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Abstract

Breast cancer is the most common malignant tumor in women all over the world, and the current
treatment is mainly surgical-based comprehensive treatment. However, recurrence or metastasis
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after surgery is the main cause of treatment failure and death of patients. Therefore, predicting
the risk factors of postoperative recurrence of breast cancer in advance and formulating corres-
ponding intervention measures are of great significance to further improve the prognosis of pa-
tients. With the progress of imaging diagnosis technology, X-ray, ultrasound, MRI, CT and PET im-
aging examinations are used to identify and diagnose breast diseases. Here is to make a review on
the research progress of imaging technology in evaluating postoperative recurrence of breast
cancer.
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1. 7

S g PR 5 0 T Z 0 R0 2T RSN 2 P OV I g R ir) . R EAT R BT, gL
1) FLAFEA A7 R AR T 30% [1]. I IARC (1E BrigfE it 5 HLA) A 185 AN Bl 571k [X A= B () GLOBOCAN
2018 HHEIR A T 230 590 FL AR HOR ) (11.7%), FET-FN 6.9% [2]. FLARJE KR R AE m U E %
(571/100,000) bb AR B 52 (95/10,000) B2 45 L, 3% S it 1 5 A R4 ) DG o L e o — i v B S o 1k 1)
JgE, RIS AAIT T R T 5B RIR/N ar. KIS A G, 5 AR AE TS T MERL
FZM(ER). FMEZRPR). NEREAEKREFZ4-2 (HER-2). Ki-67 RIAF 70 BH K. HAFTE
S AN 5] 31V R AR 9 E S KRR () 25 AP AE W) 22 AU [2] [3] BEAb, B 1 423 2 0 28 R 3Rk v FL e
S NANER TR, BISZ 4R (Luminal A. Luminal B, IE%#EEA HER-2 (N2K3 4 K152 4k) 2
FH ) FI 52 AR B4 (TNBC (=B 1 LR ) ) BRI IS AE) [4] [5] [6]. 3% L6 L i AL B AN [A) Y 2H 20 3 22 F0
WGPRAT S, I H A AR A AR AR DG [4], %1 TNBC F1 HER-2 FHEEME R, 146y Y 7R AR 45 A R4
SR WAk, (EFER 38 W NANE PN Lotk i s ok, SR H B8 2 I A 08 0 F e S R 2 (7] [8] [9].
RZHFNE )R E KT LIGTT I, SRR S O G B B A TS . HATFLIR X 2R
%5 (mammography, MAM). i 7 (Ultrasound, US). ##3L4i%(Magnetic resonance imaging, MRI). 18F-/lii %A
7 %) B (18F-FDG) 1E HL ¥ 45 Wt 2 3 # /1F AL T 2 45 45 (PET/CT) £ 5% (18F-fluorodeoxyglucose positron
emission tomography/computed tomography, 18FDGPET/CT)&: 54 UG AR BB L Milm KRB A, 8885
(R W S 2R R AR AR DA, B X v fe IR 2R ) s A I %) T Tl e, 0 53 B8 ToUs oA F S i X

2. LREREERAR
2.1. FLRR X BT

FEA BRI [ A, K 22 350 S D 3L e e (R 1 9 25 7 2O - B g LI X 2R HH #4552 (mammography,
MAM), BR3& E 5 7R B AERRSE 2 AN KRB BEAL IR o, FHFLIR X BRI R H R i A FL e, o
PABRAR LI SR TS 3 [10] . BEE AR B HERWAEAW R R, 2P IR X L& (full field digital
mammography, FFDM), U7 1Ll 2 FL R4 5 (digital breast tomography, DBT)FIFLIR X £k i5 % E I i it
i+ A (contrast enhanced spectral mammography, CESM)Z5 5 E R AR . 104>, Her IR AR (MG)

