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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Preoperative differentiation of benign, atypical and malignant meningiomas would
significantly help in surgical planning and treatment. The aim of this study is to look at radio-
morphologic behavior of various histopathological types and grades of meningiomas and their
diffusion characteristics.

Methods: We performed an analytical cross-sectional study including all patients operated on for
meningiomas at our hospital during January 2016 to July 2018. We studied 38 meningiomas in 38
patients aged 14 to 73 years old. All patients underwent MRI prior to surgery, including diffusion-
weighted sequences, in a 1.5T scanner. Signal intensity in T2-weighted images, diffusion-weighted
images (b=0, 90 and 1,000), and Apparent Diffusion Coefficient maps within the tumors and in the
normal parietal white matter as a reference were evaluated. In the histological study, cellularity,
proliferation index, histological grade, and cerebral invasion were evaluated.

Results: There was female predilection with male:female ratio of 1:2.4. Most meningiomas were
supratentorial with most common origin being parafalcine and convexity. Of the 38 meningiomas,
31 were WHO grade I, 6 were WHO grade 1II (atypical) and one was WHO grade III (anaplastic).
Among various tumors’ behaviors, incomplete CSF cleft, pial invasion and parenchymal invasion
were significantly high in high-grade tumors. Similarly, tumors showing pial invasion, breached
tumor-brain interface, no capsular enhancement and parenchyma invasion showed significantly
low NADC. Mean ADC value was 0.722+7.7x10°* mm?/s (normalized ADC 0.940.1) in the atypical
group and 0.876+24.56x10° mm?/s (normalized ADC 1.11+0.31) in the typical group. No statistically
significant differences of ADC/NADC were found between histologic subtypes. Two subtypes of
typical meningiomas, metaplastic and angiomatous meningioma had the highest values in the ADC
maps.

Conclusions: MR morphology like pial invasion, breached tumors brain interface, parenchymal
invasion can predict aggressiveness and atypical nature of meningiomas. Meningioma shows
moderately restricted diffusion. The signal on the ADC map is associated with tumors cellularity
and aggressiveness suggesting its usefulness for predicting the histological grade.
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intracranial tumors.” Most meningiomas are benign
and even asymptomatic. Atypical meningiomas make
7.2% and rarer malignant ones constitute 2.4% of
all meningiomas.? These have higher propensity of
recurrence with aggressive growth pattern thereby
increasing patient morbidity and mortality.?

MRI is modern day imaging modality of choice for
meningioma. Preoperative differentiation of benign and
atypical meningiomas significantly helps in surgical
and treatment planning. This however is not reliably
accomplished assessing the imaging features on
routine MRI alone.® Diffusion-weighted imaging (DWI)
has been used in primary brain neoplasms. Correlations
between apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) values,
tumors cellularity, and tumors grade have been made.
Use of DWI to monitor treatment response has been
evaluated.*® However role of DWI in the diagnosis or
prognosis of extra-axial neoplasms is unclear.

This study aims to examine various morphometric and
signal characteristics of meningiomas on conventional
sequences and correlate diffusion coefficient with
histopathology. We hypothesized certain conventional
MRI characters and diffusion constant may help
distinguish benign and atypical meningiomas.

METHODS

Neuroradiology imaging and neuropathology database
of all consecutive cases of meningioma that were
admitted and underwent surgical resection at Upendra
Devkota Memorial National Institute of Neurological
and Allied Sciences from January 2016 to July 2018
were retrospectively reviewed. Atypical and malignant
meningiomas were diagnosed based on the WHO
classification of grades Il and Ill tumors, respectively.
The exclusion criteria were previous radiotherapy or
radiosurgery, preoperative trans-arterial embolization,
and incomplete or uninterpretable preoperative MRI
studies. Institutional review board of the respective
institute approved this study. A total of 38 patients
were enrolled, including 31 (75%) with Grade |
meningiomas and 7 (25%) with high-grade (Grade Il or
I1) meningiomas.

Preoperative MRI was available for each patient and was
performed using a 1.5-T MR unit (Magnetom, Essenza,
Siemens). The MRI protocol was TR 3900 msec, TE
111 msec, matrix size 230 x 230, section thickness 5
mm, and intersection gap 0.21 mm with b-values of O,
90 and 1000 s/mm? in 3 orthogonal directions. Routine
images of the whole brain, including spin echo T1-
weighted images, spin echo T2-weighted images, and
fluid-attenuated inversion recovery (FLAIR) images were

38 JNMA | vOL 57

ISSUE 215

obtained. Spin echo contrast-enhanced T1-weighted
images were obtained in the coronal, sagittal, and axial
planes after intravenous Gadolinium administration (0.1
mmol/kg body weight). Diffusion-weighted imaging
(DWI) was acquired in the axial plane using a single-
shot, spin echo, echo planar imaging sequence.

