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Abstract

Pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor is a heterogeneous tumor originating from pancreatic endo-
crine cells. Its tumor grade is closely related to the prognosis of the disease. The prognosis of G2
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and G3 tumors is poor, and more aggressive surgical treatment is needed than G1 tumors. There-
fore, preoperative determination of tumor grading plays an extremely important role in guiding
the formulation of late treatment strategies and the evaluation of prognosis of patients. This ar-
ticle reviews the research progress of preoperative non-invasive prediction of pancreatic neu-
roendocrine tumor grading.
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1. 51§

JER IR AR 22 P9 435 iR (PNEE Ts ) & — M S ST 1k e, G2 T J i 9 20 WA 2, o5 A TR T MR 1) 5% LA
N, HFTA NET [ 7%LLF[1]. (HAEATHEMICER, pNETs AR FEES &, HIIERY pNETs
PHZE AN EN, Ed RS, mTEREREHRERD, SRR pNETs #In7T 4 55 7 %,
HATRST <2 em BIRARTERIN 26% % 61% [2]. 245 2017 Gt 5t T AE AL ZI(WHO) N 43 1A 28 B I8 4 25 F0
2019 = WHO JHibL R4 7325, pNETs 1] 70 N 0 A4 8 0 IB (NET1 2% NET2 201 NET3 4%)-
R AP EE N WA (NEC) SR A PERRZE N 433 — AEPREE P9 23 WA R (MINEN), FEAR I 282 /2 715 HH LI IR
SR, pNETSs ] 73 D ae AN TCTh RENE IR [3]. TCThRE MR IRl 8 Py 73 Wb PR s B e, 3 AR R K
B, 05y A WIS A IR e 38 B IU A Bl 2L PREAR , 203850 B3 R IR e Jgg 3t A 36 TR REAR (3]
VTAESR, pNETs MR HH 28 Bl A A5 A BAR 1A I 3 i AW v, IR B v Ta A . SR A 555 m] DL
Te 075 R TG T TC T RE SR AR AR 22 A 73 WA R 73 SR 7R 2 T ek, AR SO ET oy =X Pl ik i 4 22
P 53U e 9RE 4 2 AR Sk R EAT T 4RIR

2. FRBRFREZ A 53 b R AR BTN AR 53 R BB

HATLFAR N EMLEEIRTT 2 pNETs 3R/ RAF AT s 757%, BHiR Y, pNETs
Ki-67 FEEURFIEIN 1%, iRk i i XUl 2 10 2% [4]. BE4h, pNETSs iR 4 25 50 1 % VAR 2,
M I8 o3 G B I SE TS TR 3R - G2 A G3 IR TG 8022, TG G IR 75 ZEEE AR I R I6 97 .
DRIkt A T 6 e R £ 43 %o 63 T I B 7 SRS A ok s B TR VT A iR L e BB . H Al
R BT T N A SR (EUS-FNA) A N2 — FOR BRI HERA 20 22 1 J57% . AT, EUS-FNA 7EIf
IR FAAFAESE IR, SRAFIIHRAA TR IR0 5 o P DU LSS, E il s i, AR e ds, g
FHEFER SN, 15 EUS-FNA TEIGIRIZ H iR 2 I 1 e iR BRI, DT ReAE AR R e
45 75 T el 988 3 BOont e v 97 T e 5 TS b RO B X

3. MEF R R BREARTUMERRRZ A 5B AR 2K

MEECRLEE T A (CgA)Z M MBE DS PanNETs 2% F SR EVIARICY), CeA Z—FjE T amRA
TEREOHE SR o % ER AR I A 28 P9 0 WA 2 I P 7 i FORE o, ) A L7 BRULAE Al %E « Xu Han 55 A [5]
WEFUESCILTE CgA T T Wbt i, PPASIRIT RN, FF PR A IR (I JCZhREPE pNETs [T

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2023.133533 3717 I IR = =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2023.133533
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

B, FEE

JadiR. fER R HES, RERBEREA A (CeAEEIRL N IR 2k g 7 UESE, H
HAZWiMEA A 418, Alessandra Pulvirenti ¢ N\[6]Hf 53K 8, CgA TEIZWT pNETs bk = K5 5 P4k 1 5
M K fik FER A 22 P 3 e R (D R T 23 TN, A FE A L B ol ARAH 2 PN e R R IR FH o 2 A
FPPL)HE# Hh CgA RIEK T RES T, AR CgA 7E/NMAJFBRE PanNETs. AEThAEMEMR . B &R
JREAN 1 B2 R PR 4 WA R (MEN- 1) FR R IA KPR e 2 1IEH 6] nT AR A1/ CgA /E pNETSs 1276 &
T TS 7 T AR, H— S8R R YE T CgA TE pNETs IR HT 7020 — & iR R

