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8 # HER2/CEPI7 WAl }9>2.2, & X N HER2 BHTE
Jibogg o A5 WF 5 Kk B BT HER2 U 1) 36 7 L AT fif
HER2 FEHZRAF B3 2z 25 1o

22 HEEE

P 3 D4 5 R S DR AR Bl 24, e (AR py T i
Tl 41 Y JE PR RE S, ARSI B 1 4 i AR A H Y
SR S s HE R R B A8 J A LI AR AN 32 31
L WY R . LR A O B PR S Y R
TP53. CDKNIA. CDKN2A. CDKNIB. NMEI L)
K BRCAIHEHWTE (K1) .

H e 3 R 5T b, X P33 JE PR ) B
FEEIIRN LA T 17p13, Hifidh 53-ku A% MR
R (M B, 76 15 B 20 A o 1 40 A 0 BE v
DNA & TR 4R 3L A iy se 8tk BHAERZ0
Mo AE U2 2 TPS3 LR AL S, Al 5 | A0 ) g
AR, BLE BT TPS3 3L K4 4 70 BT
72 % (codon 72) L ANES L RN IR 4 ) etk
HSE, Xt PR BB ARG 2 iUy T AR S
A R

CDKNIA (54 P21) 3 H 2 i F Y o fk
6p21.2, i@t TPS3 HE 45 A, Wih CDKNIA ¥
S . CDKINTA 85 1 AT 00 46l 24 i Jo) A0 s A J it AR 34
T EAZ R AR, R Rk X A 1 5 5
Gy Al Az g e U AT 5 2R Y & AL Ak
CDKNI1A W] FSRAE R 2 UM F o W T I 7, F
ity L 96 200 B P 5 RS TR BB B AR L . {H CDKINTA
MRIXFEANFHAN ZRER, XnlggehF
CDKNIA R T 3 TP53 R S48, ] g 52 HoAth
TR M) T A0 o] PR

CDKN24 (5145 P16) BP0 T 9p21.3, Hi2
DNNET B3NN BT AN . CDKN24 L 3 ik
Y S SIS TE R TR, R
P16 R 1, %8R T2 AE 4 43 24 ) 30 O Bt ity
Z— 1) CDK4 Ml A+, BHIE4MIsEA S . — R
CDKN2A FE SR 8 #2872, MIANBE ] CDK4 1%
PE, SEEMMEIE ACEERSE 1

CDKNIB ( %] 4 P27) 3k A {7 T Ye {0 Ik
12p13.1, I DTCYIRESM e F R 2 b+ e 14>
WS AR TEFLRE A 20 A SR S 2
J R S AE G . A AFSY T KW, CDKNIB 3
DRI o Jgs ) 34 58 43 Ak AT 2 R4/ A, CDKINIB 2
2R IR -5 FLARIER I R TS AS R 3

NMEI (5145 NM23) FE PR —Fh Mo i 35 40
HISEE, IR RN MR AR, A
SN H B P NMEL K2R, B NM23-HI Fl
NM23-H2, EATHEN T 17q21.33. NMET JE[H Y
SN G N N R iR R A
AR L YA ST N R P S N
1, NME1 & [R5 /KT 5 Mok 25 R 1 Ol 2 17
HH.

BRCAI R F AN ik 17q21.31, Sisfetk
FLIRIE FLHEAE G, 2 — R0 B S A i & 2 1Y
S, BRCAIFEH AL, FLIME K TH N 50%~
85%. F 5T & X BRCAI WiJr# W N & 7 2 A8 i
SN R BB, BRCAI T iR 20 M A% L K 44 i Jo
FR) 2 IR AT AE B AG Bl8 /0, BRCAT A ] g A8 1)
3k B B BIIRE DA B AT A B A8 25 A2 A B A2 e e
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Table 1 Breast cancer related gene

®1 ILRREEXEE

FUARE e Gk PN ALY
HHREE A
MYC  c¢-Myc. bHLHe39. MYCC 8p24.21
TR L A H-RAS  HRASI 11pl5.5
HER2  ERBB2. NEU. CD340. HER-2 17q12
TP53  p53. LFSI 17p13.1
CDKNIA P21, CIPI. WAFI. SDII. CAP20. p2ICIP1. p21Cipl/Wafl. p21 6p21.2
CDKN2A P16. CDK4I. Ink4a. MTS 1. CMM 2. ARF. P19. pl4. INK 4. pl6INK4a. pl9Arf. pl4ARF  9p21.3
e 5 A
CDKNIB P27. KIP1. P27KIPI 12p13.1
NME1  NM23. NM23-Hl. NDPKA 17q21.33

