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The difference between spinal meningiomas and schwannoma on MRI appearance
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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze MRI features of spinal meningioma and schwannoma in order to acquire helpful imaging

features for differential diagnosis. Methods The MRI appearances of 29 cases with spinal meningiomas and schwannomas

verified by surgery and pathology were retrospectively analyzed. Results (D The longitudinal diameter compared with the

transverse diameter in the group of spinal meningiomas showed extremely significant difference ( P <C0.01), and the long

diameter was longer than diameter transversa. The longitudinal diameter compared with diameter transversa in the group

of schwannomas had no significant difference ( P >>0.05); @ Eight factors as follows between spinal meningiomas and

schwannomas showed extremely significant difference ( P <Z0.01): the shape of the tumor, expansion of the neighboring

foramen intervertebrale, the angle to spinal dura mater, “dural tail sign”, cystic degeneration or necrosis in tumor, the

signal of T, WI, the signal of T, WI, the miscellaneous signal on T, WI; @ Three factors as follows between spinal menin-

giomas and schwannomas showed significant difference ( P <C0. 05): sex, location. ring-like enhansement. Conclusion

MRI in the differential diagnosis of spinal meningiomas and schwannomas has an important value.
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