Signal intensities of the meningiomas on T1- and T2-
weighted imaging were recorded as hypointense,
isointense, or hyperintense relative to the intensity of
the gray matter. Meningiomas with distinct peritumoral
rims and CSF clefts, which were hypointense on T1-
weighted imaging and hyperintense on T2-weighted
imaging, were defined as clear tumors-brain interface.
In contrast, tumors without distinct borders were
defined as unclear tumors-brain interface.

The pattern of contrast enhancement after Gd
administration was divided into homogeneous or
heterogeneous. Intratumoral cystic change, defined
as an area of hyperintensity on T2-weighted imaging
and hypointensity on T1-weighted imaging without
contrast enhancement, was regarded as heterogeneous
enhancement in this study. Capsular enhancement was
defined as the entire enhanced layer at the tumors-
brain interface and was categorized as positive or
negative. The presence of brain edema was judged
as a hyperintense extension adjacent to tumors on
T2-weighted imaging and was judged as positive or
negative.

The DWI was visually inspected and classified as
hyperintense, isointense, or hypointense in comparison
with normal white matter. According to the particular
site of origin, the location of each intracranial
meningioma was divided into convexity, tentorial and
bony on which dura of origin is predominantly based.
The image interpretation of each MRI feature was
described and confirmed by 2 experienced radiologists.

All data were analyzed using the SPSS statistical
program version 20. The association between
radiological features of MRI along with patient age and
sex and the histopathological grade of meningiomas
were examined by univariate and multivariate analyses.
Logistic regression was used to identify significant
factors that were predictive of high-grade meningiomas.

RESULTS

Mean age of the patients was 43.5 years with age
range of 14-73 years. Out of 38 total meningiomas,
11 (28.9%) were found in male and 27 (71.1%) were
found in female.

Laterality of the meningiomas was 17 (44%) on the
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right and 16 (42%) on left with 2 (5.3%) extending
to both sides and 3 (7.9%) in midline. Supratentorial
location was observed in 30 (78.9%) patients while
infratentorial among 8 (21.1%) patients. Most common
meningioma was convexity meningiomas 11 (28.9%)
followed by parafalcine meningiomas 8 (21.1%) and
skull base 8 (21.1%) (Table 1).

Table 1. Location of meningiomas.
Location n (%)
Convexity 11 (28.9)
Parafalcine 8 (21.1)
Skull Base 8 (21.1)
Tentorial 5(13.2)
Sphenoid wing 4 (10.5)
Olfactory Groove 1(2.6)
Infratentorial 1(2.6)
Total 38 (100)

In the supratentorial group, most common location was
frontal 13 (34.2%) followed by temporal 5 (13.2%).
Mean tumors burden was 39.15+36.74 cc at the
time of presentation with volume ranging from 3.29 cc
to 134 cc. Twenty-four (63.2%) of the tumors were
isointense, 11 (28.9%) were hypointense and 3 (7.9%)
were heterointense in T1-weighted sequences. Thirteen
(34.2%) of the tumors displayed isointense, 11 (28.9%)
hyperintense, 8 (21.1%) showed heterointense and
rest of the tumors showed hypointese signal in T2-
weighted images. Likewise, 13 (34.2%) of tumors
showed isointense and hyperintense signal each in
FLAIR images.

Thirty-three (86.8%) of tumors did not show any
hemorrhage in SWI whereas 5 (13.2%) of the tumors
showed hemorrhage of various degree. Twenty-three
(60.5%) of tumors showed sharp tumors margins
and rest had fuzzy tumors margins. Lobulations were
present in half of the tumors. Nodularity was present
in 25 (65.8%) of the tumors. Thirty-five (92.1%) of
the tumors showed CSF cleft. Mild parenchymal edema
was present in 26 (68.4%) of the tumors and 2 (5.3%)
tumors had moderate edema. Nine (23.7%) tumors

involved cerebral venous sinuses, out of which 2 (5.3%)
were abutting the sinus, 6 (15.8%) were compressing
the sinuses and 1 (2.6%) had invaded the sinus.
Homogenous contrast uptake was showed by 27
(71%) of tumors and 10 (26.3%) showed heterogenous
enhancement. Thirty (78.9%) of meningiomas
showed complete capsular enhancement whereas 8
(21.1%) showed either incomplete breached capsular
enhancement or no capsular enhancement. Flow voids
were present in 13 (34.2%) of the tumors and cysts
were present in 2 (5.3%) of the tumors. Likewise,
tumors necrosis was present in 5 (13.1%) of the
tumors. Enhancing dural tail was present in 100% of
the tumors with hyperostosis of overlying calvarian in
10 (26.3%) of the tumors and erosion was present in
9 (283.7%) of the tumors. Rest of the tumors caused
either no change or were not adjacent to bone.

