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Abstract

In the 2020 Global Cancer Epidemic Statistics (GLOBOCAN) report, female breast cancer has ex-
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ceeded lung cancer and become the most common diagnostic cancer. Studies have shown that neoad-
juvant chemotherapy (NAC) for breast cancer can effectively increase the survival rate of surgical
breast, improve the control rate of lesions and the overall survival rate, and imaging plays an im-
portant role in evaluating the efficacy of neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast cancer. This article
reviews the current status and progress of different imaging techniques in evaluating the efficacy
of neoadjuvant chemotherapy for breast cancer.
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1. 3]

1 2020 4E 4 BRIMURE AT ZE i HdE (GLOBOCAN)R &5 1 [1], i FLE C &t s, o
LIS WOEAE . ITAER, ST BNALYT X R R A AUAS B TR (1 FL A B EE G ARNE, T T
IEE AR RAE R, IRER AR RS A5 [2]. FUIME A RRE, BTk 8y
FWAF, AR VAN BT 007 BE I PR AR AR 50 b B BB S SRR 19T RO Al A
#E(RECIST)2E T~ Therasse %5 A\ [3]4#IA (s —4EM &, 7E 2009 FXHZ AT T, HBC IR IRIR
6 v DA SR T SRR SN I RRVEE 9, IR U RECISTL., B R PRl SRR B e VA I H T 2R
[4]. RECIST1.1 /2 5 T+ g 7 far )51 AR B VT AT 2, #E RECISTL.0 (bR N FER B T LLF
JUAN 7T = A7 358w ) e B ARSI kR B 2 10 N 5 A, NS E L 5 ANl 2 4 KfE <10 mm
WA IEH R MRS, AHHCRMBELS . & CT Hik 4R > 15 mm Al {E A 99 & SR &
PSR kL, AFETET ROTA I B ARp A a B B b, W NE < 10 mm BfYUNIEF keSS, s
> 10 mm FA<15 mm ik ELE54F A B SO T I AR R0 A 33T Bk R 1 e S, AU SRR A
1RSI 20%, IEALHE T AR EE K 5 mm, 32D AN RT BRA AR RO K R R s HEREE A
IR BARFAAZR S, MR8 A S A AR I 2 VYA 21 WEAG A5 (AR I B PPl SO ThRE VT AL, IX SR TR K&
BHRRR, W BOUHTR AL TN PET/CT 434, W MiFa 2. DU RKE > 20 mm Al R4,
WITIE, MR KRR/ > 30% N Zff, WK > 20% M Bt e, & s am il & 5 m R R 5
BEE, [FIN, X 20 AR MR AT RS IR EE, BN A SRR, W R AR S RS, DL
B N4 T 25 U H VT IR V6 T T 2K

H RTIGPR VAL 10775 F 2R A FR AR I & SR i 2, s FEAHE X 4. #H. CT. MRI
KA H AR PETICT 4.

2. SLBR X RiFfE

FLIRSE B A AT TR A 80, ARERIROUNFLAR X 28550 f i 7 g2 s I i e fis ke 2,
WA IR NS TR 2 —[5]. X R R RSB THERIME, 25 I 10 SO 58 4 4030 1)
IEHALERS, M MEAMERE]. NAC T A&MITE, FLEH X &) DRt — g RS S, 5l an
BN /N B BRI, X e R s v IR AT 2 Fabn . FLIR X e & v v A0 b e ) 25
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EAFERREKER, JCHL BT S S EREER B . NAC J& iR Py B OIS A S A iR )
TEHIE X & B RS REREHI[7]. RTREMESEERIEN, HiTslik X e KRR MttE 2nE R,

3. FLBREBAT

R s S AR 2T AR, e RS, R, T BARSN, H A A E 2 R
AR T FU e (297 A — % RAME AR EF (R R[8]. B W] LASEHER A 1E Al NAC bR 4 /MR,
5 NAC JE 1 X AR, & mT LA G (10 FR00 08 B2 2 i /NI 4R AR[9] [10]. —MRAR G i A BEE 5 FH T T
T NAC (9785, BAE X 2 BRg 22U NAC 5 RN LR8I IR . B8 A s S AN nT AR A6 I 7 1) 8
GE, AT DR — e S, R RGO VAl L S R TIUIN NAC 7 S TERE 1, (Rl B S
I R AN AR BT AT KSR v T NAC 77 R AR 1 [10] il 7 00 080 b S 45 O PP AT — s L 3,
£ Han Xue [12]58 AR FEH, MA@ g DU S8 TIPS 2 A R85 kg5
o WRERES R . REL G T TRk LSS BE A A, GBI Gt 2 VR VRl Fr i BT e R LS I N, A
Anne E [13]55 A7 bt R REIE ST 68 Pt m] DA g bk B2 4560 NAC oo SR, 768 75 B A0t 1 A
&, AN NAC JG M8 N 4 E sk, (R /N AT BRI KR BB [14] . A I, Bl s i ke
(38 75 BB TEE TN NAC 97 Z0[15], FRATAT DURSE B 1 8L, 7 A Fhric kit — P4 s
LI HER 1 [16].

