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Abstract

Cervical cancer is one of the common malignant tumors among women worldwide. The lymph node
metastasis status of patients is a key factor influencing their prognosis. In recent years, imaging
examinations have played an important role in the assessment of lymph node metastasis in cervical
cancer, including ultrasound, CT, PET-CT, MRI, as well as emerging image biomarkers and deep learn-
ing technologies. However, various methods still have limitations in terms of sensitivity, specificity,
and operational standardization. The lymph node reporting and data system (Node-RADS) pro-
posed in 2021 provides a new idea for the standardized assessment of lymph node involvement.
This article systematically reviews the progress in imaging assessment of lymph node metastasis in
cervical cancer, focusing on the theoretical basis, clinical application, and potential value of the
Node-RADS system in cervical cancer, providing a reference for clinical precise staging and individ-
ualized treatment.
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1. 5l

1 3% (Cervical Cancer, CC)J2 4= BRIt [ P & i 28 A AE T2 2835 iy Ja S WU A7 1) Lo PR LA B R 0o 1 i
J. £ 2020 4, AtEFTEE N LAE 60 J5I S B0 AR IR 34 RIS TIRGI[L]. BB KRR AR
25 B2 HIBAK, 25~40 %2 G SRR, KRS ETF. dreesEsk, E i G RO SRR O TR Rk
[2]o H AT A NI EL S 5 5% A2 R 0A B 000 10U 7 S B R 21 [3], 2018 4F [E PR il 7= Rk K bk B 4 5% A2 4
TS 30 R 2 BA B bR v 2 HR (4], SRR T 98k L G5 S A o TR0 = 30 £ A A7 S T fE ) B B S
CT. PET-CT /& MRI 25 E A &R AR BT PEA ik R 45 B 1) R R A 51k, HORIBIT S8UR 5 TS ) 4
R SR . SR, FEVPATM A AR, S22 Wibn i 22 5 A0 PRS2, ARAE 2 W B PR .
AR A AERIF FE PO bk B 45 5 RS AR v 6 20 B 5 80T 7E PPl — BOME S e M Lk = S — bR 5
H HIAE VPG T IEA R m R E S 2, A A5 LI PR 3k 8 FH 52 21 7 PR

2021 4F, Elsholtz ZE32 H T bk L4575 FEdE £ 4t(Node Reporting and Data System, Node-RADS),
Node-RADS fi#- e T TEJE bk [ 45 52 Za IR 5 VP4l sk = JL IR ) . Node-RADS AR IR EL 45 K /NI
PRI BRUEN ] BEk S5 HEA T4, WS AE 1 8] 5 28], MEEIEN 1 (IR AT BETE) . 2 43 (1K)~ 3 4
(FTSERI) 4 77 (1) 5 (AR BT RETE), ZRGUEH T VRS AR EI AL CT A1 MRI 368 Rk R 45
TR, LA E 5 I VA @ AR & 1) — B [5]. #EAF 5", Node-RADS 7E &R . FL IR |
B AT . B S ) BR L ELE S Wit R, SR BZVE A RG] LA B iR T BRIk T 4
e WITERE . AR AE R G B SR DR B Pl R, IR Node-RADS R4L7E E 3l
et o 1 FH AT 5
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2. ETERBESEBHRGFTMEIHR

2018 hi = 3 FIGO 43 AN i BEAI L R A2 W Mk R 25 R RS I TR - R G, R 45
HRX T B S0 2 T B HEANMAG]-[8]. B I ESHB N A AT REREA . CT. IERT
R G R SALIBTZ 5 4% (Positron Emission computed Tomography, PET-CT). MRI. CT & MRI & & #iij itk
BRI EERAA R AT e HARER, AR S R I PP 45 RAPAE— € %
5, B HARG 9],

