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Abstract

The present review examines the current landscape and emerging developments of MRI-derived scor-
ing systems for characterizing adnexal masses. Firstly, the background of the ADNEX MR SCORING sys-
tem and the O-RADS MRI scoring system were reviewed, and their diagnostic performance and clinical
value for indeterminate adnexal masses under ultrasound were reviewed, respectively. Secondly, the
classification criteria of the two MRI scoring systems and the related descriptive terms of MRI signs
are organized. The clinical progress and limitations of the two scoring systems in recent years are
then summarized, and finally, the possible future directions of MRI scoring systems are further ex-
plored and discussed. The aim of this study is to provide some feasible ideas and suggestions for sub-
sequent studies on the preoperative evaluation and accurate classification of adnexal masses.
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1. 5]

B A1 i1 Adnexal Mass, AM)& i PR H & TAEH I H WiKAE, FERM AR EEAKIN, 4R2
BN RIERRAE . AM AR FT RS S0P 32 B K58 5 (Ultrasound, US) A 3L 4R 1% (magnetic resonance im-
aging, MRDIG 2, H US Zi2Wr AM WM EIERAR AT A 1] (2], FHAERAME 32 25288 75 PR AR 1) Tl il &
TAERI M, HEANTE 65%~94% [A][2], AM IS HI R 2] 15% [3][4], HH2) 20%1) AM B (02
W P PEAN JE AT e T R B YR AL (5], HETCAH K T 2R T P-E AM A 2K R
RTINS, A 4G E PR PSR 2 T HZI(IOTA) RN . RIS 5 HdE 2 8i(GI-RADS) [6].
I [F JBUH 24 23 (American College of Radiology, ACR)HE (10N 5 - B 5245 #5523 & St (Ovarian-Ad-
nexal Reporting and Data System, O-RADS) [7], A #Efi#EmIR 228 AM BIPER, AAHAE 18%~31%(H)
AM TCIEWI K (8]-[10], FECREREEMAMEIETT VHRIMECLH €, e RS AT 15 5 2 Bk

AR B 1% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)/& VPl 8 75 AN E [ 4% AM [ ISR A 25 7 7%
[11], HAZWr et T 5L = F3 3 (Computed Tomography, CT)KG X[ 12], X B384 b B B i 1)
B (96.6%) FIVRE 714 (83.7%~94.0%) [13], TR AR TS W A MR ROBEPE R HEF R EFRME[14].
5 US AL, #9538 MRI PPAE AM VR HERIPESE R 15], #8727 RV AM kR4, b T Rk AM
HR2, WEEGRIZEME AM B9, AT EEG 1% R0 A2 558 A e 26 AN B B 2 T2 1Y
FAR[16] [17], XS AT fe B T IR 1) L P nl I8 7312 2 AR o aE— 2P, SREGE 73 H I i)
BT, SGETG. BhAh, ZIUFFTIESEThAE MRI P51, B HEEEE G TR EUIN A8 4 (Diffusion Weighted
Imaging, DWI)7E AM JE P12 W7 o FAT 35 (1 3 B 1 &% e[ 18]-[20]

2010 4E, RRIHMA PR AE 58 U 2 23 (Buropean Society of Urogenital Radiology, ESUR)$R g #2 i % F US
IR AM FiE—54T MR WA, A 58 E 7 MRI (bR AEA R 77 58 5 a0 S 7k R 1 &
EE21]. R, ZUHTRITREZHITEILE MRI 0 R4, BERE MRI IR 5 EMRAEL 2

][l
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g 5

DUtk 2 A RHAE I A RS LA -
ARERIRRE B AT O EOFE T MRI PR R G IR RS TBERE, e MR BARAEBE— 5 PPAh
US LRI AM (AR T LA T N AT T A s B R RS 5 17 o

