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Abstract

Neoadjuvant therapy (NAT) has emerged as the standard treatment protocol for locally advanced
breast cancer, effectively reducing tumor volume preoperatively and significantly enhancing both
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breast-conservation rates and patient survival outcomes. In recent years, the rapid advancement of
radiomics technology has elevated the role of multimodal imaging evaluation in monitoring thera-
peutic efficacy and prognostic prediction during NAT, offering novel perspectives and methodolo-
gies for clinical decision-making. This article aims to explore the value of multimodal radiomics in
predicting pathological complete response (Pathological Complete Response, pCR) following NAT,
with a particular focus on analyzing the potential of various imaging technique characteristics as pre-
dictors of therapeutic efficacy, thereby facilitating more precise and individualized treatment strat-
egies for breast cancer patients.
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1. 5|15

PRI e AR oM b B LS R 2 — o 4 2022 SRS B, 4R PR 1 502 230.9 T3,
T BI5 66.6 J3, U EL B AR R[], 0T s e FUHFL R B, BT RO AR S BT A
RNARHTEEIRIT, WERE T FARVIREMARIAZ2]. A SR, BT 5183 pCR MEEH
Ko F A 17 i (Event-Free Survival, EFS)F1AE 77 B (Overall Survival, OS) [3] [4], JUH @ =BT
JiseE A HER2 A PEFLARIE[5]. 7 BR 2 58 4 22 i# (Pathological Complete Response, pCR) & S ¥ 4d BiG T i
FARFRA T LR S R A J X sk B 45 350 R R S R R I P e 4 i [6] - CTneoBC Yl iiESE, pCR AI{E T
G TT oK R IR 25 10 AT SE B AR s [4]. NSABP B-27 WAL R B R, BUAKELA R AT Rl
15 pPCR % [7]. KEYNOTE-522 iff 7t % BH , 7E4by7 FE ik - R Go 2 i 2 s 0 35 1 52 2 4 T pCR 2. [8]-[10]
SR, Wi BIG T 7 AR 2 3 S o e, AT AU B A B2 e ue YT, AN B e ) FE
QAR 3B AT RERA T AL R T s AR L. PRk, el SEI A AT pCR B MR e # . 1%
G b, ARG A 2 PEAG BT B TT T S AR [11], (8 H s B 5 1, TR SRR SR T B R
SR ERR AR IR YT IS AR T B A I MR AR AL, AxTin PEAS IR fer,  FHATIIYATT BRSL, Il R TR 5K
PROLE KR . P, BT TR BRI T AT AR Y B A IR R R . AL B RRLRIR SR
BB EARLE LR EETT h R, PR AR B 80 i T AT, SIS HETR
JTIRAE B SR 5 SR =

B BVETT A RSO T B AR OB S R B SR AR R [12] . B AT E N LR R
T BOTAG AR IR BFE IR X &5 . A FUBRBILR B LK OE fL 7 R0 i a4t
HHLUKTZ 3 (PETICT) [13].

2. FLBR X ZiZF(Mammography, MMG)

FUIR X 3R SR I A 5 12 W i AR T B [14],  HR PR T AR 00 X 5 2R R FE 1Y
Z5[15]. GBI AR T R IR E R A GAMN R BARPR . FRGAGIL . ST S AR Rk
[ . AR, EZCEMIALRSY, WRERBOREE, MEULX R 56T MR A YA, Boxd
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Tl INB B ek R A Hh SRR E AR [16] [17] DRI, FLAR X SRS AEWT i Bhia 7 ROPAl o B B AT BR
HHE AT B AR AR A

3. HAE#E (Ultrasonography, US)

B R LRI PG I HURAS . 7 R IRI A J 2 P A SRR EA T 12 . Yang S8 AHIF5E
PRUT T 2T A A KI-67%2IA /KT P L A 37 4 B AL T 797 R mT 47 4 [18] o 8 FIEE A H R (46 B 7Y
A 2 R . St A ROR R R e RS . XL SR e . S 4EE R X B AR AR
(ABVS) [19].

