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Application of contrast-enhanced ultrasound in the diagnosis of
pancreatic cystic/solid lesions: current status and progress

YUAN Kerong, DENG Xuesong

(Department of Hepatobiliary Surgery, Shenzhen Second People's Hospital/the First Affiliated Hospital of Shenzhen University,
Shenzhen, Guangdong 518035, China)

Abstract Contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) is a relatively simple, repeatable, real-time dynamic, and safe
ultrasound examination technique that provides a highly sensitive reflection of the microcirculatory
perfusion in lesions. It has become one of the fastest-growing technologies in the field of ultrasound
medicine. Here, the authors provide an overview of the recent applications and research progress of
CEUS in pancreatic cystic/solid lesions, so as to gain a more comprehensive understanding of the
diagnostic and therapeutic advantages of CEUS in the qualitative analysis of pancreatic cystic/solid
lesions as well as the challenges it faces, and thereby enhance its clinical utility.
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JERAR — TR A, BRI, 25 H
Xt R TG AR 25 0 s, I L RE A o X A A T
BT DL BEAT SEIE L B ASAOWLES, e Tl IR i /S
T A8 B S RURIE B, Ay i PR L e Mg 8/ 52 41 9 7 Y
LWL TR . ML, 2B H XTI AR K CEUS
TE 138 JiR 40 15 P 9 A% 19 1O P B BE 5 i R A — £ A
PASHI S 4 T T i CEUS 78 [ IR 48 /52 P05 22 7 20 B
(9327 D B8 S T i 147 PRT R

1 CEUSHIEERHS

CEUS By T4 J5t #1322 7 7 22 728 7 1 i 7R 1
TR AR R G . AR R B H R SR IR G R
PR IR S, RIS PR PR S, T
S W 3 o A AU K R AR B S AL BV
AR, 5 U CEUS 1Y BL 6l R0 oG B, HR &%
AL P TR AR T R P I AT BRI AR D AR R OB 4 B 1T
Ui YRR 7 22 A S AR B A R T MRS
SR, B -RERRRUESIEAI L,
W Co, BUR & 2 W0, PUHAL RS | sk 22,
TEVR N A7 AE I [A) BE, ASREE o I 6, HAaeH T
O IEB R B2 Wy, S BCHTE IR B
o AR 520 2 LA 1 ERO0R B f 2 T A A Y
Fm, LRI R (Levovist) WA, HAEK NG
WrpREERL, AW TOREUMW, & H T
AR i g A, O EL AT AR AT S I 3 S S
oy o 2 = AXEE B 32 B Oy UK 2R AR A R T
O AR, WS 4 (SonoVue) Ml R HLOE
(Sonazoid) 45, HEEVESAMMEEME, JFHAEK
WAFEEI R, © 0 I I &% CEUS A6 45 19 #F
e S AN, HERYIER BT, CEUS A SR N 44 41 3k
40 pm BRI AE, O AT 2 I 2l 285 e e 52 50 7 i g
WG SR FIH IR B 2t #E, H iz iRt B
R PSS

CEUSE N — M C Rl & He R, © & AE M.
FLR A5 S 5T PE IE % 22 02 W O Tk % T E AR
FUT, CEUS 2 W AN [a] 52 J5 JIiE s 14 50 BT WL 4% 114 2 20
A AT o 4 CEUS 12 W BT i 96 i = 800 42 3 52
FI 0 1 A AR L, CEUS 12 W7 5 & M P i 2 s B
G o B S R T GR , R By R B
AHOY CEUS 2 Wr 3L IR s B E RS, 32 2 W40
ek B T XR8P A R A L R
MW7 058, 75 CEUS T 3% By B30 oy 164 5 0 A7 48
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KR A HE VR B XU CEUS 2 W BRI RO b
T ERHE AL, FOR AR i R R
mlO AR SR AL AL Y FRAE 1991 4, CEUS & JF iR
I FH T T B 2 / 52 PR A8 22 PE 2 T, Koito S5 1MT ]
B — AR 1 B2 5 CO, o o X i e 208 /5 M o A8 AT %
WL WE, 255 B % CEUS 12 Wik A2 1Y s B8 A7 ff
R 50k 98% F195% , MLATTIN Ay it CEUS wf DL X}
i 0 A5 PR 0 BRI R AT AT 0 R, AR X
SRR ROEME . BT, 5 =& 525 SonoVue 1
Il A B2 R )32, A CEUS 12 W Ji i 28 /52 7 95

