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Application of magnetic resonance imaging in diagnosis of breast cancer: an update

ZHAO Na, YANG Qing-song, LU Jian-ping”
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[Abstract] Breast cancer, a most common malignant tumor of women, is the leading cause of tumor deaths in

women, and the incidence shows a gradually younger trend. Early screening is vital to improve prognosis of the patients.
As an important functional imaging method, magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) has been widely used in the diagnosis of
breast diseases. This article reviewed the application of MRI in the diagnosis, histological grade and molecular typing of

breast cancer and the patient prognosis assessment, providing references for the development of MRI technology in breast

cancer diagnosis.
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WFL I R BUREE AT 0.92~1.0, REUE A
0.91~0.95"", L1253 2l — R 1E
HHEREU ., AR MRI RN FH T FLR 50 2
I, DCE-MRI Jg & i e i i 2540 8l = A H55
BSOS IX H S, AT KOT R 3 v
FIALE S A 5L, XA A s s I
MZEss: (1) FREFEHHE (volume transfer
constant, K"™) , R 5250 il P ) ain 5 A0 2
MuAMAI R R R 2, SimEEEEA X, 5%
o 0 BRI RS2 s (2) SRHE AL (rate
constant, k., ) , Rt 52 5 i A5 4040 A A ] B (e
MEMA NS, (3) M FMEAMa B2
It ( volume of extracellular space per unit volume of
tissue, V.) , RPARHOLAARFHALZINAE S0 L o]
PR .

A HAERT 118 BIFL IS 51T DCE-MRI
EEAA, PR OB AERIEF IR E RS
5, RIVENEREETY K™ M k, HPE T RYE
AR, I H RMW ARG S TIER A, 1V, 87

R sy, BRI o AR
AMIA IERE, BRI 2L . 25Tl EaE

i, AE SN AME B N, B RIS R B Y,
EATE, R, BHWRZER V EFET S,
I4h, DCE-MRI & £ 7R FL R 4 25
Iy, WS ARSI 103 BT T ARAT W o Shin
M KimPWF5E R B, KT {E -5 R 40 A e
FEPR Ki-67 maRik A, 1 Ki-67 RikRY
JI e 20 A2 5 ST AH OGP . Ki-67 TR 3R IA A Ak
KHERE . AR RGN, M vk 78 i 2 21
SO, RO N A £ . S 25, 1
SR AR . BEoR KT {E AT BEAE — 2 R
JE I SHBURSGA K, ZEIRE"N R, M
EZIK (estrogen receptor, ER) | 2 ZEZIK
( progesterone receptor, PR) FHIEHEA R K™ F1
ko, TEFA AR T HBAMEL . ER. PR JEFLIRIE A FR
IR E, ER I B SR IKRR OS] A A A, BEAIG
s AR L AU IR HE T, DT R R A AR . 4
PR ZE"R & B Luminal A %Y. Luminal B AYJ5
S K AR T =B FLIRIE (triple-negative
breast cancer, TNBC ) FIAZSE A KHFZ1k 2
( human epidermal growth factor receptor-2, HER-2)
SRR, RIS 2 B AL e AT AR

EEE, M EREETHE . Shin F'ZEE 00T
#HHEEH ER BPE . HAFE5HAE . Ki-67 1K
ik (<14% ) FIIk 25588 [ SO RURS:
FUIRIE , R P KBS R O AUR 5
( diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI ) A MIRHEL
Z 4% (apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC ) {EA B
TS A ZLIE . XRTIRR A8 5 2
Bl =FIN, 5 DCE-MRI & &
ML, B4R DCE-MRI & R A Al DWI Xt
Ry W e 2 ) DL R i ged 20 21 2 4y R i ke
AR,

DCE-MRI & ft ZHO0 AN [ 8 7L i 58 5
s A AR, JCHEXS G RAS A TR 7 7 B ik
PR B K . (HH TR B2 . AR
BB, LR IX PR ] AR YRR Ki-67 501
FHEMEFEAE, AFEBETE /N B S5 58 42—
. GIRRENEERROR

2 DWI

2.1 HBIgHAEA DWI DWI VENINAEREILIR 5
FARB)—Ff, 38R K o VR HGE Bl 4 24
PRI B AR HEAT VR4, . Hih, FRAR B DWI
FE L o R 4 ADC {8 S e AR ZH 4N K 3
T ZBRAR R, NSRS, ST
R OB AR IR R B 2, (H R TR 4
BUE | REBVESFEYFREARR], R BN
) ADC A rEE, SR 8055112
Wik BE2E R . Meta 43HT&B, DWI Bl i ]
YRS R BRI R R 0.86, FEREEE
7 0.761",

PSRBT DWI & H i H TR LR 50T
R o e 2 1) DWI 285 . W5 o, R PERLIR
SERREALUF Y ADC (HA M
ER. PR FHMEZLARMIE ) ADC {HH BAKF ER,
PR BAPEF Ki-67 mas MR ADC {5 %
RFARERR A", X5 |7 DCE-MRI & &
Ko AT 1 2B IT 45 R —%0. SR, Sharma 5%
Durando ZECHFSE FIZEIE 5 ZAE, AR IEERL
g fEE I ADC (B 5 H R R 2 A I Y
N X ATRE S RBE M ASME . BE BIECRT
FARMFERZEA KL,