31 BEMEARR

B RUEE A AVE M s AR AL E L R/ IR T A LA S B AR Ok R [20]. 2k
FAE R R ORI A 25 T A LSS AEAEFLARITR AR A PG T3 T 70 MR AN AL, A 0F 7 25 ke
WA SR A S A, TR BT T R R g T (21

3.2. FeiHtBAERAR

R 7 R AR I TR R AR R AR P SR ARG R, OIS HSRE R, AR R BN
A%, ARLEAEA AP YESE A s IR SR R A A — T R BRI [22] o 0k b4 g e 75 30 I kv S8 3 52 77
S5 VLS Rg I R REAE o — 4 7 R PR P s A A A R = R MR, RS W 0 7 v v M e
PR, FEPPA IR 5 R 2540 23 (B G R DT TR — e R34 [23]. B 3 AR BB FIHI(ABVS) & —Fhili AL &
PR YU S SRR, AT R E B R, SRR ST AR R LASRE O R T G S AR
5 R [24] [25], fE-TIGRE S B R R . Wang 22 AWFREM, ABVS fEPRl 4 BI1LIT /5 pCR
ARSI AT 55 i AR U PR RRE S 12 [26] 8 A5 7EFT S BRI 7 VPAS P AR 3ATE T SER . TeAR I M R TR
PE, T T UPA IR s R LS5 ARAS [27]. R, B — 8 P RS AE X 43 RE ok B 5 47 15 3 AR 4R A0 5 T AT A7
TEA R . GG ZREA BRI, A BRI I iR 77 SOT M M HER M [22]. B AT T
FEALE R BT BOTAG R FUAR XD, G PR B 75 A2 T RREAS L KIABE U B 58 b it — P B0E .

4. FLBR#EIIR AR 1% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)

MRI B =B LnHE, XFFZ 28 275 KIGesdg 28], 2 R T ARHT R4 3 sy it
P, BEAEBEFTUESE, DCE-MRIL. DWI & MRS % 2 fiigbn 54 5 pCR #VIAHIE[29] [30]. Bhasx
EL 3 5% MRI (Dynamic contrast-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-MRI)i& it i ik 5 i 5 741 Jo i
BRAR TLIMBUEE, fed BUm S i 2H 2350 S e Sl AR A, (A1 VP A5 i 8g I8 A= B A 490 [31] « Hou
SENREE T — ML T DCE-MRI AT B AR A A58, 22 2 RO SR B0 IE , I S 2450 20 7 F0i 7L s 26
HHHIMLIT G pCR K ICH A A7 (DFS) 4 2 75 Thi HL A T /2 N F A B [32]

PREUINAL %1% (Diffusion-weighted imaging magnetic resonance imaging, DWI-MRI)3E: T AN A ZH 4R 7K 43
T HOEEEE, 8T F TR B R $(Apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC)#EAT & B VP4, 7T Sz W4 i i 5
O % PR 400 B 5 S A 245 R [33]. AEX T DCE-MRI 15, DWI-MRI SR TE 75 v S S 77 R A 52
AR, BA T E 2 v SE . ACRIN 6698 I PR 7T IESE, @i DWI Il & ADC B 2SR H T
TOI T A Bha T BT R B30 6

R AR LS (MRS) & H A1 E— BE 6% 0 QA I35 AR 20 SUR T AN A AL AR L IR AR H R, TR R 2
b B H A [34] . FLAR MRS FEZERH A FRELIR G (IH-MRS) . W 7R B, 2t 2L s 22
RN = KT (W-F)EL 1, BIEBEE S (tCHo)E N 1H-MRS T EREEA M =4, S 2
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T LR AR S PP . FEFT AT AR T, W-F ELME AT tCHo ZK PR S RTVE Va7 I S PP Y
TEAEAREDI[35]0 SR, 1% ARAE LIRS A T 1 23 [ 43 1% 26 52 BRBEAPRAR

