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FLMR R S A K B A S T R, R R A
PEFIEAHSCAE - EE N . AR 2019 4 2 BRI
1 FHEHE )% (global burden of diseases, GBD ) 43 #7.
2019 A3 [ 2 FL IR S0 BORSE T %73 531 0 36.84
JiF19.35 71+ 5 1990 4FAH L AT B g n s A 1990 4
F 2019 4 LM A9 506 3 B SE T2 A B B4R 40 ) B
T+ 4.68%.,2.16 %" . MR 2020 4F 42 BRow IE 5011 B
i (GLOBOCAN 2020) » ZL I Jig 149 37 % 9 1) K 22 i
it g o IRy 4 R R UL A AE 5 TR AR BR 230 T RHIE BT K
i B8] vh LR g R A R R R OB K e ) Y
25.84 00, Hovpeb [ 2o PR LR 5 18 %0, A S v [ R E
BRI SR B DO 6 5 L BRI R A R B K E SR T
JRA EAESET NECH 68.5 T1 6. 5 BIr A Lo A
SR AL T Y 15,565 A BFFE TN, £ 2040 47X
TN G AR 2 8 A L R 3 ) 4R B A
B E B4R 300 Z2 T80 B A 100 J1 ASETT . R WL
I 96 4 5 55 7 FE T A HL iR

B BVG I (neoadjuvant therapy, NAT) 635 #r
Bk JY (neoadjuvant chemotherapy, NAC) . 57 4 B
N3 IAI6 YT FIEE [ 36 97 45 . b L NAC RN e i T
2. ChEYUE 2 3L 2048 B 5 A (2024 4
RSO Y A B AT 09 FE 2 R R TR (R AR
FLAAR N 258 % . Wanders % iF 58 2 B, NAC Xt
o G S L IR IR T A R 65,000 ~95.0%, i B
5E 4 %% fft (pathological complete remission, PCR) J&
—ANSERAA T3 O G 9 TS AR AR, R R TR DI ER
PRAS e Ji % kb TC IR T M AR R LSBT R,

{EZ BA1:657000 = E, = /& MR i
SRR IE FhFEHE) 5610041 LHR . U1 K 24 A6 T I B
SERFCE PBE HA A B AR R

TEEB N N E996—) . %0, =~ 7 I8 AL AE e =
Ui, 3222 D50 i 5 L RR R AR 12 W TAE .
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ESTA AR 5 B A4 0T H (2021Y]0236)

LR TR s FT R B AL T s L F A 07 R
[HESZEE]) R445.2;R737.9 [X#FEEBY A

[XEHS]Y 1000-0313(2024)11-1537-08
FFR R (RIERS ) FRI2ES (OSID)

345 PCR M & Jo 9 A= A7 W (disease-free survival,
DES) il i A= f£ 1 (overall survival, OS) 8 7R 5¢ & 2% /i
(non-pathologic complete remission, non -PCR) i
O E R U AE = B R A HER2 A B3R .
PRt PCR Bl fwe ) vz F AR 2L IR NAC 97 8O AG Y
AR S R FLR R B NAC VR R A H
B s SR A AN B 500 1Y R A ik B PCRY™ . 55 4k,
NAC BYF7 R PPAL AT LLAE £ 25 1 P OF I 988 X036 97 1Y
TR B2, O 7T 48 3l R B2 2E S I S 0IR T 5 %8 AT
O L T e SR R R TS AR o AR AR, R
YA YAy L M0 A5 0 Al B AT 097 800 HAS PR AR R
VI LN e i

