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3 BN AL B 45 38 X3 B 7R 2
Xt AE B3R AL FLAR IS 4 T X B T 52
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(REWMAREBCHR AR ARFE 523000)

WE:BH BRI DWI ADC X HE b Hesi b 2L o0 T 4 BUS B IR IR FT 97 7 RABUUKIE . A% S A 8UR B
WESE I 46 1) 55 N A7 98 (DCIS) Al 58 1= M 5 45 98 (IDC) 4T MRI F-49 . DWI A1 2h 25 38 58 45 1 . 35 322 90 O JE i He oAb d s 4%
4 5B 43 DCIS F IDC 2 4, AR 45 5 922 20 £ Ak~ Jib 988 200 M 43 - 3R 3K 28 Y, 6 20 P9 8% A 2 7547 O Luminal A B Luminal B B I3k
Luminal #, F b=0 s/mm® I b=2800 s/mm?* 4 i ADC [, Ml f% fft 98 5E 5 36 40 19 ADC A . XF 1E % 2L IR i 44 . DCIS Hl IDC
ADC {8 , £ 41 AN [R] 43 F- 28 8 g 41 2L ADC {i B 41 18] [R) 28 437 25 280 b g 41 20 ADC HEA7 He e, WS 48 i) ADC HEH &
EMZERWLH ROC L. A HigWiskng, &R W& E% Rk ROI 104 4,46 #i DCIS i & ROT 4t 86 4, 58 £ IDC il &
ROI 4t 115 4>, H ADC {43515 (1.7740.27) mm?/s.(1.0820.14) mm?/s 1(0.8940.15) mm?/s,3 HEHEA B FEMH LR, DCIS
H1, Luminal A % Luminal B # Fl4E Luminal % ADC &K 4 (1.1140.15) mm?/s,(1.044-0.13) mm?*/s FI(1.044-0.13) mm?*/s,
St LR EMEZ R, IDC H Luminal A % Luminal B B F19E Luminal %) ADC {EAK YK K (0.95+0.19) mm®/s.(0.8740.13) mm?®/s
M(0.84420.15) mm? /s, G0 A B EMLZER, DCIS 5 IDC 2 4 [ [ 43 T B i i ADC (4 B3R %R, £ ROC il
L4 B L IDC 3 b 4r T2 ADC B AUC 43 %18 0.561.,0.632 Fi1 0.520 U PEH >81% (B S H K, &8 IDC 4l ADC
{H Luminal A BB %5 T Luminal B A, 3 Luminal B &K . DCIS A A9 Luminal A & Luminal B B Ff14E Luminal % ADC {8 %)
B 88 = T IDC M AE R 43 F 287, 0 ADC fH B I B ZL IR 73 F 2R BLIN A5 B R I R 13T V8 7 7 2 S BEAK % .

SRR - FL AR g < AR B BSR AL s BT OISR s R WY IR AL
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The study of apparent diffusion coefficient in molecular subtype of nonmass enhanced breast cancer
Z0U Yujian ,ZHENG Xiaolin ,FAN Xianmiao,LI Yan,LIU Bihua

(Department of Radiology ,Dongguan People’s Hospital ,Dongguan 523000,China)

