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MRI manifestations of epithelioid hemangioendothelioma

LIU Jie', WANG Senyan®, LI Shujian', GAO Xuemei' , CHENG Jingliang""
(1. Department of MRI, 2. Department of Hepatobiliary Surgery, the First Af [iliated Hospital of
Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450052, China)

[Abstract] Objective To observe MRI manifestations of epithelioid hemangioendothelioma (EHE). Methods Data of 23
patients with EHE confirmed by pathology were retrospectively analyzed. Among them, 23 patients underwent plain and 21
underwent enhanced MR scanning of the lesions site, and the MRI manifestations were observed. Results There were 8
cases of bone EHE, 8 of liver EHE, 3 of skin or muscle soft tissue EHE, 2 of intracranial EHE, 1 of nasal cavity EHE and
1 of cardiovascular EHE, 15 cases with single lesion and 8 cases with multiple (3—36) lesions in each case. Plain MR
T1WI showed low signals in 20 cases, isosignals in 2 cases and mixed signals in 1 case, while T2WI showed heterogeneous
intensities in 18 cases, high signals in 3 cases and isointensities in 2 cases. Totally 22 patients underwent diffusion weighted
imaging, hyperintensities were observed in 20 cases and isointensities in 2 cases. Among 21 patients who underwent
enhanced MR scanning, obviously heterogeneous enhancement was found in 12 cases while mildly heterogeneous
enhancement was noticed in 9 cases. Conclusion MRI manifestations of EHE had certain characteristics, which were
helpful to diagnosis combining with clinical findings.
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