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Abstract

Breast cancer is the most common malignant tumor in women worldwide. The most commonly
used methods for breast cancer screening in China and other countries include mammography,
ultrasound, and magnetic resonance imaging. In this review, we mainly describe and analyze the
new technologies for breast cancer screening in recent years, and summarize the advantages and
disadvantages of these screening methods and their clinical application value.
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1. By

FU R At P A Lo v WRRAE , ST 2020 SELAT 230 J5 Ve IS LR, 5T RORIE EE
BT 11.7%, WIUCEBRIE, ORI R R MRE[L]; HAU TR e RRkH A5 T, b EHEA 2D [2].
H A FLAR R sk = A R T T-BL, R se AL i R, RS B Rf T R A AR RERS A R s
VR AL AF R 5, DU — P e e AR R . CUESKIE R R X LR AR B e
FIZETR, ARMFLER X LB B AR AR RRE, £ 9%R)FLIRIRIABUR K o, FLERE H X
B2 B AR A B R LR 2.5~4 1, BUBTERURDON 60% [3]. fEid % 20 SR, SR T ARG FLIR X 2
FREHOR, AU I A RAR IR IEAE SIHEEE, X EEE5R X 2085 Aot A Gl 1 1t A
{1 A ORGSR 3 51 DA SR P SR o AR Sl B i & TR

2. WEEFIERBIE IR X B
(Contrast Agent-Enhanced Digital Mammography, CEDM)

Xof EE A R AR L R A5 5 R (CED M) A8 F RO BRI RE B IRE B 5 2 MEF R 3L b7 X &R
(FFDM)AHES A o Rl T X 2R3 AT a2 1) 3 R 20 5 S Ve g |l T 1 P g e 3G, -3 8O0 & s Ak
TR B mat L EE R3S . CESM [R4R TR 22 hnifE 2D Her LR X ise ) 1.2 3 1.8 5, (H8 24
A IR X A A bRk [4], TR T AR MR SR W L AT R e FUIR X Zeidsg b s i g x0. iR K
I CEDM EA B35 T 7L X 2R A RO L RE R 14 o B SR « [ 1 Pt e AN £ [5], CEDM
A YN FFDM FIBARIR B R[6]. AW FEAE L CEDM F1 MRI ZE VAR B2 Wi 2L AR B8 25 (R b 7
[T FE R BI[7] [8], MRI A1 CEDM fE & B4k Ve kb7 Tl ) BUSE I A LL(57% vs 61%), {H CEDM #H %
7R B B RE 1 RN v R BH P TR . Patel 28 A [91F 78, F CEDM A% MRI A R FL AR 57 25 1 5%
BEA, B ERZ A4 750 €70, BEY 114K TTMBETT A, NIiE BT B g ik
Ao N EEFR G SR A K A PR X 2R B AR ol A2 0o LR MR AR S50 B o3 ek 0 S s SE R B, (BRI 43
VE RO BE 7 e A ) R

3. ELAYTLER AR 15 (Abbreviated Breast MRI, ABB-MRI) 53E#58 B 5RO

FUIR ARG ER G (MR )X Jae A P S AU LA Ao o (R BBURR P, — e FH TE oo e B L s Ik 830 i3
b TR IR A T R[10] [11], 2AT, KA 6.6%H) & fa L MEAE RS X i 5 11 2 4F . IEAT TN FLIR MRI
EEE[12], K MRI BAGIFTEHG . AR R SR T 52 M 22 DA K 22 28 o FR 1) MRIEIR R 2 B N
T e MRIAS A B[R] S 25 (1) s AR, Kuhl 58 A [13] 5 I 3k1E T ABB-MRI fE AT & FIWEFT, faifk s
FIEHE TL P SRR TL IR, B BB AIR KE SHEE IR, a9 ) B g e mnfi A iz
WrdE R = AR TR . 5 —RIX A MRI B SER[14], JPAEHE T1 THIRIE — M thagsm i T1
TBUFA, T AR — SR RS T2 IR JEAR. 28 A T et Eedse. s s G S R, ik
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FEI 0] 73 3 17 BB R EE T, 475 AT UK 0 31 64%~97 Yot L T35 i 1k e R AN KT 20 o i 20 () S TR
£ 3 (DCIS).

