IIf R A 75 125 2 455 2022 4F 6 H 45 24 555 6 8] ] Clin Ultrasound in Med, June 2022, Vol.24,No.6 . 445 -

- & AR BT 5T -

B AR B S SEBE B 5> F 1 TS M R I
5F-1 3 I FLIR A TR A5 MO bL 3
ik FEZ K A FAE

 E B8 il R S A i B RS T -1 (ICAM=1) AT Pk 4 i [ B B3 7 -1 (SICAM-1) 78
WANPEZLIR 2 (PCM) BB WU A TP E . ik BEIERBEGA 1Y 85 1l PCM 35 ARG X 4, AR P Bt 7 W (A 2 75
R0y PR B 67 0 5 TR S KA 18 1], He A P 4L b I A8 R HUAE B BRI 4) L ICAM-1 sICAM-1 (22 575 4y
B PR30 FL ORI TCAM=1  sTICAM—1 5 304k 13 A5 24 AR AN S IS T 0 (R A G 5 221 52338 T A/R4RAE (ROC)
LRI TR PR U PCM R E UG MM (. R R A R4 5 0UR BAFAUIG RS FLICIRI L5 22 534 41 2%
B (H)P<0.05) . TG A R4 HPE 28 5 AR M AR PP 43 ICAM-1 sICAM-1 ¥ THUS BRIP4, 22 R A it
(38 P<0.05) o A SEPESHT SR I IR 2030 FL SR (ICAM =1 sICAM -1 5 it 1 i A5 26 HE A 349 52 1E A 56 (,=0.263
0.214.0.499.0.332, %] P<0.05) ,ICAM -1 5 51 AR 043 52t IE A 56 (7=0.348, P=0.001) . ROC HIZE 43 H7 k7 , ik 1o 28 2R
FOAA B AR PR 4) (ICAM -1 sICAM—1 T8 PCM £8 2% TS (1) #B 28 T T FL43 514 0.933.,0.904 ,0.757.0.749 . 5 M~
BRPE AR AE VAl PCM B 3 U5 J7 TS ICAM =1 sICAM -1 M {8 58 /&5, BE Ml PRI F St 2%

RERIR] PRG0S AN LR 5 40 1) 86 B 1= 1 T A 1) 8 64071

[ E %25 R445.1;R737.9 [ CERERIDED ]A

Value of ultrasound elastography and intercellular adhesion molecule-1,
soluble intercellular adhesion molecule—1 in the prognosis of
plasma cell mastitis: a comparative study

MAO Qianmei, DONG Jianlan, CHEN Dan, LI Danqiong
Department of Breast Endoscopy Surgery, People’s Hospital Affiliated to Ningbo University , Zhejiang 315040, China

ABSTRACT Objective To comparative analyze the value of ultrasound elastography, intercellular adhesion molecule-1
(ICAM-1) and soluble ICAM-1(sICAM—1) in thd prognostic evaluation of patients with plasma cell mastitis (PCM).
Methods A total of 85 patients with PCM admitted to our hospital were selected, and they were divided into good prognosis
group(n=67) and poor prognosis group(n=18) according to whether they recurred during the follow—up period.The differences of
elastic strain rate ratio, elastography score, [ICAM~1 and sICAM~-1 between the two groups were compared.The correlations of
clinical stage, nipple status, ICAM~1, sSICAM~1 with elastic strain rate ratio and elastography score were analyzed. Receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curve was drawn to evaluate the value of each parameter in predicting the prognosis of patients
with PCM.Results There were significant differences in clinical stage, nipple status between the poor prognosis group and the
good prognosis group(both P<0.05).The elastic strain rate ratio, elastography score ,ICAM—1 and sSICAM-1 in the poor prognosis
group were higher than those in the good prognosis group, and the differences were statistically significant (all P<0.05).
Correlation analysis showed that clinical stage, nipple status, [CAM~-1, sICAM~1 were positively correlated with elastic strain
rate ratio(r=0.263,0.214,0.499,0.332, all P<0.05), while ICAM—-1 was positively correlated with elastography score (r=0.348,
P=0.001).ROC curve analysis showed that the area under the curve of elastic strain rate ratio, elastography score, [CAM~-1,
sICAM~1 for predicting the prognosis of PCM patients were 0.933,0.904, 0.757, 0.749, respectively. Conclusion  Ulirasound

elastography is more valuable than ICAM~-1 and sICAM-1 in evaluating the prognosis of PCM patients, which can provide

VEE B :315040  WRVLAE T, T 5 R R B2 B FH LI B SR
WIRVER : 2535, Email ; 154554486@qq.com



- 446 - IR EEL 202246 A5 24 555 6 4] J Clin Ultrasound in Med, June 2022, Vol.24,No.6

guidance for clinical diagnosis and treatment.

KEY WORDS Elastography; Strain rate ratio; Plasma cell mastitis; Intercellular adhesion molecule—1; Soluble
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