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Tablel Average and standard deviation of characteristic

value of Dopple ultrasonography in three different liver
masses (X+s5,1=6)

Features Carcinoma Hemangioma Cyst
Radius standard deviation 13.95+9.05 3.61+0.85 4.44+2.71

Eccentricity 1.24+0.16 1.18£0.06 1.20+0.11
Radius ratio 0.65+0.12 0.66+0.05 0.71+0.09
Entropy 3.22+0.32 3.02+0.40 2.59+0.40
Energy of entropy 0.13+0.06 0.14+0.06 0.20+0.83
Homogeneity 0.30+£0.13 0.33+0.09 0.41+0.11

Gray standard deviation 22.47+8.56 17.47+2.4
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Standard deviation of radius means the difference of distance from
center to edge in picture, while standard deviation of gray scale means
the differences of gray in picture. Red dot shows high gray area. Large
standard deviations of radius and gray scale exist in carcinoma group.
Large standard deviation of gray and small standard deviation of radius
exist in hemangioma. Small standard deviations of gray scale and
radius exist in cyst
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Figurel Standard deviations of radius and gray scale in
three different liver masses
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