FL BT 922 3 48 Bh AL T Y TR IR T

FLNG I BT 0 B Ak 97 9T AL T A A PR AR vk
SR PR ARG A B L AR BT RO A A A A
HE” . NAC 7 #2297 0T An S % Miller-Payne 43
¢, E EBELAIT RIS MR A R R AR AR R R
Pt 1 AR R AT RS bR A T AR Ak 2 R
T AL T I il 96 A B R B A T R A <30 005 3 S R
AR T7 I b 96 240 1 % B B AR T TR 2 3006 ~ 902054 K
JEARALYT I MR A0 A R > > 90655 GR AR ALY
S R A M8 AT O, T R R DL R M e sk R . %
T NAC IR0 WAL L 38 7 4% Miller-Payne 1,2
MK NAC F 2% . Miller-Payne 3.4.5 & NAC
AR Herf Miller-Payne 5 444 PCR., 2 L AR 57 5l Bh
BRI R BEAR H AR, AR B oA A A PR AL LI NAC
Y7 R0 W e e H HL R B AE 58 B NAC JF AT
FARJG A RIRAG  ARAT 25 F 05 5 AS BB AE 7 40 Bl AT 1Y
aob R e R I AR TR O . A U S P A A
AR IEAL NAC (1997 &4, WA AT A Hh 300 1 8 3 i
BAEBRITT A ENER AT EH#EITEZRELZRN
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F T B 2 K A 00 R BR e CfF AL S L R M
22) RATFEZ R X L A \MRI & PET/CT 45
PG 2E R A ) 2 PR Al NAC 1997 R R 0 3 26 07 35 Y
PEAG MRS =5 25 % RECIST 45 8 b6 B bro 4t
B 5g A 2, BB kb 3l 58 4 B (complete
response, CR) ; H Fr i kb i £ B AR S0 R0 58 Fk 28 0 /> K
T 30 Yo Mk B 4 & fit (partial response, PR); H Fr¥F
b L2 Fe 1 AR SRS KT 20 06 5 B B0 KT 9 AR
NPSR HEE (progressive disease, PD) ; H #r i k5% K
B BB A 4 /MH A I PR AR e, 306 BT 3
{HAR A F] PD pRiEM N9 e o€ (stable disease,SD) .,
Hr CR.PR M NAC H %L, SD.PD #i 5 NAC J&
2. RECIST #5#E 3 ZE 458 b B2 oK PP Al NAC J&
TR A g B AR AR A T BE IR A BUR
FE 58 42 I W T A 07 3850 7 » 3o T 9 97 R0 AS I i s
IV 2% 1% 5 AN R AKX RE A5 A T I T B DL 2
PE AT 5T 4 T atE — A R ge B S . Rk, &

AR AL GV AS 7 ATy 2 H RTIE RH T B

FLIRIE 3T 48 B0 4L 97 O R 1R VT A

2022 4 v [ 30 B i B Bl B A o7 L o 3 RHE A SR
M FELER AR A TBRABS IR X &fd 3
B A% I PR 18 (magnetic resonance imaging, MRI) &
i &R B MK JZ B 5 (computed tomography,CT) , il
Tk PPA LR D Rkt | DX L S R RS DL L I S
PR A CFF Lt 25 5 28 U 4l B Ak 7 I 19 722 4k, DTG ] 42
PG NAC Y780 . Bt A SOt B i R & H 9
JURRSZAR 2K A D7 VR X FLIR I NAC B9 JT ROPFAG H (8
HEATERIR , DA T il 25 R A8 27 T i i AR 45 3 ) T R
TAEh IS,

FLRRE NAC 30 X BT

FLIR X B 52 2 LR e R R i ) A A 7
L BEE I TR AL S R R SN = 5 A/ sl
AL ., ©HEA S EHE S B ARR
A 5T A M PPk e 1 DRI I X A e e R UK
FRE T M S s 5 Ak ket 19 D8 285 0 43 A e 50 i H T W
FUIR R B E 19 NAC J7 RO . H A B 4 2R i g i 2%
ANV FE L ECP AR AT TE R 2 U U] iR R B i
AUERE Y S NACIRIT IR X 2R 5% 88 05 16 5 % 728 Y8
AR S P B AR T MRI 54k kD00, JF H B A X 45
A BRI SE 1 77 4. Yim 09 BF5E £ L NAC J5
BRCEG Ak 1 B2 5 B R X NAC 19 IR A %, NAC 3397
Ji s MRI 73 N 515 24 56 2 2% ff (radiology pathologic
complete remission, rPCR) &% Miller-Payne 43 %% & 5

