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PBC Primary biliary cholangitis  
PVH Portal venus hypertension 
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Abstract/Keywords 
Background and Aims: Primary biliary cholangitis (PBC) is a chronic inflammatory 
autoimmune disease of the biliary epithelial cells, causing slow progression of 
cholestasis and fibrosis. The aim of the study is to summarize the imaging features of 
PBC and examine the correlation between its clinicopathological and radiologic 
features, elucidating the specific clinicopathological and radiologic differences between 
male and female PBC patients, as well as between AMA-positive and AMA-negative 
PBC patients. 
Methods: Demographic, laboratory, radiologic and survival data were collected 
retrospectively for patients diagnosed and treated for PBC at the Mount Sinai Health 
System between 2016 and 2020 with at least one ultrasound, CT, or MRI of abdomen 
available for assessment. Biochemical and radiologic data were compared between 
male v.s. female groups, and AMA-positive v.s. AMA-negative group. 
Results: A total of 273 patients diagnosed with PBC were included. Non-specific hepatic 
parenchymal disease, cirrhosis, cholelithiasis, splenomegaly, lymphadenopathy, benign 
liver masses/cysts were the most common features on abdominal images.  24% of PBC 
patients had biliary tree abnormalities on MRI. LAD was reported in 38-47% of PBC 
patients. There was no significant difference in age, race, or ethnicity between the 
sexes of patients with PBC, however imaging characteristics of portal hypertension 
were more frequently seen in men. AMA-negative PBC patients had similar distributions 
of age, race/ethnicity and survival to AMA-positive PBC patients. 
Conclusion: Our study summarized the clinicopathological and imaging features of PBC 
and distinct subgroups. This would assist in the diagnosis of PBC and avoid over-testing 
in real-world practice. 
Keywords: Primary biliary cholangitis, image, periportal halo sign, gender, anti-
mitochondrial antibody 
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Introduction 
Primary biliary cholangitis (PBC) is a chronic autoimmune disease characterized by 
progressive small bile duct destruction, cholestasis and variable progression to 
cirrhosis. It is most commonly seen in women, with a female-to-male prevalence ratio 
thought to be 9:11, but with recent data suggesting regional variation in this balance with 
ratios varying between 2:1 and 4:12. Though the pathogenesis of PBC is understood to 
involve T-cell mediated biliary injury in all patients, it is a heterogeneous disease, with 
clinical manifestations varying from chronically asymptomatic disease to cirrhosis within 
years. 
 
The role of imaging in PBC has largely been limited to the exclusion of other disorders 
and monitoring of hepatic fibrosis3. Clinical guidelines from both the American 
Association for the Study of Liver Diseases (AASLD) and the European Association for 
the Study of the Liver (EASL) recommend that imaging be performed as part of the 
diagnostic evaluation of cholestasis, but with the aim of excluding extrahepatic causes 
of cholestasis rather than seeking direct radiological evidence of PBC4,5.  
 
Ultrasound imaging is central also to monitoring for progression of fibrosis and 
surveillance of hepatocellular carcinoma, but imaging findings in the later stages of PBC 
resemble fibrotic changes from viral and alcoholic liver diseases3, limiting the utility of 
these studies in the specific diagnosis of PBC. Magnetic resonance (MR) examinations 
have shown some promise in identifying specific features of PBC, such as the periportal 
halo sign, but these are typically seen late in the disease6. Abdominal 
lymphadenopathy7-9 is seen in PBC but is non-specific6. Studies of computed 
tomography (CT) images in PBC have long shown a tendency for earlier development 
of sequelae of portal hypertension than would be expected for the macroscopic degree 
of hepatic fibrosis9,10, although they are insufficiently specific to make a definitive 
diagnosis. However, it has been suggested that some of these features are useful in 
predicting advanced fibrosis11, and thus may obviate the need for biopsy. 
 
One drawback of the existing literature on imaging features of PBC is the relative 
paucity of clinical information and clinicopathological correlation in these studies. While 
most of the literature discusses the role of imaging in PBC in relation to monitoring 
disease progression and the early detection of complications, very few studies examine 
the radiographic differences that may exist between distinct subgroups within the overall 
PBC population, such as differences between demographic groups or between those 
with atypical biochemical profiles. Additionally, many of the existing studies were led by 
radiologists, which could introduce the potential for observer bias, limiting the scope of 
reported radiological findings within PBC in real-world clinical practice. 
 
