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£
=

P REF—T— K - BEILCLEIRER
PubMed (2 & V) breast cancer, axillary lymph node, ultrasound, ultrasonography, MRI, CT, PET/CT
DF =7 —FrHWTHREL 72
F7o, TREZZKERELTEEIIL,
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EROBESEN ] - THOTRILE T, ILEMATO CT, PET, PET/CTIC&34
BRRISFEESD SR, /=L, THOBE, LEY T217PEBE/L—K, &
ZERICE-OTIE, PET® PET/CTIC&KZEERRIEEERIND. METIE, EXRE
IZCT, PET, PET/CT I &328BRABDDNS,

s =

FURMTET O FMEIL, HERDOFT A R4 V28w, T LTS sds, 1 - THoZEIE
TlREFEIEERIEL, RIS TRy (SRER 1~4).

BRI & LT, FUBIERVHRES 18 U (k& #L5) Tld, Union for International Cancer Control
(UICC) % 8 Ml (ZUKEHL 6) \ZHEHLL 72 TNM 2312 50 IR 09% 1408 (anatomic stage) ASHW S
NTWBAS, I, FREOEF S SHIBARIN BT Z, N == =12 FE 744 712X e
EEINBIINIH->TETWS, €512, American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC) staging manual 43
SHL (&R T) Tid, MHIFRRISEIC, 2L —F, 3754 FoE G SRS
(prognostic stage) 2D ANSNTEY, KETIX 20134 1 ASEF SN T,

LSHRAFTZBNWTD, ILFOWRTOLEERRICE LT, #Ek2 5 OB SEZ T T, $UEr 754
TREE L —F, BEEREINRT ALENSHLELZ 5N, BN TOIEY Ty A% #IZCT, PET,
PET/CT 2 & % FLFE DM T O 4 H sk oA FITE % Meat L 720

PR ER

AHEOMBIOWRZWNIC X 2 2 HMEDL 1L, HHFTMOLE T % 725 3T RN D % wiRinf OMER
ZHE L TITbRTWA, 2016 SERROWIEZMI 74 K54 > (ZkE&#H4) <Ti&, CT, PET, PET/CT I
X AWM OEBIEEOMEZ, 1 - THOFEIIOVTIE, B2 5D IERRBIRIT s wigs, [#
FRIRRIATE L, AThRVEIBDSNS |, MOV TE [FHERRIRAH Y, T EHBdoNS | L&
NTWieo 72, HAFUESR RIS X BFESIEA A B 54 V% - B 2018 4ER (k& H# 1) T, [Stage
I - TOFIEDMHAINC CT, PET, PET/CT ICLA2EHMFEZITOHE VI EEFHHIET L] L3hTna,

BEBOHT™® oMEicid, I - THTREIMTOhIBEDI b, EREBIERENDIZ26%T, 1
BIT04%, TMTIZ69%THY, TAMTS53%, IBMTI9% TH-720 THIDIREEFIZH T, wHh
W OAET 2B, MAOEERROGHEEIREL LVwEEZ NS,

EFVTFARNCHABE, CT (MEk, BEE) CBL TR, Wi omiticone, Wi X smds
IS EREL VAR THH OO0, T - THTEBEELLr -7 shTws?, £72, T - T
FECIE, MEE CT IS TS A2 8, SHITEMOMEERAICOHRAY, HIXREMAHINT 52
EHMEBEENTEYY, I - IHToHOCT oMKV EEZ 55,

PET, PET/CT \ZBI LTI, ARtk & BBk LS I3EAT T 235 120 THIM 5 & W ) 5 23 0,
LHIZBWTIE PET, PET/CT ICX A EHRFIFIEIES N TWARWEY, $72, WiEsY) @il oB ki,
£ F AN UoNEIAER (sentinel node biopsy : SNB) #F gold standard T# ¥, PET, PET/CT % SNB 2
Kb 2HOTIRZWY, TIICEL T, RIBRECKORERDH 4 F54 ~TlE, PET, PET/CT 2L 54

