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Abstract

Neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer not only allows for more surgical options, but also provides
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better long-term survival for patients who achieve pCR of primary lesions and axillary lymph node
metastases after effective neoadjuvant therapy. However, there are still a large proportion of pa-
tients who fail to achieve pCR after neoadjuvant therapy. In the era of precision therapy, how to
better evaluate the efficacy of neoadjuvant therapy for breast cancer and timely terminate the
harm caused by poor efficacy for patients is often faced by clinicians. At present, imaging methods
have attracted more and more attention of researchers with various advantages in evaluating the-
rapeutic efficacy. Therefore, this article reviews the clinical research progress related to the ap-
plication of imaging methods to evaluate the efficacy of neoadjuvant therapy in breast cancer pa-
tients, hoping to provide reference for clinicians.
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1. 51§

AR, ARRTHTHBGIT VRN U 4 B 25500 T B A SR oy, I 12 B TR . il
Wi 77 (neoadjuvant therapy, NAT)fFZERRALET: 1) FUIe B SH R BG T /T 48 /N 3L 5 K
Kb, T RS ES, BRI S AT FARMEBEE A TR S N THRAG R EH,
Fr AT G IR TR TF AR SE s 2) W RIS AR AT 7E 84T i Bhif T 7 i A rh R A e Jad ot 24 4 Fr) ke
YEAGE, AT LA RN 26 bxf B TR 20ia sy, i HoaT LUOA R 8E Bia T 77 RIS % [1]; 3) AR
Joe FRE HEAT B BIG YT IS 3R 4595 B 52 4 2% (Pathological complete response, pCR), #271 A] BE SR 1555 41 T
JG[2] [3]. AHE, A5 — & bb il i FL AR £ 38 d Bl BhiR T 5 Jeikik B pCR. HAlT, A ZF 52 m LAH
TRl FUARE BB BRI IR DI ARSREEE  SUAR A 10 S o S A FRE R R R ZE, A
B — R A NBIVEE ik AR5 7 B T 0 Bt S A 3, R s A DR 7 5 2
i, TRZR W B v DR HE R VPG SRR T N R T IO R B R AR TR E VA A
R HT R IR TT T AP AR DG IR R A AT &, s A e AL IR A . FLUIR X 4k iR, B
TR EHLETE RAZVUAN T

2. ALARBAE
2.1 EMEE

FUIRB AR LA . TS . 7T & km, wI7E NAT JA 7 e B 3T, DAL & NAT J7 2L
PN ISR 2 F- Bt . Baumgartner A Z5[4][B1BiE43 #7124 48252 NAT IFLERE B, B B7ERT
Al JEATFLAGE AR BN NAT IR S R4 s FURE AR B E NAT 7RG BRI
P74 60.8%, 7 57 14 78.0%, FLMRIEE 75 52 SRR S RLRZS 5 #1097 J5 8= 1K pCR Z4AH 55 (P = 0.0026);
oA e = [ 7R L £ PR m I ek 0 5t 13 (75.0%) , 1T {1 9 1k SR B (37.5%) , 7L Mo SB35 AR [A] T
AU%F pCR 52123 (P = 0.003); [Flitt, MAZHF 7t 45 FA5 i LI 75 K 25 vl dERf P4 = B ZY L e i3
NAT J7 2. BT BB A/ Ochi T 265149\ 100 % 9E Luminal B FLARSE 58, 76 NAT BT A A
N5 PR D T SR, R AN B P ELAE A AR DX S B R (B, TR S IR R L LGS
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FERFUEE B3 NAT J5 pCR 5 TNBC £ 1) NAT J& i [3] 75 #H 5% (P = 0.010), 1 HER-2 PH 1 FL i
5t EJ%(P = 0.885); fE TNBC H1, pCR 5 NAT J Mg i FE A5 B2 1148 /N 2 2 AH 5 (P = 0.001, 0.003),
TMAE HER2 [H M 3L i o ) JE 38 Ak i#a 4P = 0.259, 0.435). [Flitt, A [\ 43130 50 L Bt Je 5k B 0 A8 T A R A1F
SEANTA

2.2. BRI G AR (Automated Breast Volume Scanning, ABVS)

H ) LR B AG BAE Fr 8 = 4 5 G R, RN ESR, W EE M H ABVS JI &5 4
KERUET TS TS, AT IR NAT ST CE(P < 0.05) [6]. 1H& ABVS TETPEMT NAT J7 2%kt
ToiFR AR ERE, W H B ATsk = 2 thO KB R 7R R R ABVS ZETE NAT J7 20 HERf M