A E TR IR
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2.1 CEUS 7£ % Bf & 1% 58 Z (pancreatic cystic

lesions, PCL )£ Hh ) Kz F

PCL 245 Hi R AR g F1 (50 18] BT 20 U8 il
FAE TS, MR 2010 4F WHO (1 152 i i 988 21 21
oy AR UE, B IR P (pancreatic cystic
neoplasms , PCN) 7324 b B J5PE i g Al b B PPk
PR, b B R R 0 4 A R 2 R A N EL Sk
R B WNE B R L 0 TR A AR L R R TR
S AR b B IR AL R AR B R PR (A
W) AR EAE LR R (PR ) AR
I PR b S i PCL G 7 MR, o HE 53 S fie 88 1 g 72
AR S e P 7 o i M R A A T T AR R
P BE P B 98 (serous cystic neoplasms, SCN) | Ji# i
RO rE 2R Mo
MCN) . BB N FL IR B AE R (intraductal
papillary mucinous neoplasms, IPMN) Fl [k Bif 5274 4
FLKAR IR (solid pseudopapillary neoplasms, SPN) .
7 e (ST s e S Sl S e
(pancreatic pseudocyst, PPC) . 4 K 1 H 4 %€ il 1
U PR H T E PR B X PCL IR A Gt — 15
Bore 28751, R Z 8058 3 4 PCL $i2 1R 4 i
(%) Bosniak HEAT 73 01", Jp 4 RREAL . 1AL, R
PR, N B, BEME, W] BRSSO, W
WZERIy PPCs A, TR thps, SEpEd,
ZANEEA N Bk, &2 WY JE SCN;
MR, ZHOyHRHE, R, WIRREIR
MCN; TV AL, A 5 S o a4 BE R B0 0] 3 )52
W UL 2 Y Oy B b 72 1 R 9 R SPNTY
2.1.1 CEUS & SCN# MCN # W # 45 = i SCN

(mucinous cystic neoplasms ,
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MCN J& PCN 19 % W2/, 22 3129 5 PCN 1Y 16% .
25%", SCN 248 K Z & B Mg, AR SRR,
FL B TCAT ] I R R AR, AR R BULR SEIR T .
MCN H AT B, B agis R LA LT R YTBR A
FUP P, R TR SCN 5 MCN ) 7 5 % 5] G
RE L, A BRANEPO A 3T 710 i 4 CEUS 12
B () PCN, 6 5] SCN Fi1 4 5] MCN /¥ CEUS & i b %
B T % [B) B DX 35 W] DL 5 5 7 4503 5 R0 AR W) 25 T
JE R S, 3 T AR AR T R AR S T . 2 % i AT
CEUS X 90 41| Jifé i 48 /52 % 5 28 f8 35 e AT bF 5, 45
H AR, MCN 5 i e 52 T i A ) 20, B0
TERATRBC I M R R SR ARG s SCN T B AR
7] 25 H 3 o i B 45 W) TR 55 B, H CEUS 2 W
PCL HET %8 74.4% , Wang Z5UBFSE T 45 15195 BRAIE
SCPCL ) R, 455 W% SCN I MCN 4% BE 5 4%
2 [R) A ) B DX A, LR R A B GE . CEUS 2
W PCL 14 7 0 2 Ky 75.56% . B 25 P20 42 1 80 141l
229 B PCL AR Im PR BL, CEUS 12718 MCN 2 BE
B VY ] By DX 22 5 B Ak, BN JCaR Ak SCN (3
SRR 5 MCN A Bl . CEUS 2 W PCL 14 HE B %R H
75.00% , %50 B OE P 8O R 70.00% . FE R
£ h 83.33% . X1 BH A& i Fif CEUS Xf SCN 5 MCN #
P52 W, &3 SCN 5 MCN £ CEUS 3 ik 3 4= 22
& B Ay B R TSR M 0, O e B A 1K Y o mk
SEHE SR, CEUS 19 i Ik 300 3 i A5 2 X5 45 531 SCN #0
MCN H A & X, LR#FsEEB, SCN Fl MCN 1y
CEUS 2 3ty 3 Jik 301 4 BE Je 4% [] [ DX 1 A DL 344 548
VK A 2 B IR 5 Tk A R 5 . SCIN T T s A TSR
JE 4[] TR BR 92 5T s MCN 5 6 st S J5 38 1 1) A )
A, AF R T G R AR R . SCN 5
MCN () % 5] 3 2 AR 35 CEUS ¢ i 391 0 58 5 A% =X
SCN 7E CEUS i ik W ¢ /0 3 I R AR 3G 58, Ifif MCN 7E
K 2R LA R A &

