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Diagnosis of abdominal metastasis of pancreatic cancer: research progress
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[ Abstract | Early metastasis is one of the important factors for poor prognosis of pancreatic cancer. Early detection
of abdominal metastasis can urge patients to undergo neoadjuvant therapy and conversion therapy as soon as possible and
avoid unnecessary surgical trauma. This paper reviews the diagnostic efficacy of imaging methods, laboratory methods
and combined multi-mode comprehensive evaluation in patients with abdominal metastasis of pancreatic cancer, briefly
describing the application of computed tomography, magnetic resonance imaging, ultrasound, tumor markers, microRNA and

other methods, and summarizing the use of multi-index comprehensive evaluation to improve the ability of metastasis risk

prediction, so as to provide reference for the selection and application of clinical diagnostic methods.
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PRZEPURZACHE L, XTI I R 23 A R AT DI it
PEAS B TR AR T B 658 CT X HFIERE RS9
SEB AR R TN 74.7%, M5 EAA <10 mm
I H RN 62.7% . CT MR B N7 9
Kb R AR T IFRE R B kL, R 7%~50%;
FESZ 2R AR QIR TR BR L R A A I R A
ARETEAR, 1UH 25%~37% . DRI, S48 e 4
RCTHEN ZiEH, 6 1% EBRETEARRTARE
T R IREANERS S CT X bk L 45 56 7% 110 3 o i
TR LR . K/NISRACFE S . Tk 254
R R TIAMEE, HAKEFUK IR T i H & A= 251
B IERAAL, CT XAk 45 1 R I 2 g
—E SRR, ENEEGE, CT Haamk etk e g5
RS ISR Bl 62.1%, FESEEE R 61.5% 7,
XAE CT ( dual-energy CT ) AJ JEF A [\ 70 X AN [FA]
RE T TR W 22 S AT ZL50 T, (RIS BV
SN [FIZHZR]MR HER 25 5. 5T R, Bk
9 2.0 mg/mL 5% B Ik 0 435 f e J5° ) 00 B ARG, XL
AE CT X H R A K 87%, FrF 18 89% * . WFSTE
Ji AR 54 IR % ( pancreatic ductal adenocarcinoma,
PDAC) WY CT AR FHRIE R B, HRPE AR
PEPNTEE A AR L2 RA G FE L, 5
B GRS |« IR B L b (AR
TR By ik A R 3 O I AT 1 Sk L
(P¥1<<0.05) , XFRILA IS A4 iR e R
(9 L) BRI AE A 001 R B R
1.2 MRI MRI A3 & A A7 51 B S = 5 Y
HEUFEE, HXF/N . R 555 Ak 5 AR . R
KtV B = i SRR R DL B R A T CT. AR
o, Bt R S5 B o 5 50 AL ZE R — A B
JEF HIE B0/ N RS 9 K A ARG 1 23 0 S5 4 v, L ZE R —
B -MRI 5 317 5% CT W45 R 5 AH Y (98.6%
vs 100% ) , 1H R B JE (71.7% vs 34% ) HIROC
AUC 1 (85.1% vs 66.9% ) H &, AlflifREH AR
SR RIS R AR 7.6%, TR RO IE TR
W 13.6% L 10T MR 7 % 51 DA i e o 3=
(R R AR /NG ek T A CT B 3, (BT 56 A5 08
FUHe b o A AU TGS . T2 BifE 5/
g AL SR RRAE, MR 5 B0 HE S ). e 240 1t %
B AN AN ZS (D . AT SR A R ) T e 2
AUhR R E Y EL R BRA WY
FH, T IS BRI RS SO R B R R AR

