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Abstract

Automated breast ultrasound is a new high-resolution breast three-dimensional ultrasound imaging
technology that can overcome the disadvantages of conventional hand-held ultrasound, such as high
operator dependence, lack of standardized operation, and poor repeatability. Its unique coronal view
angle can provide additional imaging data, showing high value in the differential diagnosis of benign
and malignant breast lesions. This article will review the application status of automated breast
ultrasound assisted diagnosis of breast cancer.
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1. 318

AR, AU RRE N BT, SO Rt T e R I [1], e 2 20 b, R E R
JE I 2 LARFAE 3%~5% M FEIE G, i bR Tt ST 394347 0.5% MG BE[2], %o 2 B0 v AL
FIrp E Lot EAERNFLIRR AR R /1l BB T MG (mammography, MG) [3]. ABUS (automated breast
ultrasound, ABUS) & —FfEf% 7 kA% 48 HHUS (hand-held ultrasound, HHUS) 32 £ 4 2 25 56 F1 3= 001 it PR 1],
PR T, SRS — B E AT A A A T EA[4], A EREIA ABUS TERL B
PRIt A 2 FH A4

2. ABUS & & &t

B i FLARE A BES AT LLE B2 70 SEAR[5], St i i H 2 Tl HHUS [RAE SRmie, 32
ER A A . GE AWK MIEH —X Invenia ABUS HF 12X, AL#&HFEA IR ~T msiiiR k(15
x 17 cm), FAHE R, PR E R, 5IHRGUHEL, 25 bR kAL 5 1 2 6] 7 A i s B/ 6]
FEN EERANEM, WFET KT BaUME, FBHOEARLD AT @R R iaRE.
W =KL BRI AL, AR .. BECRER, SRR RS RE E, Re
B F AR, i TRk, mT DL i e ~F i A 25 ) e bR i AN SR i b o R A
BATH DR AR, AR “CFARUE” , SIN THERIZEHE S, RVCRAE7].

3. ABUS HIiSHTBE
3.1. 5 HHUS 8kt

BT, ST ABUS 127 T B ST T V. SR, ABUS BIZWTRE JIVIRAEIE S,
5 HHUS AR EE . Liu 25 A\ [8]HIWT 5t 2 B , ABUS A HHUS 12 1B L 8 ) R 8505 23 791l 92.8%F1 96.3%,
H5 52N 93.0%F11 89.6%, ABUS FI4F 7 E 4 HHUS B (P < 0.01), i HHUS [ R )% % & (P = 0.01).
7t Zhang <& \[9]/A i, HHUS 5 ABUS 1) R85 . e 57 B HERATE 73004 97.33% vs 90.67%-. 89.79%
vs 92.49%. 90.74% vs 92.26%, ABUS [%F5R B BT HHUS (P = 0.024), HHUS [ AUC &= ABUS
(0.936 vs 0.916), {HZ: RSt (P >0.05). 7£ 2019 fEHI—RS4HN 9 TR 7T 1376 4 3 K mate 7
HreR[10], Zhang 25 AIAA ABUS ZERSIIIEAE J7 T 5 HHUS FLAG AH RS H %(100%), ABUS fE%{E I
B R R AU (93% vs 90%) AR 7 1 (869 vs 82%), 1HZE RIS iH#E L (P=0.0771). %4 LFrik, #
A E B SC 3 8 Tt 78 HR [11]-[15]. ABUS AT HHUS 11 R 5 3 Bl 43 331l 79(93.3%~84.2%) £11(84.2%~100%) ,
"R S5 915 P 433 49(80.5%~93.0%) 1 (81.0%~89.8%) , I HLLL L& 13 H T ABUS 55 HHUS AATAH 4 (1)
WA 258 . SR AT LR WI[16] [17] ABUS 12 Wik i b Y L B (O BURKRE « 5 S ME AN UERA Ik 1Y
BEMT HHUS (P < 0.05). fERMFEN[L8]RIWF T, fEi2Wiilis B M FLIeE S5 i, ABUS B R
FEwm T HHUS, Al b NG RIRZ, Rl 9kt B < 5 mm i, FHa2Wiihe 217 19].