Gty B Hh I 5 A D B £ 5 T MIRT 43 9%y 3 Jig
W5 Miller-Payne 73 %% 0 1 9% 19 Ik 978 45 1k 38 i 4 £
(P<C0.001,P=0.044), Weiss ZE W 58N N FR & 77
FE B TR Tb kLA T RE S e AR R R SR B AL, AN —
& I I A 2R A AE S LR IR BT A DALY S L RS ARkt
B 7 Al I AN 2 D T ARy T SR SR bR 55 A
Adrada 25U RGN NAC BTG X 46 & 1R 1Y 1Y
B AR B0 5 e AR R 4 /B PCR 54— B
JETCMGHE. FLIR X Gk At 5 i 815 B2 12 W fn i
FEIRYT M HAFAE WU 4 4 AN 3& T NAC B4
Wi IRE Y O BN AR B AL BT 22 06 T s bk 1 45
B 80, Rt FUBR B B X A A& X NAC J7 300F
WA —E R EE .,

B LR B2 RS R HR (digital breast tomo-
synthesis, DBT) il i £ 4> X L Wi J2 88 52 /b 7 4k
XoF 95 ek P FHE 5, XoF S R AR P I A Ak R sk 1 PE A
P08 0T, R AL X 2R A R A8 B2 5 3L AR Ak A
/R, DBT i W52 5% B o 8 & R H LR AR
FRIN S A i A8 Ak 4 3R 0 R IEAG NAC JiF 5 9 &t 1Y
AR B H W FLE A%, (B B R DBT X 2L iR 9
NAC 57 8 PFAl o {8 1 # 1E EL D, AN I8 75 3 — 2D R
s

X b 88 58 LR X 2R % ® (contrast enhanced
mammography, CEM) i & — K 5% 1l SRk g BIE
Lol 5 PG s 2 —FiopE 6 808 i ZL AR LR E R . CEM
5 MRI 2 Wi &% 6e A AL, AR AT LS s 5 kb 19 T8 805
BT LLPE A g B i R g AL . A RE B
AR R LR 12 W T SO Al T, CEML I HE )
5 MRI A, 5 E T MRIL HA# L MRT EAK,
B — AL HE 24 WS A Meta 23 3R, CEM 5
DCE-MRI HA [A] % 19 %5 5 22 . (0 CEM H AT 31 5 19 £
BREE L FE FL IR NAC Wy 24 A S [ 19 i
s, 7 CEM MR E H bmd bk 4 /sl H 5 kb X 8
WA N NAC ARE 5 2 %%, CEM WA E
Y JR R, an CEM. it H B s be 550 45 7T B -5 350
JRE CUN k9 %05 R A T MRI A9 £L
FE AR X FE 3R 2o B R BB 4% 52 CEM K &, CEM. Xt
LR NAC PR e ik 75 i — 2P A 98 AIE 52

FLAREE NAC 7 20048 /= A
FLBRE NAC B8 A AL T B A3 5 HUBE 75

7 1% 5 (contrast enhanced ultrasound, CEU) il # fi
FPE A 1% (ultrasound elastography, UE), #8 /5 &6 #
AT TOTRC P R AR T B R RN R A 2 R A L AN
&S AR A, B AT N AR Y LIRS A T B
WO AR R R W] R @ 2 W8 R O 2L
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NAC J7 850 1) BUBEEE R 76.40 % R S 66.60 % . [
PEFUNAE > 86.67 6 FAMETOM Ay 50 %0 . AH HE LR X
LR SR A A, B S PR AN NAC 5 o i K/ i
WERG B B E T MR 585 sk, 54,8
7 A B YA b I T IR B 45 6 NAC 9 g

FLAR CEU J& —Fl 28 1l A8 1 A 75 4 LU 571 9 46
BEA 7 W B VL5955 kb /N 1 TR B 38 B 08 22995 kT 1Y 1
TEHE AR O s FURBRE fb 7 1 R R A8 28 1 i AR A 1
BT e 4 i A8 1k, BT L CEU e 3L NAC JT 3L
PEAN 5 T EL A AR AR . CEU 2 1000 J=) 38 e 35 2L
Ji g 8 NAC 7 &0 78 T H (AUC 2k 0.748), i
AT 4T B2 NAC 7 800 R i EZ i [ 5, 24
CEU S8 254 Mg /v T 85 AUC Al 3k 0.84177
S5 R0 2 3% 5 A e, CEU I PE Ak 4 (B 4 5
5 MRI M EA Y, {H CEU % MRI B £35S0 5,
. CEU £ 3 i LR NAC J7 RO R 4 MRI
4 W PEAL T Bt

