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Research on radiomics in the prediction of molecular biological indicators and
molecular subtypes of breast cancer
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Abstract:Breast cancer is one of the most common malignant tumors in women. It has the highest incidence and mortality
among the cancers in women. Early precise diagnosis and treatment play a decisive role in improving patient prognosis.
The molecular classification system based on immunohistochemical detection has now become a key factor in formulating
clinical treatment sirategies. However, traditional pathological biopsy has limitations in application due to its invasive
characteristics. As an emerging field within imaging research, radiomics presents immense potential for predicting
molecular biological indicators and molecular subtyping. This article reviews research progress on radiomics based on
different imaging modalities for breast cancer molecular biomarkers and molecular subtyping.
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AR BC 15 A H 2 e B &R, i s 45 BC I
RIS 2L BRI B 1 B AR 4 St. Gallen Consensus
Conference 2013" 22 3, J&5 3CI BCHiE N S #4311
7. Luminal A% Luminal B HER-2 B4 %Y . Luminal B
HER-2 FHM: A HER-2 & SRR = [JIME A ik,
HER-2 ik %35 BC 19 fiy 24 5 g $2 R 5 HER-2 [f]
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2.2.1 =N HFHF IR X ZEIE R (Full-field
digital mammography, FFDM) FFDM iz i F
T BC i A (1 AR B, 7RI 534055 Ak Ty T BT
FARF, AR BEIE  R A E BRI E X
L EUR S 53 F W AR bR B ARG, b = B3
Ji% 9% (Triple-negative breast cancer, TNBC ) 19 7 lll %%
REJL MZE . Ma W AR B F LR X 48
— 44 —

PRI 39 A 0E 1 S AR L A R A It A /N e %
W 4 AT 17 F013%E 555 T (Least absolute shrinkage and
selection operator, LASSO ) J5 k16 45 Tyl 4= 1 7 T 0]
TNBC iX F 43 F W 8 (1) 32 30 # T4 F#1E (Receiver
operating characteristic, ROC) i £& 19 il 28 T i FX
(Area under the curve, AUC) iK% 0. 865, 5 — i
FE 3 i $E W 396 R AR 2L~ A4 1 TNBC B A
B, AUCIE 0. 84 X BERFFE R W, 5L T FFDM [4]
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2.2.2 # F I BR B E | % (Digital breast
tomosynthesis, DBT) /X4 FFDM 2 ) 2 . H F
BC i A5 , (H A7 75 B 0 0 RHR &, JUH X T30 A
FUIRAY BCHL R EAK . /E8 FFDM i £h 5T, DBT &
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— i i DBT & 1 1Y FL R X 2k 4% 5% (Synthesized
mammography , SM) $& U AZ ¢ AE -4y 2 FU i A5 74
XPAS[R] S A %) BC A7 0, v Sk B2 67 B A5 P b
ALY AR AE T TNBC  HER-2 Il Luminal 7. fisf
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DM £ 22 X 38 F5AE i Luminal A/B V7 5 1iF 45 AUC
G393k 0. 773 F10. 807, F5 A WFFE™ 3 i JA AR
S HER-2 235 1 i A (40 1E 4R AUC=0. 850),
i DBT 2245 BE SEAR 2“7 i i PR I T 77

2.2.3 Xt Lb R F IR X & B &
enhanced mammography, CEM )/3F bt 1% 53 8 iE 2
BR X £ 18 % (Contrast enhanced energy spectrum
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HER-2 FH#E [ TNBC) UG5, 7£ ER 5 PR TI0I AT
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2.3 EHTF#B7E (Ultrasound, US) & F R H
(Breast ultrasound , BUS) B % LA =T 48 I %2 4 A%
BAS AR FE R AT A SRR A A FLIR
Jib B AS U FTZ W b AN 0] A R AR 2 T H