3.2. SR ERKEICH
EFLIRARSIBR LI, (5 ABUS e/ HHUS. B 2 MR AR Btk i fsh RS TR
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Wit %

FLIRIR A o S W I HERR R [20], AR T ROBMERR %50 . Li [21]%5 0 ABUS. S G RV (4 % 3
MR BA A F T 5 32 W A P s AR M B i R I T B I HERA %6, AUC (area under the
ROC curve, AUC)y 0.895, .3 iy T- BT A 3 s d8 % 7714 (P < 0.05). Wang 55 A [22]3EH], A filiz2H
AU AR (virtual touch tissue quantification, VTQ)AT ABUS 564 FH T R $2 i L ARIE 12 W 1 vt 1 A
Rt

ABUS i1 5 MG B F-X LIRS Wik fe . 7E— T2 O I PRI 7 [23], 937 44 3L 55 3%
B 5r sz 7 ABUS. HHUS it MG 28, 455 o fEFLIRAZE0% H MG S5 RIS LT, A
ABUS i 7% A] $2 it (kG 2y 42.8/1000 k. Ren 28 A\ [241H75H THILRIZE S, MBATERAE T 48 — IR
ABUS &4l MG 5HEH MG fEXRER L IER, JRE IS HHUS 1T 1 I, 4R ER
HHUS #1 ABUS JEC5 7 A MG B S I, 95 284G Hi %20y 3.66/1000, 1 E4 A fdi F MG ()4 H #2(2.69/1000)
HMIAA ABUS REA 7R MG I, #1278 MG R R, PR LR M 45 B [19] [25] [26].

3.3. ABUS BARE R IGME

5 HHUS MLk, ABUS AR EEZEEMG . MMERGEREAR, ZHrLaEsREs HHUS 41112
Wrhe, XIAThTHMEFREIRIAA, FEHEIINTHZEER, RUCERIE27]. AHH7iR[16] ABUS
(RYCSRAE . MG RSB R 45 H 53 . Liu 258 N\ [281 IR 7R, JE B AEAERS I FLARE o B 100.0%9%F
SN 80.0%I1 RAKFE, 7E X 73 FLAR RG4S BA 91.4%(1 mfERf T . Amir 22 A [29] W 7R B, HHUS
A ABUS FOAREIZ 5 B “VERAE” LR EMEZF(P>0.05), HRBUZH T ALiNH “JERIE “(P=
0.002). AT, A CERFHI[30] [31], V-IRAEMIAT I+ 5 T REAE 98.4%3 100% 2 (7], 11 H R U AT RE A A 39.1%
F 70%, XA R ZHGERT FEA T RAER AU A 2B, 1 R A 5 S AL R R IR
fiE. Zhang %5 N[27]4042H, ABUS 7E4 5012 Wr rb (¥ 37 40 PR 1 2 FR Y SRAE R R B85 (37.0%) 51 SN . 5T
FLE A, — 5T, X PR G & I SRR AR T 51 S, 340 R AR U0 A8 dn AL s « FAIEIR
T WA SR I IRAE[32], 7 Nakhlis 2 A[33] 7 rt, B4k P s 72 b IR THT S 7~ i SR AE R ]
REME BRI E K TR M S (P < 0.05), (HHIGFEAZUBT R/ B BRI ELE, SR AT REiRi2 NIz
PGB BN, I RIEERAG 2 L0 AR = hrdE ik e ST A SR ma HL U [34]

4. ABUS FRRFLERE 2 F I BEEE S

FLIE B A AR YRS S B AT S % VI OE[35]. MRI & &2 H S 2308 F 17l
DL R 00 7343 BL[36], HE HANA 5 Bt HL 2 I R RAE IR IR S . ABUS et tR 11 75 44 B ] A A i Pt 2,
JiRdee 7 o B AR L(E R [37] o 3 LSS A [38] A 5T /il SR AE & Luminal A B L e I A S AH G R 3%
Xu 25 N[391N NAE K218, FiUGHFI Luminal A U4 78 2 (R 1] BRI RAE . JEF175 %5 A[40)1 N
Luminal B 75 52, A 75 fifJeg 18 B ok A0S R R 5 T 20 T Luminal A B, BT DLEE 5 H B SR 4E . Chen 4%
N[41)FRH, JCRAE S & (Rl 50 B BLE = B RN N 36 % A2 K K752 44-2 (Human epidermal growth fac-
tor receptor 2, Her-2)FH M BY LR b, 1 BBk PN S 4 /2 Her-2 BH 14 Y FUARIE R3S AH R K . Giuliano
[42]32 LRI 1D S B RIAE S ME . 2203 2 PRFEIE 2 IEAI G, 1B A5 165 Her-2 PR 2 IEAHDE. 48
RTIR, Luminal ZY 7L RS BE ) U SRAE, FOLJR R R RS, Luminal BYFLARE 41 202 70 204K, IriRg 2
25 5 5 AR E & LSS AR, i = P 28 L e R A 2R o v, R R R B, BRI A
A BRI R AE[43] . SR A BT FEUE B [441 R FIC SRAE TR 73 7 B 1)~ S50 HE R R AA 40.6%

5. ABUS Tl SR B L5
Jik & = E (Lymphovascular invasion, LVI)BH 5 i 3 ik 245 (Axillary lymph node, ALN)IR7S Filiz ik
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BRI A 95 [45] . LVI ATE AL R 5 K [46], ALN R dRsE SR % N 20, I TS
JRSE TG BHRTT T BN EE S HIRAR[AT], MOAT T #E LVI 5 ALN RS G B F IR R g5k .