As such, the overall aim of our study was to summarize the imaging features of PBC 
and examine the correlation between its clinicopathological and radiologic features. We 
also aimed to elucidate the specific demographic, biochemical, radiologic, and survival 
differences between male and female PBC patients, as well as between AMA-positive 
and AMA-negative PBC patients. 
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Materials and methods 
Patient population 
A retrospective review of electronic medical records at the Mount Sinai Health System 
from January 2016 through December 2020 revealed 273 patients with a diagnosis of 
PBC and at least one ultrasound (US), CT, or MRI of the abdomen available for 
assessment. We confirmed that all included patients met the criteria for a diagnosis of 
PBC as per AASLD guidance, which requires the presence of at least two of these three 
criteria: 1) positive antimitochondrial antibody; 2) elevated alkaline phosphatase; 3) liver 
biopsy confirming diagnosis5. Patients with coexistent viral liver disease, primary 
sclerosing cholangitis, liver metastases, or other diffuse liver diseases were excluded. 
Demographic, histologic, laboratory and radiologic data were collected for analysis. This 
study was performed with the approval of the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of the 
Icahn School of Medicine at Mount Sinai. Written consent was waived as per IRB 
protocol. 
 
Histological evaluation 
114 patients had liver biopsies performed within the Mount Sinai Health System. Liver 
histology had been evaluated by specialized hepatic pathologists from the Mount Sinai 
Department of Pathology. Histopathologic proof of PBC was based on a chronic, 
nonsuppurative cholangitis mainly affecting the interlobular and septal bile ducts. 
Histologic lesions had been divided into 4 stages depending on the severity and extent 
of inflammation and fibrosis: stage 1, portal inflammation with or without florid bile duct 
lesions; stage 2, interface hepatitis with periportal lesions extending into the hepatic 
parenchyma; stage 3, bridging inflammation with formation of fibrous septa; and stage 
4, cirrhosis with the existence of regenerative nodules5. 

 
Imaging technique and analysis 
Transabdominal grayscale ultrasound examinations of the abdomen and   
retroperitoneum had been performed by sonogram technicians as per standard 
protocol. Helical multiphase CT scans of the abdomen had been performed from the 
lung bases to the pubic symphysis with 100 mL of Isovue-300 intravenous contrast. 
Nonenhanced and contrast-enhanced images of the abdomen were obtained in all 
cases. MRI of the abdomen or magnetic resonance cholangiopancreatography (MRCP) 
had been performed with the following sequences: axial and coronal T2 half-fourier 
acquisition single-shot turbo spin echo imaging (HASTE), axial T2 fat saturated, axial 
diffusion, axial T1 in and out of phase, thick slab and 3-dimensional (3D) MRCP, axial 
and coronal 3D T1 weighted before and after 10 mL intravenous Eovist administration. 
MR elastography had also been performed in some cases. Radiographic evidence of 
portal hypertension included: gastric/esophageal varices, recanalized paraumbilical 
vein, splenorenal shunt, splenomegaly or ascites. 
 
The review of PBC images were performed by one or two abdominal radiologists under 
real-world clinical practice. We extracted the following features retrospectively from 
imaging reports: liver cirrhosis, hepatomegaly, hepatic masses, hepatic steatosis, 
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periportal halo sign (for MR imaging), cholelithiasis, gallbladder sludge, gallbladder wall 
abnormalities, biliary tree abnormalities, ascites, splenomegaly, portosystemic 
collaterals, lymphadenopathy (defined as ≥1 cm in the short axis). Other intra-
abdominal abnormalities were recorded separately. In patients with more than one 
imaging report, only the most recent report for each of the modalities (US or CT or MRI) 
was included for final analysis. 
 
Statistical analyses 
All statistical analyses and data visualization were performed using RStudio version 
3.6.1 and STATA 15. Continuous variables were presented as mean ± standard 
deviation (SD). Proportions (as percentages) were given for categorical or ordinal data. 
Normality was evaluated with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. The t-test was utilized to 
test for a difference in means between groups for continuous variables, while Chi-
squared or Fisher’s exact tests were used to compare categorical data between groups.  
 
Results 
Clinicopathological features 
A total of 273 patients diagnosed with PBC were included (table 1). The study 
population included 243 (89%) female and 41 (15%) AMA-negative PBC patients, with a 
mean age of 64.5+/-1.5 years.  Liver biopsy was performed in 114 patients: 23 (20.2%) 
showed stage 1 PBC, 18 (15.8%) stage 2, 43 (37.8%) stage 3 and 11 (9.7%) stage 4; 
19 patients had no evidence of PBC on biopsy (PBC was confirmed by elevated ALP, 
positive AMA, and exclusion of other liver diseases). Fifty-four patients had evidence of 
autoimmune hepatitis overlap syndrome. Two hundred and thirty PBC patients had 
detailed radiographic results for analysis: 172 (75%) had US, 95 (41%) had CT, and 129 
(56%) had MRI results.  
 