Pial invasion was present in 17 (44.7 %) of the tumors.
Tumors brain interface was intact in 26 (68.4%) of the
tumors and breached in the rest 12 (31.6%). Similarly,
parenchymal invasion was also seen in 12 (31.6%) of
the tumors.
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Figure 1. Histologic sub-types of meningiomas.

Histopathology revealed various sub-types of
meningiomas (Figure 1). Low grade tumors were seen
among 31 (81.6%) cases while 7 (18.4%) of tumors
were high grade. Among high grade, 6 meningiomas

were atypical and 1 was anaplastic meningioma.

Table 2. Correlation of tumors grades with various tumors characters.
. . Total Low (Grade 1) High (Grade Il & IlI)

Variables Characteristics n (%) n (%) n (%)

Tumors margin Sharp 29 (76.3) 24 (77.4) 5(71.4) 0.736
Fuzzy 9 (23.7) 7 (22.6) 2 (28.6) '

Lobulation Absent 19 (50) 15 (48.4) 4 (75.1) 0.676
Present 19 (50) 16 (51.6) 3 (42.9)

Nodularity Absent 25 (65.8) 19 (61.3) 6 (85.7) 0.219
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Present 13 (34.2)
CSF Cleft Absent 1(2.6)
Complete 35 (92.1)
Incomplete 2 (5.3)
Pial Invasion None 21 (55.3)
Invasion 17 (44.7)
Parenchymal None 26 (68.4)
invasion Invasion 12 (31.6)
. Absent 33 (86.8)
Necrosis
Present 5(13.1)
Edema No edema 10 (26.3)
Mild 26 (68.4)
Marked 2 (5.3)
TB Interface Intact 26 (68.4)
Breached 12 (31.6)
Capsular None 7 (18.4)
enhancement Enhanced 31 (81.6)
Flow Void None 25 (65.8)
Few 10 (26.3)
Abundant 3(7.9)
Sinus Uninvolved 29 (76.3)
Abutting 2 (5.3)
Compressed 6 (15.8)
Invaded 1(2.6)

12 (38.7) 1(14.3)
0 1 (28.6)
30 (96.8) 5 (71.4) 0.046
1(3.2) 1(14.3)
20 (64.5) 1(14.3)

0.012
11 (35.5) 6 (85.7)
24 (77.4) 2 (28.6)
7 (22.6) 5 (71.4) 0.022
28 (90.3) 5 (71.4)
3(9.7) 2 (28.6) 0-182
8 (25.8) 2(2.8)
22 (71) 4 (57.1) 0.472
1(3.2) 1(14.3)
22 (71) 4 (57.1)

0.656
9 (29) 3 (42.9)
4(12.9) 3 (42.9)
27 (87.1) 4 (57.1) 0.065
19 (61.3) 6 (85.7)
10 (32.3) 0 0.20
2 (6.5) 1(14.3)
23 (74.2) 6 (85.7) 0.852
2 (6.5) 0
5 (16.1) 1(14.3)
1(3.2) 0

There was no significant difference in nodularity,
lobulations and tumors margin between low grade and
high-grade tumors. Likewise, no significant difference
in parenchymal edema was seen between these two
groups. Capsular enhancement, flow voids, venous
sinus involvement and tumors brain interface also

showed no significant difference between low grade
and high-grade tumors. However, there was significant
difference in pial invasion and parenchymal invasion
between these two groups with pial invasion and
parenchymal invasion significantly higher in high-grade
meningiomas. Incomplete CSF cleft also showed to be
significantly high in high-grade meningioma (Table 2).
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Table 3. Correlation of Normalized ADC with variables.
Variables Characteristics Total n (%)
Tumors margin Sharp 29 (76.3)
Fuzzy 9 (23.7)
Lobulation Absent 19 (50)
Present 19 (50)
Nodularity Absent 25 (65.8)
Present 13 (34.2)
CSF Cleft Absent 1(2.6)
Complete 35 (92.1)
Incomplete 2 (5.3)
Pial Invasion None 21 (55.3)
Present 17 (44.7)
Parenchymal None 26 (68.4)
invasion Invasion 12 (31.6)

ISSUE 215

NADC >1n (%) NADC<1 n (%) P
20 (90.9%) 9 (56.3)

