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Abstract

Multiple myeloma is a hematological malignancy characterized by abnormal proliferation of bone
marrow monoclonal plasma cells, which often causes bone marrow infiltration and bone destruc-
tion in the whole skeletal system. At present, in addition to laboratory tests and bone marrow bi-
opsy, imaging also plays a central role in the diagnosis of MM, including conventional x-ray, CT,
MRI and PET/CT examination techniques, which provide imaging basis for the diagnosis and stag-
ing, prognostic risk stratification and efficacy evaluation of MM. This article reviews the research
progress of MM imaging.
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1. Bl

% R 98 (multiple myeloma, MM/ — i & T H 3 45 N 1) B B 0 200 A S o 36 110 0 P e
SRR BRB IR R (), R E R[], MM 2 75 B A E — Rl £ Fl
B iR CH A (Myeloma defined event, MDE), LA # SifiAS 25 H 10%5% 5 22 o [ 4 2 200 P sl o5 AV SE2 1)
FAN IR FESS . MDE FH EL8 52 (1) CRAB FRAE(FR 85 IUE B DIREREME . 70 MRV B 9 A2) Fl = A S
PEAEDIbR EVN AN : 60%8 5 5 1 v B BE SR 4 . 100 BREE = A LI I 2 R B (FLC) LL R (AT 2 5 A
FLC /K~F =100 mg/L), Jf HAEMEILIR G (MRI) EAFAE—AN PL SR MR AR [2] B2 MM fH WL
fEtR, 2976 80%~90%1) MM B & AATEE (3], IRRBELRBSEINFRE, Fik, X MM S5 158
52 POREE A5 0 HEAT A T VP Al 2 28 O Y o

ARSI MM BB B B B EEAEM . TR, MEVGFRERARN GERE, ZMH
TFEWEFH A TIRER T MM 2. STR0Em M S8, 65 x 2, &SRR Z R
(WBLDCT), 45 HiIEIRMIZ(WBMRI)F 18 60t 208 45 B IF i1 S W7 2 38 (“°F-FDGPETICT) 5 . 1
XRZRR, AR IR LA R A B H R AE MM 8355 B R O 35 3@ BERE S S FH - MIRI
SR B A2 A 0 bR 7 30, T PET/CT $24 T A MMEM TG B, 224 NIEPE IR TT IR
MEERAR . KZHEARARHEL I EER T
2. HIBRERARILE
2.1. X &

FEGER) x LR BEAG 2 /2 MM R G DU B85 AR TR bR ik IR BLRE X Pl A B IR
JBE B AN B S5 BB AT AT X G EE, 2 durlie-salmon 73 W R SE[4] K FeAt . (BE A —LefFIRM:, UK
PR, B PEZRAE 30%~70%, FERIZ SR ZRE ER 7 A5 ABEFH T 1T, BoR A 1V B AR
MVEIT L VAl I RIE MR S AR, WK B 4T, SAAR S ANRE X 0 DR TR EAAE B S R a7
S E RS EAI[6]. I, CIERKFEEE BMH UG B BT .

22.CT

il

221 BHRCT

CT HET x 2t & Won ikt B0, SUBYESE M. AT DAPFAE MM BIR FRERE . 4 KU
SO AMZIRRESE, EAIAE CT 51 3 FR#AT RN F R FARGITE. EKE, CTIEM IR REHER R
TH0L, R E BEE B R SR PRI N, X ATRE S WS A R[7]. WML CT 34— xS B A% AL
RO FEMES S, X MM B RUL, Siistlem . (Rt EALRE, HRAT E S E L CT 136, a4
PR G K, S5l MMM, 7 WBLDCT [ BURLF IR T iX — i) )72 N T3¢
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2014 £ WBLDCT #4IN\ IMWGMM 5E X FrifE, BE MM JEAZ 1) E ot AL 20 5 MM S Pk
A, JE B A AR 8], 7E R ARIE S R B WBLDCT Al 4B A B s as, K, Lhise
A, RS (4.2 mSv) EuARE CT (36.6 mSv) Kl F#{K[9]. WBLDCT A% s 17 8] 73 B A Ak LU BE
AT LLRGIRAS B ORISR AL, (e R LLUE B R B ROZE 2 A B R YT, DRGSR it ] F B 7 2
EH[10].

