <<0. 001 <<0. 001 <<0. 001 0.016
7.03)s;t=21.83, P<C0.01].[H
BLROTIRLCS 512 163 5t #0304 F ROT i 5 Jy Uk 107 Pl 46 45 6 2 B0
; i Sl Rri FIE S
33.53, P<<0.01] #1/h ROI 3 Wjﬂﬁtt;é*%}[z@ﬁ)] R
L4 t

[(7.68-+1.75)s; t=239. 26, P<< il
0.01] RO #8877 1% 3 FH(E PrifE 2 it BE{EL U FBE (.

’ ° e /N ROT ¥ vs 588 ROT 1% 1.46(0.15)  —2.66(<C0.05) —1.58(0.12) 0. 23(0. 82)
2.3 AR ROUBEFHITTEMETT ROk w B ROIE 153013 —2.19(<0.05)  0.72(0. 48) 0.59(0. 56)
ARS8 B 4 FF /RO vs B ROTIE - —0.85(0. 40) 0.19€0.85)  —3.70(<0.05) —2.33(<00.05)

~T v N L 4 B bi S FH p . . . . 64 —1.47(0. 15 . .
ROT % £ 77 1 0 & 1 7 & 45 4F g R()I%vsﬁ\ii‘ ROI (z 0.07(0 94)_ 0. 47(0. 64) 1.47(0.15) 0 :j7<o 71)_

o o RN FeBE RO vs B ROTIE  —2.32(<C0.05)  2.85(<20.05)  —5.89(<20.05) —2.55(<20.05)
SR B ER ARG E X AT ROT ¥ vs B ROT ¥ —2.39(<C0.05)  2.38(<C0.05) —4.42(<C0.05) —2.92(<C0.05)

(P #5<C0. 05,3 2) , i L f %



A [ BE A AR AR 2019 4E58 35 %5 6 ] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2019, Vol 35,No 6 .« 821 -

R

3.2 RIE ROT #& £ 5 36 06 B BURRAE 2 5000 = 1 —
HEEA AR 2 A E IR AR RO L F
7 ERHES B0 — Bt e, 5 Han %00 BF58 25 1 28
L. AHE A2 ROT 7= A 1 3 261 i a3 A 5] L 74
RO 2 W] A )2 1T 35 1% O 17 » 52 A o 1 — 350k

TFEALA shak ¥ A 3h 2 m ROT A i 2> W52 2 (1)
TR AR — R P Yk A sh ik
H ROTIEZEAWF 5T h R4S T rp 48 F 47 09— B0t s A
TR Z BIES (G5 A E R TR A% i e —
[ o 80 2R AT 4381 3 BBOR FH % 7 125 000 42 A 321 1) —
R ROL K BEAL, B T 105 5 & 4490 A, i H
B — 8] {1 G 9 R A 0 B

/N ROT 3 [ B 52 08 %% 3 32 W0 R 22 % b ogs A & R
59 5 M 1 S ) 0O 5% 3 T]— SO RRAIG, L AR RO i 4
15 Bt /b, AT BB IC 5 v 0 DAk g 1 5 PR O AR AR A
W E T R IE S

A S L R T4 G L (B R AR R ROT 32 A il 2t
SEL % PR B (B E 5 52 ROT B8 7 0., R
B ROT YA, 2 44 B U0 o 0 2 1 19 — S5 HE A SR B0
HAE(ICC=0. 73) , A] BE B T A B 5% o 1 1 K 8 ™ 4% 4t
— A L B 22 R T B3O T A A AN P T A A
RN 52 7 B R B 8 di 52 i, F 80— Bk iF — 25
FEAIR
3.3 AN[A ROT B8 vk %t B FURRAE S 8000 45 R 1Y
s RFR RO 00 Mg i A J2 18 8088 98 A G2 it ]
Yol /N AR R 22 [ BF B 4 T i S B bR S P L BEE
AEEE AR T HoAh 3 ROk, B ROT 3K 5K
£ L AN IS L R = U 3 1 11 TR 2 0l 11 S 1
TONFI”, 52 A L AR B ROT 32 0 52 25 55 06 P52 O
5 RS BUE WAL N2 R Y XG4 L (P >
0.05),