2.3.1 ETFIBREBAE BUSRE—FZMAEHIH
AR R EL AR 38 1R O AR Ak B K R ) AT 4
Bro BEAEME ST 24 IR Hi 8 5 52 18 7 FRAE R 7 BC
(53 F A HER-2 %3k (Ki-67 ik, Wu J 45
FE 5 B FE PR ORI A 2 R AL S R AL A1
43 (Radscore) , A I R R A1 4 ST 1) 51) 4% Pl A5 700 %o
G343 R S0 A% R O TR — I R AL, H
Radscore Bl 37 Wi RE ) 5 51 £k Wl b4 22 57 T 48 112
FX(P>0.05) , FHHBA K &N RE. i —
B R B, B T JRL R 7S 2H 2R REAE A] i Ki-67 3R
IR PN G E A AUC $2 5, FLrP /e 98 J8 10 mm (1)
AR B 5 AUC | =, oM 0. 787 {EAS 1
B BEE M KNS IR S F SR &= %
& (Hormone receptor, HR) T A4 AE , Wu J 428 JK
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T HR 2235 , HR B E4E AUC 35 0. 822, M BB A -
DIREFFIE AL A IR IR S o Rl kg R B, /5 52
R 22K A 22 YRR A T Ol LB 51 3 BB DF
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2.3.2 E-FxtLbigsaE =& % (Contrast-enhanced
ultrasound images, CEUS) CEUS £ BC 2 Wi
fiE P 1L o eg 19 3 285 1 E AR B DL MO S By e IR
WIEIX, B 2 R Wi e R P , CEUS S 18 41 2~ R 1iE
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2.4 E F #; HE R B & (Magnetic resonance
imaging, MRI) & MRI A HALNHLER £
SHRAG R S TCAZR AE R HER R Rk
1§ BB RR S L3, U H R EBURIZ I8 b e84
B Rech s Reny ) AP

2.4.1 FABEIRRE FEEBNEULE (Diffusion
weighted imaging, DW 1) &8 24k Ifgd 7K 479 #50%%
BB, Sy L I8 4 43 B 10 00 4 4L T g 52 AR AR
i WFFE R, FE TR b DWI 5 ADC BIE & 41
ENE KL, T 4340 0 A4 E R Rl 0 0. 9, Ni M
ST — RS T1-DCE  T2WI M2 ADC £ 45 MRI
FRIE , FEF AR AR HT , FH 6 R AILAR 4 ) 43 JE AR R4
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HAE BE I (1 Sz 18] 3 25 [BH 53 BT, 257 Nomogram .
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ADC-map FRF7E B E4E AUC 34 0. 826, 1 i 75 11 R
FRIE )G AUC H2TH % 0. 868, 1IE 55 22 4 J& K4 Py [l ]
AL B RE . 53— T 52 A R AR A 6 75 2 MRT
T A5 ) ik Jgd e K42 M ADC {5 Nomogram , B Wi Ji&
X HER-2 A4 T 8 1.

FEIR JEV AR J7 10, Li C 553 T 2 X 3 DWI M
ADC $71F B Radscore , 31 25 4 1l IR K Z PEAL BC )
HER-2 ik, 459 WoR, AUC TE I 24 K 0 iE 543
H1240. 860.,0. 790, #5 H— X SRR Wk 2 P2 7, $R
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(1R A, e e ) o7 5 90 SR K I B A R G .
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G BRI A i 22 D0 e 437 F P 2 BR A A
TR T H s R LASR T8 K b 2 DL 3K
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45 —



W BB R iR

2026 4E

2 2 7E FL R TC R o3 1 o3 BU DAl eb i il R 8 ]
W,
2.4.2 B 18 5E ®E £ R K 1R (Dynamically
enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-MRI )

DCE-MRIi# it JCRIPFAli g 13 5 ) 2R ik,
FLIIE 537 50 B TR0 i A3 o AR A, A ] 4 i g AH
HIAR A FFRAE B 22 S A . Leithner D %517
R I DCE-MRI ¥ 39 P18 B BUR) 52 AR AL 2 A T A
BC &2 (AARAS F 3 AU 7 T A2 Wik g L 45 21
R B TR A R 1 S SR AT E I SR AR
TH A B 2 T 0. 8, Hord, Luminal BV AY 5 HoAth
ARSI XA PERE L St , AT R S HAE R b
FOH B R SO S U R A G . i —
& HE 47 A ER 5 UE , & B Luminal A 5 Luminal B,
Luminal B 5 = [J1 94 ZL B 6 %) 56 0k o o B2 55 01
0.794.0. 771, R W] B b £ 1) 52 A5 20~ A 20 HL AT —
FERIZALRE S . Huang T4 JEF DCE-MRI 25—}
FG 1 B AG A 2 R A, FH F R B4 51 Luminal 7
534E Luminal %Y BC , HASE B 7E Y1 25 4 A i 42 i
AUCAH M1 0. 86 F10. 80, B W% WG S 514
AR [RI R BT B S0 RE T o SR T Huang G
SR LT ) U R B A GRS ARRRAE , K R
FE IR 4 IR R A R i 22 TE U PEBE |, SEIR
5 I A 0T W I 0 B 0 RH L, 33k 2 BH A [
BIA M BRI AL S BA (R, (EAR
I, B 288 S 400] i 25 48 T 10000 2% g
Feng S %% 3£ F DCE-MRI 45 U €114 1 ADC (1) 4>
e DX 5 A 2H 2 AR S0 BC A8 3 1Y Ki-67 AR,
TEYIZRAE S B ESE Y AUC 4354 0. 839.0. 795, 53
A W5 EE T DWIEK S DCE-MRI £ = # EMQ 2 B
SR SRR R AR T T 7L RS HER-2 K01k
SBRE R 2R IITEIN ZR4E P Y AUC (B A 3
0. 843, KW Z J5 51| MRS AR 20 2% Rk [543 #7 fig
iy W T AU PERE R T Z SRR A e
P 53 B VA TP B AN