4. FLBR CT &

CT tfoxf TR I NAC FFA MRIGZHIZ, (H CT ) =2 5 4 =% 3] 5 4 RO e R R/ B i
B A RS R O, BT DR AL A R, XTI NAC 197 80H — & N E[17]. TERR S [18]
LN R, AEFIRYE RECIST FrESEATIRIRIT R4, 738 NAC AR : A4 56 222 % (complete
response, CR). /) £2fi# (partial response, PR)J %1, NAC Tkl : 3550 k4 & (stable disease, SD).
1t & (progressive disease, PD)Ji 5. NAC J5 A U TEA k (HIIAFIRRERK, FHAEREBSI¥E
X, o A R KA R T i R K (E 22 e i W, E— RS T AR T 2R R R AR Ak fE ]
PIAE A FLARSE NAC I7 2SN T A5 o

5. LA MRI 1§44

FEZ HTHIBTFU PR B], MRI T 3LERJE NAC 7R AR T X 2k B . CT A & B 4F[19] [20],
JEHAAE M RN [21]. LR HAE NAC )T Ja Al el T AR B NAC J7 ZHIAE, T
DA R RIS, IR AN BE DUDURIE IR I KNSRI NAC (197 2[22] . JE4ER,  BlhaS% g o
FELIR AR (DCE-MRI) [23] [24] [25], AEJA—FEr % 00 MRISORSE I R LRI A 52 SR 2 (158
TE, 0 PR A2 W e S Ve MAE B P ST T S T 3R e ORI T R MRIJR) R T3 28
AN, 8 4 e B EEE BT LA 25080 71 A R S, BES AR A3 2 T L 7 M 22
MO, AT SR AL BE S A THI 2 115 8. . X PK[26]557E DCE-MRI T s i 2L B 3 4 B A0 77 31
DL TR AL, B K AR5 BT AR Vmax (2246, AE TN FL B AT R T ot s BAT e, EXT 26
7L RS S AT G BB 58 MRI ST AR BL, A7 e 2L [ Vmax B R . MRI AT LS (i
BEAISERE R, R R B NAC J& IR MR RN RIE T TR, B HATEA L BLik B 7R 52 200
B e S AR DR -

6. FLER PET/CT &
Rl 25 2 AR AT AR A T LB 9797 280 B R B, LB v 7 O 2 PO AP T 5 el 987 1)
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PR AR B R S VA 4L T VAR IR AE[27] [28] B TR 97 5 Ieg AR AR Ak B T R S &5/ 84k, 18F
FDG PET/CT mufgw] Waill i eg 7 2%, D ReAI g MK i k& T DL S R L 23, K. SRBET
LG, DAERGEE iR TR T Z0Fl . Shelling, Smith 25[29] [30]WF 7t o, BEIFLERE 221 — A
WHLIT IS, AT 18F-FDG PET F AT 25, R I eg 13 24 5 4V 2k il Bk B ) R U2 D 90%~100%,
5 S 74%~85%. Wahl [31]25)3% F] 18F-FDG PETT % 11 151 3L i i 2 2E ALy 7 BT AL T TF6 )5 5] 63 K
HHATIES M, AT 280N, 4R 8 8 4% 18F-FDG HGHGE . B 35 80/0 (w0t BEiG T R, BT
DA REGE ARG MR, 3 BIETT TC R i e 18F-FDG $RHCR W S AR G2 . AR, Groheux [32]
SN E T PET/ICT 1EVEA Bl Bh Ak 7 (036 Y7 L f)  EEANME - 1T HL PET/CT 1L i i 3 bk 2 5
75 A 1R B 2 1 IG RN E . 2 TAREH AT PET/CT 7E %71 NAC Ji5 7L Rl R ik B 45 TR 27 4 A B 2 23 200
Ji 858 A 75 TR BE BB s VB AR B, X AT RE S ECAR X B A RS A BRI TS R, R
BN IR C 45 T R A TR PR MR 4 [33] . PET/CT ANEEARE B, HAs Wit R BUR A IR, H.
PET/CT M A A SRV 12 N

7. REERE

HRUAR I R VAl A B TAEvR T 5 BGH R BT 2, iR SR b FI R 2. W
R P SR IR AR K, 84 S B L 7R B VP AL R RN, B R R AR, MR RN TE
WRARAE, ROK R EAAMIEAYL, IR R B PET/CT. % NAC 5B HI4i i, MRI LR
IR RN PP A B T BE B A Bk . T H e T AR R 0 R R K B AR DL AN R (A, R
I NAC A ML AR H E 2

BUE, BATN NAC BT T RAR AVl R R AR A B RO VTAS 2 A R 10 A BE AR A S I E
MES, A HCRIER . R, et —SLESRRHME. KPR S £ WA T BOHERIT
e, fhME RHERT . BEERE AR, BATRTR S KIUEZ BFTHoR, ] DAgs i RS2 44 5
ZHMENFEE, BATHIRIR— RAEWE K2R,

&E 3k
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