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Abstract

Objective: To review the progress in imaging techniques for predicting the efficacy of neoadjuvant
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therapy in rectal cancer. Methods: A literature review was conducted on recent studies related to
the prediction of neoadjuvant therapy efficacy in rectal cancer. Results: The latest advances in imag-
ing technologies for assessing the efficacy of neoadjuvant therapy in rectal cancer were discussed. Ad-
ditionally, common imaging methods and new technologies used to evaluate neoadjuvant treatment
efficacy were assessed in terms of their advantages and limitations. Conclusion: For clinical practice,
it is essential to accurately leverage the strengths of various imaging modalities. A comprehensive
approach should be adopted to provide a thorough, objective, and precise evaluation of the efficacy
of neoadjuvant therapy in rectal cancer, which will assist in clinical decision-making and ultimately
improve the overall survival of rectal cancer patients.
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1. 53|

Jee i S0 A 7 B A BRON R R ) — KR 3R, b B s — i DL 9 A S [ 1]
MR 2020 FEABREIER TN B, 45 B OO R T it 0 88— I RESE T [2], Bl S 4 E
S ) R AP 190 J3 I ¥ 30%~50%, AHICHET: 93.5 Jifl[3] [4]. A RLHIIRTT Bk & E B H L E) . A
¥ 2022 4F CSCO S5 Hp1erd, Bl B MisWre K H 24 s ainig i KL 182 B lE kK8
I3 IR MU s w5 7y PR IR R R B A A, G AR HERE AT A I I CT P Sk eIl IR
X T e () S5 AR AT TNM 23 S5 R4 T AR TT . BRI, S28500 T TNM 23 AR 9797
RS T 5 AR Hd, TNM 2818 cT3-cT4 B N+ (11 188 11 3) BLICm A ¥ 7 10 B e %12
W g J= 35 165 99 B % (Locally advanced rectal cancer, LARC) [5], 28 Hl)m 2[6]. #ridiBh1kyT (Neoad-
juvant chemotherapy, NCRT)£E 4= & i V) [ K (Total Mesorectal Excision, TME) &%} T LARC #47T T 6~10
J&8 NCRT 897 & I E IR IT J775[7]. NCRT A LAR/INHORE /N FI R 4 3, P MIR (=28, @Ay
BRAFEZINLOR B MERE , AT 2 w5 Je A 42 ) 28 A0 A AR A7 6 8] I SR B AR VE R Hh VAl NCRT 97 24 mT LA
i 8 F B O MR YT

2. itEN I EFRfaxTE R NCRT BT EMN

THELETZ $34# (Computed Tomography, CT)7E Bz ¥ i BhiG 797 20 h L T — € B E . Tochigi
TAENAERET CT Mo LR BT 1 =) e S0 L e V0 3 i B T A 7 S S AT TR [9] . B 7R B CT &
TEAEECRT T8 B IR T 7 TR 3R 59— U TR T8 F T AL Z B8 1 230 2 Wt S 400 R B
Fo e 26 3 B R Bh ST OB UG AN A [10] o JE I A AYBR AL T —ANBEL I TS VT 3, AN B3 S ML
WIVETT « XET- W R IERE 5 L SRR BE T N7 RS R 21 5 Dilek % N @I TRFF[11]. @it 7E CT K
B EAGH, BT, WIERERRBEBE 20T E MRV IEB 7 MRV 0] (£ 00 & 35 6 1 B e 5 3
XF nCRT J B ST 4. Olsen A. S. F [12]4 Nl 2 4R & v S LT = 4 15120 45 e A R s [
RIHER T, S5 RRW CT KBTI UG 70 )2 1) — B AR & . 534 T R 280188 CT W E g
AN BT R SR R (BT 9T R A [13], CT X T TRINTUE 40 2 R B A & il — 3k
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3. HiEIRMG EMERE NCRT BT TN
3.1 EHHMERRGEE