K, FREOMBULAZAR SIS FF A A% <10 mm 7Y
WFE RSk, ELAALSE T2 A% B 0 5 46 A v
i . EAN—T0 2 L R RETERFSEAE S, Ead R
LR BOMAUBAZAE 10.2% 1Y 7] 1[4 PDAC 3
R T SR EIESL PR RS AL, Horb 91.7% kL
HA<10 mm, [fiiX 2B EEARR CT K itk
RIS meta 20T BN, MRIXFH: %98 1Y
SR R A RVRE S 430 R 85% I 97%; K[l
i N AW BEA 22 5%, 3.0 T MRI A5 M L i
XF R, (HALA O Ris s iR B, HOR i
JEH 89% ., RS R 88%, 1fif 1.5 T MRI [ RAFUE
H 80%., FEFEH 100%
1.3 JEB-F A 57 & 244 (positron emission tomography
PET) PET i ittt m i) F- U S A 2
B% ("*F-fluorodeoxyglucose, "“F-FDG) #% A & 41
SURHUT S SHIARHFRCE, 7T RR &R
G S RE T R LA v ) R A A
R, RENSIE iR 5500 5 T P LE R A ZUE A R Akt
Lk, Wi H PET RE7E 55 4 5, FEAlimabi% R M
Dy T R R A A PR F . SR, PET (Y45 [R1 50 3¢
FAK, AT E L PET-CT 8¢ PET-MRI (I3 7%
S B U v P S A TR e L, PR eSS
MIg 2 W AL T M B PET ket . X Tamib
%, PET-CT R R 4r, RHE R 85%~89%,
% SRR 55%~100% Y, HAE A8 # I L CT ¥)
UG 3 WIS TN A & SR o kL, T A 32 Ak o B P
B [0 K HH RN 33% °0 . MRI Y 520 4143 3 %
TE T CT, 5 PET-CT #H b, PET-MRI Xt Jif- % #%
Jed (ARt ELAT TR R A MER B (198.6% vs 78.6% )
REE (98.2% vs 76.8% ) FIHESFE (100.0% vs
85.7% ) , AEWS K BLE L MR kL, HLR 9w A8
{1 - +5 1 FL B & /8 F PET-CT (P<<0.001) "',
Joo & " RS % I, PET-MRI X fifé B 9 3F JF 0 3
Qb B 7% 1) R BIORE FNRE SR 43 1R 75% il 100%,
B T PET-CT f4 50% F11 96.2%. 4K 1M i% #F 5% 95 151l
B, BRMEETH. xc REE—FFH R
FEEIR, SR T IER RARALL, LA TR
21, BB BR A S R, R
PF-gi N 3 A & 2 [ (4S)-4-(3-"F-fluoropropyl)-L-
glutamate, "F-FSPG] Al FH T % s x. R4G0imE,
It, "F-FSPG PET J& & il PDAC % #% Ji 2 2 Jif
PRSI EAR T H, SCERHE, XTHEF500 PDAC B3
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"F-FSPG PET F i k. ""F-FDG PET B 3 it R S |
TS5 TE NS WERR B, H 23 01 95.0%. 100.0%
H95.7%, JGE5HIH 90.0%. 66.7% F190.0% '
1.4 A % M4t (endoscopic ultrasonography ) #A7
PG T DL B AR i A3 R Y B R IR, BE L CT AN
MRI i 25t 05 22 (0 SEPE A PR A8 . SCHR R,
HEH N BERELL CT. MRIZ % B 5% HO 54 5 P
A5, ELIRARS R 5% 1 . R P S R DG 4
AR, AnBEGSR M E I EE . R B IR AR R
Ban | ARET ZE L AT T AR A A1 22 i 4L 52
N 98 BT 166 PR 43399, Meiyata 25 207 7 T 184 58 7
PR X 109 f5i) e Bt £ 3 119 143 MOk L 25 547 43
BT, RIS Wik B 4554 78 1 54 503 FRe B 43l
A 83% I O1%. s Ik L0 65 18 -3k o J0 1K g i
FARE N EE . XFIE Ehbkeik i gs, &
PN T T ZERIE RIS Wbk 25 A 1 R AU A
TS BE 23 54 96.7% Fi1 100%, 1 PET-CT £ = fif
FEAL N 53.3% 1 o ARG N BRI S N BT 5
TR AT RETCT & BNk L 2554 7, (B 55
S B R % DG O b S 7% TR £ 4% R S A ok ) A
JERB T . R B A R RS TR 2 2 T b
PRIk B 257 A R B B NV AL, LS 7 N BE 5 |
SR AR BEDE AR B S5 BN BESR TS FH TR B
fRREA RS, A T B UL DGR bk B 45 OB PRI A
MG R BB AR LR, SRR w1
AT R I 2 5 4 5 R 7 N8R ( contrast-enhanced
harmonic endoscopic ultrasound ) 7] fEFHA B IFAY12
Wik . AT IRAE, 3958 CT Ak 52 1 o ke
7 B 22 I R L 1 SR AR 53500 R 69.8%
H198.4%; Xf EA2<<10 mm HIFERS KL, T8Ik 3k 5 4
SO P N B Y R AR 88.9%, B TR CT
1) 11.1%, 5 19.0% B 22 - B £ 2 AR T i e
SLMGRREIE NB R B T AR Y

2 KBRERSE

2.0 MPEATE A B bR EE S )R G Ak
FERE I R BG A0, 1L e IR PR ( carcinoembryonic
antigen, CEA ) . BEJSHiJE ( carbohydrate antigen,
CA) 19-9. CAI125 SRR/ FHITHE, i TF45hnak
FEAE—E AL R REBVE D, Sk R i iR
AR A R R . SCHkARIE, CA19-9>192 U/mL
T AE S R 5 9 e e BB T R P ST R PR 22