Imaging features 
US, CT, MRI features are summarized and compared in table 2 and figure. Non-specific 
hepatic parenchymal disease (51%), cirrhosis (32%), cholelithiasis (20%), 
splenomegaly (12%) and lymphadenopathy (LAD) (11%) were the most common 
features found on US in patients with PBC.  Cirrhosis (50%), LAD (38%), splenomegaly 
(28%), benign liver masses/cysts (18%) and cholelithiasis (16%) were the most 
common features on CT in patients with PBC. Imaging evidence of liver cirrhosis and 
portal hypertension were more frequently observed in the CT group (49.5% and 48.4% 
respectively), which may suggest that this population had relatively more advanced 
PBC. LAD (47%), cirrhosis (41%), benign liver masses/cysts (36%), splenomegaly 
(23%) and cholelithiasis (11%) were the most common features on MRI in patients with 
PBC.  24% of PBC patients had biliary tree abnormalities on MRI, including intrahepatic 
(7%) and extrahepatic (2%) biliary duct dilatation, common bile duct dilatation (8%), 
intrahepatic duct stricture (2%), or other biliary tree irregularities (6%). LAD was 
reported in 38-47% of PBC patients, commonly involving periportal, porta hepatis, 
portacaval and peripancreatic lymph nodes. Notably, 147 (85.5%) ultrasound reports did 
not mention lymphadenopathy in our sample. No imaging evidence of hepatocellular 
carcinoma (HCC) was found in our cohort.  
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Comparison between men and women with PBC 
There was no significant difference in age, race, or ethnicity between the sexes of 
patients with PBC (table 3). Alkaline phosphatase (ALP) was elevated in 97% of men 
vs. 92% of women. The mean level of ALP was higher in men than in women (442 vs. 
316 u/L, p = 0.058). Antimitochondrial antibody (AMA) was positive in 73% of men vs. 
69% of women. Liver biopsies were performed in 11/30 (37%) males and 103/243 
(42%) females. Early PBC (stage 1 or 2) was seen in 12.5% of men vs. 46% of women 
while advanced PBC (stage 3 or 4) was seen in 88% of men vs. 54% of women (p = 
0.068). Of note, 23.3% of men vs. 19.3% of women were diagnosed with autoimmune 
hepatitis overlap syndrome with no statistically significant difference. 231 patients had 
radiographic studies for assessment. Radiographic evidence for cirrhosis was similar in 
men and women (48% vs. 42%); however, imaging characteristics of portal 
hypertension (splenomegaly, ascites, and varices) were more frequently seen in men 
(55.5% vs. 35.9%, p < 0.05). 

 
Comparison between AMA-positive and AMA-negative PBC 
271 PBC patients were included for comparison. 230 (85%) had positive AMA and 41 
(15%) had negative AMA (table 4). AMA-negative PBC patients had similar distributions 
of age, race/ethnicity and survival to AMA-positive PBC patients. 69 AMA-positive 
(30%) and 25 AMA-negative PBC patients (61%) had biopsy reports available in the 
Mount Sinai Health System. Biopsies done in outside systems were not included for 
analysis. The discrepancy in biopsy rates among AMA-positive and AMA-negative 
groups reflected the updated practice in making PBC diagnosis. Stage 1-2 was seen in 
28/69 (41%) positive AMA vs. 13/25 (52%) negative AMA patients; stage 3-4 was 
observed in 41/69 (59%) positive AMA vs. 12/25 (48%) negative AMA patients. Imaging 
features were similar between AMA positive vs. negative PBC patients, including 
cirrhosis (91/208, 44% vs. 8/22, 36%), portal hypertension (64/208, 31% vs. 8/22, 36%) 
and abdominal lymphadenopathy (85/208, 41% vs. 5/22, 23%). Among 95 patients 
imaged with CT, lymphadenopathy was seen in 35/86 (41%) positive vs. 0/9 (0%) 
negative AMA patients (p < 0.05). However, this difference was not statistically 
significant in those imaged with MRI. 
 