LM A 7 A BRGNP B A A
BB AL AR S IR BT U e R AR R R
AR Tz N T N FURR i NAC I7 %0 — FloRs:
B, AR, FUIRE AT NAC 6 A 8 1 )5 9 kL
B B %) U AR 2 B 7S PE AN L PCR A R 4 T 48 A5 s
Chang 55 W848 T Mg i 52 15 20 B8 19 THC
Rz [a) B A G M, W =18 (TN: ER —, PR —,
HER2—) I i ~F- ¥ 3 P {8 B &, @ 3 = T ER+
Rk, i HER2 -+ g 09 34 8 vk (6 & T ER+ Jib
o HAKT TN B8, Fernandes 555V fiff 55 £ W, 1 AR
SR AR AR T LTI S S i 3 L IR FE NAC IR97
2 AR IS 1 BN HL A AR e 1 R R R S L (G
AT fE T AR R I R X AR T R RN, PR R
ST B8R, UE 3F#r NAC 97 20 4% 5 8
83.3% AR E N 88.2 %4 . 1A Bik i AL PR K A P A NAC
FRRE S B 83.3 00, BURREE Ry 94.1 06 5 559 B S N P4
PR L3, UE M85 51AR T R o 2 35 ) 7, (A g kT
MRI; UE 5 MRI W Ff R #7535 974G NAC JP 8t A
W 2 — M (Kappa {H43 51 0.77.0.68) . & B UE #E
BF H PP AL R NAC 199720, Singh 457 B 5% 45 1
W, UE X 2LARE NACIRIT 2 A8 15 F 25 9 i AR
A B BURRFE Ry 76.9 %40, e S5 BE S 80 0 o B M I A Sy
80.1% ;5 Jo R N # AH LY . A BB # #E NAC IRYT 2 4
JEV I I 1) - S8 4 8 AR A TR s Rt F SR A UE /T H]
T FL A NAC 38T 2 AR R 97 k.

FLMRE NAC J7 R0 F I P T+ B2 2L AR 8 75 A6
xR LR Ay ) A PR B R A R T X A AN B
B HEAE I AN F AP IEM EAE, CEU K& UE 783
Aty L BRI B Bh AT o7 80 T S e R A R A A R B

B8R T — BOE D (E T R S BB R R R, R TR
i A R F R IR A e R R 3Kk ]

FUMR X 855 | 7L MR P A A X NAC /Y J7 8800F
Rk RPN PPV s € R i DU IS
M H 5B RNA —E 22 5% . T NAC 515 L4 4=
N AE e R A /IS 2 105 AR T g o A A A
S ) 5 1% B RE S e e L R g ek B S REIR 2 L BT K
e NAC J7 %0, PRI, 3l 285 4 5 % 26 IR 1R (dy-
namic contrast enhanced MRI, DCE-MRD) . §" # /il #¢
% (diffusion weighted imaging, DWD) | # 3t 9 I 1%
W% 1% ( magnetic resonance spectroscopic imaging.,
MRS) , Bt I it F % #% i AL Camide proton transfer
weighted, APTw) Fl#% % BU4R 55 T g B B AR Bl T £
b LT Tl R

FLBRE NAC fr 3 B #E L 4RI 4G

MRI ZH LU PR, HEA Z S8 . 275 £
J7 i K Ty e L AG S DL 3 ANMERT DL 2 1 BE L 2 05 s
e 2 1 1 100 o 3 T LA s R 1 R T AR OO R R L
BRGNS N . 5% MRI T, @1 T, WI.DWI #
DCE-MRI, & # £ it H ok 31 2L B o J 3 NAC 97
Y Hod DCE-MRI I DWT J2 £ 5 4 19 oA 4 7
. BHAET,MRI PR 19035 2 Bk 7L NAC
ITROVPAR 145 RS AR 2 A 2 ikl L 1ol 2L AR
NAC J5§ PCR B UERG %y 47 % ~T73 % , % #x 1 5% 4 968
KRR HER N 71 % ~100%57 , SR R X L
A5 A H . MIRT 3 # 5% A 95 A 00 v B0 1 5 5 L 6k 391 J2
e /IS B PEAR T ROV AL o SR A Y — B TR
fteesdd - DCE-MRILDWI DA K MRS A 52 3 %} fif 988 1
TR ML 8h 71 2 S A 2 T RE AR i ok A8 45 2y T
PEM L, MRI B 878 2 BF 55 & 8 0 V7 A 2L I 9
NAC J7 8L e AR 2R A ik,