DNk — AR U R R BT T T A T HE AR, AR 2 S G B 5 IR R EE B A
(1) 2 AT OB SRR Liu AT 7 — IRl Bt 7, B5 BB IR R PR 20200 B AR AE S 4y
W35 Z M ARRHEARSE &, W8 T 456 228 MRI S5IER(E 20U A5, JRHam 4N
RMM, &5 5L R iz R e Tl FL AR 38 pCR 4 T B A — & 71[36]. 1-SPY 2.2 Wi 9tidid ¥4 MRI 52
BE O ERITERSS R, PR T H T T pCR BYSEEARAL, 4k e St A Ak BB BRI TT SEmE , TE4E
Fry7 A RIS, B EEBRAR T 69T M5 EEE[37]. TRAIN-3 BIFFTEr, 3T MRIPEAL & AU 45 58
ZZMR(rCR) S5 AR5 pCR M —S(FF &3k 87%) [38]. |~ ZEH NRER EHERANIET MRI #14%, 44
N\ 1048 1515 BB i BILTT 58252 FARVIBR 0 FLRR e 58, BRI T AN R LA 2 7 2L i N T
RETIUIN AR G0, ATAE 16T A 0 2L e FR 5 A7 e 67 4ef (RCB) 73 2, AN TF AR T7 R AR Ja bl 15 56
ISR AL PR AL T K HE[39]. 2025 4 ASCO £ BEFR /N 1) CABIN IIfi PRAF 78K FH 22 A4 PEAil = B 14 7L
g B AR BIA T RS, SRR IR DNA(CIDNA)SIA WM. MRI R AFIARL . PD-L1 FiARA M4
&b 51l FE (Whole-exome sequencing, WES)¥i#E, #J% pCR Tl R, s, Z4Ga BRI
PR HTRALRE(AUC = 0.96), EEEMR T 8 —EMbr EMBECE IR . LR RILFERY, Ma2SH5
MRI £ IhReRUE 5 2 4H 22 50E F A W IE R AL Gisg A5 5 DS M R IR, 30 BG 77 280
WA A REHETT MR, AR TR 2 RS, HTHE LA FE 50 E 1 8 22 A5 TS 28 1) 1 PR3
P,

5. PET/CT (Positron Emission Tomography/Computed Tomography, PET/CT)

PET/CT 2 IF H 1 & 5 W /2 (Positron Emission Tomography, PET)A X £kt KL 2 (Computer Tomog-
raphy, CT)4L& T i 2 50 R G040, 5 AR IEHE F) IEH LU EL,  JioRa x4 20 O T FE S 5 1D, 92
TN AN B ORE TS AR SR [41] o B WL B 7S BB 77 2 - 18 i 1 96U K 424 7 27 4 (18F-fluorodeoxyglucose, 18F-
FDG). —IZAE MR, fEFLAMEHHIMLIT G 1~2 )G 563 PET/CT fdr, @i iR bl
R pCR [34].

PrFLIESL, PETICT (R A SRR I i a7 VPG R IR AT 2 R . 2025 4F ASCO 4 A i
) RATIONALE-213 5%, #Fxt &8 mraiiiayr, KA PET/ICT 2hA b ST 5 AR = B, Fir
A EE RS LA — JE AT 5 563 PET/CT Ao, R4 Suvmax > 35%;E SCH M B4 FIAERI 4L, B
PR “HgE + 7”7, AERNBERA “CFERPBATT + Rk RIT TR SR SR, B4 pCR 43l
N 30%F 34.4%, e/~ PETICT wlAEHE Y ZE B, MRALIGYT RIS . TEIR/ Mt its, oA w iRl A
PET/CT $FAG AF/IN4H B i 5 4k B S 5597, R I PET/CT B4R S50l ASuvmax. ASuvmean. ASuvpeak)
XA G I3 B 56 A SR AR (PCR) I TN AL BB T 4% 4t CT LA 2414 [42]. Nchingolo R %8 NHRZ T 18 B s
SENAIT R RN . BN TR RESENT CT. MRI K PET/CT SR HEATIR 0 #r, $REE 5 7 il 5
I8{Z (DICOM) XA g B, IR R UGB /M dm 2408 “ U A2: ", S5 R, TRUR2H 54
IR 12 W 5 i I r o 9 S B A (43 X SBIG RIIF 9 PETICT A8 3L AR B4 BhiR 7 wh i R 4t 1
HESE,