2.1.2 CEUS f£ IPMN # B ¥ ¢4 5 /A 1982 4 ,
Ohashi 25299 Yl 7 IPMN,  HOE I T3 e 54
Bz, AT RLE AR K R R BH 2 R A o) S
B, FEEREY R SRE R K. BT,
[ A A8 12 W IPMN 3= 220 J5 & CT . 8 7 45
MRI, T1fi i F§ CEUS #1712 Wi 09 BF 5% 4% 18 % 2D
2005 4F , Ttoh I IF 5% T 21 i 17 CEUS £ £ 1)
IPMN, 57487 CEUS 3 Bk R A% ol 0l 7 JB 4 4 4
ook, PTEk A A Y AT DL R Y 3L Sk AR EE T
2012 4, Kurihara 2529 %f 22 5] IPMN H % i 47
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CEUS ki, CEUS /¥ 5K i 45 oy A B 5 i 2Lk
R GRBEZE Y, JF BRSSO S A /N, A
AKX P8 4 7T fE 5 IPMN 4 PE BT A ¢ . Chen 4527
5% T 20 (147 CEUS ki 45 (% IPMN £ %, CEUS /R
kS EREE Z A . Pk DR S RS
HEOE o 2 N A 90 il i AR A AR HEAT RIESY
CEUS {7~ IPMN J 13 Bof AH LT R AR SE i, 0 3 e
ORI MR R R R AR . £ LTIk,
IPMN 7£ CEUS '~ F 22 19 R B0 45 9 5k ol 43 3 s
FORY 5K, BERE Py O] WG SR A LSRR BELE Y, W
A A R TR IR S T, RO R e b R, I
TEARHE SR . CEUS i2 W7 PCN /R 5 A8 A 47 5 (1) 4 4
B 43 SCHE A Y A S O Y BE 25 50 AT AR Sy IPMN B AR AIE
PRI,