Abstract: Objective To evaluate values of ADC of DWI in molecular subtype of nonmass enhanced breast cancer and provide reference
for clinical therapeutic plan.Methods Nonmass enhanced breast cancer including 46 cases of ductal carcinoma in situ (DCIS) and 58
cases of invasive ductal cancer (IDC) were proved by histopathology and experienced MRI of routine sequence, DWI and dynamic enhancement. All
the patients were divided into both groups,DCIS group and IDC group. According to immunohistochemical characteristic, molecular subytpes,l.uminal
A,Luminal B and non-Luminal were further grouped in each group.The ADC values of lesions were measured on ADC maps of b=0 s/mm” and
b=800 s/mm?.The ADC values of normal breast gland, DCIS and IDC,of molecular subtype internal each group,of same molecular
subtype between groups were statistically compared.If the data had marked difference,ROC curve of ADC values were drew for testing the efficacy
diagnosis.Results The ROI measured were 104 positions in normal glands,86 in DCIS and 115 in IDC in which the ADC were respectively
(1.7740.27) mm*/s,(1.084+0.14) mm*/s and (0.894+0.15) mm?*/s that had statistical difference. The ADC values of Luminal A,
Luminal B and non-Luminal in DCIS were respectively (1.1140.15) mm®/s,(1.0420.13) mm®/s and (1.044-0.13) mm®/s that hadn’t statistical
difference. The ADC values of Luminal A,Luminal B and non-Luminal in IDC were respectively (0.95+0.19) mm?*/s,(0.87+0.13) mm®/s and
(0.8440.15) mm?/s that had statistical difference. The ADC values had statistical difference in same molecular subtype between
DCIS and IDC.In analysis of ROC of IDC, AUC of ADC values were respectively 0.561,0.632 and 0.520, their sensitivity=>81% , but
specificity was lower.Conclusion The ADC values of IDC in Luminal A was marked higher than Luminal B and ADC values of non-

Luminal was lowest.The ADC values of Luminal A,Luminal B and non-Luminal in DCIS were higher than corresponding molecular

subtype of IDC that means ADC values could indicate molecular
EZEB A AR ERA97TI— ) I T RAEAME NN AR, EEEW. subtype information of breast cancer and provide reference for
5875 1)« FLIR B B O il 2 905 3% 1532 W clinical therapeutic plan.
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FLIRIEETE MR 3858 599 v 29 2500 2 B R b B i
s G313 BUR B 5 4 2427 1) M VBR324 (estrogen
receptor, ER) 2234 & 32 & (pregnant receptor, PR) }
AN E R 4K N 73 & Chuman epidermal growth receptor
2, Her-2) i) 2 35 e B2 A1 240 1l 73 2445 B (Ki-67) 17 73 L
M, Hed ER.PR FHMEH 4R Luminal %1, 2 i AR
PEILRN o> F I FR R FHIE 930 Luminal A Z4H1 Luminal B
#1;ER.PR BEE M AE Lumnal B2, i B 32 23 125 81
PETEVRYT I B AL A T B e . DWI B
W 35 A 2H A A K 3 5 A HBORR 32 D () 42 e ek 2H 2L Y
AW R S 22 A ORI I R N H TR S B AR 9 0 12 B
HAREEME., ADC HAE &= ALH LUK 9 2 R
MRREE 5 A0 B A B AR 2 A R A O, A
W5 RSB 5 40 M o A TR B RN B R B — € 1Y
FHOGHEST . AR SO 104 {5 3L B 68 (¥ MIRT 3 A7 [ i 44
IIHT RV 6] 43 7 28 B A R i e si AL FL IR DWI Y
ADC {H W47 HE B & B AFTE 22 51k

1 &RSHE

1.1 IGIR%ERE $EHL 2014 4F 1 H % 2017 4F 10 A A&
Bei2 A B9 FLIR R L 135 1 2006 B 4 41 2R E 52 3L
Wi AT FLAR MR V45 + 2 253 5 A5 A 28 30 A ik B
FESRAL R E . BT A R WG A AR DE R A I B AR
PZE LA, B Lot FE IR IR RN ALk
T A Y L K JERAS 3  fih S 235 i B 5 3 40 PR &
PRFL IR AE . 99 AR UE A - MRT 2 Bl AE fib B A 58 1k
WS S BI2 WG L 1512 HRAT IR 7 BT fa] oAb kb P
RN SRR A 4L EEIE 104 ], BHAKH S
& N JE A9 (ductal carcinoma in situ, DCIS) 57 i ,11
161 DAIE 5 W) 53k €2 48] D6 A7 98 4 03] 5 O &8 4 B A 3 A A
S FL R 1 ) MRT R & 3 A s 4 L3 4] MRI
TN L e 5 40 DWT [ AQ AR, i DL o ff ) &
ADCH) WA FEE 46 ] AE S 30~75 %, P34 (48.41 =
10.03) % 5 A48 for T 2 0 FL R 23 1), A5 ) 3L A 23 461 5
RIEPE S8 JE (invasive ductal cancer, IDC) 78 i, ]
% 20 1 (2 {5155 2K WY A 2 5 A 2 Wi o L 1 4610 A0 S
I L 5 7 A% %) 5 B2 T L IR PN AR 92 B AS B A L 2
i 22 B Jey kb /N kb B2 6 451 DW LGRS ¥ LA
B & ADC fH .4 ] %32 204300 B 35 3 Bk 2k 05 Bl R AT
G REH LU 2 A5 & 58 B, 4F % 25~ 68
% P H)(44.3610.13) %, 99 2 A0 F 22 FL AR 25
Fi i FLAR 33 .