Discussion 
PBC is a chronic, inflammatory, autoimmune disease of the biliary epithelial cells, 
causing slow progression of cholestasis and fibrosis5. The clinical and therapeutic 
aspects of PBC have been well studied, however relatively little is known about the 
radiographic features specific to PBC. Most previous studies have been conducted by 
radiologists with a focus on a single imaging modality and limited by small sample sizes. 
In addition, prior studies were based mainly on CT and MRI findings with close to none 
reporting typical US findings in PBC patients. To our knowledge this is the first large, 
single-center study outlining radiologic findings by ultrasound, CT and MRI, in PBC 
patients with early to advanced stages of disease.  
 
Our study included 273 patients with PBC diagnosed per AASLD criteria, of which 89% 
were female, which is consistent with prior epidemiologic studies2,12-15. Out of the 273 
patients, 172 underwent abdominal ultrasound, 95 underwent helical CT scan, and 129 
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underwent MRI/MRCP. We evaluated findings from these imaging modalities primarily 
because they are the most accessible and most commonly used in patients with liver 
pathology. US was able to detect most cases of cirrhosis and gallbladder abnormalities, 
while CT and MRCP were better at detecting lymphadenopathy, parenchymal 
pathology, biliary tree/pancreatic duct changes, and findings consistent with portal 
hypertension.   
 
Findings consistent with cirrhosis were reported in 32%, 49.5%, and 41.1% of those 
who underwent abdominal US, CT, and MRI respectively. In one study looking at CT 
findings in 21 patients with PBC, cirrhosis was found in 43%, which is comparable to 
findings within our study10. 
 
Recently, the periportal “halo sign” on T1- and T2-weighted MRI, characterized by 
rounded low signal-intensity abnormality around portal venous branches, has been 
identified as a specific finding in advanced PBC3,11,16-18. The prevalence of the halo sign 
has ranged from 27.6% to 75.8%, depending on the severity of disease in the cohorts 
analyzed. Our study reported a halo sign prevalence of 0.8%, a marked difference 
compared to prior findings. Our study retrospectively extracted imaging features from 
imaging reports, likely limiting observer bias on the part of the reporting radiologist and 
more likely reflecting the prevalence of this sign in “real world” practice.     
 
We identified radiologic hepatomegaly in 9.3%, 8.4% and 10.1%, of patients who had 
abdominal US, CT, and MRI respectively. These findings are similar to what has been 
previously reported in other studies showing hepatomegaly in PBC patients with a 
prevalence ranging 11-19%9,10, and 37.8-56.5%11,17,19, for CT, and MRI respectively. 
Variations in hepatomegaly findings have been attributed to severity of disease with 
larger liver size associated with early disease.  
 
Our cohort of patients did not have imaging findings consistent with HCC in any of the 
three imaging modalities. Indeterminate liver masses/cysts were identified in 8.7%, 
17.9% and 35.7%, by US, CT, and MRI respectively. HCC in PBC is associated with 
more advanced fibrosis/cirrhosis10 and male sex20 - although the male sex association 
is likely a function of late diagnosis in men, rather than a more aggressive natural 
history of disease14,21. Our population had a smaller proportion of people with advanced 
PBC than previous studies reporting HCC in PBC, and this could explain the absence of 
HCC cases in our cohort.  
 
Sequelae of portal hypertension were less prevalent in our cohort than previously 
reported9,10,18,19. Prior MRI studies have reported a prevalence of varices between 7.8-
15.3%, splenomegaly between 20.1-86.4%, and ascites between 5.7-47.7%11,16,22. 
Portal hypertension is generally seen in more advanced disease and the wide range of 
distribution of these findings could be attributed to inherent differences in disease 
severity among the different patient cohorts. A CT-based study looking at sequelae of 
portal hypertension in pre-transplant patients (with more advanced/end-stage disease) 
reported 87%, 88%, and 44% prevalence of varices, splenomegaly and ascites 
respectively in their cohort10.  
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PBC results from autoimmune destruction of intrahepatic cholangiocytes leading to the 
obliteration of small bile ducts3. These biliary tree changes are more commonly reported 
on MRI/MRCP evaluations. In one study looking at MRI/MRCP findings in 13 patients 
with PBC, 8/13 (61.5%) had mild irregularity in the intrahepatic bile ducts and 1/13 
(7.6%) was found to have focal narrowing at the common bile duct level16. This was 
comparable to the findings of biliary tree irregularity in 6.2% of MRI reports in our 
cohort. In another MRI-based study, 24/44 (54.5%) of PBC patients enrolled were found 
to have decreased number and stenosis of the intrahepatic bile ducts22. Our study found 
intrahepatic ductal dilatation in up to 7.4% and common bile duct dilatation (>7 mm) in 
up to 7.8% of patients, findings rarely reported previously in the literature. Like in our 
cohort, there is a paucity of US and CT studies in the literature reporting small biliary 
duct changes, likely a result of technical limitations with these modalities. We also 
reported unexpected features, such as cholelithiasis (up to 20%) and gallbladder wall 
thickening (up to 6.4%) within our cohort. Though these findings are non-specific for 
PBC, they may have some, as yet undescribed, significance in predicting severity 
and/or prognosis.  
 