2.1.3 CEUSZSPN# W+ a5 5 A 1959 4E, FratZ™
HKHIE TSPN, HE R U AR B
6 PR PN, B2 1996 4F A 9l i 5 T 4R 2H 41 1F
%W HoAiw 24 R SPNP 3k 5 55 Ol ] CEUS X 13 4]
Jog B 45 I SPN 8 & AT #E5Y, & B CEUS /R 9
S S XY o B O A R o, R X TO Y R
AR R T ZB N 4 T 52 451 SPN ¥R BEATHF 5T, CEUS
873 0 kb i 00 5 5T 3 B IR B s A P O A
AT A R 3K — FEAE AT AR A SPN A e AiF 4 3 5 A =X
P2 UK NS ZECIBE 9T T 12 ) SPN H L 45 R I R SPN
1E CEUS By 3 5 3 A & 1ol 7, os a0 oA I el 7
Wang 55758 5 % 210 f41] f5 Ji 9 A8 f8 35 647 0 5%
CEUS .7 SPN 214 N #f o3y 5, W98 KR W] CEUS 12
Wr SPN A o B %< Al 3% 97.63% ., Mt Al UL, SPN iy
CEUS == %2 3% Iy o kb J&] 370 552 5 DX g 48 50 a5 2R 1
S, PR S A B B X R e R, T
TS ) R Y DX AN B 5

2.1.4 CEUSEPPC# Wi egmfl  PPCIEEH LY
i J A e e e T AR, R R S TR R R A
5 S0 R0 E S AN S . PPC I R Bk B &
i, B S BT, 2 RERCISE AR E R
US | 52 B s 780 g 45 0] 75 sl IR 0D %, 76 CEUS 1Y
A B 07 2 A o B a0 R iR &Y, CEUS #E12
Wr PPC 5 T B B0 Ja% B2 FHRR S BE 5 3K 100% . A I
i Y s 2 R AE W) 2 R D 43 K R AR p O AR i
CEUS A i X 4> PCN #1 PPC., DL FHFSE R, 45
4 CEUS 7Y 1 52 452 RN 722 i 3 R AIE , 7EAR R
JEE &AL DL ) R AR 5 R AR R S A R T, R R
PR, e s Wit B S 0 E .
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SR, 5 B AR, PCL Ay Al L R 48 7
CEUS R N ARG, Fele VA, 4
AL e N IRAE I L, PR L IX Oy, B RS

R AL, B4 A HAh A T B  E
g AR PR . SR ZE A PCL ) CEUS FR4F L 24 1,

%1 REZE PCLHK CEUSRIEHE
Tablel CEUS characteristics of different types of PCLs

s AH SCN MCN IPMN SPN PPC
Bk s R JRAEY Tk A P FLIOIRIGR JH R R e H o JeHhsi
BELETT
KA &3 /ARG T R A N LS IR R JE PRI e 4 i pwes i
BELEST