ﬁ’
=
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BMFFHER IR TRV (ZKRER 1~4), LAL, YATYT 4y 27 - LEa—T, THABBEDSH
D722 PET, PET/CT ZHEROEURZHIIMZ 5 &, IR OBRIED 1.2% 55 3.3~34.3% 2N
B ENHESNTEYY, PlogEEoMETH, THFEICHST 5 PET, PET/CT Okt o4 itk
ARBENTVRE M F 72 D 8~18% D EFH T OLEE 2 b 725 L7 $2MiEbH 2", 1
WO THIEESY > SHEBHBIER T BB WT, FHTH S EOHELL P Y T eFy 234+
SThbH, MHBIOIA - IBMOKZY 77V —TDOHEEIZHF 5 PET, PET/CT O E %5 L, #H
SRR DNG » ZAD e N7z PET, PET/CT ZMRMICERTE AHRBHZW S0 TH-012F, X574
B KB S M A BRI & Bl ECTH B EEZ LN TV AR 9 M L 3RS
FHEITBVTIE, PET, PET/CT 13 10~29% Cutl@iz 2 it LTy, H#Fatms £ H 5255 % £z
ZENTE, HHTH S EOWENZ WD PET, PET/CT Ombgf oM o/ 1X 78~100% T, #E
KOG PRRAR CT 7 L OTREFM B L ORI 2L % SO U 72 FRACH IR A O KB 37~78.6% & 1
BV BEBOBWREELEY Y F ST 74 L0 A EWITRENEDSH 52, 72 1 OB T, W, &
7T TR MR 2 8HIOMA D TRETH S Z LB FIHE LTHIF N1, 2272, BHAHICH
FTHILEF Y AIAR T THLY,

WA EHRRILED L) 2 Bt T A BICERBIN 22 2 BETREPLEINITOVTHEmR LD
%o Riedl 5V 13, 40 A 15 TIC MOFLFEEE 134 Bl R L L72#f%125 T, PET, PET/CT
TlE, BIERO T - THOEZD 10%I2 IV HIORZE RO S, JE:IC, TIB MOBED 17% 2 Binfk 2578
HONTEHELTWD, 40 ARMOFEREICHEL TIE, HSMoBE L KL T, EWRiE g mEmu»
BWEREBOTRIESESWZ EBRMSNTEY Y, ML RIS 22 810k, BERPEIREDL
WO REMEA D Do 40 ARMOANERZ I, [ - MW TH-TH (Z LI B HOE) PET,
PET/CT \C X2 & HMENH IR THLWEEDSDH Y, FHINA )R ZERBLOEND L5 5IIEHTH S
ZEAURIEERDY,

F72, $T7 A4 FITOVTOMETIE, TTHFEEZICBW T, RIVE Y ZHKREY: 7213 HER2 Mtk
DOFAEBFE R HER2 BitEF 7213 8 ) 7V AT 4 7O BE O T EERIEIN O 720 O WG % 52\ ) % 8
FEASER &) HEAT S 2% TTFLIE B E OBl oM L TI1d, Luminal B (HER2 Bfk) #
HER2 Btk Tl BB iFiE 4%, Basal-like TIXBE, sk, NWimEr%Z dkfish, Thso7s
A T THEBOMBIE T OGN B D E VI HE?D O—J, FVE L ZERERYE HERZ B, M) 7V AA
FATDNT I A TR TOEBOMRICEELREIED SN Doz WL L HH2Y,

I (BRCIBH) OFRICBOTEGREDPLENE D, T3 754 TR4ER, N ) AVERBRE
BETREZRBICANDILERHHDIIOWTIL, FREL0EmRVEHY, HHEImEN/-7a ARy 54
TR KRB L ik CORFNIENLETH S, T2, PERBUBDBICIESOHE D SHRIMLTL 5 &
Bbh s,