0.013
2 (9.1%) 7 (43.8)
14 (63.6%) 5 (31.3) 0.049
8 (36.4%) 11 (68.8)
15 (68.2) 10 (62.5) 0.715
7 (31.8) 6 (37.5)
0 1(6.3) 0.107
22 (100) 13 (81.3)
0 2 (12.5)
17 (77.3) 4 (25)

0.001
5 (22.7) 12 (75)
19 (86.4) 7 (43.8)
3(13.6) 9 (56.3) 0.005
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Necrosis Absent 33 (86.8)
Present 5(13.2)
Edema No edema 10 (26.3)
Mild 26 (68.4)
Marked 2 (5.3)
TB Interface Intact 26 (68.4)
Breached 12 (31.6)
Capsular None 7 (18.4)
enhancement Enhanced 31 (81.6)
Flow Void None 25 (65.8)
Few 10 (26.3)
Abundant 3(7.9)
Sinus Uninvolved 29 (76.3)
Abutting 2 (5.3)
Compressed 6 (15.8)
Invaded 1(2.6)
Meningioma Type Fibroblastic 9 (23.7)
Transitional 15 (39.5)
Metaplastic 2 (5.3)
Atypical 6 (15.8)
Microcytic 1(2.6)
Meningothelial 1(2.6)
Anaplastic 1(2.6)
Angiomatous 2 (5.3)
Psammamatous 1 (2.6)
Grade of Low 31 (81.6)
Meningioma High 7 (18.4)

21 (95.4) 12 (75)
0.066
1 (4.6) 4 (25)
7 (31.8) 3(18.8)
15 (68.2) 11 (68.8) 0.187
0 2 (12.5)
19 (86.4) 7 (43.8)
0.005
3(13.6) 9 (56.3)
2(9.1) 5 (31.3)
20 (90.9) 11 (68.8) 0.082
16 (72.1) 9 (56.3)
5 (22.7) 5 (31.3) 0.501
1 (4.5) 2 (12.5)
16 (72.7) 13 (81.3) 0.788
1 (4.5) 1 (6.3)
4 (18.2) 2(12.5)
1 (4.5) 0
6 (27.3) 3(18.8)
10 (45.5) 5 (31.3)
1 (4.5) 1(6.3)
2(9.1) 4 (25)
0 1(6.3) 0.249
0 1(6.3)
0 1 (6.3)
2(9.1) 0
1 (4.5) 0
20 (90.9) 11 (68.8)
2(9.1) 5 (31.3) 0.082

Tumors with lower NADC values showed significantly
more pial invasion, parenchymal invasion, breached
tumors brain interface and breached capsular
enhancement.  Significant  difference in NADC
value was seen in various histologic subtypes of
meningioma. However, low ADC value was seen in
atypical meningioma (0.618x10° mm?/s), anaplastic
meningioma (0.645x10° mm?/s) and meningothelial
meningioma (0.727x10°® mm?/s) and highest ADC was
seen in metaplastic meningioma.

Mean ADC in low-grade tumors was 0.722x 103 mm?/s
and low grade was 0.876.6x10°mm?/s (Table 3).

No significant difference in tumors grade was seen
between meningiomas arising in skull base and those
arising at sites other than skull base.

DISCUSSION

Predicting pre-surgical histopathological grade of
meningioma is helpful in appropriate treatment plan.
The association between specific radiological features
and aggressive biological behavior has been studied
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separately by other investigators.”© Our study attempts
to incorporate the use of diffusion restriction and
other radio-morphological findings in predicting grades
of meningioma. As established by previous studies,
in this study as well, there is female predilection
of meningioma with male to female ratio of 1:2.4.
The finding that age was a risk factor for high-grade
meningioma is controversial. It has been reported that
age is an independent variable in predicting tumors
recurrence and degree of differentiation according to
previous reports."" However, this is not supported by
our study result. Heterogeneous MRI enhancement
after Gd injection is associated with uneven distribution
of tumor cells or even ischemic necrosis, hemorrhage,
cystic degeneration, accumulation of tumor cell
secretion, and evidence of rapid tumor expansion, the
biological features of malignant tumors.?'2 Several
reports have stated that Grade Il and Ill meningiomas
have significantly more intratumoral cystic changes
compared with Grade | meningiomas.®' In the present
study, heterogeneous enhancement, as well as the
presence of an intratumoral cyst, was an important
factor predictive of high-grade meningioma, consistent
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with previous studies.