22.2. BEiECT

REW CT BAAE Jyaln 4RI M L T I R I — Flop B R4 A B 57, B 2009 4R TR M FH TR R LK,
CAEEGE RGBT SH AR T Z N . f8i CT AT LLET 5=1(140 keV). 1K (80 keV) i E & 11 %
I U)4,  ARAS G ZE LA 0T 115 P LR DA SE BRI I 73 B AN e B, 49 B B2 1) J5 1 B80RT P 85 BE AR O
AR EHE 101 M IELE AL R (40 keV~140 keV) B . BETE M2k 2 P51 73 B8 B SHH 8L ) FE ) o 2
FEME . AR P 4(11] [12].

SHAWGOTIEML, B8 CT MUBSEREE T CT Ak =il E S =BG I s, BESm
CT TE 2 [ 7y HE R L IR 23 W Ak 3N T R85 20 P S BRAR PR TR K 40 e, SEBX L 2Uam 45 44
FNIHRERAS AT, RIS ] DL JBE S B fb Dy 52 RS BN, I mT CASRAIST LU 7 b A £ 1 P g i B
JAIE G, SR ARG LR B R, AT e S N AR RIS, AROR AR i TS W B HE R A 2 A
H A2 H T g2 W ) M0 2 PPl B St A 1 R 2 W8 o AT o T S5 (L3 n] Mg A6 3847 /6 ik XU
SRR R 2 SH0RE, WA S TSR AL S AR, A B TR IR BT MR TT T R R BT
Joio ZFUHSEE[LAT TR, AEUS CT M H e E 5 At 2 MG /s B A8 B A R 3z i /N I FRD R 03050
ZHHgNe CT RIS, oA MERE R, AT T BBk N BOEAR R AR Gl . i e
CT FAREEAN LB R IX B BE B UG TS S HOAT LR, RIVER a8 55 Bem A e R E 2
F[15]. BRULZ AL, RERE CT 7EEME RS LRV [16], B ARk R as 56 R0 [17]. 2EN FI3ES e
LA AR89 o BRI RANME -

2.3. MRI

MRI SR —FiZ i MM & 52 RECAEMEIEOR[19]. MRI 2SR A A UK AR I 5 = K
AR, (EBCARSRES RSO, FERE SR AN BM IRIEN BA R RBUE. 1£5 L, MM G
AAE MRl ERIUN 1 InBURERSE, ©2 ORGSR, XA s AR ], €1 DBUT #1% L 3 o
WB-MRI H 2% R A S0 B RERN A (8] 70 R, RS 7E A 28 BRSO I A B BRI, JF T S ) 2
Ve Al E B A YEE ST, W TR MM BB a2 = USRI, BRI AT A e N
FPERER R [20]. BhAIEFZHE 98 MRI BERS R AU BEME (1652 o UL P 8808 TAF4L2 U2 5 MRI
VRN BEALLZ K 9 TR R B B8 m ST M R 4 IR 1) S8 1) — SRR [10]. BB, MRI & X 73 AR A
RTEAEAR B 31 UL PP A IR I ROE AN i s 4 ) i s 2K

DWI & —FhEt T4 WHZ S D REVERE IR AR BOR, T APl A AR 70 7458 o 33 PP A 18] 5
K HG DWIBERS AL A E . DWI A2 e VEATE B b . @ PR 70 A il i e ad i o mT
Mt b AE KR ERE ST Bl DWI LRSS 9R EE A Ky BOR BRI BRI [21] . O 1 38t G
®i2, EVES LIS LY B AR B(ADC) B ATH LS PSR OC  AEPPAG MM B ) 9 5 DWW A2
I BT, BUOAE RIS, BMEMAER . o i B ) e s O 5 B i BB s 22 = PO A DX 3R 3 BB B 1k 45
R[22]. EREDHTREHET ADC KT, ADC BIRERSMERKIK D TP HURE 0L, 4S5 i
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RN 20 B TR B2 R B 4 15 AR R 5 LA R B [23]. BT ADC, 1A% AAMHTIZZI(VIM)
BRI b AE VS P DWIAS 5240 A DE T2 200 B 40 i 5 #E T, T b (B VS IS 58 R T
SEMI T . IVIM DWI AT REA BT 454 T i MM R 8852 2108 B0 94T N [24]. DW MRI J2&
BRG] mshee AR, 788652 240077 A AL T PET/CT [25]. ElRni BER TAEHIIE i E—
PRI PR S5 B 2R 490 1 S e

AL MM 594 B DWI P8 {5 5 1 ADC R s 4 A, 12 BT IR A s> . /N2 iR
A A HA[26] . YR TT B R RERE s ADC ELHE— 2D 4N (FH T S 4 B B T2 1) 5 38 ) A DW=y 2
(BT “T2-shinethrough” ¥&¥7 FHIRRUNL) . T6T7 HUE J5 (1 5 115 8L DL B 4 ML) TE 5 A6 AREAE .