T B ), BESL IR L% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)2 LG e . & AT DAVHE fff 31 Pk Bk
RIS TERS . Bl RIEFIE[14]. BEAMFR KR B0 BTG HISE . T2 IAUT 512 MRI A i FH 1 —
PP, BT IS RA LK & & T B2, T2WI & s 0 JER A g, mTRAT E
AT A3 SARN R AR AU EE, FERRE Bk . A SARIVRAG TS E DG E A . X T B S R, T2
B 5 Ge g S AL R A0 A Rl 25 A0 B, 35 BB o 5 8 B AH 2R 06 & o i SR M K/ ey AR
fb AT LLPEAE LRAC [15] [16]. 5 CT. #@A AL, MRI BERETRIES R, 5T B mahis L7 80
TR o

3.2. Bh7SHEsE IR AR 1R

B 5 G ILR B % (Dynamically enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-MRI) 2 & i %o} & ik v 5
WG 2 s, B WG SREE R A, SR B . Xiao Y S8 AWEFT 1 Bh AT HE 1G5
TS FLAR SR (R HE VT S B VYA = S e S B i 7 SO AR, BL PCR (i 38 58 4 G2 ) 1y A 14 1)
WibnifE[17]. 45K BIREESEAT DIME N NCRT ST AU TR, 7E LARC &2 il sUg A Wbs A )
YER - {HJ2HT DCE HIHFIWAREAN S —, XFTMgAst. il S EERm s, ARMERERA
—EMVLAS. KL, ARER Y DCE BIMEIT U E TR 5 75 A7 AR 40 RUR -

3.3. BN &

- HUINAL R4 (Diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI)S27E T2WI J7 B 2SRl 0 Nz 2l BuUsess B ik, 0T
K FIRERREEAE, DWI e 2B ARPIES, Jf Hilid ADC (€ EHARI K. T2wWI 24
A A5 2, T DWI ] LAPFAl i J8d 41 it 255 5 RO Ao 45 ¥ . DWIL 78 57 31 BHRT Pt i 8 42 2% 4 7 T
HARS, JCHRRT R i RN . R A iR U SR J5 2R . 454 T2wI, DWI K454
T B R RURR T B MR S R R R . TEJE T MIRI Y T2 IIASUT B R T 4 43 AT R 1 R
5 N JR3 5 I 300 B e (LARC) FB 2 X 3 Sl B UL ST (nCRT) SR (A 0 IR 7 [ 181 I 7o b, 58RI T
MRI T2 AU 5 HI BRI 3 BT ASRE A 27 LARC 5% nCRT (IR HE e 45 ) N, R I i Bk — 25 [ it
TR MRI ) TA ZEX P BT 07 /1. Bakke K. M.25 A [19]38 s wR BOIBURESEAR A% 0078 11,
HRMYT AR L(ADC)RIFEE 7 HU(F), LAK& T2 IAL(T2WI) MRI AFIE,  CATRI B R 67 45 3,
UESE T 3ELRIT 1) MRI S5 FIV /& LARC 82 2H 23995 B2 g S5 S A5 4F PRS (17— AN B 5 16 T30 B8] -7
X T 10 5 2 000 B P R e . 2% 3085 DWI R 5 P9 R 23 B DR it 75 1] DUPE R TS IR 35 [20], 4551
WERH, DWI A] LUA] SEHb H T8 45 2 it ADC (MP-ADC). — T & 7 B ARG SE IR A% (DWI 1E 74
B AT (CRT) i Je 30 i B B Wi (L ARC) B 8 1) 5 14 1 5 S5t VEA 1R P DDA AR T FEiE B [21], K DWI A
I MRI P HIR] DU = MRI PP RE ) B TR FTAT NCRT (#1105, it DWI & ADC & w] LA
BB R BETT RO AT YT O AL, R T SR AR ZE AR

3.3.1. xRAIEHETERIRE

A2 W AR A T2 3 4% (Incoherent motion imaging within voxels, IVIM) ] DAZE AR 75 B SIS 0 T
[F) B SR A B A0 I VR A B AUK 3 PRI HUE B o 16— I BB LR A% 45 & TS TR 25 1 2 Rl
SR SRVT A J S 07 EL e 5o i Bh AT RO T ORI SCE R, Liang C. Y58 N[22 LU T 2 R8s
BAI(ADC. IVIM Rz i BB AL (SEM)) 2 Wit e, DUMRR 46 73 AE VAT AR A LARC Xf CRT
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FI R N[22]. BFFUER T IVIM XFF LRAC K pCR Tl Fh )R I — M, ik, 3T IVIM Tl NCRT ()
TR PR RO AU 75 ik — B AT

