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[Abstract] Objective To explore the clinical and MSCT manifestations of nontuberculous mycobacteria (NTM) lung dis-
eases. Methods Totally 102 patients with proved NTM lung diseases (NTM group) and 102 patients with pulmonary tu-
berculosis (TB group) were included in the study. MSCT image and clinical data of patients were retrospectively analyzed.
The t/ test were used to analyze the differences of clinical and imaging findings between two groups. Results The main
clinical symptoms of NTM group were cough. expectoration, hemoptysis and shortness of breath after activity, which had
no significant differences between two groups (all P=>0.05). NTM lung diseases patients often associated with chronic
lung diseases such as pulmonary tuberculosis, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, pulmonary heart disease. The differ-
ences were significant between two groups (all P<<0. 05). The main CT manifestations of NTM lung diseases included cen-
trilobular nodules (89/102, 87.25%), bronchiectasis (67/102, 65.69%) and patchy consolidation (64/102, 62.75%).
Secondly. fiber cable disease, thin-wall cavities and pleural incrassation were common found. The detection rate of centri-
lobular nodules, bronchiectasis and thin-wall cavities in NTM group were significantly higher than those in TB group (y*=
3.995, 22.675, 12. 823, respectively. all P<{0.05). Bronchiectasis were often found in the right middle lobe and/or left
lingula lobe. Conclusion NTM lung diseases patients often associate with chronic lung disease. The CT manifestations of
NTM lung diseases have certain characteristics. Especially when the bronchiectasis occurred in the right middle lobe and/or
left lingular lobe and accompany by the centrilobular nodules, thin-wall cavity and antituberculous therapy being invalid,
NTM lung diseases should be considered.

[Key words] Nontuberculous mycobacteria; Lung diseases; Tomography, X-ray computed

DOI:10. 13929/j. 1003-3289. 201608128

&% R EMFBR GRS MSCT &R

PRI IR K AR
LKW C B BB L IR K 4100042, BRI AR EEBERCGERH IR KY 110005

[ ZE] B®M SHUTIES %0 BT B (NTMD s i IE R R E MSCT k. & [RUBUPE 2 B 28 I PR 52 00 25 ke
W2 1Y 102 6] NTM i A1 102 41 il 25 4% 30 38 (0305 U1 %8 BH 5 MSCT %k}, 4l ] — e e B .CT ER M LR o/ o K
. &R ONTM i85 6 R385 45 4% 2800, 50 0 B0 R MK e 8 I I AN 3 sl 5 AR AL TR) 25 B E & i 22 X
(P #>0.05), NTM Jilis 5 & -1 2 Bl 852 905, Un il 45 A% 9 S0 1% A BEL 2 1 Ot L Ot 0, 5 M 45 A2 4 LG, T 4 ) 2
A G E L (P 3#<C0.05), NTM filijs MSCT 23R Ky /i it 4575 (89/102,87. 25 %60) L AP 5K (67/102,
65. 69 %0) BERUIR LA AE (64/102,62. 75%0) » FUR N 2F 2k 55 2k 0 RE 2 38 B g I 184 T2, DG v/ i 0 25 L S R K
THRE 23 19 2 A R T 45 R 4L (5 =3. 995,22, 675.12. 823, P ¥<C0. 05) , LR s LUA h it # /s A2 H A, £Eig

[E—1EH] PeRI1(1980—) , B I MEIN A B8+, EIREE T . B985 1« S 52 112 7 .
CEFEEE] Bk, Kb BB B iU #, 410004, E-mail: 5764339@qq. com
[ # BH#I] 2016-08-29 [(f&EHH#I] 2017-01-17



A [ BE2F AR AR 2017 4E58 33 % 3] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2017, Vol 33,No 3 e 415 -

NTM fili i 5 & I8 P Al 5B B . CT 2 BUA — & 4R L JUH R B A7 vp R/ B 2 % b SO i p Sl L/ DN i o s 285
T HEREESE B LA E CT FRAE H& IE TS BROCR AN A, 1 2% & NTM il 749 7 B
[REIA ] ARG BT B s Bl S 0 5 2 B R X i 3 pl