DCE-MRI & 7L I MRI K6 2 i Fefbt 5 i 1
SFF—UOuF HG AR R RT 3R AR — 2R 8 % Sk S R R, T T
AT 428 7% TR 114 T I 10 % 4RI A IR AR A I L RE R
LT R A ek R 2 AR E L O i o A T B R /N AR Ak LA
TS g n AL B B i A8 Ak . ALY 25 K 2 2 i
T R i i A BEL L S A A 4 T R P R 4 i Bk
i IRBE T I8 23697 B Y W kE7E DCE BRI R
Sk 9 e 8 8 /RN (80 5 AL 9 984S, Bt DCE-MRI Af
PADEAS o 0 Ak 7 e it . Takayo 2605 fiff 58 2 0,
DCE-MRI % 5| i 8 % NAC 997 2 PE A 1 # E 5 ik
88.7 Y0 s VR A FE 45 R R DCE-MRI Xt 2L i
St NAC J7 ZCPF M 1 BH M F0000 A L B 1 o0 ul {1 | ek 8
JRE S B 8 1 (94,196 .83.0%6,94.1%6.83.3%0) .
I, DCE-MRI #3A > J& 0 LA NAC J7 3w R 1
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75 ¥, IE A BF 9% 4% DCE-MRI 1k Jy 3 K 15
NAC J7 8 1 ek A ik,

DWI i i U # &R £ (ADC) 3 S B 41 21 g 7k
Sy AR . DWI K2 ADC 3L T7 259 5| 2 4 21
L R B 1) A8 Ak v ORI Y R AR YY J5 ADC
(B 0 728 b3 B T R AR LAY 2R 4B, Pereira 25
WFFEF WA — AW NAC J5 ADC {428 1k B T ¥
G35 WAL TT RN, ADC BiCZR 2 5 i) 2 T ) B B 4 F
WA AL 4L, TR 3R ADC A 14 25 16 15 0Ok 38 5 e
IR ALY 25 7 %8 . HET. DWI © 8 F 55 /]
FH T 50 07 A7 2L R g 6 k04 Ak 7 R s DWIT B A
PR TCA AN X B A5 R A AR DA AR A kR
17, DWT 4R S Pk o B 1 L BH Pk 3000 =R | B 1 5
JEF 2 E T DCE-MRIV® , {H &2, %F T 3F b He s
R AR ADC (B 3 55 77 A 1 25 . He NAC I7 30T Al
HAER KB . 558, DWI 7778 5 32 W W iz
ST A5 PR DR A ) 43 R A AR A SR B

& N A H T i2 35 (intravoxel incoherent mo-
tion, IVIMD ¥ B AL B & 38 i 15 — R 5 b 3
AR 5 I VTR S AL DX 43 T R s R B 4 b e R K
Gy FTECREAE PP ARG BT I A A 8 DA B Ak i S
WBITHIIT R0 . Almutlaq &P BFR R W IVIM B i
S E 1 GHE T 43 B0 A IxDp Rz e 390 L 45 1l 37 175
L) B8 W0 2L AR g R — A R NAC iy s, 3
H Al H AR b 4 7778 3, TVIM 7] 8 & PE 48 DWI
2, AR NAC IPROTVAL th i B 8 D G Z 2 h
O K S B REAR BE— 505K

DEC-MRI 5 DWI 35 I & v 55 o i 1 07 4 L
988 NAC F97 80, LA K nT 8 25 2 v 3L I o o ¥ 6k
LW R PES Y, {H MRI WA — 26/ R . O
B MR 78 FLARFE NAC J7 8O A o N FH 3 T3
AL X 95 B 45 L ok 3%, MIRT AT 8K 77 78 /&5 il 19 7] fig
@MRI X NAC 7 RCTAG i 8 P 5 2L B8 19 5 F
BUA &, MRI X ER BHPE 9 NAC 97 80 0FAG 14 o i
KA HER2 FHYE K TN AR FM: O E Z KM
MRI g5 A5 25 23 1 B N ELUT AR L % . 73 4, Mat-
tingly R R AT R I FLIE MRI A BREHER
b T R bR L 2 PR 1 B B L D R AR AR B MIRT
I L8 35195 100 Sk S0 AR Y T T Rl e I 2 R