TR R A2, HER-2 REREH
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ADC {HMM RN R 24, B bR, /)
HER-2 FiAFEMAKAY TNBC 1 HER-2 i FARIH,
g (1) ADC A FH 5 s A A0 3 5% 2
i l7 L s (2 22 v . A0 %5 3 K23 ADC i
AP —2, BRESMEE “RYE” ADC %
Mo AFEREMXOTRE S MR SRR & . NER S
IFCEAH T, (55 Sl = A G

It4h, Durando 252" T 212 I A AL
KN HA 2RI IR EE RS | e R
i ( lymphatic vessel invasion, LVI) &5 ADC
(EAAHSENE, 459t R, LVI BHYE4LPR A ADC
E R FCT LVI B4, JfH ADC {H 52 & Ak
ELEE RS TOA G . $28 AR ADC {EANREHE /2
A ME SRS, (HRETT DAE R R AR EAl
LVIEN, B G . Liv F°Y%8% ADC {H
HIT 4 Fh o 08 ZL AR 9 08 Bl Ak 2238 T RO
AP ROTAL , DCRHT BRI HT TNBC /52
N1 ADC {6 KT TNBC dEmi R dl; #il
Bifkiayr e, 4 RS RO kRS ADC i
Wy AR R ZH , Hrh 3L LL TNBC £y ADC A
I o
2.2 tHREATRATFiEF (intravoxel incoherent
motion, IVIM) #A DWI AN A TVIM B
SALFE LGRS T8 H62 SRR o7 ik
BRI I Z b {6 DWI $A81EBS80, Bid
A8 PG 7 A B /R FBO L TE A 7K A F ks X
iR oRIFAS AVEMY, B BRI AR A . H
BRSO W S BN g TR AL ADC R
( ADC-slow ) . S HtH ZU0E A i s ok i ADC
{H (ADC-fast ) RSB 2 Bl E IVIM Hi L
BIRFEE 5L (F)

BTRERSED T TVIM BRI S B0 R o
PEFLARE AR A2 M aiee , BN AR ADC-
slow ., {{HHBALT RYEWRZL . A5 ADC-
slow. ADC-fast Fll f 5520815 A5 N ZE 1Y
FIZEME, Aot mEE b 110 BlFLR G B
R BTk, Al ADC-slow 5 FL IR EIL 412
ST PR RN 2 MG, 5 HER-2 RiLEIEAH
5 Kim ZECTEEE ST 275 F 2L B A 1
FRTIGERE, KB Ki-67 & RIRH MR ADC-slow
T Ki-67 (EF K45 Lee NN K, ER BHIE
A MEE ) ADC-slow KT ER FAMELL. DI L4585

SR S AR ) 2 B T 45 SR

Lee PR HL, WEEE £ HAKR/NSF
M 545 5 A7 (ductal carcinoma in situ, DCIS )
W2/ K, DCIS<5% Ziwkbit £ 1H M %5
T DCIS>5% . AlfEZH T RMREASEAS 2
DCIS 2 2 1321 Mps 22 i) i e T AN TR . 1%
2510 5 HARA AR A £ (R AR B 224 7 )
EIEAE—E BRCETERR R &, AN s TR IR,
MBERT RGN, A% RN, A A AR £
EHEIN . X —4510 Sy W & B R g kRt TR
Pio HLAh, WA EFEINN IVIM 5 DWI 7EFLAR
SR WA T U
2.3 FEAPIEHAEA DWI  Fi{HFE 5 DWI 1E
2% b A DWI AR —FF, AFEF IVIM #iA
DWI, A2 AN KRR NS BN
P FS SR 2 oLy, P EA A 4R AL
( distributed diffusion coefficient, DDC ) JZ 3734
RZ NP HOER | WSy BT R (o) ik
RN BOE R A LS M DL W 2L 2 4+ 8
JZ. DDC S4RHEA DG, 4HMu% B mDDC i
WA o fHR 0~1, o [HEKRMIER KIS TH
B A

Suo PN 101 FIFLARGR B E I Z b (H DWI
EUGHEAT AT, PPAL AR E 8] | SR EBAY | ir
FEHUSRL DWI XF R | B ZL R0 () 25 5034 g
MBS ITHAGRE S . LA TR b R, PrAe o
A DWI X R ZHCEMR AL R FIRHZ
WF5E s, IR o (B AR /N B A G
HAE=2 om MR o [EHEE, PTRES KM . &
PSR A G, I FLR RO B U s .
o H5 Ki-67 RFRRFAK, 2GRN
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DDC fH5 ER fZRRIRE W EHOC, ER BHMRLE
DDC {HH/IN, AT RE -5 W ER 0 ] 048 A S il
Skt Yz IR

Bedair 20U FH IS BB R DWT X 7L B
B B EEIRTT TR TP, R BIAY T T E
) DDC {E 5972 MARDC, = DDC {E4 Rkt
MINIER L, XA S A . 1R2E
PR, XHE2AIRTT AN I HI RSB SR
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B DWI HR MK A i, (HiX



* 196 -

BIBEBEREA 20184E2 H, 539 %

3 Ff DWI BAREY H4E % ( diffusional kurtosis
imaging, DKI ) %% MRI B ARG R, XA
BB B A R, PR EARR; HETr
B R A R 2 TR, TR E#HfT KRiE &R
4. BUBTR AN .