2. ADNEX MR 5 &%
2.1. ADNEX MR ¥4 R4 iR H

T HEAL MRI 55, TnsE 2 SRR i) & 804, Thomassin-Naggara 55 A [22]F 2013 “E3 644
ad HEANE T4 MRI ) ADNEX MR 114 245 (ADNEX MR SCORING System), Xf 497 {5l /=512 Wi ff
BEM) AM BEAT b EIEUERE T, BEE T1 IBUR & (T1-weighted imaging, TIWDA! T2 AU & (T2-
weighted imaging, T2WI), i LLZI g MRI 2751, GG HEF BUG AR BOIIAL A& (Diffusion-Weighted Imaging,
DWDZEA PPl 5 kE FTE RS SRR E S )78 %] L3 55 MRI (Dynamic Contrast-Enhanced MRI, DCE-MRI) ] Ifil
W25, K AM 7308 5 DREEES~5 73), I3 TH 500 S R R B R B, SEBL 76t
US IfER AM IREE K 4325[22]. BIEE R, ADNEX MR W5 24455 AM KB M f A uE s
(15574 3 45, ADNEX MR V¥-55 >4 502 Wil PR g (1 BURE N 93.5%, ¢ FE Rk 96.6%, JIZREEF
ISR EE A 324 3 TAEHFAE #h 28 (Receiver Operating Characteristic curve, ROC Hi£k) N 1fi#%(Area Under the
Curve, AUC)¥J KT 0.94, HAEAN[F)4F 55 AR JHCR B2 i 2 18] B A A i o] 22 5 0 5 0 883 1) — 35k R 4F
[22]. WJE, ZIANEIGUEHT 75 E ADNEX MR 55 KRG IEYEE ) AUC 18 > 0.9 [23]-[25].

2.2. BWEGZX

KA BARIEPEL E, 7E 1.5T 8¢ 3.0T MRI 344 F3RIE G . WERRHEE <3mm, ¥t
2 P T i, 500 R R LR VB i T 5E 4 TR R BRI AR [26] 0 7RV ALY EEF)(Gadolinium-Based Contrast Agents,
GBCAS) R4 LR 41 : SR Kb Ar JE g 107 #0461 (65 T2WI 7 510 Jig 107 401 5 AR B 4l 1) TIWI 541,
SR FH BRI 1B BT 51 Tl A SR B DWI IR, 6 Bz 47 BUURAE B2 16 b 4B 23 71024 0 F1 1000 s/mm?.
BB FE K it 0 T =AM RS T, JF T = Al A AR AR & 1 [F) 1 DWI R [22]. AR5, EST4L
XFLEF, FEH R MRT W% 2 (1) S0 20 23 A FH B0 2S5 LIS 50 1 TIWI 3 51345 13 IR MR B,
B DCE-MRI EIZ[27]. £ T s it RaRAb X 305 B 5 1 B NUZ B EE, A R P S X )
IS 1] - {5 5 58 it £k (Time-Intensity Curve, TIC). A T ik MR BIfg, BFEMESKEZHOESE: /£ MR
KB HTEE R 4~6 /N, UG AT ffE 24 DL D i 2, I 4a 5 BB e SRS 30 708 M HEIR 28]

2.3. MRI {E& ARIE

ADNEX MR P15 KRG TR MAR. A TS SR ARTsek i 2i8) T2WI s b {H
DWI 15 5 58 JE 45 AE DA SEARZH 2R TIC ZRAYZEH R MRI IER (52 1).