PHERGain fiff 7t F| [ 18F-FDG PET/CT #¥-fili HER2 PH 14 FL e 3 4 Bhif 7 3097 R LA SR 97 vk
BT A B AEILLR AN 2 ANVATT E W 5 154552 18F-FDG PET/CT #rax LIEAS TR B4 2 FAWIATT J5 ¥
JEI Suvmax BIEZRIEAK 40% 8 AN E RN, ToRE FZ AR GATT, A RE GRS IR TT .
BT ARBAE R, 249F =42 —1) HER2 BHPER HHFL I B3 vTiEid PET/CT 5| 5 SE0LGTT FEEYER,
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TELRFF R UFTT R R 2 2 B AR TR 7 # E [44] . hAh, B BURERF 40 18F-FES Fi1 68Ga-FAPI 7L Hi il
B AR A TT BN T e Bt R () S A T S [45] [46]. 2 Tl KA i) 2 R B, Suvmax FREZ 5 pCR 2
HHAK[AT] [48], BRI S TG RTRIT R R TARU R B W R, W B R IR B VR T LR D 5
BIPER ;s TXETJo L% 2 N S I R B G T 77 %8 LA ST A0, A SR HE S L 1 SRS v ) MR iR T s X
Bk,

6. iTiEERE

FUIRIE & R Ve R i WS IR . AT B o, ORI R RIR AR ETHEY, HEECh
HR IR ST ¥ AU ) E ASORIE 72 7 ) 2 —[49] - Bl BhiR T R R AE AR RTET 4 SR TT , AU BT 46 /N g 7R AR
e RILEE, I AT ST PEAL R 2 P BUBE, NS SR TT T MR SR ALK AR [50]. B FTBNRTT
B Z R, R BIE ST T SO N T IR AR (SR L i . IR TR e SRR AR
BOPEAS 7R R AT SR AT o T G TG DA B SR S s v e v 000 L e 9 i YR 97 J5 ) pCR [51]
RGN X LR4% 5258 75 R 5 2 BRI MR K/ N B S 2 R AT T AW, AR R R, R
G 2R SR REIR TV A e, (R ME LA T S W A= AT AR . AT S, FLAR MRI AT
e 2 MR G705 MO MR 5 . MR R AR e S 2 AR5 R, I C O AL Hr i Ba 77
ROVl B P IS5 2 F- B [52] [53] - BEAEWT TR, MRI K58 B0 A (0 VP Aok v i 2 R 2L i 1 7. 2
MM, JCIHAE = FIVEFUIE . HER2 BHPEZY K =i ) e oo v 97 s S () il 58 BLAR #4554 PET/CT 1k
N—FPIHREME AR, FEST R I SRR T A 7T A B R e 44— [55],  H 18F-FDG #&HL 5
ZME AT R FOIRES S R IE KPS R R T80, i 45 582 11k [56]. 2025 4F ESMO il Afii [
BELLINI G RAF T AR R IESE R, B FPAS W Al 4807 B pCR, BT g R SR LA TT 6 J J5 %
% PET/CT Al MRI 225 [57], $&/RBCA SR VPAL 1T RE BCA s UGHT 4 Bh S e i 7 IS 2 LR, (AR
BERBEARNGE—PI0IE . AT R — AR ES, G N PET/CT 5 MRI AJERE KFRE FIgm.
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