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[Abstract] Angiogenesis is the character of malignant tumors, microvascular density is not only the gold standard to evalu-
ate tumor angiogenesis, but also correlative with tumorous grade. Contrast-enhanced ultrasound is one of the latest methods
to evaluate tumor angiogenesis at present, which can evaluate in vivo angiogenesis by mensuring perfusion parameters. It can
offer preoperative pathology and pathophysiology information to clinic. Furthermore, the index-evaluated angiogenesis has a
significant correlation with microvascular density. So contrast-enhanced ultrasound can help predict prognosis and select
treatment plan of anti-angiogenic therapy and exairesis et al.
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