1.2 MRIK#  FLEE MRI K261 3.0T MRI #1 4%
X (Verio, SIEMENS 72 ] 4 7)) FLFL i % FHAH 45 4 42

P, BRI EM UL A AR T R, 2L Sk A TR P R
Lo HH N T, WL [ B [ (spin echo T, weighted
imaging,SE T, WD) —+ ig ijj #il #il (fat-suppressed, FS)
Wiz, DWI,SE - I [a] i il 47, 45 4 5 51 #0152 88
TR 7 100 ms, TE 95 ms,FOV 360 mm X 360 mm, %
M 128 X190, 0 ¥4 1.2 mm, 28 4 mm, 2 [ N2
JEEAR 50 % 308 1L,NEX 1,b {84 0,500 1 800 s/ mm’,
WL b{EF 0 s/mm’® 1 800 s/mm?* H zl4: i ADC
&, ShZSH R ] =4k T, WI-FS P/ £ BE Pt A7 B
B Il fd F MRT 4 JH 3 i 4 5 28 0 # Dk i A% Fe )
CELFR MR 8 e, 18 3w A /1 A4E 77, i 28 0.15 mmol/kg
W RN 3~4 mL/s, 10 A8 3R 5l = 4k
T, WIES s/ B PR 6 B2 19135, Bl 7. TR 8.75 ms,
TE 4.21 ms,FOV 350 mm X300 mm, %H [F 256 X 256,
R 0.8 mm,.FA 15°, 28 4 mm, ZHEIE N ZEER
50% P EL 1, NEX 1, 4 1f[E] 75 s,

1.3 FEGWEERMT B2 A0SR A4 (43 5 N
FLAE MRI2W7 5 4F A1 10 4F) 76 A8 H12 W 25 5L 19 18 0
gL, (1) $ M BI-RADS Fifth Edition™ # % , L) 8]
AR b B sl Ak 28 B, (2) LA BR W8 kil MRT 38 BE
CREE R A A SE R =407 e KA ) . ()il &
ADC 1 : 2% T, WI F1 DWI, 3% 5 9% 78 52 5 g I 5
£ » £ DWI s HL ROT, DI & & 1 1 7 L& F ADC
Bl E SR ROT 0 R T 28 52 B (B 1A~O) .,
1.4 JRIRSHT X ERAR AR AR HEAL AL BT, By 2 fLdR
FEREE A G SN B2 W 5 4R F 10 48 AT 12 .
WLEE T A=A L AS 0 0] 1 g 240 2 Vi 28] 1 G i BT 5
R ASER & L2 Wi DCIS, i 40 i 12 50 28 5
548 N RIZL IR 8] BT 23 L 12 72 TDC,

FRAS 947 G P58 20 24k 2% ff 2 b 98 1 43 - 25 U, T3
H% ER.PR & Her-2 )% AFE B Ki-67 H4r L.
Hrp Her-2 2 0 HWAMER KL  Her-2 H+1 il +2 &
HE— 203 3 B PR 1 A O B PR ST P Her-2 Ry
+3 #F B,

FUMR I 19 2 7 28 B 4y B AR MY . Luminal A #Y,
ER/PR B H PR & 3£ ik (>20%) . HER-2 A, Ki-67
35 (<{14%), Luminal B %, ER/PR i %, HER-2 [f]
P, H Ki-67 @35 (>14 %) 3 PR KR (<<20%0),
4 Her-2 P15 ; ER/PR FAYE, HER-2 BH % . AT o]
AR Ki-67. 8tk Her-2 BHMEW A, 4 Luminal %4,
ER #1 PR ¥ B HER-2 FH1E .