2.4. PETICT

PET/CT it & UL 18f-5 1 52081 27 Wi AE AU PEFR L R EE R, A& — B BRI, 4 3B o Al S s
PR AR I B8 75 VEAS g 57 P AN T B 1 B AR S &, TEREREE . AR RE A0 T B AN A X 38 [27] - 1%
R 3 B AR MR R T REE B S A, BUBMEI AL T U E A A2 (28], RERCHERR HL VT Al 17 61 4H,
I RE X AN R AR NS MR AR . AR SR, MM i2E ®F-FDG PET/CT [ R 4 WB-MRI
(538 75%- 94%, P =0.004), HEFtEMFE N 80%), HXHT¥RIT Ek &M, ®F-FDG PET/CT K)
Fr R WB-MRI & (50514 86%- 43%, P = 0.008), R EIIN 75%) [29]. %4 F-FDG PET/CT
K 3 ANCA iR kb iy, AR S A A ARG R AR AR R, TRYT R AR ST I T TS
UF[30]. AR PET/CT /£ MM B U7 I I A 3697 SO 5 HIPEAG A 3 L. 8 Zamagni S5 7FAl
T 192 BITZ MM B PET-CT 4553, KIL PET-CT 4R 5iR77 R BiA<; 95% PET-CT FAMER &
Z /DS T BRIP4 IR (VGPR, P = 0.003) [31]. 1X3&HH, PET-CT ] LAKBLHAth G & o7 R0 i
IR MM Jikt . 5% K PLASCT J& ®F-FDG PET/CT # 1 St et A i KA 5, Mk, 78
BT JEARNE ST RF SRR it 58 b, w] LSRR 3 e P N [R]85 4 [32]

{#Ff] "®F-FDG PET/CT FA3#ilt, 2% p& FLAB FH P R B 1 0 7T B 4 [33] [34]. ABLRH M FT Bl A IR 3
B, WE S BN RUR B A B XA R . AT RS T JORE SR, AR B X I B
B, ARSI T80T BUAE K S BRI RS M B RS R R BV B RT RE S s U
SR TESS T R E B G ARG, 2 R Ve SR (R AR M A8 5 R PR3 728 th Pl o X — 45 3R

PET-CT 7 & &M IR At SR I HY R A (0 BBUR PR ARy S, e ] ARG 3 6% B AS 7 V2 2 4 3
MR REHEBNAL AL A FFHRKI, 1E 35% 13, PET-CT Refig/E MRI ALEF 2 A1 1 X380 151
JRAS . Hillner A FHPEAYL 7R 3 E R MR PET ZHck %, X Eidst 7 BEAELE PET-CT HHiHT
Jakt A T B, SRR, 48%I X 2 R MR IR 1R T AR VR YT R TR YT (BUR ) [35].
R PET/CT AR [ XA AT S5 A, H i T oA s el SRS ME AR, PET/CT £EVF 2 7385 N
e A 5 B 51 o
3. REERE

ZEERTIR, TR RN MM B2, W B R AR K 1) B e AR A B R A Y A B R
MIFEAE, HEFESH WBLDCT . U A7 7E i3 Ji Bl g £ A B 5, MRI B PET W] RES2 BErTHL . X
TAEB i R R A AR W It B i R BY (1) 5, PET/CT ¥ . MRIL PET/CT W] [A)0 2o
BEIR I JCH BUBR, 72 MM B2 W 031, 7 S0P A s 0 Wb 456 S 2B R . FDG-PET/CT fEif
I G INR BRI AR T 58 SR ARIRAS J7 LK RAETE R BEA « R T MM BB B UG 3 AR 1 R e A2 HX
7 EREERE, BE -G R, B EARE RIS 2R R AR AR A D AR
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