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Research progresses of contrast-enhanced digital breast
tomography in diagnosis of breast cancer

XU Rong, WEN Chanjuan, CAI Yuxin”
(Department of Radiology, Nanfang Hospital of Nanfang Medical University, Guangzhou 510515, China)

[Abstract] The incidence of breast cancer in our country and the world is rising year by year, and become the first among
female malignant tumors. Breast X-ray mammography is one of the most common and the most effective means in the early
detection of breast cancer. However, because of the overlap of breast, especially dense breast, the detection and diagnosis
are often affected. Digital breast tomography makes up this defect to some extent, and the research progresses of this tech-
nique in diagnosis of breast disease was reviewed in this paper.
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