Wi CT, PET, PET/CT TO&EHMRFILEREZE AR O 5 2 & CTHM 2 T o [l 2 2GR o
BHR, TRV E TREDNREEDORNZH725F, 72751, A HBoSEICE L Td, MEOH
PHCIZRE ST B3 e h o720 F/z, HUHBIE < BTN 225, MROFPA T, #iE < EBho ) 2
I WRBIZOVTDOIEF ¥V A% R T #iLUE R Do 720 MAEHH OB OWTIX, AFETIRFCK & g LT
FAPICHRVEREZEZONLD, BAMHRIIOWTOIY 7V AR e h 72

Db, BUE, FUROMENIC, BEROBBELS VT - DI OISR IIFEEID S awn
25, TMOLEICE, $7 84 7R L—F, 4 - $U8) A7 R EBBETRICL - TE, EFRERiEE
BEhbtEzohb,
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TEL, BAMEPey bLIze EHIINY FH—FTRELLD, FHRWHDEHICE ST O &G RED
HHEZBEF LD DIE %057
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FQ2  gmmennerameHiilE0eimEameic s T
HER XN 2 ERREILAD ?

RN AERaFMit0lENRFHBRACHALEORRRERICE, 1 E5OYVEIS T4
Nz, ERMARBEERESTONDZEFLZE LU, MRS EELECERE
CTERILBH TV TS 57« CHERBRERNLEICRESND D, EHHICLDE
16, DA NBEHSAZNZE, BREBREPEREDS LRT DL EOTH 2% BEHIE
BLESAT, TOZERFREND.

g =

AT R OFENBITEI & MR L CEMN~ V7574 217H) 2 LIl Lo TEM T
RWETHIENHESNTEY, #ifk 1 EBEOENN~ Y ST 7 413 TW A L Lad
5, Mo b RO MIHRE L L TRENIITDNR TV S 00, ZORMERRIUIA 5T, B
AT HECHA R L CH LI N T o3Ik TH 5,

Arlnl, FLE AT T 72 O 25 PR FT R3S R FLIE O BIIRSRBIZIC B W T E D L 5 Rmlgkd (bE
YUR VA, BEEMRA, MRL CT) "M% FQ & LTHE L7z, B, ~VEF T 7412 L Tyt
DHA KT 4 CRAFRAFMHRIE 12 EBEOFEmAHERE SN (ZKER 1), ABTHEL DT~
VETTTAMTONT D720, SHOBEPORIN L7z $72, FERENA VAT T V—TThbil(n
MBI BN O L F BT, W F 72130 ) 2 7R FLE YIBRT & > TRIEFRED ) R 7 K
RO ST, BEFRYENENBD SN T WD, —T, VA7 EBRFLEYIERMN %2 20 T v B IR
LY=L F 2L LUTHE MRIAHESR SN, 202044 ALV RBEER & o7 (CRER2), 1EoT,
NAVAZ T N—=TF D=L 5 ZZBE L TIE L RIOS VTS5 7 14 L5 MRI AR SN 5 720, 4]
ORET ORISR BRI L 720

PR R
KIBEF LT V7 ThAHBHEDSOWHETIE, X VEF T 7 412X BILENRITHRIIAIKIC X 55878
%< (212%), MUFFEIIERIC X 55 513%) D% L EDOHNY <Y EY T 7 412X VIREDFEH
Ke7e o 72D ILENRFITESEDS 39%, WHIFLEI 40% & B EE RO Lo FERE LT, JLENEHT
TR CILEIRIEILE, WERBERICL 2R OBORY ¥ a = v FOE, L OHIFWE CIRERAL
FEOMINARDBRL TV, COXI BRI VES T T4 RAARREICH LCRETIE M EY VY 2D
A HED G ST B, MR EREOLEICH LTIy B I 7 e~ V£S5 74 + b E
VURVADHET, RVESTTAXIEY VRV ARBINTAIEIZE ST, BEEEDI69%H 5 49%
WCHZICRD 23D, FRRESZENEN49%D5 69%I2 LA LY, —F, A2)—= 7 IZBiFbs< v
EBY T 74 BMOEBEILE TS M EY VY AL BEBRREO R TIIMAGMERICEEE R o2
A%, WERERFRII M EY V2T AAY40/1,000 screens 12X U CHBE MBI 7.1/1,000 screens & B IR AL A3
BEIED o725 LFRAT RO ILENRITEI R L O & PRSI BW IR Y EF T 71 &
FEY VRV ADPHRE, VRS ITARMINVAEREEZEZONSD, MO T— P oiEfllT5L~E
7574 EBEWEREOHHDIZINEN TS EEDbNS, 72, VEV VRV AZBHATLIET, Y