21. 8BFE

AR ERGET. 2RO EEERS, EREERIE. RN ER L RS E
EAEH . Prativadi ZF[10]195 il A S WRB IR A T —ARifE, TRESEWMELAERN . A LR, BE
J M BB LA L5 FIWT, [ SE 4R bk 25 10 SR oD IRFE . B a7 L IR T 4544 2k
T A8 BEL 38 N A5 AT A g B PR R 2 AR i . 22 BRI P i B RSk i kPl B X, 2 iR
NEJE . Bt 7 Wl RS RS S R R TR/, R VPl R bk L 45 A b B L s (T S
PR R  RE SR, AR, MEEE, EHEEIGR ERIOYE SR, ARG
Fly K, HEWBFERERIEMEXLL]. HRER, B2 58 120 50 8 g 7R 1 R U
RESERE S BHPETRIUAE . BAPETRIUAE AT Youden $8%05) 51y 92.63%. 72.73%-. 96.70%- 53.33%7/1 0.654 [12].
AL P S S0 B e M R L 5 (A HE T R A SR PR 8 7S A R AT I SR S i Rk R 45 113], H 2 R A=
FRMER N, AR IR PR A A AR 2 T B

22.CT

TE B HUE M AR G R AS . CT RS A KT T 2 a) S5 I B 2 PR e . s Rl 948
TR FEAR S () = T S A BRI SRR RS AR L PR R AT 8 6 R R OB E L . CT 2 Witk
Eah iR FERME ML RN, Bl CT AWM BB IbAER: (1) MELRREBEKRT 10
mm; (2) WRELEFEA FORE BEEIASE . A IRREL: (3) KL B2 R ER: BAH T 11
RPA 2 W NS RS Mk EL 45 [13] [14]. A FCE R CT 121 S0 18 e bk B 45 B A% () RN 64%, 5 5%
N 97% [15]. 2021 4F, BIMSMARH 7T CT =4 s i BOR VAL B B bk R H R I ik, fRd T IRIR
bk D S5 RS 2 WA B PEAS R A 1) R, B WS I AR B BERE, R FH = 4 B RO A Ik 2 S R A
B, JEINEAE SCHEE, ik aE A pHER I T SR A 1 BT AR AE[16]. RE A AE 2014 R T —MIEET CT
SABRHELEE AT T7iE, 8T R EER AR B s R ORET CT B0k, MIKEZ K/, TR, i3
o A3 AT VYA TT T A Wbk R A5 7%, Mok T L B S bk A A R R RS W MR [17]

CT R A — @M JRRYE, BT K& CT J& LU MR E R W br i, XL 52
S R A S 2RE 5| LR R EE G K, TvE BB Rk B 4 PN i T, H LR S0 R R R bk T s
BeWi I REEA R, XFFIGRIN S &5 R A AL,

2.3. PET-CT

FHECTH M CT, PET-CT XfMIB S RELEE. e BEXI LA mi[18], PET-CT X & &t i) M2 1
SRS IR ITROTAE . TS FIWT R EEIEIRE L. PRI PET-CT 12 Witk L85 4 # i) ik R U
N 91.2%, BAPEFRMIE . BTG 2> 58 75.3%. 99.0%, HERIZE N 96.5% [19]. 2021 4, JEBR7HIR N
THT PET-CT RS 5 B 3R BRI SCHE BT (0715, Uk 1 4 o B S0 bk 0 25 e A% 12 W ik e
(e, eI B R G AR SR, S ES T, AL T TR AR AL, R T
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WriERfTE[20]. 1H2, PET-CT X5 20 bk B2 45 45 72 0O RG A v] BE 7= AR (B FE 1 SR B 2 B [21], S &R FH
P 58 TR 14 JER R 3 T VR R 5 1) % N IR, T 24 9RR B S NI, T ) AR B 4 SR 2] BE AL, PET-
CT /) CT UG R AEXT Lu s om B%, BRI 15— R bk B2 45 F 78 Al , 85 1 Iirs A A T R i [22]
[23].

2.4. MRI

MRI B & HFR AR A AN LRSS, mT SR B w5 BRI ESHRBEN, &5
B S AR A A IR B IR TR [24] [25], MR 2 W S Stk bk (0 25 F #2 11 R B 80%, e 7 20 88% [26]
BeANE ] N BN AR % (Diffusion weighted imaging, DWI)F1ZE WL R £ (Apparent diffuesion coeffi-
cient, ADC)##illl[27]. DCE-MRI 253471l H AR MRITPRIBRAERZ: (1) B ER
KT 8mm; (2) KELIEREEY, BEREAMM, NEHITIHEE: ) FEMBSERES{ES: @)
5 J AN ATk, R SR AR AE[24] [28].