Lymphadenopathy can be a non-specific finding in infectious, inflammatory and 
malignant hepatic diseases10,11,19. Prominent or enlarged lymph nodes should always 
prompt a thorough malignancy workup, before being attributed to underlying PBC.  The 
frequency and significance of lymphadenopathy in PBC remains controversial, but has 
been extensively reported in PBC radiology literature7-9. In our study, LAD was a 
frequent finding, noted in 11%, 58% and 69% of US, CT and MRI reports, respectively. 
This is comparable to the findings of several other studies, which report a wide range of 
frequencies of LAD9,17,18,22. In this study, lymphadenopathy was mostly reported in the 
periportal and portocaval regions and less frequently in the peripancreatic regions. The 
clinical significance of the presence, size or location of lymphadenopathy on imaging in 
PBC remains unclear, as there was no clear association between these variables and 
prognosis or stage of PBC in our study. 
 
Men and women with PBC had similar clinical, histological and radiological features in 
our cohort, other than for the notable exception of a higher prevalence of portal 
hypertension in men. Though this may be related to a later diagnosis in men of this 
disease with a marked female preponderance23, we cannot exclude the possibility of a 
disease course that is more aggressive in men, or one in which portal hypertension 
develops earlier than would otherwise be expected. More work will be needed to 
investigate this possible link further, which, if confirmed, may make more frequent 
variceal screening in men advisable.  
 
Our analysis found no evidence to suggest that AMA status (positivity or negativity) is 
associated with any distinct clinical, radiological or histological features. While it had 
been thought that AMA-negative PBC was characterized by a more aggressive course, 
findings from this large, tertiary center cohort do not support this hypothesis. Some 
other studies have also shown no difference in treatment response or overall clinical 
outcomes between AMA-negative and AMA-positive PBC patients24-27. It should be 
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noted, however, that the rarity of AMA-negative PBC makes this a challenging entity to 
study, and there remains a risk of a type 2 statistical error in our work as a result of the 
relatively small pool of AMA-negative patients. 
 
In terms of limitations, the retrospective nature of our study made it difficult to ensure 
that all data were available for all patients. For example, some patients had only one 
imaging modality available for inclusion, or no histology, or no direct temporal 
correlation between histology and radiology. This could bias findings by 
overrepresenting data from those who are more heavily investigated for important 
clinical, sociodemographic, or financial reasons. Secondly, it was not possible to 
accurately record the duration of follow-up and end outcome for each patient, which 
limited our ability to draw conclusions about the prognostic significance of some of our 
findings. For all imaging modalities, we depended on a single radiologist’s interpretation 
of each study and there was no second look verification of findings by another 
radiologist. This also limited the ability to expound on more nuanced radiologic findings 
such as extent of liver lobular atrophy/hypertrophy, caudate-to-right lobe ratio, and 
parenchymal changes that may be relevant in the evaluation and prognostication of 
PBC. 
 
These limitations are outweighed by the benefit of a sample size larger than most prior 
studies, giving more insight into less common findings. Our study was conducted in a 
large health system in New York City, which includes five hospitals and a liver 
transplantation center. We included data from multiple radiology modalities instead of 
focusing on one modality as previous studies have done. We are unique in presenting 
ultrasound findings in PBC, which can guide clinicians diagnosing and managing PBC in 
settings where other radiologic modalities are unavailable or limited. Based on the 
distribution of PBC stage in the subset of patients who underwent biopsy, our study had 
a diverse distribution of patients across the whole spectrum of disease severity. Finally, 
our analysis of radiologic differences based on sex and AMA status are, to our 
knowledge, novel. Though there were no significant differences when we stratified by 
sex or AMA status, these findings are important and consistent with prior studies that 
note similar clinical presentation and prognosis in these subgroups. 
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Tables and figures: 
Table 1. Clinicopathologic Features of PBC patients  

  ALL WITH IMAGE US CT MRI 

N 
 273 230 172 95 129 

AGE (YO, 95%CI) 
 