CA19-9 J& i R AR A M 2R W & 1, IRl o A7
T IEH BRI A & B . 45, FEN
JESFNEAR R b Kz 4D, 76 10%~30% MR AR &
F LI T CA19-9 ThEsfgfEie ' . LA 37 U/mL
e A E, CA19-9 X i 309 s AR g 19 R B
80.6%. I 5 HE K 61.8% . UEHH K 65.6%

WEIEHE i, 3%~7% R Ik I 938 18 & Sk I 5 3 i i
(Lewis antigen ) PAPEILZY, ik CA19-977,

FEAE A B EEAATE CA19-9 FHin, HAb =R
75% 21, B, CA19-9 R R H 321y Wl g
Joa 1E JR IR YT SN bR i . 76 B 2 bt s 91
I 25 J g £ 25, CEA T CA125 He HAt AR Ak
Yy B4 0 & REE (CEA. CAI25, CA72-4,

CA15-3. CA19-9, CAS0. CA242 ) RELIE /35N
63.8%. 51.1%. 25.5%. 21.3%. 19.1%. 12.8%,

10.6% ) , 1 H CEA Fl CA125 (1) %5 S5 B 045 5,

43900 98.0% . 93.8%, H:E CA125 X1, VI &
FHRBIETIRE] 75% Y . CA125 KPS ERAH
RILPUEF 5 3Tk S 5 N R ARG Y IRk 8l

FE IR E—3, 24 CA125=>18.4 U/mL i}, ik
EL 5 R A A B T A8 U LR P A B 1) RS R34
m, HS5ARREEMEER AL . BN,
PR AAEANEBIE . AT R A SRS S5 1, F-box/
LRR-EEHF 7. IEAREHA 3. MRS EY
P 25 IR SRR g i B, A T e
TS A I RS P B A T TR P

2.2 miRNA miRNA E—F/NAUAES S RNA, T
B E AP SR 0k, E AR T &M
it 1000 AT HY miRNA JE[H, 459 miRNA
BRI K 25 100 4~ A [A] A9 mRNA #0245, A5 FHLE]
SZAR. 2R miRNA C Bl IE 5278 e R g i % 2 |

RIBFF T RAEEEAEN . BT, X miRNA-21
MBS 22, SCHRIRIE, AR IRd AH O BT 4 4
FIPDAC 40 i F k5 T AN RS T BE, 5
Ml PDAC ., WKELZSFIFIEAE RS | A A7 00 A0
5P Hu Y BESY & B miRNA-21 kKT 5
WELEEEFEAH G (OR=1.45, 95% CI 1.02~2.06,

P=0.038) , A[{ENTI PDAC il j5 A K FE AR

miRNA A 45 B 50 10 25 1 2 5 i 528 B30 A0 0 s
FER Rk, 7L AT VR S 9 3k BRI g 3 Rk
£, P, miRNA 43 8 208 miRNA Al fib
I8 40 i miRNA. A7 SCHR 4it 18, miRNA-323-3p 7
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PDAC 2 VRN 41 fifd 2 P (1) & 18 K - B A T IE
JiE I 2H £ miRNA-323-3p B 42§ [ I 417 ] Sma
#1 Mad #H 5¢ #5 1 ( Sma- and Mad-related protein,
SMAD ) 2 fll SMAD3 )ik, ## J& TGF-B 15 %
B S ep ) SEEE Y, 1T TGF-B A5 5 5 S ik 42 2 bb
JR RS ERAE, SF07id I8 miRNA-323-3p Af
35 P06 PDAC 41 i i 3 45 FiZ 2268 01, 1T Ek
miRNA-323-3p i] #4518 PDAC 4 it ()3T 7% A= 22 hE
F ) AT 494 4 miRNA 5B B4
MAETEIARAR G, MR P A AT HER, HERT
5 v miRNA 4355 miRNA-1301 . miRNA-125a,
miRNA-376¢. miRNA-328 Fil miRNA-376b, ¥ 5
MR B A, B 5 miRNA 4142 B AR
WiE4aFr (HR=0.139, 95% CI0.043~0.443, P<

