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[ Abstract ]
CAD) in the classification of thyroid imaging of reporting and data system (TI-RADS). Methods

To explore the clinical application value of computer-aided diagnosis (AnKeZhen
To collect

Objective

patients with thyroid nodules from November 2019 to January 2020 in three general hospitals in Chengdu, Si-
chuan,and 252 thyroid nodules confirmed by fine needle aspiration and surgical pathology were included, of
which 109 were malignant (43. 25%) and 143 were benign (56. 75%). To compare the diagnostic efficacy of
junior ultrasound physicians and AnKeZhen CAD for thyroid TI-RADS classification. Results In thyroid TI-
RADS, the sensitivity (66.97% ws. 93. 58%) , specificity (65. 03% ws. 91. 61%) and accuracy (65. 87% ws.
92. 46 %) of junior ultrasound physicians were lower than those of AnKeZhen CAD, the difference was statisti-
cally significant (P<C0. 05). Area under curve (AUC) of thyroid nodule diagnosed by AnKeZhen CAD was
higher than that of junior ultrasound physicians (0. 938 ws. 0. 718) , the difference was statistically significant
(P <C0. 05). Conclusion
curacy and consistency of thyroid TI-RADS classification.
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Computer-aided diagnosis can assist junior ultrasound physicians to improve the ac-
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