3.3.2. ¥ HuiEE pl %

I Hiig FE %1% (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI)& —Fh#r M4 BUREEAR, R AEMA UK F9 B
Rtk E—T0EI I 42 ZEEHEEBS TRG SR AKX ART IVIM 5 DTI X+ LRAC &H#
NCRT V497 JaJ7 B0 A BB 7E[23] 7, DTI Ff) MD B FRIEURE & T IVIM iS50, (HRE TR
BN, BEBFREAER, DTIAEEIE NI LRAC KITEIT e R — i F it — 5 5T .

3.4. BTG

J5i T W YR % 1% (Proton Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy, *H-MRS) & — i A2 A A, 45 53 # H]
ARGE L FARARWA M L2 R R IR . Cho TEMBMEXEEL R, 7T LARISR R BURE (1 ROBAE L. (HRX PR
WA — 2 IR PE24]. 5 MRI AL, *H-MRS 5 AE X A% . BT 3 b 5 iR A8 I PR P 5 R 4
DWI/TLT2 S5 Ao A FH b, PRI i Ab R S A0 B

35. BtRREFRU&

Pk e 5 - 1o £% (Amide proton imaging, APT )8 i X A [8] i 5 75 7= A2 L PR A0 2 it in v A ik b S L) o
Nishie A.%Z& AFIH APT %f LARC &3 NCRT J& Mg e BT 1 Fi[25]. &5 SR%, Y57 FT APT 0] LATI
I LARC FR i e S 87 o B T 5o P45 5 B AR BT 0 DWI AR A, B T 345 1 ALE I RS A 2 FH
ATz,

4. BEXNEBE NCRT BITHHEMN

HEF R — MR GERIAS B V5, WU S BT LA AT OB T A T AR A, T DA 48 M R s MR
WAL E . TS KA LRI A A R BOR i N A P DA AN R R R 8 B AT g, M
T 58 3 I i R 75 K

4.1. ERRERE

T M 4588 75 (Endorectal Ultrasound, ERUS)#¢ ) 32 N HI-T BLI e G036 97 BT 20 399, 0T LAx B i B 25t
TR R A . Li NAE N [26]6 T3/ o) R 1 RTREPER 7. i X 41 44 B3 = AN i ERUS
AR IR HWERAY, B TRG. PCR S&48AritAT TiFME. SR ER, BARRMEK. mEH.
TR EFMGEFRELRE ZR, (HIZS WA R0 M Z R . Bk, ERUS X NCRT J7 ALHITE
W3 T S A AR 3 — PR R

4.2. NEHE

42.1. BRARRE

ElfE B E R E A Z AL W CT K MRIRE . JR1 A B AT R IF A CHIE U E MRI SEHER . A
B TEREAT 1 A BEXT S LAl )8 A 12 W o ff 1 K 25 R P 5 R 1 L i e 10 00N AL O VA [27] . S5 SRR
WL BB i Bhin )T e, B 700 A EL e fE 3 AT LAAE 9 JAmb s W BB A L. RIE N BB T
PP B 58 NCRT B0YT RURBAE — %€ 26 AF N2 AT 9

422 EEREARE
5E B 79¢ 6 N B 8% (Quantitative Fluorescence Endoscopy, QFE) /& —F A Al WAL A1 & & 58 e bric IR 20
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BB . 0 T BURR TR AE B 8 il Bhia 7T RO AL o 8 BEAT VRAL [28] M 45 RAIEWT A QFE W)
LAP& 3 nCRT Ji5 LARC B IR N PFAl . QFE /& — R Y FIEOR, A5 7E SEHURE i i AR i e o ik — 20
BAIE o

4.3, BRI

R A 15 1% (Shear Wave Elastography, SWE){EFL R Al BIBUL YT 5 A PP vh RCR 2, $R7HL
FETEATT JE i A2 VPAlT o B I AE AR 35 [29] - BRI+ HLAE B e vh O N T 2E4T T & . Cong Y S5 [
FE[301R HI SWE VA7t Joj s G 390 L e 3 i B JUA 97 J s )RR AR TR EE S SWE L AR ST I ik e 9032 W o
RN RO EEAT 10 P G51RRH], SWE W H s MOR BESTIIIZ Wy 20, Dl PR e SR A R 1R 25
FFo