0.001 ) ", 330 Ay TR Jpe F i P B 2 £4E 1 1) o
LS e

2.3 JEERRYSE 4m e ( circulating tumor cell, CTC ) JRA
e (18 J3t i 240 B2 e R e e EL B 12 TR b o
SCHRARIE, 5 R Ak BT D E B RS
B e PR FE RS 1 4%~5%, X 2 W] CTC I T e
KBRS B R, ARETTRE 9 CTC 14
(=3 CTCs/4 mL ) RENS 35 X 7y BB ML R 90 1R
FORPETE IR A A R iR F 3, AT R 85%,
PRSI 80% PO . XT H ETH I G A T
BEICT AN 5 B 1 ot J) B9 A e i J o, Y
I TR DK TP A B ) CTC B AR SR 6 S A N &4
JFE R T Re bR R, LT R AR K 64.7%, FE
SR 95.4% BT RIR] CTC R AITERGAE 55 R L
il FRVE AR . b Bz T o 2 A 2 B B i AE e 7%
M, 1E LR m it frh, 4R
1o BE AR AR B B e TR CTC B AR Shy 1] 78 IR 25 19 37 3
PERI R CTC R EFH BB I G, 5 LR
CTC ARIF, [a]m-#I CTC &4 E I i G 30 &R 48—
AR E I, i CTC iz 4 s, B
TC it R o A [R) FE b R FE AR DRI AL CTC 3
5y 1 Bz B CTC S gl 5 i itk Jie RN B8 11 e e 4%
PEPY L S E AL, E b R RE] TS FOR AS 2 A
IE I U At B 25 72 A 458 CTC, 438!
CTC i FHEA AT E R B B g Tk
BRI, 253 LI 3 26 CTC Fe Aty 278 Ry,
M J 2 W CTC 31 50=15.0 CTCs/2 mL 5%, |- iz 7Y
CTC i1%0=11.0 CTCs/2 mL i 1 4 fie (3 A 5% 7% 1

MR, RAEHR 100%, FEFEN 88.6%, HHXT
RS AT 1 T RO T8 CTC 314k, Horp 1
Bz R CTC J2 A= 77 30 ) 3 B0 <7 P PR 540 . 55
— TGRS 36.4% Y £ TRIE ok 1 e A Ta]
A CTC, HAEZMFEH, [ CTC A E
R CTC 5 M A7 AEmAb 675 g Ao Y o
2.4 BN (gene detection ) MK HEIA MR
DNA ( circulating tumor DNA, ctDNA ) J&—#fJG
MRS ISP DNA . 55 A R IShr A L,
CtDNA A5 i 458 /0 th BRAR FH 4, HL ctDNA 92 5 11
M, RN R BLR YRR O, A R, FEAR A
%) CTC 1Y & Th AT A 7E otDNA, R H 5 CTC
KRR AR A, LRI 75% 1RG0 e R s
HREINE] T ctDNA, 75 ey B4 i 5 3 ok Hh R4
M 48%, Ui B 3 K i ctDNA fEfE Xt bR 5 A 5
BICR B AR AL 2 7E PDAC 5 7 19 90 1k i
i, -2 AAFEESYS, BRI
FEPA (kirsten rat sarcoma viral oncogene, KRAS) |
W88 25 1 pS3 (tumor protein p53, TP53) . S
AR M T B 4 R 7 2A (ceycelin dependent
kinase inhibitor 2A, CDKN2A4) Fl SMAD4 5¢ A5 &
PDAC # W iy L K 245, 5 PDAC JiT A 3k [ 58 75
[ 50% LA R BRI s AL AR A
S B L KRAS NI 3L K TP53, TE2 73% 1Y
EEE RN 50% JOAE R B4 8 A g v 18 A A B4 g ik mp A
M| T KRAS 578 | 75T 70% (1 [ I g £ 35 o
KRAS 58755 TP53 SAF [ 424 o BF9E K B,
J R 98 IV 30 J 3 ctDNA HY KRAS 2848 5 (v S
EREST 1. TH&HE (P=0.001, 0.031) ,
T 3090 1139 58 25 ) KRAS AR S5 FE R 7 BEXI IR T
2%; ctDNA Kl Xof ik i IV 3 83 1912 W R A
9 83%, X 1 ~ AR R 735000 30% . 46% .
40% O L SCHRARIE, TESAAG T UL S RS 1 T Ao
B otDNA B KL R AE R &, R 78.3%; 1 H
FERAR A B E ML FR A P otDNA BAS H Ze i
BETEREEEENEE (41.0% vs 14.6%,
P=0.001) , ctDNA J& K& [l A8 s
S

3 BETE

AR T Be BRI BEANTR], A2 W R S
Wiz Mt Bsrs, MEaimskEn
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FERE, XA RS kAR RS AT RS T
fli, BETE—EFRRE L RRARAS ik ny Jm BRAE, $ i
PRIZ Wi 2SR R S