[(FESES] RS14.42; R563 [XEkERIRAE] A
Ik 45 ¥ 43 BT # (nontuberculous mycobacteria,
NT M) & B 45 4% 53 BOF T 52 6 HF FHRR X2 B T LA S
() — 28 A0 ACFF TR . FR I 0 YR 45 A T A T = R A Wt
B8 NTM 3B E M 1990 4E 4. 9% b TH = 2000
AR 11.1%,2010 4E % 22. 9%, LW F E NTM %
Wi F TR, NTM B3 S 80 I JR G R
SERZFF AL H 250 NTM X% B $i g5 % 259
R, T RE T BUT 22 B0 IR AT T S5 3 B 1 AR 2 N
MIPLEERIRYT - L K Faz e NTM X T 1 R IE 97 7
S EE S, AW AT A B 28 I DR N S 5 2 A 12
(19 102 4] NTM Jifi o f5 25 04 I DR Fl 52 18 2= B kL B 7
P v X A B INR
1 #RS5HE
1.1 — %R UkdE 2012 45 1 H—2016 4F 4 A2
9 NTM filids 8% 102 B (NTM il 41) , Y554 rh e
P 2 3 S5 A% S 4 43 T B I (B 45 % o BT T O 12
W 53677 & L) T NTM i 2 Wi AR D, NTM
PR B 5 2 R B A S IR EE 0 12 T 5 4 o 2 G 58
A SRkl BACTECMGTI960 % %5 Fl 0. 5% %t il
FEOR W R L WE Wy-2-% R UE %5 G B R SRR I RN 2 )
NTM 585 BAF . NTM B 324558 . NTM K
FRIAPE=2 W Y 6 —BUR 72 B SO HE VR R
NTM B2 45 R 30 i, i &N AR
P BLE % 7 (human immunodeficiency virus, HIV) B
P, H 82 il E it — LK E NTM & H S A
Gy FLrb L PN Ay ASCRE TR 37 9], i sl e ik 43 BT TR 25
i), 5 5y BOAF B 17 1] A8 AR 43 BOAF 1A 3 ], [m] SR B
F G A RE T WA () B 4k R Rt 25 A R B 102 A Sy il
A HIV BN B
1.2 {4U# 57978 % GE BrightSpeed 16 HF 12 jiE
CT HHEAL, H 3 B EM L 4545 3 B it 2 22 il S .
H# S8 &8 K120 KV, & B 120 mA, 4
1375+ 1, pRifE Sk dl, A )Z)E 1. 25 mm, 2R
1. 25 mm,
1.3 KB A0 N A O/t B 25
Wi HAZ=1.0 om g5 W E M SR Y AR A
A LA BEJE <3 mm 2 ¥ BE 25, BEJE >3 mm &
BEZSAD 5 SLAEYT5K L IR 00 s LA A8 BT i A 67

[XEHS]

1003-3289(2017)03-0414-05

IS OPSEREE SN W N YO RS & N N |
I L 485 b L A TG I B 4 S A s D A A T R I R
Ji s L A Ak . AR NTML il 6 26 Jili 358 20 4 6 4
5 71 v 7 S Ly N S Ll 1 T L S o L 1R
R B AN A LR B A TR, 3 612 AN X
. t2 A NFEREE AW TAERA 5 FLL LT/
220 1) IR I AL R B R, A AN [ L e B
—HE WISk,

L4 it R SPSS 19.0 %t #r k14,
NTM Jiiti ik 25 55 il 45 4% 20 4F W 0 o B8Rk Bl S FE AR ¢
R, WL ]I R R B .CT AE R M LR o K.
P<<0.05 W ERAGITFE L,