1.5 BESAMGITE00 AL 2 A
TS B2 AR I 4 ) ADC B ) — Bohk .

8 A 6] 43 726 A1 DCIS A1 IDC (9 7E MR 3 55

SO o i o1 N oo A R = o NI (o
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Rkl 8 d H chi-square %, % P<0.05 A 41t
RS, TR R G145 DCIS #1IDC 2 K4, 5415
4 Luminal A B . Luminal B B F14E Luminal B, L%
FHNAR 7RI ADC WM 25 L 2 H
(] A0 [A] 4 F 2 UL iR g ADC {8 1 22 5, 3 A [R] 1 i
FHER R 2 TJ7 225001 2 20 0] 1 L 3 Bl ST FE AR ¢ A6 55
W P<<0.05 AGITFME X, KRR EA BT

5,221 ROC £ 5 AUC, AR B K 298 45 4L
M &S EHENIZ W8 6E . SPSS 13.0 A T
PLEgiit e ab i,

2 #R

2 A8 MY AEIE R AL CZEA D (RN ILER 1, 7T I
DCIS W44 & T IDC, ik 722 19 53 A 3 L 00 6 45 )=
KE P T B XS L 2 X L TR A AL L
SRV BRI 2, DCIS 5 7228 43 A7 0 ] Jag BR o Jag kb
FAY BEG A8 1 50 2 T 1DC; IDC 43 A i Bl ik i, X 45k
PE 2 B R 8 P B E 2 T DCIS., 78 2 419
R AT R AR A B 3 25 . DCIS 41 N9 72 43 A1
BIETC W 25 M 25 55 IDC 19 AN [ 43 28 B 19 43 A7 R AIE
HAREWERGFE D,

HEHEAH DG o3 Hr, 2 L W Z B 1) b =0.89. A &
BE —2E . 46 61 DCIS, U & ROT 86 4>, - ADC

(£ 3),

DCIS 2r FAIA N ADC L E 2 7. 1IDC
SFFRBA N ADCER B &2 5. DCIS ADC fH
¥ IDC(E 4,

PLIDC 41 N 4y F 25 1 S dr 1 22 il ADC fE 1Y
ROC, BPELAH A AT — 73 726 80 ADC {HAE MAniE S
HAb#47 L, B 3] Luminal A & Luminal B B f1dE
Lumnal % AUC 2 0.651, 0.632 F11 0.520 (& 4,5) , Hi
Pi# ADC {H 12 B i U 3 > 81 % H AR 5 AL R
46 %5 Ja H M I X, {HLL Luminal A AR5 55 2 Fl
TR, AUC>50% (K 6), £ F L # 11)
AUC . 38580 oMU S USRS L& 5,

3 iTig

DWT J2 J W 7R 41 LK 43 F 3 BORE B 1 )7 91 7
MRI B9 12 Wi v % B A F B 1 I %) s L 42 v
S A0 A H RN B R 9T RO A . R AR A O R
ADC PRI B9 ADC {H B BAIK T 1E % 20 2Uf B PR
AR Tima 5844 ADC B ZL AR B A g 110 20 1 72 3
Gr R A5 R RGO R A g 9 ADC {5 B A
PEARTRS . 55 Mori %6 ADC {8 H - FL IR 98 1) Ki-67
P AH DGR 5T, 25 L2 W 8 B — 1 A DG L