23 ARBREVRE

T8 I P LA MR /N R VT AL NAT J7 24000, v RE 2 S il B AS Va7 (S, BB T2 K /N AR
AR AT B3 J5 T IR T B 5 A (e 3 A IS T S B HE ) [7] [8]. 7R B3 NAT MR FLARME A A
BAAT VO R Th RECCAE, 1T H P Al R KN ANSZ AN R B 5T . Leng X 459149\ 80 151 HER-2 BH A1 =
BA I FL AR B, X EL R E NAT JWIANT RO I HERA T o %0 7045 B S R i By 2 B, A iRy
S TR A AR AR B VA SR A 3 B KT 7 U R KN, TR S T R (P < 0.05), H5
Jod LK /NG $. 3 22 53¢ (P > 0.05).

2.4, ¥ M RR{R (Shear Wave Elastography, SWE)

PR MRS S A G R A A, SWE s —FMIREA UG HAR, T LR R A 5E 07 20 &40
SR, KFEERINE, EEMEE[10] [11] [12] [13] [14], HAEFUE 3 NAT J7 200 5 T i)
WSR2 S . —TATAE MR UAN 62 Bil4:52 NAT 1697 FIFLARRE B, 76 NAT §7 &G d7 {3 )l
) SWE S48 45 R WRTE NAT 697 H R SAITG R Bi# 2 (BRI T 23 % %, AUC 4 0.75 (0.95% CI
0.62~0.88); — NI SWE S5 B EIZE (Frnass) > Frmass JTRJTT B ELAABIBOINALIK SWS; XF T NAT A
NLFRFE, fass TEIRIT I P BT H (P < 0.001); XFF ER PHIE SR, #—BW R T SWE 255 Ki-67 141
Brs ATHE RN T fr BB PR R S AUC A 0.84 (0.95% CI 0.65~0.96) [15]

Jiang M ZE[16]40 N\ 592 42 J5i il i 1 FL IR Fe 8 NAT R/ (10388 75 2 2R A0 R I PRI BRARRAE , A4 R
J 25 21 T 2 3 26 1 (B1) 6 B D 256046 PR eNL YRYT TR IS BEAR = RFIE RS RS2)TEAR BT VEAT 8 NAT
I7 380 WE AL 45 R o Luminal 24 HER2 FH A1 = B P 2 4H (997 5P A0 R 1) AUC 43514 0.90..0.95 F10.93.
g bR, BEREERE, SEMSE, BN RS IR EAHE P 3 S IE NAT J5 8% pCR
(R HETfR I o

3. XTELHESERLAR X ZIB® B AR (Contrast Enhanced Spectral Mammography, CESM)

FLIR X oA 2 mARRT S At ) R U i, AER i B Ak VR4S NAT J7 R AER A el — DR
W17]; HEX SRR AR B AR X KR EAEAR, AL E eSS 5
AR LU AR U s, ANE AR DIRE Y. BT, 7EFLAR X ZRAG A S5 Al - A& R AT 1
X L FLIR X ZRiEse Bk, Fplk GG R E iR . KRR R IS, T I B B v LR 1 X
B, B T VR NAT S 80tERPE. Xing D ZE[18]44 N 111 Bl FLARE B35 T NAT 81 K697 PR s 4T
CESM H B VPFAG G797 20 i 9T 45 R R B, FLR R AT AL I (AUC = 0.776) F1 N AR AR B (AUC = 0.733)
) ACGV (K FEAE PR 1 23 o) B A B8 B2 Wi i 8 (P < 0.001). CC AT MLO #L& ACGV ) AUCs ) LA
K, Z57EA G 2E R X (Delong test, P = 0.460) . #1517 45 R BHTE 12 W FLARE IS CESM FIFLSS MRI
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B A% B A AR A AUR A A S e, HR A T MIRI[19] [20]. CESM EL LG MRI S48 8, 7] Je Mo,
AR R 4G . H AT, 7847 CESM VAR FL AR Bk BhG 77T RO7 H IR D, W R 5 5 KRR T 78
PEAE CESM [N MME, HATRERCNE MRI 2R SIE B A @ M S A R .