64.5 
(63.0-66.0) 

64.3 
(62.7-66.0) 

64.3 
(62.3-66.2) 

68.6 
(66.2-70.9) 

63.0 
(61.0-65.0) 

GENDER, N (%) Male 30(11.0) 27 (11.7) 25 (14.5) 15 (15.8) 16 (12.4) 

 Female 243(89.1) 203 (88.3) 147 (85.5) 80 (84.2) 113 (87.6) 

RACE/ETHNICITY, 
N (%) 

African 
American 

20(7.3) 16 (7) 12 (7) 8 (8.4) 8 (6.2) 

 White 126(46.2) 106 (46.1) 80 (46.5) 47 (49.5) 62 (48.1) 

 Asian 12(4.4) 12 (5.2) 7 (4.1) 6 (6.3) 4 (3.1) 

 Other 78(28.6) 66 (28.7) 54 (31.4) 32 (33.7) 40 (31) 

 Unknown 37(13.6) 30 (13) 19 (11.1) 2 (2.1) 15 (11.6) 

ALP, N (%) Elevated 253(92.7) 225 (97.8) 167 (97.1) 94 (99) 127 (98.5) 

 Non-elevated 19(7.0) 5 (2.2) 5 (2.9) 1 (1.1) 2 (1.6) 

AMA, N (%) Positive 230(84.3) 207 (90) 154 (89.5) 86 (90.5) 113 (87.6) 

 Negative 41(15.0) 22 (9.6) 18 (10.5) 9 (9.5) 15 (11.6) 

 N/A 2(0.7) 1 (0.4) 0 (0) 0 (0) 1 (0.8) 

LIVER BIOPSY, N 
(%) Done 114(41.8) 104 (45.2) 81 (47.1) 43 (45.3) 62 (48.1) 

 N/A 159(58.2) 126 (54.8) 91 (52.9) 52 (54.7) 67 (51.9) 

STAGE OF PBC 
ON BIOPSY, N (%) 1 23(20.1) 22 (21.2) 17 (21) 6 (14) 11 (17.7) 

 2 18(15.8) 16 (15.4) 14 (17.3) 9 (20.9) 10 (16.1) 

 3 43(37.8) 42 (40.4) 32 (39.5) 17 (39.5) 26 (41.9) 

 4 11(9.7) 11 (10.6) 9 (11.1) 5 (11.6) 6 (9.7) 

 Not PBC 19(16.7) 13 (12.5) 9 (11.1) 6 (14) 9 (14.5) 

OVERLAP WITH 
AIH, N (%) No 219(80.2) 187 (81.3) 135 (78.5) 76 (80) 107 (83) 

 Yes 54(19.8) 43 (18.7) 37 (21.5) 19 (20) 22 (17.1) 
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Table 2. Imaging features of PBC patients 

IMAGING FEATURES US CT MRI 

LIVER 

CIRRHOSIS 55 (32%) 47 (49.5%) 53 (41.1%) 

NON-SPECIFIC HEPATIC PARENCHYMAL DISEASE 88 (51.2%) / / 

HEPATOMEGALY 16 (9.3%) 8 (8.4%) 13 (10.1%) 

BENIGN OR UNDETERMINED LIVER MASSES/CYSTS 15 (8.7%) 17 (17.9%) 46 (35.7%) 

HCC 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

PERIPORTAL HALO/FIBROSIS / 1 (1.1%) 1 (0.8%) 

STEATOSIS/FOCAL FATTY SPARING/FAT DEPOSITION 12 (7%) 3 (3.2%) 16 (12.4%) 

IRON DEPOSITION / / 6 (4.7%) 

OTHERS 5 (2.9%) 15 (15.8%) 18 (14%) 

NORMAL LIVER 16 (9.3%) 27 (28.4%) 29 (22.5%) 

BILIARY TREE 

INTRAHEPATIC BILIARY TREE DILATATION 3 (1.7%) 7 (7.4%) 9 (7%) 

EXTRAHEPATIC BILIARY TREE DILATATION 0 (0%) 1 (1.1%) 3 (2.3%) 

COMMON BILE DUCT DILATATION (>7MM) 10 (5.8%) 6 (6.3%) 10 (7.8%) 

INTRAHEPATIC DUCT STRICTURE 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (2.3%) 

BILIARY TREE IRREGULARITY 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 8 (6.2%) 

OTHERS 0 (0%) 4 (4.2%) 9 (7%) 

NORMAL BILIARY TREE 158 (91.9%) 80 (84.2%) 98 (76%) 