The interface between the tumor and the brain is
determined by the expression of a peritumoral rim.
A clear peritumoral rim indicates the presence of a
physiological barrier between the meningioma and brain
parenchyma and an unclear peri-tumoral rim suggests
tumor adhesion and invasion of the surrounding brain
tissue, the logical feature of aggressive biological
behavior.'*'® As in previous reports, an unclear tumor-
brain interface was a significant indicative factor in
predicting high-grade meningiomas in both univariate
and multivariate analyses in our study.

Likewise, a positive capsular enhancement, defined as
the enhanced layer at the tumor-brain interface, was
another identified predictor in our study. Meningiomas
with unclear tumors-brain interface had negative
capsular enhancement or partial loss of capsular
enhancement. This means that unclear tumor-brain
interface is a negative confounder in determining the
association between positive capsular enhancement
and high-grade meningioma. This fact is supported by
the findings of this study that absence or incomplete
capsular enhancement, unclear tumor-brain interface,
pialinvasion and parenchymalinvasion were significantly
higher in high-grade meningioma. In addition to this,
loss of CSF cleft also showed significant difference
being higher in high-grade meningioma.

Alteration in physiological barrier created by the
arachnoid membrane and CSF cleft between the tumor
and the adjacent brain parenchyma can be the reason for
parenchymal edema related to meningioma.'®'® Nakano
et al. reported that the invasive pattern of tumor-brain
interface including irregular tumors margins, loss of the
peri-tumoral rim, and hyperintensity of the tumor on
T2-weighted imaging was associated with meningioma-
related brain edema. However, several studies showed
no significant correlation between histological subtypes
of meningiomas and peri-tumoral brain edema.?'® In
the present study as well, no statistically significant
difference in brain edema was found between benign
and high-grade meningiomas.

Some studies have reported that meningiomas with
skull base locations were associated with a decreased
risk of being high grade.”?° We observed in our study
that there was no significant difference in the grade
between non-skull base meningiomas and skull base
meningiomas.

We found that the mean ADC value and NADC ratio
were lower (i.e. relatively restricted diffusion) in atypical/
malignant meningioma than in benign tumors (Figure 4).
Two previous studies showed similar results."® There
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are various explanations of this difference in literature
like increased tumor cellularity, tumor matrices, fibrous
or gliotic tissues, or a combination of these factors.?
Water diffusion in biologic tissue is highly dependent
on the ratio of intracellular to extracellular space, and
increased cellularity with higher mitotic activity and
high nucleus-to-cytoplasm ratio in high-grade tumors
may decrease the fraction of extracellular space, thus
restricting net water diffusion.?’?> Many previous
studies have tried to establish the use of absolute
apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) in differentiating
the histopathological grade of meningiomas.?** The
absolute cut-off and reliability of ADC measurement
is controversial, with different b values, areas of
measurement (tumors peduncle, peripheral part of the
tumor, and central region of the tumor), and methods
of measurement (minimum ADC, mean ADC, maximum
ADC, and normalized ADC) used in respective studies.

The measurement of absolute ADC values may vary
across different scanners, and the NADC ratio may
be a consistent parameter to use. The NADC ratio
minimizes the differences in absolute ADC values that
may be obtained with different DW imaging sequences
and hardware configurations, thereby eliminating
inter-image variability. This study also identified that
meningiomas with lower ADC/NADC had significant
association with breach in tumor brain interface,
capsular enhancement, pial invasion, parenchymal
invasion as well as heterogenous pattern of contrast
enhancement.

In clinical practice, predicting meningiomas with a
lower probability of advanced histopathological grade;
selective resection balanced against the risk of a
surgical procedure is recommended. Otherwise, more
aggressive resection, and even dura substitution,
should be considered for those with a higher probability
of a high-grade meningioma.

Our study has some limitations. First, this is a
retrospective study, and further prospective reports
are needed to test the validity of our prediction model.
Second, the patient population comes from a tertiary
medical care center, and therefore the sample might not
be representative of the entire population. Third, the
description of imaging findings is somewhat subjective,
with the possible existence of intra-observer and inter-
observer variability. Fourth and most importantly, the
sampling bias of 7 patients with high-grade meningioma
and 31 patients with benign meningioma would have
influenced the probability calculation.

CONCLUSIONS

This study shows some important association between
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few MR morphologic characters with aggressiveness
and grade of meningioma. High grade/atypical
meningiomas had loss of capsular enhancement,
breach in tumor brain interface, loss of CSF cleft and
pial/parenchymal invasion. DWI findings also correlated
with above mentioned MR parameters. Atypical/Grade
I/l tumors had statistically significant lower ADC
values than grade | meningiomas.

mean

ADC can be helpful in preoperative distinction

mean

between benign and atypical/malignant meningioma.
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to acknowledge late senior neurosurgeon
Prof. Dr. UP Devkota, Neurosurgery consultants and

residents who were involved in the management of
meningioma during the study period.