Table 1. MRI signs

= 1. MRI {iE%

Ri& 3'8

LRAIE SURTRS RSN ERUK, WEBEA TIWHRE S/ T2WI 555, BN 21
PR R A S TSN KT B T RN AR TIWL mifs 5, T2WI BRI, HIJow i
FRAL Ty g A AR TIWL s {5 5 HAR0H S E 5K, RISV RS

FEBETE 5 FEEE ()1 5
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i
B Bt SN PIAEAE > 2 AR B TR — 4 RIS RS (29]
WA R PIATE > 3 5B A2
U4 65 B PIERE > 3 mm (G H(2]
B B 43 30)
A FEA LA HH I S TR 2 41 30
Szt FETESHELXTLLALR U, 3D QR DL T AT — 2%

(1) FLRoHE: FEREE [ R I BORSe e oE, =% >3 mm

Q) A ER 4 RE: BN RIS, EE >3 mm

(3) BELETY: WEERRSTAMGEINRIEAS, S)E >3 mm

@) BORSMEMB: AET UL 3 M RIS N, B F e A st i 29]
SEHEHLUN T2 F50RE  SHANENEMLHE S ®E, 7 T2 E 5K TAENENARIKES, H%T

HETANEMEN IR EES [31]
SEHEZHZLN b = 1000 s/mm? -5 3R MR AR R T B E ) AR LLIE 5 3R, 35 55T B T 2R 0 M i A U R AR AE
TIAUE SR 5, RZNEEF[32]
SEPEA LN TIC (HTICT 2. WIEERRNTTFEIZ, sethd4Us T st =tnit, LRGSR &

AT R[21] [29]
Q) TICH & WHIERIFENTFTFEIZE, EHASUESmE bR, FE TSR]

[29]
G)TICII &: WHaRFRT TEIZ, UAGETRERERL, FAT 6K
[21][29]

e GRISPERER R IR 0 SRR SAT R G B AL S 4L

2.4. ADNEX MR 4> BG4y %

ADNEX MR 143 2 AR 8 3% 11 o983 ) BE 4 B8R L (Positive Likelihood Ratio, PLR)%3A 5 28, 43iE
I 1 2] 5. PP | RRTE MR SR RIS, P9 2 s R, PLR 4 0; 114 3 RonmlRe2
RSB, PLR /NT 0.1; PF4r 4 RoRAHERIME, PLR ¥ 0.1~10.0; P45 5 R il ARG H,
PLR KT 10.0 [22], HARDIE VAL A0NE L 2.

Table 2. ADNEX MR scoring system classification criteria
3 2. ADNEX MR #4343 2

PE4y WMIMER  PLR  RRE{E40M

1 MR 0 ARG, I3 O S EE A«
(1) 903 ZE280T <3 om MRRLETEZERY, TIWIHRME S, T2WI {5 5. oot
(2) otk B <3com, FEHGIERIRE S RA BRI VOIREE, A B el
WEY

2 Rk 0 BAFEVERAS . AT NSRRI PRl R AL . BERENETE.
(1) TERESR AL (AT ] 52 5 FE
(2) st R At s s M, BER]5RAL
(3) SRR BT 5 AR R AL AL, BERT 3L
(4) eI RS M, BERsRAL
(5) BRI REN, SPEH L T2WI E2BAMRES, 5 b i DWI _E2KE
5, AT BYEE I AL
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3 ARERME 0.05  EsetEA, s SINE) TIC AZRALT:
(1) TosePEal g, BERRAb ) B b I P B I RE TR A
(2) TSN FERh
(3) BARAL MM, TARHL T2WI HE(ES. & b {E DWI LEFES . 18580

4 AHiE 9.6  HotHL ks H LN TIC AT 1.
(1) SEMEHZNR TIC NZRAE 1
Q) ASEHA R, S2PEHS T2WI FF2(ES . & b E DWI EEFEES . 11 #oafk

5 ATREME 16125 JEREE R SR A AN I TIC AZRAY 11:
(1) BseMHZA MR, LA T2WI FEES. & b H DWI BE LafEs. 11 &
FRAL
(2) MapssERs. FERE R A5 E R, etk