fEM(1.084£0.14) mm?*/s, 4N Luminal A % 29 4~ £ 1 DCISFIDC R MG EREER
Luminal B %! 23 4~ ,4F Luminal & 34 4>, ADC {H#K X DCIS IDC Gt Pt
J3(1.11£0.15) mm’/s,(1.04£0.13) mm®/s FI(1.04+  fs 16 53
0.13) mm?*/s( 2A~C), 58 i IDC, & ROI 115 4k 48.41410.03  44.362-10.13 1=2.036 0.044
A FH ADC {849 (0.89+0.15) mm® /s, 4P Luminal A 2/ 410 Chi-square=6.250.10
7 30 4~ Luminal B % 66 4~.4F Luminal % 19 4~,3 41 22 23 23
ADC {EAR M (0.95+0.19) mm® /s, (0.8740.13) mm®/s jtfim” 20 5
AC0.84£0.15) mm®/s (B 3A~C). £ AR Tl B2 10.70+12.33 30.50+15.16 F=—3.912  0.00
BEIEH K 104 &b, P2 (1.7740.27) mm?® /s, IEH MijF 31.40+18.89 48.32421.65 F=—3.443  0.001
FLIRZH 21, DCIS Al IDC 19 ADC {6 B A W F M 2% 5 R4 30.65+17.85 48.87+23.43 F=—4.363  0.00
K2 2HRTREANFRAFFRENKREITEENGIE K chi-square R
S 4 4 41 [ 41
Z\\ ZE* T s RERE WEEE OMEE ZEEE S Cmqui i PE Chiw'; o '{;
Luminal A 16 1 7 4 3 1
DCIS  Luminal B 15 2 8 2 3 0 13.54 0.035
4k Luminal 17 0 5 3 7 2
22.75 0.00
Luminal A 16 0 2 5 6 3 18.97 0.01
IDC  Luminal B 32 0 3 11 14 1
4k Luminal 10 1 1 3 2 3

1 :DCIS 5 IDC 2 41 1A]555 45 434 10 B 4 55 B8 e 25 5, P =0.00<C0.05, DCIS. IDC 41 N A8 43 A i A B EPE 2 H . P=0.001<0.05
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*3 FBEEBRMEMDCIS.IDCW ADCEERERZRAELIMER

1EH B AR DCIS IDC FEFHRERME A EFEPME  FE P 1A
=% H 104 86 115
ADC fli (mm?/s) 1.7740.27 1.08+0.14 0.8940.15 25.13 0.00 590.96  0.00

T 7 22 S PERE 0 48 R O J7 28 5% T 22 0 BT 8 R U 2R SR LT 9 4 2R

%4 DCISFIIDC - FHEMW ADCERARNMABEM S FEE ADC ERLLRER

Luminal A Luminal B 4F Luminal J5 &SR I E FESFEPE F {H P E
DCIS 1.11£0.15 1.04£0.13 1.0940.14 0.235 0.791 1.646 0.199
IDC 0.9540.19 0.8740.13 0.8440.15 1.120 0.302 3.102 0.046
t 18 3.658 5.236 5.994
P & 0.001 0.00 0.00

W BPESCAHE N ADC B X4 B E RS . DCIS FH N LR EM 25 .IDC HNA B E 2%, Luminal B AlJE Luminal
Z I P {H=0.05, HAH B EEES . S N4EFEFS TR EEHER . WE B EEER

100F 100F
150 S
L R L - Sensitivity%
= 80 & 80 = —Identity%
= 60k = 6ok =100 — Identity%
= = .z —Sensitivity%
% 40 é 40 7 50 J—H
«» 20F « 201 &5 r
ok | ok " 0 50 100 150
0 20 40 60 8800 0 20 40 60 8800 100%-Specificity% G
100-Specificity 100-Specificity

IA~C #,30 % . AL IR IDC, Luminal B &, A.Jy DWI(b=800 s/mm?) , i R Mg 7 T ZLAR N G 5 B. 5 A W JE i ADC
& i Sk BE 48 S i ROT &b Co 5 A ) )23 1 8 3R 3 o, s B0 JE Bp Hesi Ak (85) B 2A~C  %.45 % . IFLAR DCIS, Luminal
AT, A DWI(b=2800 s/mm?*) , it 7~ Jig £ T ZLIR AT #8 (%) B. 5 A W2 9 ADC Bl 48 {5 5 AN 3557, i 3k fr 46 g il 1 ROI
Ab5CA5 A [RZ AR I 50, g 2 B0 AR et Ak (55) B 3A~C 4,33 %, A MFLAR IDC, Luminal B %, A4 DWI(b=800 s/mm?),
7R g oL T ZUARAMU (B 5B 5 A RZE A ADC B R AR5 5 AN 5], &7 3k frde il i ROT b C. 5 A [A])2 1 48 3R 3 5% , Il 2
Iy Al i e Ak (D 4 IDC Luminal A %! /Luminal B %! ADC {f ROC,AUC Jy 65.1%>50% 5 IDC Luminal A #/3E
Luminal & ADC { ROC,AUC ¥ 63.1% >50% 6 IDC Luminal A B 845 #E, 2 %] Luminal B Z F14E Luminal % ADC {#
ROC,AUC>50% . 375 ADC {H7E 4> T3 5 vh £ 7E 25 3

