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Abstract :

and liver magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) in the diagnosis of liver cancer.

Objective To compare the accuracy of liver contrast-enhanced computed tomography (CT)
Methods The clinical data of 47

patients with liver carcinoma treated in our hospital from March 2013 to February 2018 were retrospectively an-

alyzed. All patients underwent CT plain scanning plus multiphase contrast-enhanced scanning and MRI plain
scanning plus multiphase enhanced scanning. The diagnostic accuracy of the two groups was compared. Re-
sults CT found 49 lesions and MRI found 52 lesions in 47 patients. There was no statistically significant
difference in detection rate between the two detection methods ( P >0, 05), but there was statistically signifi-

cant difference in detection rate of tumors with a diameter less than or equal to 3cm between the two detection

methods ( P <<0.05).

Conclusion MRI has a higher accuracy rate than CT in diagnosis of liver cancer, espe-

cially for the tumor with a diameter less than or equal to 3cm.
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