4, WEHEIRRE % (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)
4.1. DCE-MRI #1 DWI R f&HAR

DCE-MRI HI DWI g4 A Sz L T84 B A 797 20t vl b . BEAE 2 BT 5K W] DCE-MRI
FE VA AT NAC FITETT I8 B U 72 [21] [22] [23] [24] [25]. — i meta 43 4145 3 5. 7% DCE-MRI
TEVEAL FLRE 3 NAT 597 20 USR5 08 84% (95% Cl: 78%~88%)F1 83% (95% Cl:
79%~86%). SROC [ TH #4} 0.899 (95% Cl: 0.867~0.943) [26]. DWI 54158 22 T fit BB St 1 3 T A8
HK > T B B AR[27] . BEFER T, IR s SR B ) 2 BBy, X K U R A A
FERL R . E DWI R ZRAF 1K ADC {8 vT DLHERf B AL 239K F 009 B, AT A a7 3 i
J AR IMFEEE[28]. Zhang J ZE[29140 N 64 #1352 NAT HIFLARE B4, fERITTfE@ 1T DCE-MRI 5
DWI G TP IG Y797 38 IR Fe s R I AE B E AT NAT J897 5 V4L Kep, Ktrans {57 .3 PG
(P<0.01), H NAT 56 RMNHSTRMAN Kep, Ktrans 74 535 % 5 (P < 0.01); [FFEEST DWI Hd%
JNEEY B NAT J78HETT I A SN 4 ADCmin, ADCmean 18 &% TH=(P < 0.01), NAT J54 [
H 5T ML) ADCmin, ADCmean {15 &% % 5 (P < 0.01). Tahmassebi A Z£[30]38 i — I T BE VB 7T
YN 38 I FLHRE G AE NAT A7 RIJE 2L 23 o MRI BARAFE S 8 rhlLas 2221 Uik, IRRIEAE NAT
ST RORAETT R, WE I 45 SR 3 W AR PR 52 42 T 3% (eXtreme Gradient Boosting XGBoost) Tl 4H 23 BE 2 %
ST AUC 4 0.86; 5 HA/» I A EL, XGBoost Sy HERf R Bk —% . W 7045 3R o 5 T
I B 22 R A G R AR S MRI AR AE 045 : DCE-MRI BAZ AR A R/ IS el A L e 1 3B 4 A
SURIP Y RS (8] s DWI BRAG H fe /)y ADC {E s T2 IBUE E o8 JE 7K o [RIARE— T3 =] i P AT 75 285 SR 35
TEHT T2WI, DWI Fil DCE-MRI R 4H 25 RFAE LA JOX = F A G, G HFAEXT T 100 28 25 60 NAT
BB NP VA T 5 15 2 pCR 1] R PE R B HE(AUC > 0.90) . 5% 45 () DCE MRI A EL, Fast DCE MRI
PRAE T T IR T Ll 0 A 2R OR AR A, T T A A R AE R Bl 02, AT I R o g AR R
(functional tumor volume FTV), FTV Bl AARGEE MR R X8, W 7R UIA BT TG 7 [ Ri[31]
[32]. Musall BC £5[33]#RiE 7 = [ 1 LI i NAT S VUE#AJS, 4T Fast DCE MRI K 25 781 57N 57
Ja 140580 FTV ZEPEM pCR AIEE pCR Z IR 4&t 1 F A %553, AUC = 0.85 (95% CI: 0.74~0.95). I-SPY 2
WHIE BRI MR _E FTV 454G DWIIIE (2 4 B ER AR AR VT A% o) s 152 T P 2L s S 422 NAT
JE ) pCR #; T4 AW FTV Tl A 18 w] ATt pCR, AUC [y 0.63 % 0.70. FTV k& ADC
PEAL S NAT J5 pCR,  TRINBLHRL (R AERA B2/ 2038 =, AUC {Hfmiilik 0.81 [34]. £5 LRk, UL EBFA
48 % WP FL R B NAT 97 2408 ] DCE-MRI [R] i B -1 FH DWI RS A AT 352 a7 RGP O HE R 2

4.2. SREEKE R & (Diffusion Tensor Image, DTI)

IR B G AR — A R R R I D Re PGSR BB HOR, i T AN K o B Y BURRIES 2
i, KRBy R, 40 Re Rt B R A I ON S5 i IR B, IRk DTI MRz,
Furman-Haran E Z5[35]8F 706 ELPEAS 7L AR B NAT J7 24 DCE 5 DTI BRI HERaTE; HLaF R4 R 5
JR: 78 NAT RIS, MR H 2 AR AR AR 4k b DTI AT DCE ¥4 .35 M 5% Pearson FH< &% (r = 0.82, P
= 1.2 x 10°7°); DTI PP A AL S50 HE M & P 434 5. 3% K 5%, Spearman Z %25 2% A 5514 (0.68, P = 0.001);
I DTI PEAE NAT 15 AR IX 43 [ N FI TG RS I, AUC 59(0.83 £ 0.10): A FH e il R 8k
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FSFIY 8% B RILPEAS NAT J7 245 AUC 43 %1125(0.84 £ 0.11)#1(0.83 + 0.11). [Kitt, DTI il &
FVRIT G IR KNI BOK B S BN, SR VR ITT RO R S DCE A4, JF HiPA R
IR K /)N 55 5 B v FE —

