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The Value of Imaging Examination in Detecting Lymph Node

Metastasis of Cervical Cancer
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Abstract: Cervical cancer is the most common gynecological malignancy, previously the clinical
staging was used as the main indicator for the treatment and prognosis of patients. The 2018 FIGO
staging emphasizes the impact of lymph node metastasis on the prognosis of cervical cancer, con-
firms the value of imaging in determining cervical cancer staging before surgery and advocates
personalized treatment of cervical cancer patients. This article reviews the application value of
commonly used imaging examinations, including ultrasonography, CT, MRI, PET-CT in detect-
ing cervical cancer lymph node metastasis, to provide insights for the diagnosis and treatment of

cervical cancer.
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