GALLBLADDER 

CHOLELITHIASIS 35 (20.3%) 15 (15.8%) 14 (10.9%) 

GALLBLADDER SLUDGE 4 (2.3%) 4 (4.2%) 9 (7%) 

WALL THICKENING/EDEMA 11 (6.4%) 2 (2.1%) 6 (4.7%) 

ADENOMYOMATOSIS 6 (3.5%) 0 (0%) 3 (2.3%) 

S/P CHOLECYSTECTOMY 34 (19.8%) 23 (24.2%) 29 (22.5%) 

OTHERS 12 (7%) 6 (6.3%) 4 (3.1%) 

NORMAL GALLBLADDER 84 (48.8%) 47 (49.5%) 69 (53.5%) 

NOT REPORTED 1 (0.6%) / / 

PORTAL HYPERTENSION 

GASTRIC/ESOPHAGEAL VARICES 0 (0%) 19 (20%) 21 (16.3%) 

RECANALIZED PARAUMBILICAL VEIN 2 (1.2%) 8 (8.4%) 7 (5.4%) 

SPLENORENAL SHUNT 0 (0%) 3 (3.2%) 1 (0.8%) 

SPLENOMEGALY 21 (12.2%) 27 (28.4%) 29 (22.5%) 

ASCITES 12 (7%) 18 (18.9%) 11 (8.5%) 

NO SIGN OF PORTAL HYPERTENSION 129 (75%) 49 (51.6%) 90 (69.8%) 

SPLEEN 

SPLENOMEGALY 21 (12.2%) 29 (30.5%) 30 (23.3%) 

SPLEEN CYSTS 0 (0%) 4 (4.2%) 5 (3.9%) 
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 OTHERS 3 (1.7%) 10 (10.5%) 9 (7%) 

NORMAL SPLEEN 105 (61%) 59 (62.1%) 92 (71.3%) 

NOT REPORTED 42 (24.4%) / / 

PANCREAS 

PANCREATIC CYSTS/MASSES/IPMN 4 (2.3%) 3 (3.2%) 14 (10.9%) 

PANCREATIC DUCT DILATION (>2.5MM) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 1 (0.8%) 

OTHERS 6 (3.5%) 5 (5.3%) 7 (5.4%) 

NORMAL PANCREAS 128 (74.4%) 85 (89.5%) 109 (84.5%) 

NOT REPORTED 27 (15.7%) / / 

VESSEL 

PORTAL VEIN DILATATION 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (2.3%) 

HEPATIC VEIN DILATATION 1 (0.6%) 2 (2.1%) 0 (0%) 

PORTAL VEIN THROMBOSIS 0 (0%) 1 (1.1%) 0 (0%) 

ANEURYSM 0 (0%) 4 (4.2%) 0 (0%) 

OTHERS 8 (4.7%) 23 (24.2%) 13 (10.1%) 

NORMAL VESSELS 105 (61%) 62 (65.3%) 110 (85.3%) 

NOT REPORTED 55 (32%) / / 

LYMPH NODE 

HEPATIC LAD: PERIPORTAL/PORTA 
HEPATIS/PORTACAVAL 

8 (4.7%) 25 (26.3%) 50 (38.8%) 

PERIPANCREATIC LAD 11 (6.4%) 9 (9.5%) 18 (14%) 

MESENTERIC LAD 0 (0%) 3 (3.2%) 3 (2.3%) 

CELIAC/PARAAORTIC LAD 0 (0%) 6 (6.3%) 4 (3.1%) 

RETROPERITONEAL LAD 0 (0%) 5 (5.3%) 7 (5.4%) 

OTHERS 0 (0%) 7 (7.4%) 7 (5.4%) 

NO LYMPHADENOPATHY 7 (4.1%) 59 (62.1%) 69 (53.5%) 

NOT REPORTED 147 (85.5%) / / 
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Figure. Imaging features of PBC patients.
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Table 3. Comparison between Men and Women with PBC 

 ALL MALE FEMALE P VALUE 

NUMBER OF PATIENTS, N 273 30 243 
 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

AGE, MEAN 
 

64.0 64.5 0.86 

RACE/ETHNICITY, N (%) 
   

0.22 

   BLACK 20 0 (0.0) 20 (8.2)  

   WHITE 126 18 (60.0) 108 (44.4)  

   ASIAN 12 1 (3.3) 11 (4.5) 
 

   OTHER  78 9 (30.0) 69 (28.0) 
 

   UNKNOWN 37 2 (6.6) 35 (14.4) 
 