Hussain L %5[36]44 A\ 387 fil NAT J5ik E| pCR 17 Miss i3, il HL#s 2% 2] LR R Re i vEif P A%
PCR K F, %A FE EZEM NN S A IS AR AR, Y897 R0, Va7 A 2697 AT MRI
Tor IR (1) b oRg S e e RS2 AR SR s B A o (s F 20 7 I8 3R 47 pCR T AUC i 0.82; fEIRYT
BT, YRIT RTEA IR TT AT MR RS 7 3145 1 i A it g Ji] BBl 548 S 4R AE Tl pCR (1) AUC 43734 0.88,
0.72 F1 0.78; 45 P MLEAIGITHT, VEIT AT MRI K2 K15 (1 frhsg A2 e o) TR 5215 SRR A T pCR
1) AUC 737124 0.98; TEREAT DAk YT 85 (3 FH AR 7 ] J57%: RUS Boosted Tree HlL2% % > FiitERe et o 25
ERTR, MRIES &S HOE 70 B AT dERS A vl 88 NAT JT R0 458185 =) 75 A 7T se ik fe A
B RIS 77725

5. IEB-FA BB E MR B & (Positron Emission Computed Tomography, PET)

S HAR T S 8 R AR I RR RS [37], *°FDG PET/CT A6 7 i it s il firk 8 24 o SEE B MR PR T 2 B, M
T S0 fr 0 40 S A8 A8 £k, I "°FDG PET/CT A6 25 1Ak L e £ 3 NAT 7 20T DASR A 301 e
iR SEFEHR[38] [39] [40]. Li P ZE[41]48 N\ 100 i85 NAT (OFLERE B4, fEEE 0 T I{T °FDG
PET/CT K& JEH2HL 2210 4~ PET/CT JEUR 22HSAE, JBITHLES 2 31 )7k 2 JeEHLAR MR AT 38— 25 07
VS B FVRIT IGIT 3G ARG R PET/CT JUi 2497 BOTA B B AE I 2R 4E M VEAG #ERAJE v 0.857
(AUC = 0.844), TEIGIESE EAITEALHERIE N 0.767 (AUC = 0.722); 4% B4R, I8 LR Em
P34 E] 0.857 (AUC = 0.958), IniF&EMIHERA RS nZ] 0.8 (AUC =0.73); W Fi4s B R UL L FHL T
G AR TR A, ELRCH SA4FE . S2ARRIERIR T 2 A E IR, — T meta 20 Hxt Lo A3 FH LR
PET/CT 1 MRI TEVFAN 38 NAT I 250 (1 BUSE B FIRE e s WAL 4S SRR PET/CT PRAL VA7 I7 2 1 Uk
J5E R S B AR T AL B2 CE-MRI B A%, #BUEEE >y 0.88 (95% Cl: 0.71, 0.95) vs 0.74 (95% Cl: 0.60, 0.85),
P =0.018); ##5/¥ 4 0.94 (95% Cl: 0.78, 0.98) vs 0.83 (95% Cl: 0.81, 0.87), P = 0.015) [42]. Sasada S %5[43]
LT BFDG PET/CT ARtk A B (TIL) Y WAL FLARE NAT J72G BTl R W] PET-TIL
PR S L1 pCR 4351y 20.0%41 44.2% (P < 0.001). Fitt, N PET $EAL i NAT 57 R4 45
B I R IE SR B AIE T4 s VP HERf 1, 25 S LA 2% ) G L VP Al B W gk — B3 iy 7 ROV AT AR
B DT, A& TEANETT BT AL, SeEEVPAS I AR g — 0 5 R
6. LB

g bR, N EF IR IE IR E AT NAT JT 80 £ EE . R NRARF I i5kF E R
LA BT RS RN AL, RVFIIGIT TR IR B A BORN AR R, H AT
A EPSIRT T AT MR hRE . AU A (S5 22 5 TR AR L A T VA, O HLAS il o 21 U ik it
AT, WK FESR R T AR PP 7T R It . DUUA B SR BIIG YT B0 FL AR B 4R it
SEMRSHERI AR INETARIRITIT 8 R B TRR0R T %, 883 R F3Ra .
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