2 #R

2.1 IHIREI NTM WL 54 ], % 48 B ; i
18~84 %, -4 (60.5+15.4) % ; fli g5 4 B 60 ],
A2 B AR 10~87 & R (49.1£17. 2) % A
[PE T 22 5 B Gt B L (y =0.716, P>>0.05);
NTM i g 41 °F- 38 4F % K T il 25 4% 41, 25 % A Se it 2
B (t=4.963, P<T0.05), Wi IR R FE
L. NTM filiJo5 2H 5 8 UL B4 I AR A bR A g mik |, nz ¢, I
R IR Bl 5 S . S I A A A L A 22 R B TS
(P #>0.05), MZZAH LR KAERET
NTM Jilif 41 ( P<<0. 05), NTM Jili 5 41 £ & If- 12 1
Tt A i 25 T A BEL S e s L O 9 B AT i 2
B s, S A R A AR 22 R A et (P B <
0.05),

2.2 CTHESR WU CTIELMHEIWE 2, NTM
Jiti o 20 B i UL IR CT AR 4 S /i v 8595 OO 32
SAEY KA 1B 2B 3) (B A R AR (K 2B) (AR =
1.0 cm 4575 o i He g kb 5 2 4 45 R kb, B 5 03 R 15 34
REZSTIREE Z 0L (] 1~6), fe /b WA fiF 42 oy J5E RE 25
{1 0 B B AR, NTM i 2 /N ik rpls 2579 SR
Pk | HRE 23 YR R D K As B e T A A% A (P
F5<20. 05) 5 17 H BB 7T 0B I oA ok T8 &5 %tk 1 245 45
Ak | JEEBE 22 I R Js FROR AR AR T il 5 A% 4 (P <<
0.05), NTM fiifm 4l 612 4> fifi 35 IX 38 . 446 4> [X 5§
DL/NIE L Z5 T, 263 A KDL BE 7R kb, /N i s
S50 SR W kb 0 43 A LLOBUE 2 4 A Sk 3 L 45



e 416 o BE 2R R B R 2017 4E5S 33 #5255 3 8] Chin J] Med Imaging Technol,2017, Vol 33, No 3

1 NTM il 415 il 45 8% 41 PR 2 B RO s [ (6D » n=102]

) A o ‘ WY AOMBtERE L A
415 Wik W Wi ESRAMR R - PR I
NTM i  95(93.14) 78(76.47) 33(32.35) 31(30.39) 8(7.84) 45(44.12) 28(27.45) 13(12.75) 5(4.90)
fili 45 4% 41 87(85.29) 70(68.63) 22(21.57) 26(25.49) 20(19.61) 25(24.51) 15(14.71) 5(4.90) 8(7.84)
X2 i 3.261 1. 575 3.012 0.609 5.961 8.699 4. 980 3.900 0.739
P g 0.071 0.209 0.083 0.435 0.015 0. 003 0.026 0. 048 0. 390

£ 2 NTM lifsH S5 ME%A CT iFR (%), n=102]

CT fE% AN LGB Y LREY K BE F R HAE=1.0 em 459 SR ity g 4% JEL T BE 25 {7
NTM Jilij 41 89(87.25) 67(65.69) 64(62.75) 44(43. 14) 44(43.14) 42(41.18)  36(35.29)
it 285 4% 2 78(76.47) 33(32.35) 74(72.55) 46(45.,10) 50(49. 02) 33(32. 35) 14(13.73)
! 3. 995 22.675 2. 240 0. 080 0.710 1.708 12. 823
P 0. 046 <20. 001 0.134 0.778 0. 399 0.191 <20.001
CT fiE% Jili e ENTNITRY N R NN TRE AT T ili K g JELRE 23 1R N s FRY
NTM Jilifs 21 30(29.41) 26(25.49) 12(11.76) 10(9. 80) 6(5.88) 5(4.90)
fili 45 4% 21 18(17. 65) 42(41.18) 23(22.55) 4(3.92) 17(16.67) 20(19.61)
Y 3.923 5. 647 4,173 2.761 5. 929 10. 257
P14 0. 048 0.017 0. 041 0. 097 0.015 0.001

2)