MRS & — Fh - TG ] 14 X0 2 76 4 41 2401 2 A= 9
AR AL B F AR AT I A U 2R R FLR MRS
R EE R T MRSCH-MRS) , 1E& P, #0525
Ry A P g B L LE A B RS AR A ] H-MIRS W
S MR R Y R AE M A B 2 B 2 A T
DU R . NAC A 20 BB A A AE 3R 97 0k
AL R IBAE S A oK - R B B H-MRS 7] DLAE

Bolan

252 NAC 1B # 1 R RV 48 45 . Winfield 550 i
FER I AEVEAG NAC 7 205 T , 8 iF MRS 7€ i 1K
AR I BRAR 3 7= 0 (Teho) A9 ¢ B A8 Ak HE 8 K /Y
A AL AU . MRS FE I IR _E 14 0 AT A7 AE S L, TR
HEA PSR BR A . — & T 38 4 R BT 4 8800
MRS /N kt (<1 cm) B M H A BR . —J& MRS %Z i
HB s, H Teho K i SRR R .

HE A B 1% (perfusion weighted imaging.,
PWD) & — B B8 A4 B kb v 9 145 0 A B il 3t 15 0 1)
D5 vk B3 M A — 2 i Y B ) A 2 R Cln Ry I 2%
e LI A L X gk s TR DA Rk i ] 2 Sk G A M
A A 20 il 3 HE R A . Osullivan %57 W58 3
B PWI af DAL EIEAS NAC A7 %50, D HERE 8 4 ik 3
B NAC J5 9k I 37 7 1 A0 28 A6 17 B0 . i HL X A8 1k
T M KRRk, B AT, PWTFE I PR B 2 1
SR 28 2R 0 A I, G B i L R i W S L ]
PWI £ 2L 99 7 TR AR A5 303z B F L 78 A 3L
Bgas NAC J7 8500 1 1 8 508 Bt PW 78 7L R
i NAC I7 ROt B (8 A 1 i — D BT

A 2522 Wi % % (chemical exchange saturation
transfer, CEST) f 4k mUR & —Fh or F U&7 6, &
3 A K - AR R B 2 A B U R I e R S
fl AR AL 33 T 7 AR A% B EG 3 58 AW (nuclearn over-
huaser effect, NOE)™, %0 K F i i 75 N IR A9
4y F BN Y B 2 (8] B AR RN L A T R R B 3R B PH
754k, BLE A T A6 0 d5ke 1000 o Lo 4 BT AR 3 A
16, BERE T 5 % AL (amide proton transfer weigh-
ted. APTw) 1% J& CEST Sif% i — Ff, Hoad s 30 [
HH 7K AT 5 0 SR U ] 4 5 B0 P 5 i 5 2 1 BT R 22 i
S o i N N NN Tl R A R L i I (= SRR
APTw AR B A5 5 5% B S W T i 93 40 it 384 5 oo 7% rp
o B 5 R A B g % AN . APTw-CEST-
MRI © 9 FH T Mg 12 W FIE T7 VAL - 3222 FH 1 i i g
g5, H Al APTW-CEST-MRI 1 #% JF % J T 3
BRI RFFEE 07 Krikken 45 2 B GE 9 1) 7L AR I i
A 10 AR R AR 5 — > NAC AW Z /i flz J5
JifEg t APTw {55 .10 Ak th A 6 Mk kEFE NAC
RITHT A APTw (55 22 5% A Ge it 8 L (P <<0.05),
Zhang % BESE & B APTw {5 5 58 3 R AK, & W N
NAC FEAR T Bk 0T 38 #2367 5 | 04 g
R B S . Dula S5 BF5R &5 R APTw {5
5 R ) AR Ak T BB AE 28 W A AR Ak 2R TN 3R T R
N5 R 7.0T MRI AT 4 5 APTw 8% 1R 97 B 1
BORAHEST B, APTw CEST % M4 4% T LA ok
AL FL R B NAC R IR eso
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FLBRE NAC 7 5H PET/CT %44
IE L 5 S5 U7 J2 04 /53 DL 2 2 1% (positron