BIOCHEMISTRY 

ALK, MEAN (U/L) 
 

442 316 0.06** 

   POSITIVE, N (%) 253 29 (96.6) 224 (92.1) 0.67 

   NEGATIVE, N (%) 19 1 (3.3) 18 (7.4) 
 

   NOT DONE, N (%) 1 0 (0.0) 1 (0.4) 
 

AMA         

   POSITIVE, N (%) 230 26 (73.3) 204 (68.7) 0.85 

   NEGATIVE, N (%) 41 4 (13.3) 37 (15.2) 
 

   NOT DONE, N (%) 2 0 (0.0) 2 (0.8) 
 

PATHOLOGY 

LIVER BIOPSY 114 11 (36.6) 103 (42.3) 0.55 

STAGE OF PBC BIOPSY       0.35 

   STAGE 1, N (%) 23 1 (9.0) 22 (21.3) 
 

   STAGE 2, N (%) 18 0 (0.0) 18 (17.4) 
 

   STAGE 3, N (%) 43 6 (54.5) 37 (35.9) 
 

   STAGE 4, N (%) 11 1 (9.0) 10 (9.7) 
 

   NOT PBC, N (%)  19 3 (27.2) 16 (15.5) 
 

STAGES OF PBC BIOPSY       0.07** 

   EARLY (STAGE 1-2), N (%) 41 1 (12.5) 40 (45.9) 
 

   ADVANCED (STAGE 3-4), N (%) 54 7 (87.5) 47 (54.0) 
 

OVERLAP SYNDROME (PBC-AIH), N (%) 54 7 (23.3) 47 (19.3) 0.61 

IMAGING STUDY 230 27 (90.0) 204 (83.5) 
 

   CIRRHOSIS, N (%) 100 13 (48.0) 87 (42.0) 0.59 

   PORTAL HYPERTENSION, N (%)  88 15 (55.5) 73 (35.9) 0.05* 
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Table 4. Comparison between AMA-positive and AMA-negative PBC. 

  ALL 
AMA LEVEL 

P VALUE 
Positive Negative 

NUMBER OF PATIENTS, N 271 230 41  
DEMOGRAPHICS     

AGE, MEAN (SD)  64.9 61.7 0.14 

FEMALE (%) 241 204 (88.7) 37 (90.2) 0.98 

RACE (%)  
  

0.11 

   AFRICAN-AMERICAN 21 17 (7.4) 4 (9.8) 
 

   WHITE 125 111 (48.3) 14 (34.1)  

   ASIAN 12 10 (4.3) 2 (4.9)  

   OTHER 76 58 (25.2) 18 (43.9)  

   UNKNOWN 37 34 (14.8) 3 (7.3)  

DECEASED (%) 8 8 (3.5) 0 (0.0) 0.48 

PATHOLOGY  
   

LIVER BIOPSY (N) 94 69 25  
PBC HISTOLOGICAL STAGE  

  
0.45 

EARLY 41 28 (40.6) 13 (52.0) 
 

LATE 53 41 (59.4) 12 (48.0) 
 

IMAGING STUDY     

ULTRASOUND (N) 173 155 18  
CIRRHOSIS (%) 55 51 (32.9) 4 (22.2) 0.51 

PORTAL HYPERTENSION (%) 31 28 (18.1) 3 (16.7) 1.00 

LYMPHADENOPATHY (%) 17 16 (10.3) 1 (5.6) 0.82 

   
   

COMPUTED TOMOGRAPHY (CT) (N) 95 86 9  
CIRRHOSIS (%) 47 42 (48.8) 5 (55.6) 0.97 

PORTAL HYPERTENSION (%) 44 40 (46.5) 4 (44.4) 1.00 

LYMPHADENOPATHY (%) 35 35 (40.7) 0 (0.0) 0.04* 

      

MAGNETIC RESONANCE (MR) (N) 129 114 15  
CIRRHOSIS (%) 53 47 (41.2) 6 (40.0) 1.00 

PORTAL HYPERTENSION (%) 36 30 (26.4) 6 (40.0) 0.42 

LYMPHADENOPATHY (%) 58 54 (47.4) 4 (26.7) 0.22 

   
   

ANY IMAGING MODALITY (N) 230 208 22 
 

CIRRHOSIS (%) 99 91 (43.8) 8 (36.4) 0.66 

PORTAL HYPERTENSION (%) 72 64 (30.8) 8 (36.4) 0.77 

LYMPHADENOPATHY (%) 90 85 (40.9) 5 (22.7) 0.15 
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