2.5. ADNEX MR #5 RG KR X FHRHRE

Thomassin-Naggara 5 A\ [22|#]2Z56AIE &K I ADNEX MR ¥4 R GuE AN [F)4F 58 1 U B 2 8] B A
ARG IR W] B A A DL SO S [ — B, H R s R B R IT2 K] AUC 35 0.964, (R4 55 ERIMRNIA F] 0.943
MK o FEAMIAIEF, XTVE > 4 75, 12W0B M sse v O SR I BUSE N 91.7%, iRl
92.7%, AUC 4 0.92 [23]. Ib)5, ZTAMBIIER 7535 ADNEX MR ¥4 R Guk ilEBPE 8 1) AUC
fH >0.9[22] [23] [33]-[35], #H# ADNEX MR ¥4 RALEX 7 AM R 7 T E A B 2 Wi 8 & AR
75 1) T MR 5

FEIER ., R4 ADNEX MR P40 KN B IRUER S @ Moo < 3 20, S5BPEMIE i A
RMEARDN, BF TR MIRIREGEAR S BE VT, IR EERTIRIT R E 2. VP > 4 40 5B RAE G,
UM 93.5%, RN 96.6%, KAEMEMMIE M RGIR &, B N2 B 0 [22].

2020 4, ADNEX PF7r RGERCM T MRI £ o0 BE 54 (EURAD BFFCAL, I PR SR M5
NCT01738789)J R (AL 1340 44 2 P () KB BT EME: 22 O A BRI F0 H 58 BESHIE 36« 8T 72 DA 3 2H 21
SR T 2 F BB IREE T 45 NS hrik, B AN [F) A 58 (R ECH B T BTl N 19 1502 5] US f74E
] AM #47 ADNEX MR V757, 45 5 BoR: 75 = 4F BE A H % VP2 RGO T HER R I8 92%, U 93%,
KRR 91%, FHPE P (Positive Predictive Value, PPV) 71%, [H 4 7l (Negative Predictive Value, NPV)
ik 98% [36], T AR B EEIMZL AUC 9 0.961 (95% CI: 0.948~0.971). %Mk 5t 52)f /&% ADNEX i
5> RGNE L DA T #45 ) O-RADS MRI P4 #2411, 3K O-RADS MRI W45 R 41 E R IE
RATHRALEAD WU R 58 A ) IEHE SCRF[36]

2.6. ADNEX MR ¥ R ERMRAKRELZR S H

AT E A AMIF 7 ADNEX MR V73 23 G0 500 R4S 1 vk g 0 dee CE BT O S5 8 A — 3. AR
LR Z R RAERWHE > 4 701y 90 S i ol it RS )2 Wik . Thomassin-Naggara 55 A [22]
KUIVE9r <4, 5B OCER /DN, BB TRV ERSIGST s P >4 I, BT Re IR S, AR
WIRTT o Ruiz [23]HIHEFEEIBA LA 4 73 Ny AR AU E A R 70 ARG PR < HFERAGES > 4).
Pereirad 5 [34] 1% T 4L AT MRI 7758, tRIRREAGH 4 70 @b, AUC ik 0.98. M [E N —HiHT
FORI I AEEWIE Y 3 B, P58 > 3 40 TESME R 1) AUC &k 0.947, 2Btk se i (E(37]. BT,
FEE NS ADNEX MR W45 2 G S AM Sk Wr{E 72 57 7 e 5 A SN SO AR R AN [E)AH 5K
CL b [ A 7 A 58 S e 7 B T BB A, AT e S S S8 S R Le i B ok, (R AR R A
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WA B, H ADNEX MR P55 R G058 SV I U AR [34], 520 T ADNEX MR ¥4 R4u%
BB ) N RS T RRE, AR RA RRilE— 0L, HIk, ADNEX MR iF4r 24t i DCE-MRI,
ER 2%, BABEMEARI T, EH5ERAELE &, IF BAXT CUIGR 5 1 EE Lk Egw 51
B2 R L, REHE . RN, ADNEX MR 5> R G0H 2 brfE b R1E K S — & MRI
E%, SECRFEET ML RAAAEN B2 5. 4, ADNEXMR £ RS AM #4795, (H M RIA
[FPE 531K AM il 58 A AEAR 11 PR A BE SN, SRR rT AR A [R] BE U (R B% « B U5 77 (IR PRAS 75 . US B MRI).
BIT T REETT R IT RIS I, #— P ZEE, RS AR =