1 BEL,28 2 MU BT B NTM Bl AL R e & i 2 &/ ik s 8535 () 5 B A B ik SO0 3K GRD # A L/ i
HL g T 2 BHEL39 BN BAFRE AR NTM iR AL A7 Lk 2%/ s 2595 (KD . 2 B EAR =1 om 57955k G 5
B. A7 I SV 5K CHED B JA 161 22 e /N w59 R il 22 R B A O ek CHEL ) 3 BHEY.66% NN EATE R NTM i
R AT SR YT IR G AR B 22 /i A S5 B4 BHEL, 728 BB B NTM s A5 B 2 R G £
JE /NI G854



o [ BE2F AR AR 2017 4E58 33 % 3] Chin ] Med Imaging Technol,2017, Vol 33,No 3 o 417 -
3 NTM ifdl CT k% i X 3853 A [ (%) . n=102]

CT fE4% PEl oy Fi g A £ bt LT LT ! P1ii

JNH L B Y 79(77.45) 76(74.50) 75(73.53) 72(70.59) 75(73.53) 69(67.65) 2. 943 0.709
ZEPHA=>1.0 cm 26(25.49) 15(14.70) 10(9. 80) 19(18.63) 14(13.73) 20(19. 61) 10. 796 0.056
BE PRIk 47(46.08) 47(46.08) 39(38. 24) 44(43. 14) 40(39. 22) 46(45.10) 2.514 0.774

U SR L 35(34. 31) 19(18. 63) 19(18. 63) 30(29. 41) 16(15.69) 20(19. 61) 15.796 0.007

TR 25 I 23(22.55) 5(4.90) 10(9. 80) 13(12.75) 5(4.90) 10(9. 80) 22.621 <20. 001

JELRE 73 ] 3(2.94) 0 1(0.98) 1(0.98) 0 10. 98) 6.059 0. 300
KREY® 29(28. 43) 44(43.14) 18(17.65) 20(19.61) 36(35.29) 20(19.61) 27.119 <20. 001

B 5 BEF.60%, LATRE NTM iR A b5 Bl B8 2 i GEfD f J8 Bl fros 2519

Be6 HHB.52%, GBAFEA NTM i 721 il 5 Bl aE 25 i ()

BOli B LR 22 S R Ge 12 B L (yf =2.943,2. 514,
P ¥1>>0. 05) ;s 3CUE Y sk de W WL T A R RO 2
I £F Y 5k 2 Ak R RE 23 3 1 43 A ALl 22 0, DL

# 3,
3 iwtig

NTM J7 iz 77 16 T 4 88 K K 42 55 36 58
NTM &G N5 53 4 Fh 2R AL il | bk 2 45 58 L B ik
o R HIOPE L e NTML i g J2: e L B9 I PR 26
B, NTM fili 5 22 % A D A7 18 1 il i 5 s A8 2,
SCREYTIRAE SR R Wi P 2T 4 AL L8 R BH
it 35 il 45 A% 24 il o R0 i ¥ 2 1 190 RE AR L I AR
R 338t s R0 H Al S 98 B B 14 K A R HE A
NTM Jifi i % i 5 L 72 4F $2 . AR BF 52 45 2R o
NTM Jifi 5 20 v 44.12% 09 & & A Bl 45 2 0% L.
27. A5 Vo R4S P B ZE 1R i B 2 v TR A5 X 4L (P Y
<20.05), NTM Jilifig 7T H A7 55 Jilf 25 4% 95 i PR 3% B AH
LAY 2 By Hp 2 PR Ry A 451 T 3% BE L NTM il g 41 9
= PR 2 B R W L % R HL R S g i R Bl kX
fie . SIS A% A B L 22 e ¥ gt B S H g — B

