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Abstract

This study aimed to evaluate the ability of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), including diffusion-
weighted imaging with apparent diffusion coefficient values, to differentiate histological types of
testicular tumors. Of 156 testicular tumors diagnosed at our hospital between January 2010 and July
2023, 65 cases with MRI were included. Tumors were categorized as seminoma, non-seminoma, and
malignant lymphoma. Apparent diffusion coefficient values were calculated and analyzed using the
ratio to normal testes and histograms according to tumor subtypes. Among the 65 cases, 46 were
seminomas, 14 non-seminomas, and 5 malignant lymphomas. The apparent diffusion coefficient
value ratio of seminomas was significantly higher than that of malignant lymphomas (p = 0.013).
Additionally, the apparent diffusion coefficient value ratio of non-seminomas was significantly
higher than that of seminomas and malignant lymphomas (p = 0.0013 and p < 0.001, respectively).
On apparent diffusion coefficient histograms, malignant lymphomas had significantly higher values
of kurtosis and skewness than seminomas. Normal testes and non-seminomas had significantly
higher kurtosis and skewness values than that of malignant lymphomas and seminomas. A scoring
model for seminomas and malignant lymphomas, developed with age and apparent diffusion
coefficient value ratios, discriminated against the probability of seminoma and malignant
lymphomas. MRI using apparent diffusion coefficient values and histogram analysis may aid the

histological typing of seminomas, non-seminomas, malignant lymphomas.
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Introduction

Testicular tumors are heterogeneous and include various histologic subtypes, including seminoma
and non-seminoma. Moreover, malignant lymphoma occurs in the testis without lymph node
involvement [1]. While histological subtypes are determined through pathological evaluation,
preoperative evaluation is crucial for developing appropriate treatment plans [2]. Imaging-based
testicular tumor diagnosis for tumor presence and qualitative evaluation, including the tumor
histological subtype, are essential. Magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) enables detailed internal
anatomical and qualitative assessments and is useful in diagnostic imaging, which is widely used
clinically [3—7]. However, detailed studies using MRI for the differential diagnosis of testicular
tumor histological subtypes are lacking. Diffusion-weighted imaging (DWI) in MRI produces an
apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) map via ADC values and is useful in cancer diagnosis [8—11].
Tumor tissues demonstrate low ADC values owing to the restriction of free extracellular water
molecule diffusion caused by increased cancer cell density and irregular growth [8]. Histogram
analysis has attracted considerable attention in recent years. However, few studies have performed
histogram analysis for the differential diagnosis of testicular tumors. We herein investigated the
usefulness of MRI for testicular tumors using ADC values and histogram analysis for each testicular

tumor histological subtype.
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Materials and methods
Patients

This retrospective research has been approved by the Bioethics Committee of Dokkyo Medical
University Saitama Medical Center (approval number: 24007). The university's website has published
an information release regarding this study. No patients involved in the study cases requested to refuse
participation. The Bioethics Committee waived the requirement for informed consent due to the
retrospective nature of the study. The planned research period spans from March 21, 2024, to March
31, 2025. Data was accessed from March 21, 2024, to October 26, 2024. During data collection, the
authors had access to information that could identify individual participants. Of the 156 consecutive
testicular tumors diagnosed at our hospital between January 2010 and July 2023, MRI with DWI
performed before testicular resection was included in 77 cases. Among them, 69 cases were diagnosed
as malignant testicular tumors, of which four cases of the single testis after orchiectomy were excluded
to compare tumor testes and contralateral normal testes in the same patients. Cases with MRI but
without DWI were excluded from the study. The remaining 65 cases were included in this study and

classified as follows: seminomas, n = 46 cases; non-seminomas, n = 14; and malignant lymphomas, n
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MRI procedures and measuring ADC values