BI(E ROT 35 D0 45 25 5 5 LAt 07 1 A0 L 384 5K
25 BT MR A RBEELAE S R U k1
S R T RUECHE A v 1 e A ) e g B
g o R B A A 3 A B B A =5 ( P<<0. 05) . Sk
FUROT JEAH o B8 725 0 2 1) - 35 8000 25 L s 1 22 D
I (P<<0. 05),

/N ROT 32 32 %2 35 B g o A6 350 40, b o 25 IR R
ROT 7 fii ik ( P<<0. 05) . i B {A . W% &£ {H 5 /& B ROI
R 25 TG v 2 3 AR 5 U 2 WL 3 £ WA
TR MR K L XE LA VE AR PR A R AR S 5L

25 BRI fE HGGs 58 TIWI B EIFRHE S50

WL SR AR TR ROT 38 8507 1 4845 1 — SO 7 Al
BB E S B Z BIAF e 22 5. SR B — B ROI
AN ROT 76 I o (1) FRAE 28U AR TR ROT 12 47 7 it
25, H/N ROT 35 — M B IK, oy S sk e fdi . %%
J# ROT 3 AVAF ROT 2 3 5 A7 B b (1 — B0k w3 DU
HAEREF LG EE L A5 RO & . &%
J3E ROT 3 A7 75 48 b — S0Pk (9 48 F W1 2 45 40 I 2 2
BT B T O P A Sy o At DR b AR R IE S R A
B 1505 B2 B 0 s PR A5 . LS R 1) s AR A
SRR S R A RR A S AR SR AR X HGGs AR
B PR R 3E— 25 43 21, A A B 4 1 5 5 ki AN T 1Y
TR 590 Jie 53 AT BE 2 X F 9 4 R i R — .
3 I e 5 JRE YR BB X I8 RT R R T R L ) AN B o A5
b, BIE ROT 2 0] G845 1L 3 Ak X 3 15 140 A i Jd S5 I 44
A ROL BT 454 Dife MRI 5 B45 B iE— B w5t .

[ 5% 3k ]

(1] kM, 2= Eobk, 3% . 5m TIWT L7 & 78 I 5 R 40 it 958 0 B 20 %
RS IR S K i L . o B A AR AR 2R AR 2017, 25(2)
89-92.

[2] Yu J, Shi Z, Lian Y, et al. Noninvasive IDH1 mutation
estimation based on a quantitativeradiomics approach for grade [l
glioma. Eur Radiol, 2017,27(8):3509-3522.

[3] kA, RILZE, &, 4. DCE-MRI & 77 & 43 #r 78 ik 5 5 98 43
R R . B A LR R, 2017, 23(1) 1 7-12.

[4] SREZE, B, R ITE, 4. T2WI By &% 5052 W v i 5+ 41 it 73
SRR E. b EE®ZG AR, 2017, 33 (12):
1779-1783.

[5] 2%, s, e, 5 AR S BT o o8 5 R ok kR i
AR, 2017,26(2):81-90.

[6] Mackin D, Fave X, Zhang L, et al. Measuring computed
tomography scanner variability ofradiomics features. Invest
Radiol, 2015,50(11):757-765.

[7] Gillies RJ, Kinahan PE, Hricak H. Radiomics: Images are more
than pictures, they are data. Radiology, 2016,278(2):563-577.

[8] Just N. Improving tumour heterogeneity MRI assessment with
histograms. Br J Cancer, 2014,111(12):2205-2213.

(9] A loink. 558 TIWT ELJ5 1407 76 55 590 o w2 41 45 531 e 98 b 1) £
B W RO 24 235, 2018, 43(5) : 751-754.

[10]  FEHer, k. MR e85 47 55 5012 W ik 152 5T 5 40 f 96 0 20 % e

RO RN AR b [ B 2 AR R, 2017,33(12) :1784-1787.

[11] ZRY AR, 35,45, T2, ADC Al T1 3458 5 7 K R & v
FROR P 22 2R 5 U CE 98 R T 200 R 4 O (L A TR 2 S
#,2018,33(7):658-663.

[12] Han X, Suo S, Sun Y, et al. Apparent diffusion coefficient
measurement in glioma: Influence of region-of-interest
determination methods on apparent diffusion coefficient values,
interobserver variability, time efficiency, and diagnostic ability.
J Magn Reson Imaging, 2017,45(3):722-730.