BRCAl  RNF53. BRCCI. PPPIR53. FANCS

17q21.31
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3 STFSEREAK

31 EFREMAETHISEHRAR

FEFLRMERE I, DU 2438 0y R EARR
Moy T BT T, HARYEAZ IR oy HA A8
PERE R RR S, (ORIEATE Y DNA (5 RNA)
B, B B ALY 2 A E 4T, it e
HUF G SRR S A R B A T ARG I . 3 JA
F AR BRI AR BR AP ML FE DS 24
A2k (fluorescence in situ hybridization, FISH) Fl
SEARBF IR AT, 8T T e L D 6 2 52 £
EFI A - S VA S
hybridization, CISH) F18E 458 57 2228 (silver-
enhanced in situ hybridization, SISH) (5£2) .
311 YRt H

AP R AL BRI R SR B A, R
SO A LR ) 5 DRI PR 5k L, i ARAR
SRS R, R ERE R B R R . B
B R RRRAEEA LI E RN RIS R, S
AT D EHRIC 1) DNA s A4+ S ilf 17 2238,
TR I A DN LA 5 0 B R AR A B AR BE A P 4 S AR
B 22 Affymetrix 22 7T 1991 4 HIVEH T 55 —5Kk
FEAS R, Vranic 45 ¢ FI] F Affymetrix FE K
W98 T HER2 . CEP17 %517 5 Yok - H Al
MR RS IR R, CEPI7(5 580 /38
ARBAR 2 17 5 G e (A iy mhors R DX 1) Jr 0 34 2%
11 AN & FISH 43 87 T B bR 1) 2 R A& 17. Leivonen
£ 17 fii ] miRIDIAN microRNA mimic 3% v.10.1
(810> miRNA U ) L) 20 nmol/L ¥ £ 7F 384
FLA I H SilentFect 5% YL 4, 44074k b B 5 19 41
JHL A AT BN TR R R AT 2% 28 7 1 o 1) Pk 2
F b, i Array-Pro 23T AU R 51) 43 BT 534 Xof
miRNA ZHYI AT 00 . 45 8 R, miR-342-5p 1
miR-744 7€ HER2 FHPEZL IR h 2 2 T 9, miR-
342-5p TEMR AT HER2 B M X BR 40 it 19 A= K T2
M, DT UF B HCRE S b A ) T HER 2 BHYE 2 A
AR Tennis 45 ' il FH Affymetrix P53 55 A
FE 420 D FEAS R D) B 8 i 392 4 iR iR AT 43
Br, FHod 138 4 (35%) FLARMIE A TP53 7%,
88% i THM i 1 5~8 b, 11 BIHESE 9 4h 1, 314
TS 45N T, 20I7ES 1078 7, I BIFESE 340
T (RIS XF 139 il (B4 T —FP i 5=,

(chromogenic in situ

D3R G it A LA v S R DR S e A 0 1) 2 72 1Y)
thils) B TP53 LA F 5~9 4T T AN T,
Bk 1 Affymetrix JERLE RIS HIME, JF 0L
(5 AR EITE SR AL T 8T A it
3.1.2 FOENIAEE (FISH)

FISH $£ A & 7E [Rl 57 2R bR i B4 19 JEAufh i A2 i
¥, HIFHUEMEHZOEE v mRIREr, REN
PREF 58 DNA 2432 . th FIRIE B AN, ZIRERE S
L H DNA FE L Z 38 A, Zead Pe v ] £ 58 5t B i
B R A TULES . AEFLIRE T, £ I FISH £ R X
HER2 JE R4 Ha 15 G0 oE A7 R0 . B 3k 46 i
FISH £ ARXT 1 699 19| Bt Jis HER2 BP9 38 1% 15 )
17 5 Qe i fR ZOR S HEATR R A L AR
HER2 JEPRY 38 0 P R IK 2R 52.6%, 17544
IRZARIBAPERIB R R 12.7%, —F 26 E I IEAH
XK. PR BFETTAPRSS , K2 HER2 FEH 5 17
SYAANRZIRTIE 45 R BT AR 2L, %o
UEH T FISH K I 78 Ik AR W rh /] LB I o i f
G
3.1.3 WEEAZ5E (CISH)