SRIM, TRALI MRIF A1, s RAE S — I, AR i (5 5 9 E thZg- AT VPG . N T s iox
— kb, —UHFRARE T 2RI FAI[15] [16] [17], AL a4 HE BN LHE BU% (TWIST) AR H
SENSE (Sensitivity Encoding) i Pl -1 PRI AIMs AR LE ORI i 2 8] 43 B2 R [R] INpak/D> 7 RBES ). fedle, ©
ZAESELIE SR (GBCA)E R IITA, BRltk, BFFE N L IESS /3 9F R 5 LRG58 MR 7 2 B[R] S5 U
PER AR SR MRI ER[18]. #e4h, AL EIAESE SR MRIFE FI I SSEEAS 5 L  BURIE 5 TS B2 T 35
X Z455[18] [19]. XLLHF R AT HEAE MRI BESE 32 R VEEF X H B 9725 14 AN -G BOAS 28038 1 Hh A KU 22
P, LI MRI PSS o — R e i 2 T H, B 7ERIIFLAR X 2k b 2 BB v i AL .

4. fh5EeE REES A& (Tactile Sensor Imaging)

I EGAERAG /N () B Bl RAY, i TeAR S JoE 0 F vt s U R 4 U 3L 5 243 (1BreastExam,
IBE)HT ISR A, G A 7E BT M VR 5 B X S2AT FUR R (MDD i 2 o LI A JRUEE A 1 H PR
DES R HE, 2 AR A v] 7= A G R R i A E P (e 25 S, W WA A A AR U, R 2
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T 1 firh e 22 ] e AR A8 4k . Broach /NZHAE A [201%F 78 4% B N AKIT 7T, &5 RS Mk S A6 2 Ol
IE 77 MRAZ, IBE IERIRAIH 66 ML, REER 86%, iR 89%. B fi bl B E A IEFEA
Wr ik I & [21] [22]

5. WK FLBEEIEILRAG RS
(MICRIMA Radio-Wave Radar Breast Imaging System, MARIA)

MARIA RGHEAFHAR, ©EEZEERM AT ERITL RIS, (RO TRABERK N, &
HMEMER TR b, @RI R ETE . MARIA AT E IR AR E] 5 438k, 8t 3R [H
AR ST, N BT SR =N SHAR, XS R @ L 0 3D KB, TR Rt
AR RR, FEMA SRR R, R PRI AR BB % X 43 1E 5 A SURVR AR 20 21[23] [24]. CUAEMRASUE &
PEH LR X Zeta A AA7E AP 1, Shere 28 A\ [24]% 1T MARIA a2 HAT& PPl bR ER) 225 4 B3 d47 ot
T, RFTH MARIA RGAEARIFL 2 B A R AR B2 Wi BUR A 2 . MARIA R G070 HUBS AR T
T IR A o MRI AT A 53 5t I BOAS ;s 0 HAE JAA BIUR R AR 48 2ot B R R /INITT JCEAT 7L X 2485
{10 — S N P 7 A 7 T LA ) ol %) I P T 5

6. AR
6.1. BFNFLARERKRE(ABUS)

F iU 5 (hand-held ultrasound, HHUS)7E [ 28 FAEFL 5 X &3 15 B B HoR, (H 2 A7 75 5 IR
P, GRERERUC. BEE OB, EREME. WIS R R AR (ABUS)Z
—FRARTE A, Fnl R EARA B R e i B AR A S 2L s (IS
RIS B B AT IR T A ORI B, PR AR e, RIS m s B AR 5 fr o A9 s
[25], VENEFAFLIR X LR35 AN R 0T 25, e (10 Hh %64 7 1.9/1000 Giuliano AfF 7% 1 [26] 3418 4 1E
L5 X B ERRARE AR Lo, 45 RRAX AT FFDM, fEVR I ABUS £ 5 )5 AT 5 S0C7L I 1)
6 H 2 4.6/1000 #2751 12.3/1000, U 76.0%3 i1 E 97.7%. HIEH K T —FH T 3D-ABUS it
SEMLEHBOAS I #4H(QVCAD, QView Medical) [27], i 25 2% S 1 Af R I 1] ] ek /> =578 35%,  FJ /> B fH
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PERIH B2, Evans S5 N2 [28], 7EFUIRE R rp 25 al rh &5 XS 1) otk b, T3 X RESUr A MG,
¥ HHUS 5§ 3D ABUS HTE# AT 720, ABUS SEIMFLAR =4Epif%, & R BRI Sk 5 F
AT FR, AHXT B 5 bR B2 45 R A e — K R PR

6.2. JLFEBFE (OAUS)

IR ARG A R AR RO A R, ARG S0 RN 508 TR O A, I PR i 571
(K MALE A R BOR) AR DiRE. 27 Mz /145 B AR 71[29]. I8 A Bot ke
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ZLEH o AN RIS A BOL kR AT e A5 US IX 73 it S 21 88 1 5 58 AL B 1, R X b AT B e g i [30] «
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