3 ¥ EUK=M{%& (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI)

DTI 3T AR 7K 532 4L A0 i 45 44
S AE 47 [ BORRE B A [ (R AO0AS sl R R
DA ZH S SHOURZE A8 o B ) R B A A
DWI JFHIGE, A 6 NHELAEDT 7 B
Syl DL e S0 0 RO K R PR b A K s
3, HEESHA LY HF (mean diffusivity,
MD) . %I 5 PE4r 4L (fractional anisotropy,
FA) . &3 HERE (axial diffusivity, AD) . 9\
45 2% (radial diffusivity, RD) . H:HLk FA
ERL ARSI S i 2, HAH 0~1, R/N ik
IR FY B SRR, (BRI K 5
BT Y ORI, AFEY U Tl

Yamaguchi 255l i 434 80 91128 J s BLIE
SR FURRE I B A B LR BB DWIT Al DTI
K%, ¥75 ADC {. FA {H5EMIIREDUS N R
MARSENE, 450 A0 FA (5809 . Tl
RIFIER ., Ki-67 FRREHIC, BV ER FIMEIMRE Y
FA AW AT ER AP, A2 M9ty FA
HH BT T, 094, HER-2 [HIEAIM TNBC
i) FA [P EA% T Luminal A, Luminal B #1; 31 H
FA {EFf Ki-67 FiEHT &R . FA (H5 5L
Jei R 28 22 1) )3 Rk S T i e s 4 444 .
PR LR PN A0 I R R A SR R R A e XS
Jiang ZECVABIFFT 45 FA 155 e 40 2 i L 1E AR
Fe—5, 15 Suo LR MFEEEIA DWI o {4
I FE 25 AL

[} Yamaguchi S48, i+ DTI 55
T e B i LR S T BRI, e it
TN JROLER X AR T R, TR
LR 9 ) 26 531132 W 5 R I i g T R YL A
# DWI, BXf FA (B FHIBESESN, Cakir %09
BT MD {50 K B SR R AR RE A T
5o SER R, EHEMRE MD (ST R
fifded, IR MD=1.27x10"° mm’/s 1 452 Wt
R FHE

FIT, DTIAERZE RGN I oz,
KT FLURBIR IS W7 B O SRR B i T AN
TN T HIPLAS . WA B TR AL 732
PRER 22 S0 AT AR 45045 57, EL AR, DTT XL
PR WIRIN EA T T HE—PIRABII

4 MRIDKI # A

DKI J& DTI my# e, KRR W msifl e
RN E A 2R b {H R NKS TR
TS DL, X 2 SRR ZE A4 eAC 2 T finfiE% . DK
AR H AL DTI AHSCHEFR (MD. FA 4§) F1 DKI
R AR R (K) . R (D) 4]
Horpr KA 0] DL R 3R IE 2550 A K o TRz
BT 100 F Bl R DX PN ZH 454 11 52 4 R B . DK
TS R G PSRBT R 2, (AAEFLIREE
SIZWTT EAAE TR B, FHR R AN Z

Nogueira 25" DKI X} R G AEFLIR P 1)
WERIBEATRTSE, 15 7 DKI BA 2 W E . Sun
SECO B RS HT 98 LR AE R B DKI
L DWI FE%R, LIIEAL DKI 2 WrsL IR A 13 RE
F1 DKI 405 ZUMRE UG R A e, 4558
W eI B K (. D B ADC {8l 4351
SR 10 M Ki-67 Rk BIEARX . fAEX
FITCAEIENME, 78 DKI A BB 75 it % 51
fitF DWI; {HA[E ER (ER*/ER™) . PR (PR"/
PR~ ) . HER-2 (HER-2'/HER-2" ) FikRAHL:
FITRECH X REOTC B & 25, TREREN&H)E
R AHA RV E AN —3, sithRsdshe, JF Hix
TN —Z AL SEBRIFSE FRE AT B8, (EZ T B 43
MrisUR PR RN SEAR 2 A S8 M ST S 3 ) A B YRS
Wo PR AT 2 R IRARA Iy SEmti i LA 1
S RIRE R MR R N A TS TR R AR, B
IR RS TSI ENO] )7 = &N

DKI A8 {4 348FE T LK F A6 B m iz
B ALRY, XIETEAE S5R . ANMBOULLE R R i AL
(14 A IR v K o3 F R EGE S o BT B A . {3

R ARAEFUIRGR S A g i, ARG T
HA T EEREAIIESL
5 /I 2

S MR FEZLR IR 25 & VAl 7 1 i 72 H
w2, BB EEBMMRHEL g Bs
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