][l
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JUF e 2B TR FLIRER AR, SCIL T R mahAS 1 DL B R Hidhs A G A 3 1 v o LR A
%o BRI, FCRGIZL MR 1 S AR SR R AR SR PEATD R R TE 62%~75% [10] [11] [12] [13] [14]. ZH¥& i@
TR ITEAS « 1S S M B P 0 AR A S5 S AR R A SR I B 1 o e TS, Haka 5 A [15]F F i
SOGTEATE L BE KA S AR ZER h BR R SRR RS, 49 SR DU S RAVE R AR o B T LE R
JRAN, FUBR X & Bk ReiR R B TS, fE— DU FiH, Tabar 55 A[16]4& % B85 4 (s AL
() —FhEAS) A8 A AE T2 F 0 8 i 1 G 2 MR PR T AE T2 %6 (20 AR A A7 %60 55%) . Ling 55 N[17]& 3L, H
DU A I 2o e B2 R 38 I 2 £, SRS VAR b, SET FLIR S 0 RS n 2.4 £5 . SRt 9 R I,
FUHR X L5 BB AAR G R E R XKLL A 2.46, XKLLy 2.24, JET-HN 2.5, 5L 2L
PEB B 0 AT (1 B U A 5 B R [18]. K2 BT 7Tt iR 1 S Ak 5 & Rk XU 19 hn 2 181 FRTBER &R . A
IRSC R HH A AL AT SO B AR BhVE T B OB, B H RTUER AR XTS5 [19] [20] [21]. X LEaA Fi[19] [20]
[21] 7 —BUR I E LR FUBR IR s HER-2 LRI NN, AEAFRIEAK, "R, Mhsisr
G, BBUEUEE R B S AT BEMERE N . PTRE R AL NAFE S HER2 i B 3R 0A 2 (M A7 7E SR ZU R A DG
JUEA B SO AR AE — 58 4 8, R H TR 2 B0 7 RS 4k, U R BB RIS, 7E TN R
A R AR B O E R .

2.2. @A (US)

R 7E G T R AL P R PE A SR (A SRS, R0 75 ik B LA S [m 1 1 S 45 IR e 40t
AEER RS R . FLE R R IR B AL X 3 B ARAN R R R, 'S RERE VPl 7L 5 VIBR A 5 1 H
BEORE AT FL B A AT Xk Bt T R, 575 X REEAIEL, US RO ae A
SR RS U'S 1Y) 3 ZE R R K i AR e M B 1 2 SR 5 s P R GT L 1 5 75 (Contrast
enhanced ultrasound, CEUS) tH,f >k 8 22 (1% S FH 71 7L Hifie F 12 ot % T 240 W b o s 8 75 mT DL ot il & 2 2R
FRIEE S ) T LR A8 RS o — T0UX 127 44 FLE S5 3 (0 R S PR AT T[22 I, SR TN e R i
S BT B B TR S 75 [ PR RO AR R 35 22 5 o Xu 55 A [23]42 Hh il et /o
JGFH(>1) BREAZAIRAES ER 1 PR PHIERIE A L. NS PR FIBIPERIEA . IR/,
A JE kA A M5 ER. PR C-erbB-2 RIATC WA AN M . HiAH ISR [24] 82 4 75 I 7 14 i
S ARG, HE R B S T RREARER T MR SRR . Choi 58 A[25]4@ HH7E ER PHTH: .
HER2 11 bk U 25 BH 14 32 i 1 L i R v, 7 75 QMG R 1) S S R 0 T D T 552 2 ) s JRR: o B 75
BG4 J5 7 s A AN S 75 BR 523 2Rk 5 52 R RV i S A 5K

2.3. BiIERAIR(MRI)

WILIRBAGBA 2 248, 2P H G SER P BRI ERE S, EXFE ST, Bk
BAE(MRI) S —FhIhae s K. &z BRI R G AR AE MRl Z2ARREMEZE TR, A%
FRIENUE, BT/ I I SRR PPE LS ARG SR, e iiiad. sttt
458 MRI (CE-MRI) 2 A I 7L e e U Rl 7 v, AT R RI%F R 14 [26] [27]. CE-MRI AT LAZEA 14
PP LRI R R PO A0S, R ARSI R R R I RS2 E R, B e LRI Th s
SR R v 1R H, MRI LR D REBUS AR, i SO B s R A s g 55, v AE S
A E T E AR R A e R R A R Th AR R, IR SRR R I AR R, e BRI
A, ZARES . HE PH ESE . XFRH 2 MRI HRRE T H X 0 RAEFEER A,
TEFE =712 W LA P 1 [ B e S N A B FLIRVE A, FE AT AR G B R B RS AT VA AT . b4k, B
i A N (3T) T UF BB i T L s A ) SOt R SR
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2.3.1. Bh7SELRIEHR(DCE-MRI)