emission tomography/computed tomography., PET/
CT) o — ] LUK fife 51 16145 F0 2 e IR #E A7 il &, ]
PLIR] i) WL 25 27 R B D RRAR S 10 70 T3 AR S A A
T3 . S P 9R 200 i 4 MO B R AN F- SR A 4 R 4
¥ (18 Fluoro-deoxy-glucose, ' F-FDG ) 45 5 983 975 &
AR AL L BT AT DU FL AR NAC 9 BOwi i
—J AL AR 1630 24 E 1 21 WA 5L Meta 43 B 3R
B, 1" F-FDG PET m PET/CT %Al NAC B
% S R g A TR A2 R A A A B 3 1 L A
1B, FF P BE ARV AT KU 4322 A Bl T A0 T A 1 R e
FOHE AR, WL T PET/CT 1
Meta 73 H7 vh 2R W, It % 3L B 98 768 Sl B Ak 9T7 1~2 4
JAL A 5 38 o W E8 1 F-FDG 1 5% B2 Ak, B T o i) 220 A
a7 (5 B 2% RN

FLAREE NAC T 2(H PET/MRI 14
TEHL T & B9 W )2 39 4/ 1 3 4k iR (positron e~

mission tomography /magnetic resonance imaging,
PET/MRD Al PCT/CT 24bl, J&— i 5 1 1R 5 i AR 44
AREHk A PET B9 AU D) GE £ 5ok B MRI
ik ) 2405 0 D RE HE R AR BARZE A L 3 T FLIRIE NAC
7 AR TIOIN Fr R R e T O L AT AR T 2L
fdE NAC g7t .

T PET/CT .PET/MRI & & 2% ] & 5%, PR 4l
PO FE I PR FLR 88 NAC I7 8O0 AG P76 b iy 73z 1
AT EHT R IR R XSt PET/CT 5 PET/MRI
Xt FLBRIEE NAC J7 88 T A {8 1) 412 38 . 75 25 Hr (A7
HE— LR

FLAREET B L T R AR B TG

AR 2E A 2012 4F R far 22 R 90N 51 1 IR AR
fR) B — Rl rT BB R 4 VR AR AR B AR R A S
1% - Tt 15 38 T B RURN 43 B UG B Hh Y SRR [ B
RE 8% VR B2 42 9 I 2 AR 00 S JTORRAES . IRk, 2 AR 4
0] DUAR LA M (5 02 W 905 S0 B IR TR
I 33 6 A SR VR R T 2 12 W L T80 ¢ T3 )5 1 5% 1%
Y2 R 48 SR UL SR BT, R4l = R4
f)EE AR XA B . CT.MRI 1 PET 45, Xt F
FLAR S NAC I7 &M AL . 8 F 52 18 2 ka2 O U2
M5 MRI, B, ASCHZE LR T A 5 MRI 32
5 20 2 % FL IR NAC I7 3 B PEAS M

i 75 5 15 2 2 % LR NAC B340 7 3wt
FEIRTESRL R Wy BEAH WS T 2 W AR A 24 F 5

DT MRI 2R 4 2 0 FLIRJE NAC J7 Ry P74l
A AT 2T RF ST LT NAC B AN 7 R o A &
PGl B TR JBE 2 ) AR AH A AR AL BB A TR IR T I 0t
FLIRE B F NAC 7 8T AR T, X5 NAC 2
N2 B R] R I PR R Y T % . ARE MRIEZARAH
SEWFFCIE B L B BETE T 28 2 e AR 2 i o ff 00 2L A R
NAC J& (49 3 5¢ 4 ) (PCR) L Il /0 8 5 A 221 12
Jr DY s RS I R W LT DCE-MRI #
ARAFLIE MRI AR H = A ACREAR I8 AL 97 1 b Bt i
PG A 7 A 1) 03000 3L A NAC 7 2, i g 2 ik A
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