BT RIRFRRR, AR A G B AETT EARMEILTY) ADNEX MR V15> RGiE5I2 B2, HBhT4
— SR PP AR A, PR E T E R MR RNk, @i 84k DCE-MRI /R IR AR v] FRAI 4
ARTTHE, P23 & B o AT & B H AT sl R R N LR Re R AT e B 31k AT U5 800 AL 1Y) MRTAFAE,
SEIF AT, SEEIRARRCR , YD I AL RRAS DA R N T BRI o BRECAG 22 0h, B 5 R A R R FR b
R IS bR B FEE RMA S5 22 DR 2 TIONASAY mT 4 o B — 5243 2= (12 W Ak R BOM AR AR B8 1
IR HERTT T & o

3. O-RADS MRI 45 #4t
3.1. O-RADS MRI 45 R4 RVRH

2020 4 Thomassin-Naggara S5 & | — UK B ATAEE 2 O RAFIBE ST, B8E T ADNEX MRI $F4 &
GUsWEE AR E AM G RO ERRVEAT R B, T O SRR AEOE £ 48(Ovarian-Adnexal
Reporting and Data System, O-RADS) MRI $1-4) 5 Gt [ BBUB (93 %) FRE - 14 (91 %) AT WP IHIE, NFE
YR AT T HF 78 At 5 UE R SCRR[36]-

2021 4F, ACR 7 ADNEX MR ¥4 RS FERE EXPR IS 155 9mE MIEsRsh 1 ¢ i B S %
LT AR AR E 1R S DR B MRT 3845 5 R B A —F0E[38], 2022 4F ACR IER A T O-RADS MRI
AR 73 )7 F 48, Hsk i bt kT ADNEX AR R MR, F X0 B b b AL XSS 43 2, AT ADNEX
MR P73 RGEHBAR B S M R 2 22 & PR T 5, O-RADS MRI XU 73 J2 52 458 58 s iV A J 20 R SEZ 2
SIE RN, HREBERIE 92%~93%, F5FRERIE 90%~91%, BAEEEIIZHIREE14]. 5T IR
R 1Y) BI-RADS 202540, O-RADS MRI U FHZE A= Rl PRI AR SR 68 T AR AEAL I VAEHESE, B R
5 Ak ) — B0, 3 VS XU 43 2 5 B iR SR R I T M B AR , B LR T BRE U7 AR A [39],
BN A H AR SRR MRI E P B 4 18 (145 FE [40].

3.2. O-RADS MRI #£9 R G FREL IR ARG

2021 4 ACR O-RADS MRI Z& i 2332 tH T —E MUK MRI RiEAR R AR 2 RS, ZARIEARR
5§ Andreotti %5 N\[7]56 17 & A ) ACR O-RAD US Jal#tt & K70 )2 R4 — 5, H 454 508 i B /R
FEPIEHILRTTE R, #ZOWE N AM (-6 RARMELRRR RIE, ¥ W& 3 [38].

YT EURAD Wt AARIEIRIE S E T 63 B2 (4 139 #iliR 73 F 91 1) 45.3%) [41], O-RADS MRI
AAEAR RN ERE S AT I E . “SeMERS” (Solid component): 32 F895 & A BT A SRR ME RSy, B
FEFRBRTAL: © A Z(Solid tissue): FFTESRAIT /(U FL AR AL | BELETT45); @ RS20 24 (Non-
solid tissue): JoHRAL ISEPE R (U e . § 5 25) [38]. LLRIEIE AT/ “IESEPEZH L (ann e iy
JELAgEE . TEH ORI R A, SRR T R X H R ARE, BIN T Al
ARG AR A AR MRS, JRK TIWL R T2WI R S S R N IE S . FEES. &
55 =2K38], DAFEF- M%) — Stk