Conflict of Interest: None.

REFERENCES

1. Bondy M, Ligon BL. Epidemiology and etiology of
intracranial meningiomas: a review. ] Neurooncol. 1996
Sep;29(3):197-205. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

2. Ayerbe ], Lobato RD, de la Cruz J, Alday R, Rivas JJ, Gomez
PA, et al. Risk factors predicting recurrence in patients
operated on for intracranial meningioma. A multivariate
analysis.  ActaNeurochir  (Wien).  1999;141(9):921-32.
[PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

3. Hsu CC, Pai CY, Kao HW, Hsueh CJ, Hsu WL, Lo CP.
Do aggressive imaging features correlate with advanced
histopathological grade in meningiomas? ] Clin Neurosci.
2010 May;17(5):584-7. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

4. Eis M, Els T, Hoehn-Berlage M, Hossmann KA. Quantitative
diffusion MR imaging of cerebral tumors and edema. Acta
Neurochir Suppl. 1994;60:344-6. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

5. Tien RD, Felsberg GJ, Friedman H, Brown M, Mac Fall ]. MR
imaging of high-grade cerebral gliomas: value of diffusion
weighted echoplanar pulse sequence. AJR Am ] Roentgenol.
1994 Mar;162(3):671-7. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

6. Chenevert TL, McKeever PE, Ross BD. Monitoring early
response of experimental brain tumors to therapy using
diffusion magnetic resonance imaging. Clin Cancer Res. 1997
Sep;3(9):1457-66. [PubMed | Full Text]

7. Kane AJ], Sughrue ME, Rutkowski MJ, Shangari G, Fang S,
McDermott MW, et al. Anatomic location is a risk factor
for atypical and malignant meningiomas. Cancer. 2011 Mar
15;117(6):1272-8. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

8. Kasuya H, Kubo O, Tanaka M, Amano K, Kato K, Hori T.
Clinical and radiological features related to the growth
potential of meningioma. Neurosurg Rev. 2006 Oct; 29(4):
293-297. [Full Text | DOI]

9. Kawahara Y, Nakada M, Hayashi Y, Kai Y, Hayashi Y,
Uchiyama N, et al. Prediction of high-grade meningioma
by preoperative MRI assessment. ] Neurooncol. 2012
May;108(1):147-52. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

10. Nakasu S, Nakasu Y, Nakajima M, Matsuda M, Handa
J. Preoperative identification of meningiomas that are
highly likely to recur. ] Neurosurg. 1999 Mar;90(3):455-62.
[PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

JNMA | VOL 57

ISSUE 215

11. Mermanishvili TL, Dzhorbenadze TA, Chachia GG.
Association of the degree of differentiation and the mitotic
activity of intracranial meningiomas with age and gender.
Arkh Patol. 2010 May-Jun;72(3):16-8. [PubMed]

12. Hashiba T, Hashimoto N, Maruno M, Izumoto S, Suzuki T,
Kagawa N, et al. Scoring radiologic characteristics to predict
proliferative potential in meningiomas. Brain Tumor Pathol.
2006 Apr;23(1):49-54. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

13. Chen TY, Lai PH, Ho JT, Wang JS, Chen WL, Pan HB, et al.
Magnetic resonance imaging and diffusion-weighted images
of cystic meningioma: correlating with histopathology. Clin
Imaging. 2004 Jan-Feb;28(1):10-9. [PubMed | Full Text |
DOI|

14. Nakasu S, Nakajima M, Matsumura K, Nakasu Y, Handa J.
Meningioma: proliferating potential and clinicoradiological
features. Neurosurgery. 1995 Dec;37(6):1049-55. [PubMed |
DOI]

15. Takeguchi T, Miki H, Shimizu T, Kikuchi K, Mochizuki
T, Ohue S, et al. Prediction of tumors-brain adhesion in
intracranial meningiomas by MR imaging and DSA. Magn
Reson Med Sci. 2003 Dec 31;2(4):171-9. [PubMed | Full Text
| DOI]

16. deVries J, Wakhloo AK. Cerebral oedema associated with
WHO-I, WHO-II, and WHO-III-meningiomas: correlation of
clinical, computed tomographic, operative and histological
findings. Acta Neurochir (Wein). 1993;125(1-4):34-40.
[PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

17. Inamura T, Nishio S, Takeshita I, Fujiwara S, Fukui M.
Peritumoral brain edema in meningiomas-influence of
vascular supply on its development. Neurosurgery. 1992
Aug;31(2):179-85. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