2
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B CRARIIMNT 2720, vV EF T 7 4 LOWHICBL TS HEREIMELSN #2505, $72,
HAASFEROARZIHT A F T4 21I2BVTH, ABRAFM#E, F51C luminal ¥ 4 7 OO SRS FEIE
MW BW T, BEERESAHE SN TBY, oMK T, thEes )71 LPHT 52 L A0ERS
nNTns (ZRER3),

LI ORI OBWEICE T A< £S5 710 & MRI Z W L 7-0F28 T3, &5, SRS, M
& PPV3* (¥ €574 vs MRD) 1&ZF NN 703% vs 614%, 885% vs 882%, 122% vs 126%, 305
% vs 195%TH D, BEVERIE 35 vs 68 /1,000 Hifr, 14HELINOERTEIL 40% vs 101%TH Y, FajsRHE
1382 vs 108 /1,000 #iAt & MRI Ao 72" 209 BRFEFe I E 1RO EMRITH B2 0, MRI
HEEEEILICIEREE 2N D, 50 UL T OAFRAEFMBEOLEZ W RIZ L7230k — MR TIE~ >~
BT F 74, WEEHRA, MRIBEMOEERFIIZNZN, 44, 52, 7.3 /1000 RETHY, <Y EF 574
XD EEERA, MR OBBREIZE 2o 7228, ERHERRAMEO LA bR, /2, VEFT 7412
B R £ 7213 MRI 2 0EH L 72354, FE3s RRIZ N2 68, 82/1000 At L~ > €55 7 4 Wik h
TNHHOBEEEZ /AL, EHIC MRIFFHABEDIZ) 5F o720 TOXHITES ) T4 PRHICE > TREED
FERROMN 2R 5 G, BN E MR TIZERRRIZ 130% vs 138%, AMEIZ 14% vs 2.7
%, PPV3*1337.9% vs 286%Ta Y, MRIfEHEEDIE) SAFIREE LA LY, —7, sHuglEic vt
322 BIDFLFER 2 F TD MRL H— XA F > ZFFFETIE, 20% DXL ORI Y 2 7 Bh . GERH
WECTHIT %) 2RO LNz, S5I12, MRI 25H RN T-OSE RN CIL, WIFEIEOMBINIZRRE
, i LERER] (p<<0.0007) MM~ ¥ TS T 7 4 BYEFLNEER] (p<0.0001) 7 &, BIIE Wi M
PRI 7 FLAERE B A S SR S 72

AR TR A DOILE ORI MAE OB BRICB N T, v V€S T 7 4 B X ) B <
MRI 2032 2 LITAHTH Y, MRIFEHIZEERRAEL VBN TN, —F, RS ERED R
BROAFRED ERAZED o 55T, MRICKBH—A T Y A% [lTT 5IH 72T, ERHIZHHT A2
LICEBEWEM, 2 A MEAHDIKRE W &, ERRERLEREN LRSS 2 LR EORFIRRE BEATHICH
fEL729 2T, 4T SLIFIFRSND, —F, BEEBREIMOES ) 71 LI, HNAT-> THHIZLR
FHANE B2, aA ML DRV b LWIREICH LT, L3 LERZITDT, Hh2RAic
HREBBIEBWRETH Y, BEIHTIANEEIV B wEEZ OND, DL, FERATHBEOILED [T
PR UARE ORI HERIZY V7T 7 4 1BFEMEO B HIR BB 217 2L F L, MRI
IRANAE D ARG 2 BB DR L 729 A CTEMT A2 ER3FAESIN S,