S4B SR AR L, R S A L R R A B(CTC) & iR DNA (ctDNA)
AN AT W H 23 M BRI TR A H AR AT DUER (B I URR . REHEI(S 2. RIRRRAR A B A 5
AN R, REEE EIURESERE A, RO ARULIE PRIDURE I HERE, 96 2 0 B3 s Skl (1 75 >R . 52 2R
TERITEART LA, AR TR 7] H AT 2R T4 A i A % 5 20 mRINA I 53 BT A 5 S AR A 8 P 43 Wb i yg 2 )
R BT FETT M [8]. Modlin 25 ANFF R 1) NETest A2k B [ R b 22 P4 23 fi e 1 BT A JE R 3 i B
BT BT, @A XA AR 2 51 AMhrid e 2, BRI PCR BIRFI 2 20 b B /A I 4 i A
TR . NETest P76 A 0~100 43, NETest HJIEH FHE N<20%, FFFELEN 21%~40%, i
41%~100% 1 sz it 1 5 i2E FE [9]. K. Oberg 55 NI — TZ5 A5 73 1745 H NETest 12 ITHER 258 95%~96%,
FE X J3 K s R ANk J M 50076 7 T I HERA RN 84.5%~85.5% [10]. K E Modlin %5 A F— T i S PR AF 7,
PRI T 5 4EBE VI B NETest 54548 CgA [FIAHER P 53 WA IR 1112 W 21 B8 - NETest 2 WidERfi %9 87%, CgA
N 54% (P < 0.0001). NETest tb CgA fE0 24 (K77 =7.7, OR = 185K IRA(FKJ5 =180, OR =8.4)
T #ERf . 11T NETest &0 & ¥7, K4 FIHEI0AT NETest ¥F42 I F- B AH <. JEid McNemar 556
X RHE E 43 L5 23 Z0F0 NETest/CgA [ HUAE LE(OR)Z [ 2k RFEATE 70 HT. NETest th CgA 5~20 £5 5
REAERATTIN IR 73 %[0 AR H AT LS NETest 1E A HIVRAA TR B AT B AR A 28 1 20306 oI Sz i 1
RS FAMNEHE T RO T TR AL 7 — e JCRI NS, 75 0 R X o S NS 10 1, (HE
FIT R = BT Ji F A 228 PR 73 8 v R (1) A I 0 Tl Pt 9 S o

4. BRERRE RS IE S RV FE R B A TN

G 2 B F A % 2434 Philippel Lambin 7F 2012 4E82H,  Hoks iR 8805 = RS A0 o e 30
CLF=HE RS 2., FF SRS W R 2 YR OB I PR K 38 RN AR A7 S S AT A O A T IR T [ 117
GG E, R REARE CT. HA . IR, PET/CT EZ MGG i & 2 %5
LXAHT AR, BFEHEUERE L2 #E] BURFHESRER g . B i VPG S50 . R 8
RGBS IRIT R & 23 ] B — PP G S I BE R AR [12] 0 s S SORRHIE AR b — 2 2
bW 7 A e B SR, MR SO G5 b e AT A B R AR R BUR B AR 2 1K, SR AR
JH A B B VEAL,  SUR 2 S AN SR b 1) H AR AR HEA I UG B, ARAR N PRSI v
X 7 RVERUBYER, TR B FAn &Y, H T S0 R TG TT RO VP As 3 il
Ja %,