BNAXT LG 5R F ELEE A S AR S HOA R R B, PR E DO IR . B
G BB )5 i BONRRAE o T R R AN R I8 31— A br 2 R I AR B, BT R e 1L 8
BV T RIS RAMKRE, SR ESFE R AR R K, JCHZERZ MM F . DCE-MRI
R AE S IRV E ST LS S5, I VPG FLIRS) 70 2 SRR A, 0 R R IR i S ME AR AL SR iR 3 b S
I FEEYE . RET DCE-MRI b JibJg J [ S 57 39 5 o] Be S GRS PR AS . X 5 ORFLIBYT IS e &
KA K, Choi %5 N[28] % B IR0 4= FL i i 8 2 2 14 0 5 00 7L B SR AR OG, T v o Bl 2 3 ) R 5t
SLFIG SR SR R ARG . Cheon. H 45 N [29] 745 F 7= 988 Ja 7 i (1) A7 7E A2 5 9508 52 R R 5K (R A i
. (£S5 AR IR s CECm i T . B8O N L 380 1 o 7 R i) KG-67 F8 450 AT
et FEMIEE R ER . BeAh, ECHMIIEIR - FRERHEZ A5, R KM AR B35 G T w2 K
AH M o R 22 BOCHRIRE , e Jol L K e £ = B 1 2L e v B DL [30]. #E DCE-MRI |, K ZHW 5%
BT E B )RR 50 BERR S GG R TIRAHHE, FUBER Luminal A F1 B SEAY 35 i
PRERAL, GAIN, A0 FOMREN S R [31] . K20 STk B 2. 3% (1) DCE-MRI 2402
3855 (PR RO S S AL M R AR) . Kawashima %5 A [32]3E 4T (10— T4 & WF FLIER T DCE-MRI /{5
SIGERA RV Ki-67 FREMAL TN, R IE A B W [R] (TTP) AN U F 1 5 % (PER) 1)
AR 5 i) Ki-67 Fa40H 56
2.3.2. ¥ B AL % (Diffusion Weighted Imaging, DWI)

DWI mJi# it il £ ADC (apparent diffusion coefficient W3 # R E0) M7 T /KPS ZUK 7 152
BRI AR5 100, )42 e IR 2L 3 200 Mt o R B PR 5038 o 7K 231 AL IR O 58 1) 22 57 2 380 T ADC B RIS [E], T
SR ZH AR R 22 5 o E TR R A A P v, B TR A R R B 52 R e S BE A )
ADC fH. ADC EAMMYEBTX R &M, 1B TE 2 A Ybs £, o] F TR 50 A [ s
WAL RAMES ARG R SZ AR AR 73 9% . Shin 25 A[33]#2 ! liminal B 74 ADC {HEIC,
I H Ki-67 H{E I8 HER = M FLIE 7Y ADC E UK. Kim [34]5 A MR 7 50F B A Uik ADC A
FE 5 Luminal B I 5 8022 9 7L iR B8 AN i Ki-67 1850 5.

2.3.3. ¥ 83 &2 Ak {& (Diffusion Tensor Imaging, DTI)

K ERLR B AT CAZs i A A oK oy IO 8], C AR SCHT FEUE IR AR . X7 R
A AR DL R PPAik LR I8 B TS AR bR S ARG o WESEART B Bk R 2 AR E T RS TE A
Kb 5% b T8 24 B 2 R AT G AL BRI A, T TS 7R A FEOGT B Ao e m DA I B NN B 22 0 R
BORTFE A I K Y BU & 17 A 7 [ 1 [35]. DT S EEHE 55054 7 5t (FA). P8 #ER (MD) Al
SANERTBAREGL 22, 23), W] LASRALE OCFUMRAOU 25 A4 A0 B AR B AR A IAE ., BB T XA I
AL ZOEHRRE, 5RUERLHL, DWI fTAERMRUT BERE(ADC)E(DTI il #F#xN MD)
FEFL I R E BRI, IR T DCE-MRI X 70t A R A2 R g 71[36] [37]. 4RI, 7E— KRE &,
DTI fTAZHUE B AA S5 DWIAH SIS EI ANE2E . eAh, ECREMBTTH, DTI X AR
I AAIAEE— 2 . Bilan, KZEEFC[35] [38] [39]1K M, FLAMED FA (EHm T R, MD. AL,
A2 F1 A3 (BT RYEW AR, 11 Partridge %5 A\ [40] [41] [42], SEAEHARFN R YL AR 2 [0 FA (HE A it
755 o 1F Wang 25 AR 5T 1, MD 1 3E FAARFR LEARTAR X 25 ) S PR AE AT DAaE— 25 X 43R 3 1 LR (1B C)
AFE S A7 (DCIS), IXAE— A EFS T DTI B2 W nl S FE . £ RIwt e, MD 8 FA 5 ERIRES .
Ki-67 Fricda B A 2% 00 e B AR DG, FFmT ARl 2L s 28 87 1 vk T2 4 I 8 Ve i R s vk 2L 485 3 #% [ 35]
[43] [44]-
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2.3.4. WEIEIRR I RL 5 (Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy, MRS)