Li 55 A\[48]25 T ABUS HIJBU 4 2 RFAE T i FH T s LI R LVI RS IS, FESGIERAZIH, it
HRALLE] T 0.879 R AUC F1 85.00%FIHEREE, 7EFL BRI AT ICEITII LVI J7 R I H R4 it
B, SY0FIFT 4915 ANWF AL R —8. T3R5 N[50]R B KA A LM ge M 53 4k B 465 #6751 o7 1 6 IR
7, JIF HOpkhEE AL Sk SR e IRBE BT, R Ut e, T ABUS W] H B3R I EE 7L K R B S R Rk
PEES, T EHER, WO ABUS X FLIRE IR & Mk R A — @ IR R TRIUAN (A . Yang %5 A [S51]4& H LA
AR TR S AR R R IX M EE R . AR, Li 2 A[S20MWF 4s RS Eik s 200 il i
PR oK P R M 3 A 5 S A B ST TR B, AR K IR PSR AN 2 iR s S R R, X
Lewis %5 A\ [S3]HfF Fu45 SR — 5. BrubZ Ak, FLAR IR 00K/ 5 53 Ik B2 45 3 7 35 ) AH 95 [54] « 7E Li 55 A [52]
W7, PRI AR E SR A 41k 3.42 cm®, FERERS4N 8.78 cm®, Z A 4t 24 X (P < 0.05).
WO LR IR R, R 2B I bk 2 4 5 B8 S sy, X RTRESR RN FLARMSERK, IV 21 A bk A
AT REMERUER R, B 2 BUM 53 R E2 45 5 72 11 XU bk v

6. ABUS fET & BN aTT PRI A

Bl BhiG T (Neoadjuvant therapy, NAT)E i (e 2t IR AR FAZE /N, B AN AT A KL FE AL ] FAR AL,
HINRAF ARV, TEIRIT AR s 2 CEZEIMEH[5]. 1M, NAT RISV 2 Bk
ULIEAEAR, R 20%~40%[1) 235 12 1R T J5 14 B0 HE 56 42 2% fif (Pathologic complete response, pCR). 75
RALE NAT PPl BRI, EEMRE /N7 R R A2 e MG BEHERI[56], ARFFREM,
ABUS TEIl &8 K/N T T 5 MRIAE4[57].

ABUS id It 2E st 9 A8 (1) SE AR AR 30T, Y R T — 28 HHUS BRI A8 14, 78074l NAT J7 2005 Tt HHUS
HAE SRR [58], Elen Z£[59]WF 5%, ABUS fEFI pCR J5 I (4 7 B iA F 100%, fe 08 #ERG T
W NAT J5 e 200 BRI /. Wei 55 A [60]42 H P4~ NAC G ABUS U U 4H 2R AiE T 4 4k i
A RT . AEFHEET MR BTSUR 423 4 1 AR A BI[61] [62]. Wang 55 A [63] 43, NAC ¥f97 5
ABUS £ K 8 B 420> 50% A) LA B il pCR, %MW 7T AUC 4 0.89. Xie 5 A [6411F 7045 EK,
7E NAT il 5 pCR 41F13E pCR 41 2 8] (1) EL A2 AR A AR B AR AU AFAE G i 1 (1) 32 3 25 5 (P < 0.001) - 2R 11T
WX ZHN 0 logistic [FIHHT/E, RAMFIELZE pCR BBRSZ T R 1, il A AR AR
AR SR T A I H b, T ELAR AR R s R A R e A, I HSEAENEE . AT, Murakami
L5 N[6513 8, ABUS 7E =B 2 FLIRIE TR A2 fiigs /AT pCR BRI SEMEAR,  FLA Ak R I ag vy i
], IX$ER ABUS 7E4E5 NAC JE0)7 75 5 B AT 4 ARG [l 75 g B P REAN IS IURR . BRI Z Ah, ikt
B S8 ALK F2 M ABUS SR AR L 0 1E A4 [66], F H ABUS 7E Rt F AR 2 IR A, 78
Joi FRAS AT PR R A pCR BlUR/INR B AR RIIG DL, 8 7R IR 2 R R B 67

7. REKRRE

M HHUS, ABUS fE Il PRS2 2 S EUCE 2 19 4 [0 . BEVI AT RE[68], AR E S — ABUS K& )
W E, A NN R 2 .

8. B4
ABUS fEy—Rh =4E# 7, #E50 ik HHUS RRIERIFIN 1A 5 A A2 e, EREHbaE

I AT R B L HiZ W RE JT . AN, ABUS ZETINFLIRE 70770 AL JBSS bk ER 4 e LA R PP A
BIG Y77 R0 R I T RIS BE -
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