S8 s AR A N 1 S B R S AT R D H 4R

ZF K . Braman N 45 i £ WP AFFEIESE , BR
A 908 N 8 JEVRRAIE B HE R -2 50 5 250 7 /50 6 1
AUC ik 0. 69, 55 B — X Ik AR 1E 8 3 L . Zhong S
A5 UHE T R TR R AE T ER/PROIRAS (19 56 TE 4 AUC
43504 0. 763 F10. 833, #E — A5 3¢ Ho il R AL A
fH. Li CE YRI5 )75 5 Braman N 55240,
— 46 —

—IFA T Ki-67 BT, 2558 WoR A IFRE R
JE B9 AUC $ill HER-2 . Ki-67 4351 4 0. 713.0. 749,
R T WG A RFE S BV 1], Zhang S 55 98 A 08
T A A 968 J) 1 20 2 R T 43743 7Y, B 20497 T
6 mm AE SRy Fe AR R DI, 1 0 HER-2 & S R
T AR JE S R 8 mm. AT AMER K UE S AUC
439740, 791.0. 707 0. 852, 1% ke 40 1 A AT A,
TE I IR 52 Mk M ml S b A B/ R ek 7 o
Feng S 255 R EU T DCE-MRI A 6] #9944 A4 58 AL 4% R
56 JEE A IR DX R 4 3K i i S il
FH LR AR S 26 4% 5 Luminal 432840 56 (9057 [ 2
£ 5 Radscore . HER-2 3¢ 1A 1f I, 1 i 983 4H 41 = 4y
Po LK Im R LA K 5 Radscore M 45 & 251
Nomogram , 15 i} 1% Nomogram HE 1% JC A1 14 H [X 43
Luminal 1 BC, Ffi & W5 IR A R4 AR K& e, Rkl
I 7E MRISZAG 41 80 0 SR 3% A o 22 48 5 i 4L
P, A BC 1y o3 B A S ER AL T 22 55 B
25 m-BBMEEEMERETFELASHEAM
(Fluorine-18 fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission
tomography,"F-FDG PET) "F-FDG PET i1 &1k
i A 1, Ry LRI A3 S TP DA S AL T
RESZ 184K

Chen Y £ 38 1 454 PET/CT il BCHER-2 1Y
F3h , 7E Xgboost 73 F i M ACR Fc 4t , Y 2k 8 A g ik
B AUC 34 0. 76 F10. 72, Liu J 55555 5 £
O BRI A 2SR PETICT FRAE , IE SIS HRAE AT 5
FARTE K5 . Umutlu L5328 I FL IR *F-FDG
PET/MRI [R]E B4 P ERE 45 Luminal A il Luminal B
I3 RIEY AUC 535 0. 98, JR B0 s B i 43 BERE 1 . 1
4h,Romeo V 55 B4 PET AR S 405 ADC (B #
1Y) TNBC T3 I 454 Y 55 3E£E AUC 3k 0. 887, i — 2041
ST 5y W R T A A B 3 S A R ANALIE T
PET 5215 41 2 75 L Bt 98 A8 5 0T 1k A B v 99 i R
Prfl, ARG HER T DR Bt T 2 4 A W br ik
XHFo

3 INEERE

SR FAE T BC 4343 T R B R
W7o AT IZAE X ZEHEE GBS  MRILPET 45 Z F
AR SR AT BN | I = R0 Ak BN 43 B R e Y
1G5, 76 IO B 25 I 22 [ 10 BC 1R E 73
A AT k2 X R ARG A AR . 45 S Pl
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