AR 5 DL NFER ARG YT 758, TR T MR e JOB eI fE . IR R A i o AR o
JEVF 22 R RE L L Mo S T e A 0 M TR A R 4% o LE R AL LRI A A i A QI 2 S A X IR R
FUIRIE WA TT IO . TR 2 U U R W], T LR B (LH-MRS) rT LA 9 3h 25 %) bL 18 53
(DCE)MRI [f1kh 78, ZEAR A VTAl g AU, AT 4 o L R e e i W e 1. 324 ik, eI UG,
MRS 4B 32 Z2 3% T AR (Cho) A0 iR R T 2L B 12 81 [45] [46] LA OB Al B A6 97 1 1E] Cho A4 4%
PRI 23 [ 9 ) W [47] [48] [49]. Shin 25 A [S0]6F 7t 184 {5 FLARIE N R I, 1511 S v 10 HEL B e % Jd g
R, I HBEBIRE S0 % HEHDH K ER MK, SR, BT Cho ARUish, HAdaR /R
YI(EFEG ) AT LUEE IH-MRS B TR . Rk, @it 1IH-MRS AR FAR ST 01 B4,
AREH BT A2 W, RAEFTS .

2.4. 18F-Bi R E%E#E (18F-FDG)IEB F 4 S B AT B BT B (PET/CT)IBR

18F-FDG 1E HL ¥ & 5 W1 J2 45 52 2 — ol 308 3o A 0 200 B v 880 267 B it /7 e LR B AT 2 . 30
WA VRIT RN . B, BTG MRS &R . 18F-FDG PET/CT HA I A W EIIfE. 4 5Pl
A DO I — R BUE 6 8, 356 FLIRE (12 T, 0 J0 W 7L s )z A e G AR KI5 [51]. BTt i,
PET/CT g H (2 H 0 45 8 o e K bR AL B U (SUVmax) A I A AR (MT V) R o ol e i
(TLG) 5 M I A=W 2EAT R VIM D% . 18F-FDG fm B/ oRi S T HE 2%, (22868 )58, TS % . Kajary
s N[52] B it 2> 4 T 83 I FLARE % 18F-FDG PET/CT AR SRR 2 BRI A e, 22 0 i /)N
% 18F-FDG R fs2m, JoHZ TLG 2R, TLG B LU MR I ZE Y2447 N . Kaida Z5[53] Bl it 4>
M7 93 B FLAYE B IR kL, ORI & ) SUVmMax. MTV F TLG A [ %5 41 212 43 2% [ 386 I ifi
Hhn. Tchou J 5 AWFFCIEH Ki-67 5 18F-FDG IR 3% IEAHIE[54] [55]. KZ W5 KIL[55] [56]
18F-FDG PET/CT X il 7 e 8 I Wi A EEAMA . 2 R logistic [FIHA#T B,  FLIRE AR £ 2
Tk 24 SUVmMax. MTV #il TLG 2 ARG 5 N KAEFA ML ERE Z . 1697 AR A2 AR 2
EFREA K RIS Ho S, 52ROz AL 5 R8I AT REME K

3. BRERRE

LR Lk, B LG 5E MRI (DCE-MRI) 2 FL AR AR SUSA ATk R BOR, AT AR LR A5 A0
—ERERIIREEL, BAZMIGKERNE. FNE 8 MRI 25, i HOnBUR & & #ok Rk
1§ BRI E AR, LA IE BT RS W Z I (PET)/MRI FIAS [R5 5750 () 22 AR 2 AR B AR T LA
B IR A AN BE B AR B R I PRS2 JF R DU LTI 2L e R e RO SR A KA . AME
AR 2B AR BANE AESEAE S W e T vh A S T D9 3L Bt e 5t RIS 70 J2 SEBILE PR T o
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