ERSEN
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Table 3. O-RADS MRI standardized lexicon (7 key terms) [38]
Fz 3. O-RADS MRI 4> R G H-E RARELARIE(38]

K A wAE X
ATIRE R SN LTS3 om (5 AR
P SORTEN IR U R A BN Y S, TR, R
WAL, R BRIY A “HEUREE R ), 2HESH R RERE A £,
A A L Y B RS AT
FREE FRPL. SO SRRSO A
S FRALAERTF T LR AT
Bk e AL 25 RS PS5
S T FAEATARSAC RS, AR B AR
SO AR BN SRR R
Lt T e e SO T P
TUEGE 6T (5B ~ W
PEES AR L, BRI < (559 < IR
BlES R E, (55 = I
TESWE RS (5T < B
AT WL < fRAE < B
BT SR~ W

7 b {E(b > 1000) K155
DWI {5551 & Y
a5 9
RS PR AR
E| R [0, 27 NI BT R R LN
AN

FAARAA (R )

> LA (R B )

FEFTAE 74 L, ~CSF f{5 5

T2WIUTIWIUDWI £ 751 2 Eh& RS SR, BARRIE T H i )

U R P A fe B R R RGP R R AE TIWIT S T2WI {55, RIS S
(EREREEN

A AR SRR R MBI A, T2/TI/DWI 2351 28R E 51, BkEL

RTE A BB LA )

TEWER TIWL A &EES, T2WHKE SEhEE S, R8P, DWILRIZ A&

fh
RN BE
- W
1R

9241

St Ik A

TE N AEAE RPN 5 BBA S B KT S, B R 2 3E R
EREREE i3

B PN RS S S PR R I o R S AR L, MR T2WI (KB h (S
T, BT IR AN RIS X 7 S B B D) 2 A A

IR 2 LR 5
DAEFE B ALE L

Q& FIME—THARHE: TAARTE . BT U5 kIR, . e
KISV RSN (LIF M ZE b 80% (K SE P GV RN SE R AE), i AE e 17
5 S P L 2T LIV 52 P 4L 20 g I D 3R B 4% (TIC) e it — 25
e

SR AR AR R SRR S AL S UE SRS, PR FERRAL: SRS
WREHERE. MM, FET. ER. H5L. Rokitansky 45 (R REIE M I MU HE
H5Y, TR N SEPEALLY, S A R R FE T P2 5 )
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B
uisk
BRACEFAE EDASHIE MRT R TIC  Schh2H ULk R Mg e TH s, S REAS TV, oI ma sk &
(CIEIREEREE HACHHR B TIC T AY)
FEF it 28 4
EWATON e TIc schemgim it < MU, S EF, 50 ILT & W
HUBRUE) |
TIC 11 #Y)
FR TIC SCPEAL BN IEALES > DUR, BUSEBEE FT Ll T 4 WG
J& TIC IIT 2Y)
B R ST < TR SRR
VSR e
10040 BALFRRE > TSN LEE
LA A TR SR T FL T A T TR A R b A
AR sk LT B U1 AR T — I B S 2 e v
LT BPRGEH AP ] AT AT
PRSAEEE A 5e s W 5 O K T T S
WAL IR AT BEM ST RO A0 A, LA A SRRy, T UL E 35 B LA T2
ol

U sk YR ELA A R B SR BT S

EWNIE-SE SN e PN 15V
i

YNELRESE T ARG s g i v O SLTE R AL
HEMRHE AT e R S5 R, ek
W )R
ANFU R 38 SRR AN I P BN Sy Ak 4555 (AR 45 79)
W )R

3.3. O-RADS MRI iES BG4 4r 3

ACR IREETEAS Z M I REME MRI &5 e T T — N2 BEUE RS VE 0 R 48, 7 BGEE M 0 3 5,
Horh 0 %8 MRI K B A S8 Bl oy iiRe, S2br BN 1 3 5 BEAT KB, RS IT s, 3 Jirgga 116 X
W st B oK [ 14]