TEEIAR PR NAR-S BRI S B0 0 W AR S RS B A0, B SRR T BRI ST, P AR SRR B A 3 e

SRR 5 R R 52 BA I i, IR

e, I IR R SR 5 R R S A I

2.2 CEUS 7 % % 3£ 1% 9% % (solid pancreatic
lesions, SPL)iZ i Fr g Mz A

2.2.1 CEUS JE M % #% (pancreatic cancer, PC) % B
a9 s J SPL AL 45 PC. JBE i 22 9 43 W i 9E
(pancreatic neuroendocrine tumors, PNET) K i £t %4
TR AR K (mass pancreatitis , MP) B PC #E CEUS i
U114 22 I A o A oA A AR S T G, AR U R R
T 52 ) FR e R ] i G 08 ) v e e, S IR R
i ] O PR B s ALY SRR EPIF S R WL, PC
F£ CEUS 4 5% 1] A iR 1 ¥ S Ikl 75, CEUS 2 W
i i 20 b g ) BIORR B L R SR R O R 40 0l
80.0% . 88.2% F 85.2% . Fan 211 i %} 90 f4i] SPL
BE T CEUS K &8 & B, PC [ CEUS 35 81 A 34 5%
T R g BSOS M SR B, B AR 6 0Tkt 3 Bt
WA, CEUSIZW PC I BURE | 5 M
HERA 2853 5K 91.7% . 87.0% F188.9% ., Serra 251 fJf
5% T 127 117 CEUS K 45 (%) SPL & &% K 8, PC 1F
CEUS T R I MR R A =L, 2 Wi o % 91.3%,
R 96.8% , 5 H 85.3% . Gupta 1 H]
CEUS 12 Wi 53 51l SPL J#%, 45 3 [ /n PC 32 B R {15 3
5 B ]GO S SR A X, JF B CEUS 12 Wy PC Y B
JE I S 8 43 5 80.6% . 67.7% . Wang %5l 4
T 47 CEUS K 4 19 SPL /& & ¥ kL, §ESC T PC £
CEUS R 8 4y Ik 34 s 5 o] 0 B 58, £ & PC 12 Wi B
&, I & Pl CEUS 2 Wi PC 1Y i ) 3k 87.62%., Al
UL, PC ¥ CEUS R BURL 2 3 B 18 o 1 100 R i 17 3%
VG iR i PR R kO R A R R S
M, s 0 Ao ] A B IR 5 B 4K . O HLaE & R B
AR LW, CEUSIZW PC 2 WiskRE R, FEIR K b
A BN A A
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2.2.2 CEUS £ PNET # W ¥+ 65 5 1 PNET &Ik &
DL R R, R RN 0.48/10 T
PNET J& T & Mgt P, A2 g an 4w, %
B G Je 2 A 1) o3 B 3 /b, Ao A A S TR e R S
BEFE ., B, Z%(PNET /Y CEUS 25 31y i 14 7
B Serra ZFVORTBE MERIESE T 127 (9] SPL &, 4
H IR 95.8% 1) PNET 47 =F & M9 1045 {1 7, CEUS %
PN R R 5 . CEUS 12 Wi PNET () S5O | 55 55 %
HUE B 2R 53 91 K 83.3% . 60.0% i1 72.0% . T HEZR
ST A] PR 43 B T 16 4] PNET fY 52 %% 76 CEUS K 1)
T, S5 TR 12 Bk R s R, 4 ] AR
g, RPN A PERG AR . AT L CEUS 2 &
B s LT E S PNET 2 Widn i 2 —, I 22
Wi i BER R L R SR L OME R A BN 75.0% .
83.3% . 80.4%. I i M A [l B M 4 B T 18
PNET & %, BF 5% 45 % 8 78 PNET #i5 kb & £ 810 4%
IF A v 3 0 BCAE 1Y 5, T & B CEUS 12 K1 PNET 119
BRORBEE | RE R EE L WEWR R 5 77.8% . 100.0% .
94.5% . f5ci, Wang %17V i 058 & B, PNET 7E
CEUS T R 3y i 14 o 5 =X, 12 W of o 8 5 3k
92.89% . L ikWF5E ] LAFR W, PNET & —Fh & F &
M4 B kL, fE CEUS T 35 B2 3¢ PR by i 186 a8 A 5
BRI R GG R S I S, AR PR R T
CEUS X PNET 112 Wi A B B2 Wi scee , AR
Y51 PNET ()5 #7720

2.2.3 CEUSEMP# ¥ F e 5 A MPJE—FiEN
IR 02 T SR AR A, LR A Y S TR Sy iR N
WA ] B R, R A R AR IS,
BT A F 4k 41 20 I A SR BRI S, 4k L
TR T MP 5 PCHEA HOLE R, &L
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I ARE R G B 22 R AE B A — 2 RSN, §
O R L 25 0012 W R OME . Fan 85T 40 A 90 9 17
CEUS 1y g B o5 78 f8 35 AT A 58, b 28 45 MIP,
45 7R MP 7E CEUS R R BN S agpi X, JF &
L CEUS 2 W MP 1) f08% B L R 5 B R 5 2 4 il
1 82.1% . 67.9% F191.9% . il 4% 2% ZE10I%F 56 {1 Jik i
A8 4T CEUS 6 £, 15 il 28 5 BRAIE 52 2 MP, & BEL
MP 345 AR IE 5 IEH R AL T B 225, ¥h
SEYGTR 5 R I OE R AR SC T [E] D ) e L [R]
BT . Vitali ZE9Md ] CEUS X 43 MP 5 PC i B %
B, MP BG4 R L SE B, 5 0 R H UM L
SEARKG R, B ANE R AR 5 I R B R S A L
JE A B L B A Y 0 R Ak . Wang SFUIFSE T
136 5] SPL, H:v MP 25 f5il . CEUS & 7= 5 101 1 6 18
A 1 i m e kM IR S R MP R B SR A, HS