18. Salpietro FM, Alafaci C, Lucerna S, Iacopino DG, Todaro
C, Tomasello F. Peritumoral edema in meningiomas:
microsurgical observations of different brain tumors
interfaces related to computed tomography. Neurosurgery.
1994 Oct;35(4):638-41;discussion 641-2. [PubMed | Full Text
| DOI]

19. Kasuya H, Kubo O, Tanaka M, Amano K, Kato K,
Hori T. Clinical and radiological features related to the
growth potential of meningioma. Neurosurg Rev. 2006
Oct;29(4):293-6. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

JAN-FEB, 2019 43

Free Full Text Articles are Available at www.jnma.com.np



https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8858525
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00165649
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00165649
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF00165649
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00165649
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00165649
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10526073
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s007010050398
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s007010050398
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s007010050398
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007010050398
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007010050398
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20219376
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0967-5868(09)00695-X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0967-5868(09)00695-X
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0967-5868(09)00695-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jocn.2009.09.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jocn.2009.09.018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7976585
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-7091-9334-1_92
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-7091-9334-1_92
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-7091-9334-1_92
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-9334-1_92
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-7091-9334-1_92
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8109520
https://www.ajronline.org/doi/pdf/10.2214/ajr.162.3.8109520
https://www.ajronline.org/doi/pdf/10.2214/ajr.162.3.8109520
https://doi.org/10.2214/ajr.162.3.8109520
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9815831
http://clincancerres.aacrjournals.org/content/clincanres/3/9/1457.full.pdf
http://clincancerres.aacrjournals.org/content/clincanres/3/9/1457.full.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21381014
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cncr.25591
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cncr.25591
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1002/cncr.25591
https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.25591
https://doi.org/10.1002/cncr.25591
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs10143-006-0039-3.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs10143-006-0039-3.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10143-006-0039-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10143-006-0039-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22327898
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/221826249_Prediction_of_high-grade_meningioma_by_preoperative_MRI_assessment
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/221826249_Prediction_of_high-grade_meningioma_by_preoperative_MRI_assessment
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11060-012-0809-4
https://thejns.org/view/journals/j-neurosurg/90/3/article-p455.xml
https://thejns.org/view/journals/j-neurosurg/90/3/article-p455.xml
https://doi.org/10.3171/jns.1999.90.3.0455
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18095119
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10014-006-0199-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10014-006-0199-4
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s10014-006-0199-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10014-006-0199-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10014-006-0199-4
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/7118446_Magnetic_resonance_imaging_and_diffusion-weighted_images_of_cystic_meningioma_Correlating_with_histopathology
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/7118446_Magnetic_resonance_imaging_and_diffusion-weighted_images_of_cystic_meningioma_Correlating_with_histopathology
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0899-7071(03)00032-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0899-7071(03)00032-9
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8584144
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006123-199512000-00003
https://doi.org/10.1097/00006123-199512000-00003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16222111
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/7544383_Prediction_of_Tumor-brain_Adhesion_in_Intracranial_Meningiomas_by_MR_Imaging_and_DSA
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/7544383_Prediction_of_Tumor-brain_Adhesion_in_Intracranial_Meningiomas_by_MR_Imaging_and_DSA
http://dx.doi.org/10.2463/mrms.2.171
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8122553
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01401825
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01401825
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01401825
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01401825
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01401825
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1513424
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/31/2/179/2748301?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/31/2/179/2748301?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/31/2/179/2748301?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://doi.org/10.1227/00006123-199208000-00002
https://doi.org/10.1227/00006123-199208000-00002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7808606
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15389813_Peritumoral_edema_in_meningiomas_Microsurgical_observations_of_different_brain_tumor_interfaces_related_to_computed_tomography
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/15389813_Peritumoral_edema_in_meningiomas_Microsurgical_observations_of_different_brain_tumor_interfaces_related_to_computed_tomography
https://doi.org/10.1227/00006123-199410000-00009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16953450
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC1564192&amp;blobtype=pdf
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC1564192&amp;blobtype=pdf
https://europepmc.org/backend/ptpmcrender.fcgi?accid=PMC1564192&amp;blobtype=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10143-006-0039-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10143-006-0039-3

Ranabhat et al. Role of MR Morphology and Diffusion-Weighted Imaging in the Evaluation of Meningiomas: Radio-Pathologic Correlation

20. Sade B, Chahlavi A, Krishnaney A, Nagel S, Choi E, Lee JH. 26. Durand A, Labrousse F, Jouvet A, Bauchet L, Kalamarides
World Health Organization Grades II and III meningiomas M, Menei P, et al. WHO grade II and III meningiomas: a
are rare in the cranial base and spine. Neurosurgery. 2007 study of prognostic factors. ] Neurooncol. 2009;95(3)367-75.
Dec;61(6):1194-8. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI] [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