O-RADS MRI 0 73(PEAEATEA): A BN TE 43 (1) MRT PFAG BRI R 3 T0 14 78 3 R A AR AE
(BLFEARATH 5 MRI k5 )

O-RADS MRI 1 Z3(IE% 09 Sia A #dE R SRk (1) TEBHEX 9 (2) 4628 op S0 I A 3 AR
e O, VR RER . BEARBESN (R I, R/ <3 em; (3) BRELIE®, BERASEIE TR
fEX[14],

O-RADS MRI 2 5r(JLFHEN RN, PPV <0.5%): fFE(1) PaAitERIRT B %M, (2) THEEER
PR B A PR A . (3) B I T2 MRM5 5. DWIARAS S ASEENGAS,  an2T 245 BT 4 U i kg
(4) TSRS e A, SIXF Rokitansky 457175 (5) SO AR & RE SRS 4 HoH nT 58k,
TSV (6) UPELETEM . TATHEM, BEEDGIG ARk, TSP E[14].

O-RADS MRI 3 5 CEMER XIS, PPV 4 5%): (1) &t ML BR AR A R 1 B4 55 B8 i £ 6 1 5tk
FEE: (2) ZLBEMAERAIEHE TEEERI 7 B (BRIMIR D 1 & 5 S AL FE ) (3) RS & stk 2H 4,
4k T2/DWI A5 5 H. TIC 2R 14].
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O-RADS MRI4 73 (CBMEFZE R, PPV £ 50%): (1) RS SetEH4, 4F T2/DWI {55 H TIC £
U TR B/ AR Bh AR LE 358 MR b, 7 30~40s B, JARSRAEERE < TENUZ; (2) & KESLHR
{1 B 7 M9 AR [ 14]

O-RADS MRI 5 7 CEMERI RS, PPV £ 90%): (1) WA S erEA 4, 4F T2/DWIK(E 5 H TIC 25
WAL, sREAESHASNT LI MRI b, 7F 30~40s i, WA RALFEE > TEIUE: () K. R
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3.4. O-RADS MRI #45r ZER G KR E X iR

O-RADS MRI iF4r R GEiE I & A MRI FFEREAT AM B RG )2, 2Bl 7 MBI RESH
FHR 5 AR B E VA TR FE AR AL, B SRS G — N 5 S8 — SO I O E 2
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AVEGL R FAR, RATaeR I G WL A 6 /e ) LB A2 e SR ThBE, JF K A 7
FERGAE R 18 2 7312 BRI OB 2 F AR VPG B A BhIR T -

£ O-RADS MRI R4 J2 R GiF 8 F] DCE K TIC M E 2 HUWTF 70 h 22 5] 72 557, Wengert 25
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B AT T R 2 ) 5 T LA i U (96% vs 76%) HEFE(95% vs 76%) FILEAHER 1 (86% vs
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FEUE E T EE[43]. fITTF R O-RADS MRI ACR G & H R A ) O-RADS MRI 7E £kt 5 2%
(https://oradsmricalc.com) U BHEIME ML T RGEH ) S H DI,

3.5. O-RADS MRI £ RGHIFRR MR R KL R 5 E
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FAER 3 O-RADS MRI /7% . Sahin 55 [40 i i i 58 7E A & 525500 T 12 O-RADS MRI 4> 5
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Aslan Z5[44] N\ &M DCE MRI 5% 77 R SEHMERE, $EH T OCEE 5 AN 58 5 413 B AH (BN B AH 1168
30 AR T &R, BT E B RHE fXT 332 &K US ASH5E M4 b B i #2252 MRT K625 () Lot %
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