P

B 8] 64 1F B BE 25 43R 97 AUR AR
. NTM Jilifig i 81 A& $AE AR 7Y
BERAL T i 25 4% (P=0. 015) ,
Hii, B WAhE fi X NTM
i 14 52 1% 2 4R, Moore
SETIHEE 40 B NTM 85 5% FH 1
BEM AR F RN T gy
SAR RS SAE YK, Herb 30 Bl
2 8 3 PRI B FFFE. Jeong
SETRE 5 & B, NTM fili 95 e %
WA HRCT FEE & /N hoe 45
TR ZEAED R B A Y S RE P
gk, HR W 1 SR B SR R
Fl R AE ., Kwak % i 58 66 4l
NTM Jifi #55 , F o 33 4 £F ifi 45
1% .33 I hy Al 9 Ve 2T 2 Ak SRS
Yok B E . LB NTM i 5% WY CT fiE 4 0/
e H OS5 OB 2R AR | it S o 28 il g ik AS 4> . AR
WF5E NTM Jifids 2 ANk p 859 1 R A R he i, 4
87.25% (89/102) . f& T Mili 45 ¥ 41 (5 = 3. 995, P=
0. 046) 5 /It Hppy 2575 LLSURE 22 43 A1 A 32, XUl 25 i
Begr i 2 G B X (ff =2.943, P=10.709),
NI O 25 A DL T Al AR S A R e P L
Y PR SRl B NN I N B ol A
AL 4 A A S 40 2 2 400 A 34 A S R R sk
g e 0 R ER A NTM e )2 . 78
NTM i 4, 3T 7% 19 & 2 B ALR T/t s
ZERT L0 65.69% (67/102) Wtk & T Il 45 4% 4 (o
=22. 675, P<<0.001), NTM g5 2 &P kA %
PIIRZ A AF o il e BB Ik L 20 Y0 4
PELF AL TN 10 960 18 J5 & P 2T T iz h % 5 2R 3 11 7 g
BEARA T LA NTM, Bl 5 XSSP kAL A
I NTM &Y L e NTM A B S EY A A G
WA F5E ) R YR NTM i 2 S ik it e
T, AREFGE NTM i 4l 32 S8 5 5k 0 Bl 38 DX 3 4



. 418 -

o BE 2R R B R 2017 4E5S 33 #5255 3 8] Chin J] Med Imaging Technol,2017, Vol 33, No 3

A A FEARR A A T A i A A R R R A R
43. 142680 35,2900, 5 BEAE 2 #5117 i BF 50 45 2R —
. AT A R/ A B SR
sk o LR AR A /N o 85755 I 5 BE R BE NTM Jili
I 1) AT BE

Kahkouee Z&1°0 %t 43 4] £ Tt 25 il 45 4% F1 23 )
NTM Jifiig 016 R S CT BEREHEAT X5 BT ST L A Ay v g
233 A ) it it B TR ekt 2 58 NTM & %4, Chu
SEUU L SR U R O R AT TR PH M (9 i 25 4% 5 NTM il
) CT AiFES , R EAE =3 cm 1Y BE 25 [ B % WL F
NTM fififg. AHBFFE NTM i 20 25 i 5 LA RE 25 3
A HEREAS TR AT AE S ONTM {2 28 71 88 &2 NTM Jili
CRR R R

BE R R SEAS kb 2 NTM il 9 % 0L CT fiE 4.
LG B 22 22 A bk U 4 L I A A 3SR T R AR
FEh BB AR SN . 5 3R AT P S 5 Bk £ A E Cac-
quired immune deficiency syndrome, AIDS) & Jf
NTM Jili 5 A ], B 56 4 %5 4R 3 AIDS 4 Jf NTM
it 22 3 B Ry R AR S AR G I 25 AR R R AR 52 A8 Ak AT
AES AIDS % e HREZ MH AR . HAR=1 em
L5 2T 4 45 2% 1k A 0 R AR WL T NTM Jifi
T o NI T O L 5 P R b i e AR A R R
fili 45 4% DL B AIDS & FF NTM Jili i 22 & 7 i R ik 12 25
55 6 1 AR ) R AN [

25 AR Y R OE TS IR T BOR K AELCT
F IR WUl Z2 /N b 857 SR YT IR B ROIR S
ARk JUHA TR A/ B T B SR ek HL A H
P NI O 223 T SR B A 3 RE A 3 T T A
i R Uk L 2% 5 W ARV SRS Y S I, N R R A BE
NTM fili s (9 7] E o

[ 5% 30k ]

(1] PARBEASEEMR P2, PR RIE IR 2 35 4 22 2 25
RGBT BOFF B2 T 53R 97 & Z AL dh AR SRR I 2
2012,35(8):572-580.