Hfli CT 3L ORI AIZL L, FURMBROY—_RA 50 2L LTREID OV, 72, EECT 2BV
TIE, RO T BH M55, MBREFRBENRE L7200 AON 5, RO
TILEHH DM LETH Y, AN X 2 EIEH R BEHIE 2 EARE I L > TARIC R B EE 2
LN, FERAFMBEOFENRITFIERC R OR IS RE2 B E Lz CT 3@ 5k,

“PPV3: AR, AREERHRAERMEHEN 7T — (BWiA 7T —) 4, 5 OEBITHRIARAEM MITEE) 51T SNzl
TheL 7l (=FUA R Ak

I RREF—T—F - BEICLEZREH

PubMed (2 & ) breast conserving-therapy, ipsilateral breast recurrent cancer, contralateral recurrent

breast cancer, mammography, ultrasound, ultrasonography, MRI, CT, local recurrence, recurrence,
high risk group, BRCA1/2 ®F—7— Fz& W THREL 72
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2) BALESS NERFTEES HBOCZET— x> 77— THNEES  BEMIP» ATEN AEBREORREZEICET 3 F5]
&. BFRIEFS, 2020
3) BANEFS R WEDEL 1 K71 Q%% - IR 2018 Fhk. £FHER, 2018
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&
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=
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=
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-
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FQ?2 a1 - I80LEHRORRIY —~1 5> THNT
£ B OEGREILHEESN 27

BRI 2AmiC, MRuesin ] - THOLEN% CREMNALEOEGREEThENS
ERBDONBY, $—~AS5OADHEE, BIZHFRICHETLBY T4 7%
ERLEDZT, BEZLISRETRHIENLEE LU,

1E R

ENANDOBEID T A BT A4 T, FIEMRICEINY —XA T 0 2L L TEFOMEAZThbRnI L
MEID SN TV AEA, EHRIZBW TR, JUEMBICESOIFREZ1T> TV ARSI LR RV, Zhb
DAL FF4 Y OBHE 72> TWBIFZE™ 121980 ERUTVE, ERSN2bDT, Tk, EYRECH%
B O LY, AFOBHRBBTREZ L) R RIEREELTVD, 40, FEOHEMEAS
v & ENTVBEHZRHY T - TOIRMRIC, EPY—~<A 70 28 LTEEDOIEHAIZEIO &
Nap, BELEOIEF Y 2% EICFQ & LTHE 2475720

LD

FUEMRIC, BMIBRER VBT T T A DREITIT—RA T VAL, ZNOHITZ THOR: % 2 li{§R A
RMPRBEZATIF—_A TV A ATy TH—RL TV R) LRI 2 DO/ EHE™ 12k,
ATV TH—RA TV AERTo THAFRIIUE L LV EPRENTZ, T2, TNHDRAYTFH) VA
WX oThH, ABF, ERIRAEMARIER L, S, BEE ) O @il oIRMRIC X 297 70— T
TLHEBAEEZARD TRV,

VI EokER2¥F 2, American Society of Clinical Oncology (ASCO), National Comprehensive Cancer
Network (NCCN), European Society for Medical Oncology (ESMO), European School of Oncology (ESO)
DWTNDOHTA RTA BT, AWM EOMREGREEZ T 55 —_A T 2 2L, w2 E, Wl
2B T 74 ERINTEY, EREEL IR T 572005 X #t, 5357571,

T, CT, PET/CT ZEMINIATH) L 2HERL T, ARMBOY—A 7 2 A%, e
ORI L o5 2 e TlE %, RFrFEsED L ASHMZFUEO R RZ BN E L TWwa,

—Ji T, THHOMRIE 7o 7T S WFZEIE 1980 FARUCTE, EIN2DDT, 2Dk, HYRELH
RBWNIR E iR 2B, ERTHRIEOAFRIIYLHE L TV b, FH1C, MDD BOmBHH
— A DN LR (oligometastasis) DAL, L3R & LR TTAM 4 & OSRFNE#IS FHRUEICER
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