The MAGNETOM Avanto Dot Upgr 1.5T (SIEMENS, Munich, Germany), MAGNETOM Skyra
3.0T (SIEMENS), and Ingenia CX 3.0T (PHILIPS, Amsterdam, the Netherlands) MRI systems were
used in this study. DWI was performed using echo-planar imaging with a b-value of 0 s/mm? for
Ingenia CX and 1,000 or 1,500 s/mm? for MAGNETOM Avanto Dot Upgr and MAGNETOM
Skyra. As three different ADC measurement procedures were used in this study, the ADC values of
normal testes differed between them. To account for this difference, the ADC value ratio of tumor
testis to normal testis across all three procedures was calculated. Normal testes were defined as testes
with no abnormal findings on MRI imaging. The mean ADC values of tumor and normal testes were
measured by setting a region of interest (ROI) on the largest cross-section of the testis on the ADC
map, regardless of the presence of hemorrhage or necrotic lesions as it is difficult to distinguish them
from tumor tissue on MRI images. Histogram analysis was performed to measure kurtosis and

skewness.

Statistical analysis

Data are presented as mean + standard deviation. Significant differences were determined using the
Wilcoxon test, and multiple comparisons were conducted using the Scheffe method. To distinguish

testicular malignant lymphomas from seminomas, the score model was performed with the age at
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diagnosis and ADC values. It has been reported that the typical onset ages of malignant lymphoma
are higher—typically in the 50s and 60s, compared to those of seminomas, which commonly occur
in the 30s to 40s [12,13]. The total scores for seminomas and malignant lymphomas were calculated
by adding their ADC value ratios. An ROC analysis was performed with a cut-off value of 0.637 for
the ADC, with a specificity of 0.800 and a sensitivity of 0.804.

One point was given for ages < 30 years and > 50 years, 0 points for those aged 30-50 years of age,

one point for the ADC value ratio of > 0.637, and 0 points for > 0.637.

Results

Patient background characteristics

Patients’ age ranges were 24—59 (median, 38.7) years for seminomas, 19-51 (median, 33.6) years for
non-seminomas, and 24-74 (median, 56.8) years for malignant lymphomas. The histological types
for non-seminomas for each case are shown in Table 1. Of 14 non-seminoma patients, three patients
had pure histology of embryonal carcinoma, germ cell tumor, or teratoma. The histology of the 11
remaining patients was mixed non-seminomas. All five testicular malignant lymphoma patients had

diffuse large B-cell lymphoma histology.

Table 1. Patients’ background characteristics
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Seminoma Non-seminoma Malignant lymphoma
Number of cases 46 14 5
Age (years) 24-59 (38.7) 19-51 (33.6) 24-74 (56.8)
TIWI l ! !
T2WI l T+ !
DWI 1 ] 0
ADC l T+ l
ADC values ratio 0.745+0.132 1.197+0.430 0.531+£0.119
Tumor size (mm?) 11334973 17051605 1557962

107  Data is presented as range (mean).

108  High signal: 1, low signal: |

109

110 Testicular MRI findings

111 Normal testes showed low signal intensity on T1-weighted imaging (T1WI) and had high ADC

112 values on MRI. In contrast, seminomas and malignant lymphomas showed high signal intensity on
113 T2-weighted imaging (T2WI) and DWI (Fig 1 and 2). Non-seminomas often contained multiple

114  tissues and did not show a single signal intensity (Fig 3). However, seminomas and malignant

115  lymphomas had similar signal intensities, making it difficult to distinguish them using T2WI or DWI
116 (Figl and 2).

117
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Fig 1. Representative findings of seminoma. TIW1 (a), T2W1 (b), DWI (¢), and ADC map (d).

The ROI surrounded the entire tumor on the ADC map (e). Histogram of ADC value (f).

The histogram of the seminoma showed high kurtosis and skewness values of 15.318 and 3.21,

respectively.

It showed the distribution with peaked and heavy fringes compared with the normal distribution, and

the mean ADC values were skewed toward the lower end of the distribution.

Fig 2. Representative findings of malignant lymphoma. TIWI1(a), T2W1(b), DWI (¢), and ADC

map (d).

The ROI surrounded the entire tumor on the ADC map (e). Histogram of the ADC value ().

It had a shape with peaked peaks and heavy fringes compared with the normal distribution.

Furthermore, the overall distribution of ADC values was skewed toward lower values compared with

that of seminoma.