(2] rhE BB ph 4 Bl Tl 28 5 £ 45 B0 12 W SE I8 s A e MR b
R I HOR SCb S R, 2006:52-96.

[3] Glassroth J. Pulmonary disease due to nontuberculous mycobac-
teria. Chest, 2008,133(1):243-251.

[4] Winthrop KL, McNelley E, Kendall B, et al. Pulmonary nontu-
berculous mycobacterial disease prevalence and clinical features:
An emerging public health disease. Am J Respir Crit Care Med,
2010,182(7):977-982.

(6]

7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

Chu HQ, Zhao L, Xiao HP, et al. Prevalence of nontuberculous
mycobacteria in patients with bronchiectasis: A meta-analysis.
Arch Med Sci, 2014,10(4):661-668.
Kim YK, Hahn S, Uh Y, et al. Comparable characteristics of
tuberculous and non-tuberculous mycobacterial cavitary lung dis-
eases. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis, 2014, 18(6):725-729.
Moore EH. Atypical mycobacterial infection in the lung: CT ap-
pearance. Radiology, 1993,187(3):777-782.
Jeong Y], Lee KS, Koh WJ, et al. Nontuberculous mycobacteri-
al pulmonary infection in immunocompetent patients: Comparison
of thin-section CT and histopathologic findings. Radiology, 2004,
231(3):880-886.
AR ZR, Bl 3, SRR, 45 AR 25 B 4y SCAF RIS I X & 5 CT
FARSIHT . I R A AR R L 2008, 24(11) :1789-1791.
Marras TK, Wagnetz U, Jamieson FB, et al. Chest computed
tomography predicts microbiological burden and symptoms in
pulmonary Mycobacterium xenopi. Respirology, 2013,18(1):
92-101.
EFRR, TR PR W LA S5 A% 03 SCRF IR Y9 CT R 3. AR T g,
R, 2015,49(3):238-240.
Kwak N, Lee CH, Lee HJ, et al. Non-tuberculous mycobacte-
rial lung disease: Diagnosis based on computed tomography of
the chest. Eur Radiol, 2016,26(12):4449-4456.
L, IR B i, A CT 12 WK Bl 893 R V3 30T 200 M 2 28 40 i 34
AT R BE 2 AR R, 2016, 32(5) : 741-T44.
R, VU, B R A T R R R AR CT 485 #r . h
B B 22 52 AR R L 2014, 30(5) : 715-718.
Aksamit TR, Philley JV, Griffith DE. Nontuberculous myco-
bacterial (NTM) lung disease: The top ten essentials. Respir
Med, 2014,108(3):417-425.
Martinez S, McAdams HP, Batchu CS. The many faces of pul-
monary nontuberculous mycobacterial infection. AJR Am J Ro-
entgenol, 2007,189(1):177-186.
Koh WJ, Lee KS, Kwon O], et al. Bilateral bronchiectasis and
bronchiolitis at thin-section CT: Diagnostic implications in non-
tuberculous mycobacterial pulmonary infection. Radiology,
2005,235(1):282-288.
e, RSN, FE A2 A5 AR S AL S B IR 144 ] 1) R AR
BT AR EE AL RN 2435, 2012, 35(8) :615-616.
TR XU, WA . ARG 5 BT B8 I 5 5 % FH i 45 A2 1 3
P2 R BUXT BEA BT I PR £ 4435, 2015, 34(9) : 1406-1409.
Kahkouee S, Esmi E, Moghadam A, et al. Multidrug resistant
tuberculosis versus non-tuberculous mycobacterial infections: A
CT-scan challenge. Braz J Infect Dis, 2013,17(2):137-142.
Chu HQ, Li B, Zhao L, et al. Chest imaging comparison be-
tween non-tuberculous and tuberculosis mycobacteria in sputum
acid fast bacilli smear-positive patients. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol
Sci, 2015,19(13):2429-2439.
B, XIE R, KEDE, 55 3L A T - Py o AT T R
Y B B 5 A5 R B . AR U 22 A% K, 2015,49(1) :33-36.