44, WEHLZERBERE

X T EL e R Bs AT S RET T 40 B AR PR 1R, Xiao YA A [17 158 B 3 X T 4
B I 7 15 25 (Biplane Transrectal Ultrasound, TRUS) I 75 944 B f% (Ultrasound Elastography, UE)filid 5
7345568 75 (Contrast-Enhanced Ultrasound, CEUS) = Fit# /5 BB AR BT TR 1T 450K, —HBATTH
TR BB ST 5 B AR BT AR EAT T 203 BOR 4 B s w5 B 4R N BE VR B R AR AL IR P4l
EAE I R PP E 4 BT 97 R0, BRI T 7 SERNRE S i IR T U7 T A A

5. [EEFITENE BN EE#E NCRT BITSEFMN

1E B T S A LT 2 394 (Positron Emission Tomography-Computed Tomography, PET-CT) rJ DL i fsz it
JIf 96 4 6L AN [) T T 2EL R 4 o ) v A R S iR 5 5 . NCRT 1) BLY e J8 % ] LLidid PET-CT /s R
FIT S B YA 97 11 I AR AR gk — 5 [ G 7T &L, Martin-Gonzalez P.[31]% A X} ®F-FDG PET K%
PR i R R S IO P 5 ) 0 6 30 L P e Y T S R e 7 AT A SR VEREAT 7RI AT R 7S, BRI 2 5 ) DA
TR LRAC TN . 45163 B PET-CT %I T LRAC ) NCRT A — & TG E . (H 2 H ki
JORE AR — D T . A\ 18R~ 80 40 B 1 - 1 SLT 2454 (18F-Fluorodeoxyglucose Positron
Emission Tomography-Computed Tomography, ®F-FDG PET/CT) 4 315 AR AR E0 4 VR4 3£ 2k 18F-FDG
PET/CT £l J=) i 6t B B s (LARC) £ Xof i A Bl AL 27807 (NCRT) ¥ s I 77 T AN EL Rt 9 1 [32]
I TR AR AR AR AR A R AR AR RS AR R R AR, UE B TR T R T T, 18F-FDG PET/CT EHE 12
W H AL TAR U R AR . Kong J. C.58 AHTHEVEHLIT 9T T FDG-PET/CT X T = 3 Wk 5 B e 3 4l B s A
7RG T ARG YT B I TN 1915 A [33]« S5 R38R M, VAT HIE IR FDG-PET/CT %% T
LRAC H#%52 7 NCRT (&3 M ER A BRI . B, PET-CT 5 HARRAR S A 7 iRk & B
AT97 RAFAL . Schurink N. W28 A MRI A1 FDG-PET/CT F 7t Ja 8 I e S5 Joi 1 9000 ek 6 P e s B A
T BE[34] 0 38 [P 73 T4 32 T8 TT 61 451l S e A B e A, FFAEEZRI A MRI Al FDG-
PET/CT AT /0. i@ #HAT IHE S 80 L 2 B S TN, DATRIA 8T RS 5 RIF . 45 R EoRYS
ToUI SRR 4 R R R R AR L, RSO A A A T E B BRI B . Bk EYE R B, (/] PET-CT
RVFAL AR S S0 4252 LNRCT R 97 1) B Wi 58 25 1 T0US A R e HAT BT e (1912 W fn s oAk o DRt
5 MRIAHLE, PET-CT JEABA XS . Kk, kA EAUH PET-CT ¥F4 NCRT 7 2B AL WL