T A MRI 7R 2 W 3L IR B9 0 A (B AR SCIR B 30 A B DR LR AR TS RE TG B 1 ke E LR T
ADCHBE T 0 FLIR R AT 0 T2 BB AR W bm 0 BRI R TR
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% 5 ADC &3 IDC & F 4 B K12 b & &8

5y AUC ZIFIRE ADC {8 S ) AR U 00 Rt 0
Luminal A/Luminal B 0.651 0.284 8 <0.96 81.82 46.67
Luminal A/4E Luminal 0.632 0.282 1 <0.87 81.54 46.70
Luminal B/3E Luminal 0.520 1.954 <1.13 1.5 78.90

R E MR AR TR AR ADC H X H2 Wi fiE . Luminal A/ Luminal B #1 Luminal A/4E Luminal B AUC>50% , 6 &=

X, 1 Luminal B/4F Luminal i) AUC $£3% 50 % , T2 X

FLAR DCIS F1 IDC 2 ZL AR 8 h 2 i B S A,
o T B 8520 ~90%61), K 2 H 3L R 7E MRI
FEI R AR i B i AL B R AE L BOAR SC L MIRT 26 38 HE i
Pesg bk DCIS Al IDC S B8 % 52 . 3 4F 5k, 2L R 98 R
Je i B 4 BRI R R M BRAIR T o i B & R BT R,
PR TR A A I O B AR e 2L AR e e s AL Ak )
T BOR VAL AN Rk 5 K KU 5 8 5 XS [FR 9T
K. R B 4 F 28, Luminal A B — i H ik
T3 WA YT » Luminal B 75 452 52 9 43 W3R 97 ik
J7 . AE Luminal B XF PN 43 WA VA I7 AN B0 00 547 A6 57
Pt Her-2 36971 AR Bb Yoo Ak 3L R 88 2 A B — 4
PE b e B T8 AN HL O 905 A5, o8 8 TE R FL IR IR IR
FIURE 4120, HoAe MRT 4E SR 5 b i P4 308 4% 1F | AT &5
VIR L WA R FOIR AR AR S5 R L Ol TR R Y v
B 1 i T ) ADC B S 1T 8 Jz B fih Jeg 41 2, 26 5
i ADC H 19 J7 ¥ 2 %t 2L AR 98 I A A W 8 9 32647 0
F8, T FUMRIE MRI AE 3R 3% 1k B 5 Qe ) 58 7R 05 42 e hy
RO BB AR5 5 ¥ A o (e A AR E R 2
HEAT I 6

DIAS G20 95 AN 73 1 0 B R AT 4340 % ADC {H
e R, 452 I #4140 . DCIS #il IDC ) ADC {2
AW EMEZE R UL ADC A 68 2 #1 i 4 8U0 4 b iz
52 RTRE 5", DCIS 4 ADC WAt w3
P25, Rk DCST #EAS T 1@ 1 i i3 i 1 s A2, J
I AL 200 A 8 5 R R AR X T OE R L 2R U 22 S K
IR A A7 R AN LR 28 L i ADC E BB U1 Y S5 it ix
Serk N, (HAF R R AR gL g5 SR P AE IDC ) ADC
{HER T 5 DCSI BA 22 5740 fE 4 ) i #1225 B Luminal
A BT Luminal B &, Luminal B & T3E Luminal
BRSO E X i — 2 I ROC & #1753 .
Luminal A %/ Luminal B ZF1 Luminal A %!/4F Luminal
R AUC 43518 0.651 1 0.632 , UL =81 % (H 4%
S A% ; Luminal B B f1dE Luminal B ) ADC B
ROC 43 #7 JC % X, {H LI Luminal A % 4 5 1 k47
ROC 73 #7, 5 R BA 2 5 B A 45 . ADC X} 53+