Fig 3. Representative findings of non-seminoma. T1W1(a), T2W1(b), DWI (¢), and ADC map (d).

The ROI surrounded the entire tumor region on the ADC map (e). Histogram of the ADC value (f).

The histogram of the non-seminoma showed low kurtosis and skewness values of 2.632 and 0.464,

respectively.
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It showed a heavy hem, the distribution was symmetrically close, and the mean ADC values showed

a broad distribution.

ADC value ratio

The ADC value ratio was 0.745 £ 0.132, 1.197 £ 0.430, and 0.531 £+ 0.119 for seminomas, non-
seminomas, and malignant lymphomas, respectively (Table 1). The ADC value ratio of seminomas
was significantly higher than those of malignant lymphomas (p = 0.013), and the ADC value ratios
of non-seminomas were significantly higher than those of seminomas and malignant lymphomas (p =

0.0013 and p < 0.001, respectively) (Fig 4).

Fig 4. Distributions of the ADC value ratio.

The ADC histogram: kurtosis and skewness

From the ADC histograms, kurtosis and skewness were measured. Kurtosis indicates the sharpness
or heaviness of a data distribution base, and its value is high when the data are concentrated around
the mean. Skewness indicates the degree of distribution asymmetry and is high when the ADC value
is skewed toward the lower side [8]. The kurtosis and skewness of normal and each tumor testis were

compared, although the shooting conditions are different. Seminomas and malignant lymphomas had
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significantly higher kurtosis values (8.55 = 5.76 and 18.11 £ 5.22, respectively) compared with
normal testes (6.20 £ 5.02, p = 0.0267 and p = 0.0044, respectively) and non-seminoma (4.92 + 3.85,
p=0.012 and p = 0.0022, respectively). Malignant lymphomas had significantly higher kurtosis
values than those of seminomas (p = 0.0123). No differences were observed between normal testes
and non-seminomas (p = 0.3201). Seminomas and malignant lymphomas had significantly higher
skewness values (1.77 £ 1.00 and 3.12 + 0.28, respectively) compared with normal testes (0.50 £
1.24, p <0.001 and p < 0.001, respectively) and non-seminomas (0.52 + 1.17, p=0.0016 and p <
0.001, respectively). Malignant lymphomas had higher skewness than that of seminomas (p < 0.001).

No differences were observed between normal testes and non-seminomas (p = 0.8907) (Fig 5a—c).

Fig 5. Skewness (a) and kurtosis (b) of the ADC value histogram. Correlation graph of skewness and

kurtosis of the ADC value histogram (c).

Scoring of seminomas and malignant lymphomas

Using the scoring model with ADC value ratio and age, 34 (73.9%), 10 (21.7%), and two (4.3%)
patients with seminoma scored 0, 1, and 2 points, respectively (Figure 6a). In contrast, zero (0%),

two (40%) and three (60%) patients with malignant lymphoma scored 0, 1, and 2, respectively
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(Figure 6b). In this scoring model, patients with scores of 0 and 1 have a high probability of

seminoma, whereas those with a score of > 2 have a high probability of malignant seminoma.

Fig 6. Probability of seminoma (a) and malignant lymphoma (b) according to the score.

Discussion

This study indicated that MRI with ADC values and histograms are useful for characterizing
testicular tumor subtypes. To our knowledge, this study is the first to demonstrate the significance of
ADC values with histogram analysis in testicular tumor histological typing. MRI provides detailed
internal anatomical and qualitative evaluations. Moreover, DWI presents biological tissue properties
using the water molecules diffusion phenomenon and ADC values as parameters to evaluate the
diffusion limit in vivo quantitatively [8—11]. It reflects tumor cell density, and its usefulness has been
reported at various tumor sites [12,13]. We investigated the significance of ADC values in the
histological typing of testicular tumor using the ADC value ratio of tumor testis to normal testis
because three different procedures were used in ADC measurement during the study period. The
current results demonstrate that seminomas and malignant lymphomas had lower ADC values than
normal testes, and malignant lymphomas had even lower ADC value ratios than seminomas. Non-