B PN 2 R 98 & B, ORIV CA19-9 BX &
VA R RS AR . BRPE R . R R IR =
S5 5 I D) BE 8 A1 12 W I I e 0 I AL 1 v A
FE . RO KRR R 96.15% . 96.88% .
95.65%, & T I CA19-9 B ph # I (43 51 N
78.21%. 71.88%. 82.61%) ' i fnzEq s )
W5 R, CEA. CA242 K CA19-9 B4 46 il ik A
I FEE R L S5 5 R B L B3 R B4 30 R 91.7%
F196.6%, i T2 Fabn e ill, BA7 8w il
RS, CRPAYERSAEH T, MRS &
AV GAEA I L M v A G = s ML AR &
fity 2 5P R, e B T B LT
WK 453z FH I i 2L R I & . CA19-9 K CRP £
i, 3 WHERE AR R R A% (83.7%,
36/43 ) BAL 1 8¢ 2 MEPRmRIANEE TR R (P<
0.05) , 1. 2. 34FEELFRWEL (P<0.05) ™,
TEFM AL A R BE PR RE 1 RBP4 ctDNA 1)
RYPEAH 41.0%, {HH 5 CEA F1 CA19-9 M L&
B T SRR, N 85.4%, KA CEA.
CA19-9 J ctDNA B4 & i3 m T ARz Wi
fe (AUC=0.755) , HA 66.7% B REE . 81.6%
4 S5 3 N 77.5% B o R T Wang 45 SR
FH ctDNA Hv KRAS 5875 S5 v FE PR Fr BEAS: TN e B 98
IV I 535 1 R U N 83%, 4R T A8 IA KRAS
ctDNA 5 CA19-9 [ALG 5, XM g A5 I ) i A4
RS T] 82%, FEFE N 81%, XTIV BFE T
RPEENEE =R T 89%.

ZIFIEUFSE, FELe 525 2E e B0 e s & At
KN ARACMAE TR Figeg A B A 5 I A e M
EEERS R MG, BERSFH TPl A 55 R 1 4 A2
W, FE4EAHADABERAREIE I BE B E RT3
LW ERRIE L XET CT R Al A R
FE %, M CA19-9=>150 U/mL. B B2 =3 cm
B s R SE R AN T VIR, & A T s e B
FERS I MR L, RATRIAT I BrR A A DY . — 10
W 1 423 5l PDAC SBE W48 1, 189 . RAT
CA19-9>192 U/mL. Jil & I8 H % >30 mm, A
HIT CT & BN PR b e s I s 1 e B 1 i a7
T PR 2, U T ST B T AR TR R AR R 80%,

5 BE R 50% 2 . Sakaguchi %5 ) ¥ CA19-9=
150 U/mL F1RE B A2 =30 mm 1 Ky F00 5245 2 v]
IR 23S FPEn] YIBR PDAC f5 2 77 78 1 e e B
Ry fabr s, Tt R R (A=
1, T=0) Fimfetr&iy (A=1, J&=0) 4H
PEOMAZR, MXFPESS R 1 RN 2 AR R T I B A
A, EEREEER NG R . R
IMES> 50 55% . 91% H1 96%.

4 N &

FAIE HATARTA BRI A 75 B, (HRIRE
IR IR, AY o B TR R IR R A i A & AT
TEAL RS o ARBTHESPEAL AR 0 1, R
ToieRe, WA BTl & BIRTTY T %, FFeEK
EUGENVHEENAUS, % CT. MRI, @~
G FEARN KR, IR RIS MR AW
Fr, ABXT TR BT . B8RS0 B ) Vs ke
AR FH AL T A A 32 b, Wiz
ANEEZA . PET 0] g 7 Bl (4 AR5 1% o A0 AR £
faf, 7E & PR IR A NEE RS FPEA 4= 5 g © g J 1 L
AR, SR T R RO A2 X R S s
J7 R G0 G R BT A AR, A SRR
FERAWIR ARG R, MIEREY . miRNA, CTC
S KA T BN R A RS IS W PR L T
MR . R ER, MIRE T YR A A
P AT 85 i i s £ IR s B B PR T R 1) e A 5641 3
h19.4% F127.9% 0 AT W, ARG R AR
AT B R I AL 5 A% 2 W R TAL RO AT 77
P E . BRI Y o0 A N 2 2 v T Il PR 9%
Bl WET 22BN, LA AR A
IRFEVIMBUHZR BT, U AL . LR ST
TP 2 55 0 45y vk o fe Ok B3, X gk —
AR AT R A8 AN T BBt i R R R I e 2 112
Wi BESRAIL TR HE AT S B
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