KRR IZ B — & iz W6 . IDC H A8 5 DCST H A
AR S A AR ] 3k 4 22 S 3 IR 7 et 43 B S 45 m  4n
L S5 R e v R ARG KL TR AL 1R [ A A R
L AU R R ADC B B REAKEL A Hom BRI ) 2%
1500 3Rl ZEH X IDC 43 T2 81 ADC {45 5
PESEATHRVT . R BB R B 5 IR YT AR 2235 (Luminal
B % 4E Luminal %) i ADC {8 ik T 2 P 52 B A X%
# (Luminal A ), 38 & #F 58 % # A ADC {6 A B
1E R IDC 43+ 43 B To B AR 95, 7] T DCIS Fl
IDC [f] — 4 F JE B X 43, 0 I IR 3R 97 48 435 4K 4 .
MRI A &S50 F 2L g 43 43 L 7 1 0 AH OC i 18
45 ADC 5 Ki-67 4 2448 2 18] /9 AH C B 3
A5 1498 1009 B ) 2 S B0 FURRE 10 A AT A S
SiRA —EMIEIRE X, A ADC HH T4 48
HIWEFE , SCHERIR B D

[ 7 %t E Bk e 58 4k (9 DCIS Fil IDC 8 43 1 25 0
ADC {H#EAT 54, A SC 438 17 DCIS Al IDC /Y i
PRE R AN MRT B HAth 2 B, 45 51 & B0 DCIS 11 °F ¥ 4E
%5 T IDC, IDC 1Y 95 7228 43 A i [l &% R 4 1 K F
DCIS. DCIS F1 IDC H P #8454 L B A 22 51, Ho
DCIS AR 43 2 A N ERRHAE 180 5 SE 12 22 5 L T
IDC A7) 43 -2 7 1y 9 72 P8 3 A 11T 1 491 B30 L A Wl 35
25 5% UG A2 Y0 1B L 43 A AR AE L 0 BB RRAE 5 AR i et
SR FL AR g Y RGP E A G, AU R R,
DCIS #l IDC 7£ 2 J7 1 HA 22 7P {2 DCIS 4 7+ 2K
RUJC ] B 22 5 L AT e JE T AR IR T R Ao AR R PR RRAE R
B AR A, T IDC B AR [A] 4 F 28 8 MRI 3 3 fn
ADC (B4 W2 P 22 5 N2 Wi RGO i i &
RA BN A 3 F I A AT X 4, A AR S5 R B
HEMIEIRE L.

ARSCHARJEZ AL - (1) S MRT 948 3 1 L e 2 41
I H A 455 K 2R L 5 B 101 55 2 A 5 0/ | Bl L
PR A I 4 ) 50 22 0 . (2D 38 4 s 738 52 Jo 31 PRl /)N L A
D A M A . (3D X 43 T 43 B B9 i 58, AL ADC
{H, K45 G M sh S S50,
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M2z AR B L DCIS F1 IDC B9 ADC {5 A %
P22 5, DCIS A 73 728 81 ADC {570 . 3% M 22 5=+,
IDC A [F 4y ¥ 280 ADC {5 A 2 % 1% 22 5 . Luminal A
A ADC {6 F Luminal B !, Luminal B #Y & F 4k
Luminal %, 7512 Wi RE I A8 4 5 W S0 MR FIRR S5 2
7E DCIS A1 IDC [f] 43 F 2 A1 Z [A] , DCIS ADC {A ¥ &
T IDC, it ADC {8 B8y 2L I e X0 v 72 B2 32 1
T o3 TR BL2 W g8 A, O I R ) E S BEIIR YT T
AR

S Xk
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