6. HIREFXEMA NCRT BT

15 4177 (Radiomics) A2 45 il et BEIOK S 4038 R RS AR 1R AR RARRFAIE,  E0 48 AR BSR4 HORT
XM EHRARRAE, DAVPAS IORIRRE, AnSCH ., JRARAN 57 BT 4 [35] 9 HL T DUAR s e AT AL Ay etk 47 5 0
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EAR TN S VPG [36]7E W B . RN A5 YR YT O ANIE PR S A h 2 N H . Hang Z.58 N2 7
H MRI £l BTG 1A SR 2 hn AN D JR) 0 S5 e AR T S0 o B A 7 S S P AR b
YIS IL[37]. JET MRI ISR 2E T LB miTRG. WRELADIRAS . KRAS SRS 25 PR 25k 52 J=) 35 i 347
B BN T W R T BT RR[37] S BE 58 4 I S AE 0 [38] [39], VAL & 5 W] LAREAT #% B AR A7 [40].
S5 IR ROC M2 s 51 Je RIBUE 4 314 0.794 1 0.815, A B IAFAEXS nCRT AT R 47t Tl g
WS s 24 MRI PSSR 40 2 0715 0] - FAE1R YT ATSE I LARC &35 1) nCRT [1/MAAL T
T & RTINS 0 B 3 L P e X A B VR T K SURE 18F-FDG PET Al MRI SAAR 2 SR AE I 5T R [41], Y97 R PET
A MRI AT RER B T/ MEAG R IGIT o 5 — DU S0 I8 s B 58 A OB IR R 45 43 SR B B B VE oA
EAR A G T T T 42 52 R B TS 1) SR S e L e A B AR MR L i [42], AR IEYT
T MRI AR 427 0T AT 322 52 38 4l B IG 97 1 LARC B85 18 pCR. TRG HLuERfME 2%, Liu X4 \iE it
TR 5 ] B A3 20 S E AT B e m AL FE RS HEAT TR [43] . 45 SR B FE T MRI HTR BE 22 S SAG 4124 W] RE T
MHE3Z nCRT 1) LARC B3 imAb# 7%, mT DAFE B PEAS 0T nCRT A AN [F] S B 1) 28 25 (1032 A 3 % IR
DRI, AR A 200 T 100 B s 3 NCRT J7 300 & A 45 Wl (R 70 11 55 S 35 B A TN AA
7. REEY

TR 7 2] (Deep Learning, DL) 2 L8383 5 > FEACEHE (1) A E R AN FOR 2 IR, S B 70 2 21 g
73, WA SRR o R 21 5 HAh RGO R A 8 B e B Al B IR I T AT VA . Liu X,
S N [A318 I TR B 2 2 5 A8 20 5 3047 H 32 ki B A 7 14D JR0 30 W 0 e R 3 o A e RS AT 1 00, A4
I T 2 BB IR AR TR FBE 2 =) 545 451 (Deep Learning Radiomics Signature Based on Multiparamet-
ric Magnetic Resonance Imaging, DLRS). #5378, DLRS 7RI ALHER Tl rF R I B 4F. FET MRI TR
JE 2 S AR A A T RETIUN#E 52 nCRT (1) LARC M3 b #6728, JF B o] LAVPA iz b #4578 AR o Jd I 5K
B FERT T2 H0AL MRI BUR FE 5 ) 7 iR SERE AR N 0N T 1) 77 VA [44] 25 V0 AR B 1 T s B 56 42 ) 7
Ji TR RAFHIVERE . 24T 55 IR % 2% 2] 7 v S e AR R [ B 64T s 2 AR BL TR [45] 5 R 8o, 45
BT MR R R AR S A A I, RSB A — P 4R 17 AUC [ FRINTERfA M . IR BE 5 S IR TTIT
HRH 9 B S N A A AT PABEAT TS B T HE— B R, Nie KU B TF & —Fh 3 T G 1 IR 75 2 )
B, A AT S W A% T Y e (s B R [46],  HETBUEYT S T2 Ikt MR BE, &
VS T PR BE A SRR R T pCR 1 GR (RUF R . 45 EIR, WL SIB BA R T WEE 1
TRPERE . F4h, AR N TR L B S8 45 & M B AT V68 TT 97 R T TN [47] - Feng L.
I — N TR REAR —— W B LR G A, AT T MRI AR ACKS A H&E Gt v ar 2 35 Fr >k Tt
Je BB A B s AR R S A RS, F HPRAR R AIPERE . SR EoR TR AUC { 0.812, BUEME K
R s, R T G I B REAE L TR TT A RS A500E B2 AR T X 5 e B ST TR B A 56 A IR
I H B mkh B AR f