seminomas display a wide distribution of ADC value ratios because they often contain various
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histological types, and the ADC value ratios of each tissue type are different, as expected. Histogram

analysis has attracted considerable attention in recent years. Moreover, ADC enables detailed tumor

heterogeneity and cell density evaluation and aids histological diagnosis [14—19]. The statistical

indices representing the distribution characteristics were kurtosis and skewness. In the ADC

histogram analysis, kurtosis and skewness were high in seminomas and malignant lymphomas. The

specific ADC values of seminomas and malignant lymphomas were prominent, and kurtosis was

high, which could reflect cellular uniformity, unlike non-seminomas. Moreover, compared with

normal testes, seminomas and malignant lymphomas showed low ADC values, which may have

resulted in high skewness. Kurtosis and skewness were low in non-seminomas. Non-seminomas

often contain various histological types, and their ADC values are widely and gently distributed,

suggesting that they tend to have lower kurtosis and skewness than other malignant tumors.

Testicular tumors include various subtypes categorized into seminomas or non-seminomas.

Furthermore, malignant lymphomas are found as testicular tumors [20]. Although the diagnosis is

made pathologically after the testis is resected, preoperative evaluation could be essential and

beneficial in developing the treatment plan earlier [2]. Non-seminomas often contain multiple

histological types, including embryonal carcinomas, yolk sac tumors, choriocarcinomas, and

teratomas, and it can be challenging to distinguish non-seminomas from seminomas or malignant

lymphomas with a mixture of high and low signal areas on testicular MRI images [21]. On the
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histograms, kurtosis and skewness of normal testes and non-seminomas were lower than those of

seminomas and malignant lymphomas, as expected. Although it is outside the scope of this study, a

detailed analysis of each histological type would be warranted in the future. Preoperative differential

diagnosis between seminoma and testicular malignant lymphoma is often complex. The current

results demonstrate the distinct characteristics of these based on DWI findings. Noting that the ADC

value ratio of seminomas and malignant lymphomas are lower than those of non-seminomas, we

attempted to score them using age and ADC value ratio to simply distinguish them. Among patients

with seminoma, 73.9% had the highest score (0 points) for the possibility of seminoma. Among the

malignant lymphoma cases, 60% had the highest score (2 points) for the possibility of malignant

lymphoma. Since all types included a case with a score of 1, it is considered necessary to study a

larger sample size, especially for malignant lymphoma, and to reexamine the ADC ratio value,

including its setting value. We confirmed significant differences among histological types by

measuring the ADC value ratio, analyzing ADC histograms, and scoring seminomas and malignant

lymphomas based on age and ADC value ratio. These values can be used as an indicator for MRI

diagnosis in cases like ours, where the histological type is challenging to determine. Furthermore, the

detailed understanding of imaging findings may further elucidate testicular tumor biology.

This study had some limitations. The number of patients in this study was small—46 had

seminomas, 14 had non-seminomas, and five had malignant lymphomas. The small number of cases
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may have caused bias or variation in the ADC value ratio. Testicular tumors have an incidence rate
of 3—10 per 100,000 men [22]. It is not easy to collect enough cases to perform an adequate analysis.
Furthermore, the ROI setting was performed only by the author in this study. Although the
measurements were taken at the largest section of the tumor to avoid errors, it is thought that the
accuracy of the results will increase if ROIs are set at multiple locations or measurements are taken
by multiple persons. The accuracy of the chi-square test for scoring seminomas and malignant

lymphomas would also be improved by increasing the number of cases.

Conclusion

The ADC value ratio of seminomas was significantly higher than that of malignant lymphomas.
Additionally, the ADC value ratio of non-seminomas was significantly higher than that of
seminomas and malignant lymphomas. On apparent diffusion coefficient histograms, malignant
lymphomas had significantly higher values of kurtosis and skewness than that of seminomas. Normal
testes and non-seminomas had significantly higher kurtosis and skewness values than those of
malignant lymphomas and seminomas. In conclusion, ADC value ratio and MRI-based ADC
histogram analysis are useful for distinguishing between seminomas, non-seminomas, and malignant

lymphomas.
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