R 7S AE Sy —Fh T e BRI A A A, O] LU I s oA 2808 78 L R RS W B A E A, (B
TR TR R B FRARR U, R B H R, B FIRITHRE, AT E AR, JTLE
KBt 8 75 N B 5 AR (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS) & N 53 #5 Bl T ERIEUR 2, BUS 78 B ARAH 28 PN 231 i 8 114
LW BR YT R R SE H, BUS TT4R 5 BEER 1 48 W it T i 0 5% ok i &% 8 Bl o, A2 12
pNETs K& BAHA T2 R E 71k . EUS Kl pNETs B A K47 AR M AN BIUSE[ 131, ARk BUS AT LA
K E] 91%01) CT B EARANZ N 43 Wb BiRE [ 14], —TZERE [ 15]48 HH BUS &0l pNETSs [ 5 R 85U ]
15 87.2% (95% A {Z X [A]: 82.2~91.2). EUS W& FH4F R 7Tk 98.0% (95% {5 X [H]: 94.3~99.6). &1
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S 7 N BE(CE-EUS) B AR W (I I Ui gt (5 5., 18 7 IR SR e 12181, Palazzo 55 A[16]48H,
CE-EUS il pNETSs 120 P SR AL 26 86% . TEAHI T R R 40 22 P 43 WA S J8a 793 343 2 /7 T, Ke Chen
ZEN[17]7E EUS @ i A EUS H 1R (A E AR 5 2 35 ) L0 G R A A T — b 15 A 1) L 5 44
(VAY/ P2, VA RRECER M RN st . Al RS R A i, A2 RS R8I
AR LA, B BUN R R L, C Bt 511X SepiE FF 45 & A OQ IR PRFRIE, @ HLEe 22~
PR T A PR B R T pNETs J 3 20 S 15 0 o WF U4 7R SR AR B 3 BT Sl s R 40 G 5 7 SRR AE B I PR
FREAI DS, A4ERRAE K /NMp < 0.0001). IIiE CA19-9 (p <0.0001). [FFIE(p = 0.0069). 415 (p = 0.0086)-
TEAR(p < 0.0001)F1 VA 53-2K(p < 0.0001). o @ik #id JURRHLAS 2% 2] T2k Ul pNETs 554K, St il
RBENLARIR, AUC 7 0.9972, FHIREMAMLZIER(AUC = 0.9507). SFF A EHIFEAI(AUC = 0.09412).
PR [ IR (AUC: 0.9260)F1 SRR AL (AUC = 0.8792) . i 5 PN 55 F A E JR BRAR LR 1A 2 T4 Fir 983 ()12 1 B
SRS WEA RIFIRERE, 456 EUS I G515 5 10 TIINAS BY R DL G b 000 FBf Ji et 28 P 730 e 88 1)
T

CT J&—FP F 2 1 5 2550 R B PEERR A 22 3 i R I s 8 A 2, CT B A M, mEE
PR AR E M = S R R, RE0N& MDCT BRI, o] LK B2 i P fi s e, AN RT LAV BRI IR IE
S RS, T ELAT LT IR 0 BN, MDCT i85 45 A F R BN IR (<2 em), 10 HLAEWEIEH AT
R AR RE AL E  TRAR . ARBURINE B 5 e T A A, I gl o s b A2 i . 2 5
. M. WESRICEREHATIEN, B8 T CT MR 9 s W R R BRI E AR, CT &
FR 43 TR £ B 306 R 5 7 R 18] o AT b At ek 2H 2R K% 1 o 4L R AE Sh K B i Bk 9T ) CT LA 55 A [+
REAEAR, AT AT P TE R BT T B Ji et 22 PN 20 0 e 88 1 23 o BB YRR 55 N[ 19 3 ik EU A AS (A1 B 43 %
pNETs ] CT 452K, #RIT LRl CT M5B HO6 pNETs AR EL > A FINANE . @il s 2 fr B
T KL SIS AT E KH EE AR R AL B 1) CT R, o kb L IR AR 2300 CT {8, FF5 it B4
X FEFER, DA RSB ER K CT (HZME . ARXT S Ha s, A IEsR e b JEARIE 3 7 4 te
G RIEE . 8 H 2 FE BRAERHE i & ROC) AT B CT SRk broxt g 7 e, WL R0 Gl
2 pNETs 5 G2 4% pNETs ik AN 55 ik 3917 CT {8« CT {8 258 FAH 0 38 BE 4R B b 3 22 R 394 g2 30,
B kAR % BEFR B ok AUC 18, R &R ez Wiaiae, Gl 20 G2 4t pNETs 3 ik A ik i AH
X5 FEFR BB A Bk AUC ME, 739108 0.679 (95% CI0.587~0.771, p < 0.01). 0.701 (95% CI 0.609~0.793, p
<0.05), X7 H AT PUERE pNETs ARTH CT 345 EAE Tl i 83 43 2%