8. &t

LR LR, T B WS AT R BG T SR AT AT, L, MERRRIEAG T R0
T EER . EIRKT, SRR AR ER s T RO . AP CT A MRI 1331
H LR U AR S, b MR SR, 0 T B OIS ST RPN SR MER ;s  CT 6t B8 Uk
PEARXT AU, JCHAERRVERAZ RSN b . CT R Z TR R AR e v UL B e ORI 70 I (Un R 5
J BRI S5 R R 9% 2R) o AELXT T s FF) R O IR R 5 e 458 JR BV Al A7 A — 2 SR PR - MR R R
R SR AE A W R 422 28 LA Stk R G5 A I, T AR dE R AR (5 S5, (B T iz b e 78 VTN IR A ik
AWFFEIHTI CT Je MRI BRI T 388 0 R A B e, DRSS R AF AR R BRYE o 125 M8 A R i

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.151238 1790 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.151238

WREs &

B BT EOR B TG HE IS W R e SR E R s R A T EOR TR AR BIEORNS TIAER TT R
PHE WA E (W 1~2) 0 25658 IR BOR AL SR SO B 2 Wi A7 RPN B R . TR i /2
2NN ESN . B, B A A GRS NCRT BN RERTA Bk, XFFIER
WITT S, AR S MR INERIRS, RS ERITNERXS Bl NCRT J7 Xa# AT 477
A B WERRTEAL, IR AL SRR, B2 m B 3 1 SR A A7

Table 1. Studies on the efficacy of various imaging techniques on NCRT in rectal cancer (evaluation index: Sensitivity, Spec-
ificity)

F 1. SMRRGRAITERE NCRT ST (M 1etR: BURME, $5514)

Number Study Ns;?ité?";:f Research type Examination  Sensitivity (%) Specificity (%)

1 Tochigi T. et al. (6) 215 retrospective study CT 0.60 0.89

2 Feng, L. etal. (8) 100 prospective study MRI 0.888 0.740
3 Zhang, Z. et al. (13) 189 retrospective study MRI 0.815 0.794
4 Yang, L. etal. (14) 42 prospective study IVIM 0.829 0.771
5 Li, Z. et al. (19) 84 prospective study MDCT 0.78 0.67

6 Horvat, N. et al. (24) 114 retrospective study MRI 1 0.91

7 Dilek, O. et al. (26) 88 retrospective study CT 0.829 0.585

8 Zou, H. H. etal. (41) 171 retrospective study MRI 0.867 0.818
9 Nishie, A. et al. (46) 17 prospective study APT 0.75 1

10 Napoletano, M. et al. (47) 21 prospective study ~ MRI/D WI 0.80/1 0.50/0.67
11 Liang, C. Y. etal. (48) 60 prospective study MRI 1 0.80
12 Giannini, V. et al. (52) 52 prospective study PET/CT 0.727 0.767
13 Patel, U. B. et al. (62) 46 prospective study MRI 0.743 0.755
14 Bakke, K. M. et al. (68) 27 prospective study MRI 0.69 1

Table 2. Studies on the efficacy of various imaging techniques on NCRT in rectal cancer (evaluation index: AUC)

F* 2. EMRIGHE AR EMRE NCRT TR ZR (MR AUC)

Number Study Number of patients Research type Examination AUC
1 Wan, L. et al. (15) 165 prospective study MRI 0.91
2 Schurink, N. W. et al. (18) 61 prospective study MRI + PET/CT 0.81
3 Liu, X. et al. (20) 235 prospective study CT 0.894
4 Li, Z. etal. (21) 898 prospective study DLRS 0.82
5 Jin, C. etal. (23) 321 prospective study MRI 0.97
6 Zhang, X. Y. et al. (29) 383 prospective study MRI 0.99
7 Karahan Sen, N. P. et al. (36) 110 prospective study MRI 0.714
8 Cao, W. etal. (39) 59 prospective study PET/CT 0.881
9 Vandendorpe, B. et al. (43) 121 prospective study DWI-MRI 0.70
10 Gollub, M. J. et al. (51) 65 prospective study CT 0.72
11 Nie, K. et al. (54) 48 prospective study DCE-MRI 0.84
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