2019 4, JEAHE NS TR FHRER BGE m  S RRY BOm B R Bk B 1) T, DR
BB IR A RS ) RS W 2R R VP R L S R R AR L[ 29] . 2021 4R, AREMRSEH T — PR RS
IRBUEHAR VAL B S0 C A5 A 1077, @ itk 2450 R/ TR ADC (B S54FAE, SE3 1%
S bk TR R L G RS AG , AA T I R 7k B 45 A A DL HERA 2 W F) 1) A [30]» ek -0 20
WRELEEEL RS (LNM) T AE B AN R I BIIR, 2023 4EZR—# 4 W Fede i, TI%4 DCE-MRI 2 &S
I R PRI 2R ol I A 8 P58 ) 44 P 7 6 2R AR S T AR L [31]

TEFHL MR H, RS 1 VF A 2 BRI VS FARE, BFEMREERA. ORI, B8R0
ST ESE . DWI & —FhIhREVERUEHEIAR, & H R ME— BRS ZE3E AR A UK 7 79 B L i
BIABEAR, WTLATRON M AL (7K 73 18 30 e AR =Rk FE AR AL, N FoKSF IR,
UESERT DR B S AR T A FRFE . RIS 388 Rk 2 A2 1A RO By, DWI AT g B4 i 44 ol ) 22
S NI T XL RS M R R R MR L 45 [32] o B RS PEMR LS5 TE AR LIE W B &3 SO IR INHRE, RN
DWI & 155 AR R MY # &% ADC EI5K. WF7ideH, 4 DWI 5 ADC EMSE &3E4T /0 b, AT LA
B ERR SR RS IS W R FEVE[33] [34]. (R IR A AR MEM S MR T BUZ IR, Sk m 4 1E
HoAth 74 rp R B IEH AR, BIfEAR 45 ADC PR AT m] b2 I 3 B2 45[33].

R MRITE2 WS S0k L5 7 R i b CT 58 AR %, (HHIGR N A Z IR TR 5k
K, A LA RS HE VT AL R B RS I IR R 75 2R

25. BBESF

AR, DA IR T 2 S AR B RS R, TN HES) R S5 B R 5 1 L
FE R R B IKS) J), FERIRR T — A 015 J1 (058 M58 SR 78 4038 . AR 2H 2 (A% 0 o A s 24 1)
E K B T R A 8 T B R BRI N B . G A A T DUR R AR R TR A I A W 1
B BB SRR TUS VPAL . R A o — Rl i 22 2 i 4 X 4 ot B R AT )N R T £
W, BEAEAC TG4 S 45 BRI B E % . Xiao 25 [35]M1 Wu £5[36] 7> HiIRE A4 4 2 SR i 2
SRR By nl v TN U R R RS . AE Xiao ZEIOREFE R, SR 212 91 2% BRAE I SR R 36 R 4L
LWrakhe, BIHETZE R A (AUC) 54 0.882 F1 0.893 [35]. #£ Wu 5[ 5E . JET- g X du Flvgd &)
DX 3 F 3 5 T BB AR PR TR B 2 STASE R SR B e i (M2 BT Ak B (AUC A 0.844) [36]. S8 415
TR 2 SR RLAE D W 70 b 340 B HY T %o B 00 o4 EL 6 e A 1) AP TN B g, (L H BT Bk = RTRE 1 £
HhC B 1 SR
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3. B LR EMBHE RS (Node-RADS)

BS54 15 A1 B0E 2 45 (Node Reporting and Data System, Node-RADS) T 2021 4E4fEH, Ttk
SER SRR, JFE F SR A AR AEXT IR R 45 52 B MR BEFE FE AT 42 25 . Node-RADS R4 Ik L 45 K /NI
BURRAEXS AT STk 5 AT VP9, 139076 1 8 5 Z (Al MKEIEA 1 4 (BRAK AT REPE) 2 73 (fiK) 3 7 (FT4¢
M) 470 (F0) 5 (AR E T RetE). % RGIEH TIFA AT AFRALR) CT A1 MRI 4 ik R 452 R
THOL, AR S FAS R IT VA I8 AR 2 1 — B [5)