CT ZLH 53 HT(CT Texture Analysis CTTA)E BURZ S/ BT —F, K H Laplacian of Gaussian i €4
A, B IEERE] AN EE T, RSSO R L F R L5, SR RS SO ) e B B
VR LR, Rk CTTA AT REAEY S 5 ite, BMEEEIR 7 R n T aese gt A #HRU s .
Rodrigo Canellas ¢ A\ [20]i@ FIH CT SR HAR, WG CT FRE Qs MR AL E . Mg R/, g
RA, FENLARBIENE R RTEAES . 4 R G LR ARSI, BB EEREY
ik REAAAEIRAR LS & B AFAE IR B I FUE B AFAE MR L4 558 — e, BRI CT 4
BAE TexRAD. K T EUS HIAR SSRGS R 6 DA HI 02400 36 N CT geHi s 8, 8t i s
H CT SR SH0 05 1 -5 T 8 1 > G ARG, AR AR L X 43 2 900R0 3 ZRRE 5 1 i itk
TPEIL B 79.3%, (RIS A 030 & IR 5 I8 S AR (K T 4.65 A5G I BvRa 26 g VIR 5 S o K
AEPRIRREIE . XS T CT SRR CT R-AERT T WUl PNETs MIARRI 3. BRI ERE, WiFK
AR RGO BAE v TN F AR VIR 5 A 50 S R Bk e RS I 83, R T B R R 5 I B A
HEE

B MR BAR ) B, H o4/ RE F A 5 v A 4L 0] LY JBE 2 3 2 A0 R 48058 (1 6 0 456 HAE A PNEN
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FHART CT, IR/ . @i aREar 8. R, SRR R AR ) A Kt
AN EKBAAMER) TIWL A1 T2WI H ARG5S B0 BB, Zhik. SR
RIS o (IR, mBUR), A BIEEMIRIE, 8540, BEEY 5K, HEY K. BARESE. A4
BUMERAD . WA AT 4725 MR U FRAESE &, ] DUAR Lt Fo0 0 i I8d 1) 4 25 5 T 15 10
YE N DWI FI5E EVFNTRFRIT ADC 18, A B M PNETSs Wkt WIS . KT RO B2 BRAE 45,
HE— 4 S i o T A B2 121 Kyung Mi Jang 25 A [22 38 i 0F 78 & 902448 H 1.03 Y ADC ELABAE N IX
43 RPEAREE R B AR A28 P 20 WA T (1 I AL, MERRR AT IA B 70.4%. ARIEEE A [211 %8 ADC fH7EAR
I 3975 B 43 4 S I R 2 AT 1) 28 S ¥ TE Gt 24 3 3, 1 ADC e B dabe, REHER S iR ok 4 18
B2 IRFESE . ADC EL{ECKE MR ADC {55 IE % BEIR ADC {0, fEHERR B A S BRE S I E )G,
T RE S R L U T IR TR ADC (B RIARAGTE L, ELIE 5 I8 Jod B850 2 B I R 73 3R 10 184 v
ADC AR, BEEH MRI I 5218 SRR RETE — B FR AL b S LB IR 28 N 20V e e (P s MR, T
DAYE 9007 SR s BE 43 2 . IR 4> I % . Cong Liu 25 A [23 3 JBUH 20 2% 7 5 3 BT HH JEE e 48 19 4
WA ) 7 A T2WI JBUR 4225 4E, B, A 7 A T2WI BURZH SRR AERT 5 AN U A 4RRE 2 57 i
PR TR, RS TR R 0 2% AUC N 0.88 (95% CI, 0.790.94)F1 0.83 (95% 1] {5 [X [a],
0.680.93). A i 28 52 7= 2 il FH I ZRBA B (p = 0.56) FNEGERA S (p = 0.81)#E4T T K47 1HE;  Yun Bian %5
N [2418@ 5 A5 20 52 7717 PNETs 17 1409 > MRI 5228 RFIEMH LASSO [FIEGfIEH 7 A~5 5 PNETs
IR E AR RARRRE, FE A X E G A 10T (rad-score), 3 #T 48 AL R HLHR rad-score
5 PNETSs #5652 M4t B8 00 1 A57E MRI rad-score G2/3 i & JE B XS IE N 35% . 1E N 2RAR &,
radscores > 0.51 Lt rad-scores < 0.51 i, G2/3 Fi B XS 4.78 £i% . [ MRI rad-score Tiil] NF-pNET
ST AUC 183 0.775, BURPENIEZ] 63.5%, FR1EH4 80.3%. MRI rad-score ‘7~ NF-pNETs [#]73
PR FEAK . rad-score Blimy, G2/3 KRB 7T LIEARATIN NF-pNET B4 1) G1 M G2/3 734k 4%
b MRI 528 SRR B AR L 3 W ] DALE JER A 22 P9 -0 88 () AR T 23 GBS 2R 47 PR Tt A ] o