(SRR B | R S B NME B R 4 0 M 72.0% . 95.5%
F191.2% . Wang 5538 i ffi H CEUS X SPL & 2
FIREFE, kB MP 3% B 55 38 5 505 JF Jay kb PR AR
B, Jf H O H 2 W MP B 1 B R N 89.1% . BRI I,
CEUS 12 b MP 11 3 53 A5 2, 46 R 43 2R 30 45 1
5, BRI ARG R . MP Y VE VE IR S R R R
Ji S IR A . AR R . il CEUS %85 MP
PNET 1 PC, 7 I R b A& 55 22 0 i F A -

ZE LWk, CEUS AJSZHF | Bl 25 088 B A o kb
(B A B B B, O W o G A B T A R AE
X PC W12 W S S 5 W BAT B2 5 L, CEUS X 48
KB4 19 PNET 1 MP 5 28 45 8¢ = 12 B &g, 2
XfT— S N HRI G A, O E G R A L X,
NG Y, Taas A H AL AR A F Bk 5 512
Wi A[A 2 SPL () CEUS 451 WL 2 .

%2 EIZEE!SPLH CEUS RIFIE
Table2 CEUS characteristics of different types of PCLs

B AH PC PNET MP
Bk ] AR 5 R SRR
e R 5 R 5 AG3hng
HEVERSAR WEERAN SRR BN — 2 RETERATR TR ST, R SR W MRV S R T BT A, A A L 0
R 5 [ AR
3 B =2 2T B R U B S L B A A E . HR R

AT S8 AR R B 3 12 W B R F Tk B8 AN B e A
P im . CEUS 76 Jg iR 48 /520 o5 005 742 1Y 12 W 38 RE
ATIRAK RS, HEFE—ERRE, BT
3 B W N AR 5 IR D BR A A S e, A R AR
Xf M M TR A% B CEUS [&15 v g et 48 i A 0 DL K
T R A AR R R B R AR T A B R R &5
W B L, 5 BOR: A 5 R 00 v P 32 B
W . Ishigami 294 T 94035 B IR G 28 CEUS 5% 2L
o, dE o AR R - K e R Z
('simethicone-water rotation, SWR) # 5 18 52 7l JF 17
CEUS Ky #%, % BH IR SWR 8 745 3 5% ) (b 5 e 3% 1
Ji o A ) RS AR, TEAR KRR BIHBR T
i A S A 5 S O T IR A X TR R s 8 12 T 1 5 T
A AT LLIT R BE 22 AH 5T

AR R 7 3 B HOR 32 T B a2 W R BT R
B S 1 S JoT O 45 Jieb R R o R B, X Ry
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LB e 2 7Y R B N DDA T S A D
FH T JFHE i 988 TR o Spinelli S B 5T T 34 49 15 5t
O HE Mo e J 98 A6, b AT Aol AR o S o 2
A R BUR b P I AR T A G R b AR
DS N T ks B I D 7Y S R N U R 3
AT i T ARG L2 R E A A7, KRR T AR
Ja IE KA VL AR AR, AT AT RE )R A e MR R
ARG YT 07 BT, R A ST B R R
I FAR S AP EAGEZIT, EFINHE
HE A, ] RE X TR B R R TR 1 T AL R R
& WA BA 2 AN E

BT E: FIHEENFNRAELR BT T
VKT B K AR AL 848 5 kA

B IR L i HAREE A M) B AR B A AR F AN AT AR LR
W IAT T BN
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