Node-RADS B e : (1) PAMAE SRR S hn it RiE BB BHEE AR TR )36 (2) PRtk L4
s () K AR DX I AE S AL EAT TV (1938 FH P SR v R X B 3t Ak 1 bk B2 45 A H %R 5]

Node-RADS 7F &M . FLARE . B, AUSIAME . BibbE S iy Bon B LR s Wik fe, R 1%
Vo RG] LA Bl T BE bk 00 25 4 w2 Witk g

2024 4, Wu S 52 U8 AT Node-RADS FR 412 T AR FT MRI >R VP4l B 20 82 bk R 245 7 72 (LN M)
FIREME 1 FAE R ZARIA T B VIR AR R G5 VIR AR 1) 81 44 g R kA7 VAl Jlid R 7756 . Fisher
FEWIR LS . ROC HIZE A AUC 73 M7 KR % Node-RADS 143 245 Filill LNM 945 RPE[37]. 434 T Node-
RADS R A 4 % 5 sk . et 7 951 N Node-RADS FH T~ E St £ & 1 X Ik [0 25
VAL BEE T A

4. Node-RADS it T B G EERHFKIESHL
4.1. CT %f Node-RADS o tRERNERTESE R

CT W PSR BN 4 Gk 45 0 A S HASE, 5 Node-RADS (R4 R KSR 4R OIS RS, 4
MRS . AR HEAFRGEE R, BRI, EEVIEH G MRELSTHA; HELRANDFHRBIK,
SN L 45 (<5 mm) X6 B TS S IOUER AN 2, S4TSR 59 T MR

4.2. MRI ¥f Node-RADS SR ERNEEES K=

MRI FH L HER AR S B35, T2WI P 51 o] i B 2 B L g5 TSR . SS9 51, 19598 MRI
RERSHER S IR T OB . A STIRAEE), T3 Node-RADS B2 4%k Je N IS5 H 1P 7 S A% 00 R
o HARFOATHNIR DS VEAAEAE . PRGN RoRTEM, &M T T S R A A R R Y B
P, EREAYEEZIR, &Sk EaE RN T CT.

4.3. HBRFERMERE

I PR 5 25 5 VPG F R IE SR A B BOR: W12 38 & SR &0 tideds CT, RA R R Atk CL 45k
AVTAL BT JEREVTILE MRI. FIRARALIAH 24, 3271 Node-RADS 173 it i 12 1 e Bk S H v
&, B RR 52WRE

5. Node-RADS # & #i#2 M F 7P R4 B 0 RE S HE AR

Node-RADS 5 FIGO 73 #i#HEL, FIGO LA “&&:42” —4r, Node-RADS 73 Z At /m M=, £
PSR AR T TH, Wi B LLRAGONKEE, FIGO M E 45 A itk e i R P iR B4k o 1, SRS FAR Y
JBAIT $ 5K Node-RADS AR L5 88 KBS 732, 4if K/, TESSEAa 4y, RAEER &, HE=
Xof Rl S R AR IR VA, 755 FIGO A A EAME A o ULYT JE itk B2 45 5 R BAE /N . 450 s s, &)
SR RmRIRE, TGS REV SIS HERT I (n DWIL PET M) = H).
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6. MAWRRHRRYE

LA BF S35 J50 PR T 45 5 S B A [ 207, (502 MR L 25 o B BT T T SR B iE 2
TS M. IR, AR IE chont L R AR 0 50 B, S0 T /E VA — B R e LB = 4
—[IhRHERIE . PET-CT. MRI R 7S S e, BLAMBARA MW 8 BT i, T A A
5, HEBEERMBARNRSCH, IR B LR, A B2 SR MR ]
7. FIRRE

SRR L 5 R (MR VA X B 4 0. VR RIS B R L, MR ER B TES A1
%, FEE— R, “Node-RADS” iRt T S e sa ik EL 45 VP Al A 1 W B, 396 2 T X
% BT REME IO GRS H 2K TR . (E R —FOR BRI, WAV 2 Bl ) R AR 15
HE— R . Node-RADS ¥4 it 52 B8 /L A, FFARBERIVR 2 IR 5 P4 40 B A0 2 1 — Bob, 7T
DLV T o R EEL S s R L VP, RT3 4 0 T ORI T I R (5 LA ) o5
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