PET 7EVTAY PanNEN G2 AN MAU . S22 JA 5 T AE FAS 20 1 7 iZ 0T, #F9EaR i,
80%~100%F1) pNEN 7E 40 fif ¢ [ 3 A KA K 2 AR(SSTR), T H & 2 # SSTR, 1 ® #bric A KM=R
FD(SSA)Y B 1 7R 577 (*Ga-DOTA-SSA), £14% ¥Ga-DOTATOC . *Ga-DOTATATE. ®*Ga-DOTANOC.
BEXFNHEIR, ®Ga-DOTA-SSA-PET 5k PET/CT £ Wit £ 4 43 WA o8 AR AUBR e AR S 1 43 31l 93% 11
91% [25], **Ga-DOTA-SSA-PET/CT &f% i 5t K AntEAL S BUE (SUVmax) 5 B i (GEP)NEN 95 HL5y 2
H2K[26]. "F-FDG [f] PET/CT EURSE - HT O o s i s, w5t %9, ""F-FDG PET/CT
FAZ X G1/G2 GEP NETSs [HBUBMEAUN 40%~60%, {HILXT G3 g (1SS Tk 95% [27]. Paola Mapelli
2 N[281383E %} "*F-FDG Fl *Ga-DOTATOC PET/CT MG HEATQUHIRFAE 04T, KB FE am i AT A8 1k i X
A SEME(SZV): XIRE b . RS AP B R E(Co-V)IX J LA SERRHIEIN I T 8,
MR AN PF-FDG 28 ®*Ga-DOTATOC ISR XS T8 () 43 2 T AR AE, (H 205 45 4 i b
S AG R T P TS0 A5 28 00 AT AR S s T A bR . R B S5 20 . AR AR, (HR X R
S TR BRI 3 A 1 B - Jinxin Zhou %5 A [29]i2 | ®*Ga-DOTATATE PET/MR 1 "*F-FDG PET/MR X}
R HEAT A% 01, D PET | ®Ga-DOTATATE M KAr#EALSREUE (G-SUVmax)fl "*F-FDG HI#k
PR T IUE (F-SUVmax) LA & MR _ERMY # R B S /ME(ADCmin), 73 Hr#E H G-SUVmax 7E 7l fif
ST IS W R B S . 4 G-SUVmax < 42.75 {E N2 G2 pNENs fIbrdERt, Wik & m, X
G2 F1 G1 pNETSs [1] AUC 2K 0.85, BB N 87.5%, F5 531K 80.0%, 4 G-SUVmax < 32.75 1E N HMERT,
TR =252 pNEN AU AEE S0 2 1A 100%A11 71.4%, AUC N 0.93. # G-SUVmax 5 F-SUVmax
456 AT R B LU AE(G-SUVmax/F-SUVmax ) fE& T 5 1 X 43 G1 A G2 pNEN LA X 73 55 RN 5 55 )
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PNEN HIZIiEE 1. 5 MR 45 2 RE 45 (ADCmin) 70 BT A 42 5 pNEN K2 WA 0% . 45
b, VR N A5 WA R B — PR 5, PET/CT B PET/MR T DAHR Ak s (s A8 A 22, FE v
TR AR R E A3 2, Kok B IR 22 PN 40 W F 88 (R AR RIS 43 278 AT BRI 3 B AE .

5. REE

gi EPriR, PR N IR 2 B BB ML TS R R, R SRS 3R br . RS
FAR VL SR 2 RAAR A S FH DB B A 1) R L8R 8 B S5 B R AR i 2 2 o i) o] Sk, (H E AT =+
KGR EIARBTZ W R R 1 BB BO T PNETSs 704 AR BT PN 32 209 B — UM OB 7T, HLoh = KREA
R BRI SRAE . R, ORSRATS R BEAT 5 22 R PR RE AR B RIS RATT 70 R 5 v AR B PO A 2
9 R ) AL R TT T SR B R A
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