21. Mahmood A, Caccamo DV, Tomecek FJ, Malik GM. Atypical 27. Santelli L, Ramondo G, Della Puppa A, Ermani M, Scienza
and malignant meningiomas: a clinicopathological review. R, d’Avella D, et al. Diffusion-weighted imaging does not
Neurosurgery. 1993;33(6):955-63. [PubMed | DOI]| predict histological grading in meningiomas. Acta Neurochir

22. Maier H, Ofner D, Hittmair A, Kitz K, Budka H. Classic, (Wien). 20107152(8):1315-9. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]
atypical, and anaplastic meningioma: three histopathological 28. Sanverdi SE, Ozgen B, Oguz KK, Mut M, Dolgun A,
subtypes of clinical relevance. ] Neurosurg. 1992 Soylemezoglu F, etal. Is diffusion-weighted imaging useful
Oct;77(4):616-23. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI] in grading and differentiating histopathological subtypes of

23. Maillo A, Orfao A, Sayagues ]M, Diaz P, Gomez-Moreta ;rtirll?eg:ﬁnlajsg)ll]iur J Radiol. 2012381(9):2389-95. [PublMed |
JA, Caballero M, et al. New classification scheme for the B
prognostic stratification of meningioma on the basis of 29. Watanabe Y, Yamasaki F, Kajiwara Y, Takayasu T, Nosaka
chromosome 14 abnormalities, patient age, and tumors R, Akiyama Y, et al. Preoperative histological grading of
histopathology. ] Clin Oncol. 2003;21(17):3285-95. [PubMed meningiomas using apparent diffusion coefficient at 3T MRI.
| Full Text | DOI] Eur ] Radiol. 2013;82(4):658-63. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

24. Filippi CG, Edgar MA, Ulug AM, Prowda JC, Heier 30. Yin B, Liu L, Zhang BY, Li YX, Li Y, Geng DY. Correlating
LA, Zimmerman RD. Appearance of meningiomas on apparent diffusion coefficients with histopathologic findings
diffusion-weighted images: correlating diffusion constants on meningiomas. Eur ] Radiol. 2012;81(12):4050-6. [PubMed
with histopathologic findings. AJ]NR Am ] Neuroradiol. | Full Text | DOI]
2001;22(1):65-72. [PubMed | Full Text]

25. Nagar VA, Ye JR, Ng WH, Chan YH, Hui F, Lee
CK, etal Diffusion-weighted MR imaging: diagnosing
atypical or malignant meningiomas and  detecting
tumors dedifferentiation. AJNR Am ] Neuroradiol.

/

2008;29(6):1147-52. [PubMed | Full Text | DOI]

/~© The Author(s) 2018.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images or other third party material in this article are

included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative

Commons license, users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this license, visit
\\ http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ /"

JNMA | vOL 57 | ISSUE 215 | JAN-FEB, 2019

Free Full Text Articles are Available at www.jnma.com.np



https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18162898
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/61/6/1194/2558600?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/61/6/1194/2558600?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://academic.oup.com/neurosurgery/article-abstract/61/6/1194/2558600?redirectedFrom=fulltext
https://doi.org/10.1227/01.neu.0000306097.38141.65
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8134008
https://doi.org/10.1227/00006123-199312000-00001
https://doi.org/10.1227/00006123-199312000-00001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1527622
https://doi.org/10.3171/jns.1992.77.4.0616
https://doi.org/10.3171/jns.1992.77.4.0616
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.1003.9716&amp;rep=rep1&amp;type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.1003.9716&amp;rep=rep1&amp;type=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.2003.07.156
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11158890
http://www.ajnr.org/content/ajnr/22/1/65.full.pdf
http://www.ajnr.org/content/ajnr/22/1/65.full.pdf
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18356472
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A0996
http://www.ajnr.org/content/29/6/1147.long
https://doi.org/10.3174/ajnr.A0996
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19562258
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11060-009-9934-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11060-009-9934-0
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs11060-009-9934-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11060-009-9934-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11060-009-9934-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20428902
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2Fs00701-010-0657-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00701-010-0657-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21723681
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2011.06.031
https://www.ejradiology.com/article/S0720-048X(11)00572-9/fulltext
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2011.06.031
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23313707
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00582-7
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00582-7
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00582-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2012.11.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2012.11.037
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22727725
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00261-6
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00261-6
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0720-048X(12)00261-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2012.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2012.06.002