[13] Chintan P, Emmanuel RV, Ralph L, et al. Robustradiomics
feature volumetric

quantification using semiautomatic



e 822 o E B 2R R B R 2019 4E5S 35 #5258 6 ] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2019, Vol 35,No 6

segmentation. PLoS One, 2014,9(7):102-107.
[14] Court LE, Fave X, Mackin D, et al. Computational resources

forradiomics. Translational Cancer Research, 2016, 5 (4):

[15] Ren Y, Zhang X, Rui W, et al. Noninvasive prediction of IDH1
mutation and ATRX expression loss in low-gradegliomas using
multiparametric MR radiomic features. J Magn Reson Imaging,
2019,49(3):808-817.

MRI features of primary breast tuberculosis: Case report

FEEZMFLERE % MRI R 1 5

(e NREB#ILIRE FE 76T 810007)

340-348.
& ARK A
[Keywords] breast; tuberculosis; magnetic resonance imaging
y

DOI:10. 13929/j. 1003-3289. 201807092
[(FES%ES] R323.2; R445.2 [XEK4RIRAG] B

[(XEHS]

[XRER] FUR S5 BFR IR

1003-3289(2019)06-0822-01

B 1 JEEMEILRS MRIEH A, STIR E%; B. 41 TIWI; C. DWI; D. 558 MRI

BEA 49 % LAY 1 4R PEE IR Ve . &
M AR LSk T B, TG 38 L %8 W, A2 FLAN R A BR i B 29 3 em X
2 e BE P Yy, HBAETCA A L, B CT K gk W R4, &
TR AT A FLRR W 2 K S MR A e 0D 7R AT, FLIR S AR RS
BIRARG NN 426, MRL EMFLIRSEY %K. SEN WL
WF W55, 4 6 18] )2 5 P& &2 (short time inversien recovery,
STIR) 741 (1A & TIWIE 1B ¥ R FES . AN T LR
DLRFL TIWI 4545 %5 , STIR 41 &2 5 5 5 o 9 WL BE AR AR
fF5 WG KA. FBE W WER,.DWI(E 1O 2 RERFS,
ADC {4 1. 39 X 107° mm? /s, 1§ 38 47 4 2 5% £ 3R 98 1k (&
1D) , JH FE AR A AT D5 M, B ) -t 2 g 4 42 0 o 2R % L B
I RE RN TTRE . 1T AR B BRAR . ARJ5 . FLIR A 2
Pk S A, TN A R R A ) B I [P A O, S RE R R
JEL BEMR L 40 M6 A R i, e £ A 2 2R A L il BBk TR .
T8 % FE R PCR, I L2 Wi ol 22 M FLAR 25 4% .

Wit FURSGEFW. A5 FLRBAR 0.03% ~1.04%,
Z 0T B W TSR Lot LB £ 0L, [R] A 2R R XUEL
FEOL., SR R R R Pk v, DLk R 0L, B E
L AR b B 12 . 2 B 5 0l L 3L Sk T L 45 % P B R R OR 1)

[FE—1E&] BHR(1961

[(WeFEE] 2018-07-12 [1EEHE] 2019-01-15

585 e BB 2 TR R, B R, LR B, 3Lk A 3L R R B
JE R R I A, Bl KR FRLUIRAN DR, AR X
TR SR W RIS o FLR I L R R T 3L IR 7S
Gy 3 N W N e S R = e VI E I 1 I
FLUMR Y 5 R B bk I 45 S 8 S s MRT ] WL A8 T 8 AR #1L
NN IRFE . ARG AE ADC{H R 1. 39X 10 ° mm? /s, & T
LRI L 20 A5 1 58 3 S A 00 A ObR A A, S PRl AR A PN a)
B AR TR E R, AR EN FRFURSE ¥ MRS o]
AP 3. 2 ppm AR RHGRIE B, 1. 3 ppm AL 5 8L B . 5T K AY iR
BRI R AT SR ., B2 ARSI, R
LI b e, HA Ao 2L B b K L R BN B 52 0 . MRT R 9k 22
ADC B F38 A6 T 2R A5 6 LM I 55 28 IR LI 45 B P g .

[ 5% 3Tk ]

[1] Das CJ, Medhi K. Proton magnetic resonance spectroscopy of
tubercular breast abscess: Report of a case. ] Comput Assist

Tomogr, 2008,32(4): 599-601.

) J AL AR B FAEH . E-mail: 1823387994@qq. com