CISH J5i# 5 FISHE AR, AR Z A7 T4
PRI BR BT B 5 A T b s S A A ) 2= AR T
Gupta % ) %f CISH # FISH £ R #E47 T % 1t , i
FH I W7 2 0k 31 )3 i v LR R R AT T A
Horbroe il 25 S AR A, AR 25 SN CISH
AH L FISH S HERR SCH . B AT 2 2 Sl X)L
CISH 5 IHC XJ Kl 2L 98 HER2/neu JEPUIR S FIEL
MR EA R 25 5, &3 CISH 5 THC F1 FISH 45 5
JF—2 . (H KA S ) LERFSE FISH 5 CISH X 46
FLIRE HER2 F 4™ 14 0 sk 5 v b s g v &
B, PRSI 5 2k AT G 2Rl 87.5%, FISH L
TR E R P s
3.1.4  HSEIR)EN422E (SISH)

BRI [ J A AR UUTE R A, B4 JE AR A
SEAEREA A, A R AR IC KL DN HER2 145
BE, ARYLJRT 258 NSRRI b
A PRICREIN S 2 S R R, (R M R R 2 e i
(R ETACNRSEN SR S e S TR e A T 1 Gl N
PEATWLER . Bartlett 55 ' 4347 T ok A 8 R[] 5L 5
ZEXT 45 IR REAA I A 2558, Hodh o 6 45256
% K SISH W51 40 #F T 94.8% AU 1, SISH 5
FISH £ Wi HER2 ¥ ¥4 1 75 & F 5 2] T 96.0%.
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Pehlivanoglu 45 ' fifi H 60 fil #: 4< X} FISH #11 SISH
AT A M, 3 FISH 36 I 1) Hivp HER?
P EREARA 70 (13.7%), 3t SISH e 46 i )

() HER2 9 SR A AT 8 ) (15.7%), WAIFPTT kR
RS — S, S0AE 1 SISH 2 7 L Mg 1k 5 A
07 T AT AT

Table 2 Molecular diagnostic method
xR2 AFiLHAE

BRAF BEAF
MEBERA R ) o it i
B CEWEE B MRS, AT M B, ARR. R AT BT R BRI A 15\

&%

ARG B ekl S A
SLPMEE . FISHEMG 3 Hr
B

MTRE kL TOK M
RGN bR
DG

SISHAH R & Jett At
IR ATy S N

WHRA K
4%4Z (FISH)

g

B 5L
3% (CISH)

LSRN R (39
424 (SISH)

SIMIREE. PO E RS Y

Tt

SEEH ¢ 8 FEPCR 5l

(gPCR) Bris s
$7PCR (dPCR) Mmoo SIWERE. PCRAX. B &
R T PCR ARG S

RO 13 M RBLE . B A
. HERASHFES

PR A4 fi%

o

RE 3 S/ 5 % NI AN 19

LIRS AL ARAGERSE ik

SRS NGIL Y LIS
F A LA RAT . A
AFRER

X AR 2 L RASHEA A I
REPEAR. SR G2 TR
ES L

o iaE . VIR REF T8 T

HHR VAN

REN L PR T B
HAUBE

B, EARMELE . RERPELE . B R TEAME . X COlE A E R

15 R REPEAI ENIIERE e

gixpE . EEMEF. WEEL  RAER

REWER . PR R TRt

(i molall

MR, FER AL REER. 5 BRIEE A B

Henl REPERRAK. NN =S

JS2 T . e ZORAK AARBARRIN T ER .
LK

REER . Fratie. AR FEATHL A HRAD HARIS Wi
RARERIF RN E

32 ZHRHXEEZPCR (qPCR)

qPCRJZTE PCR W i B H M A O HE AT, 78
PR BRI S AW SR, NI SERT I PCR
R, FREE RIS R TR R (FR2) .
Jacquemier 4 ) 241l & SISH. CISH DA & qPCR
B FISH A, BF5E 6046 10 X514 . HER2 51
T 8 F126, YLtk 17 £ WK TAOKI. UTPG.
MRMI. MKSI. SSTR2 Fl —AHIAXI BTSN, LAP3
M ADAMTS16. 5F HER2/CEPI17 s, HER2 ¥4 D1
AR AR, Wk 3 AR EB R 5 FISH #£47 L
X, R —EMER S, SISH BTG 34 5 97%
F198%, RAFE N 99% 5| 95%; CISH BIFF AR5
Ah 98% F175%, RABE N 89% F] 80%; qPCR Y
TFEHN 95% F193%, R K 89% 51 90%. gPCR
AH EE 3530 14 5 1 PCR LA AG DU B[R], B )

PALEAR A HIATAE 45~70 min AR5 5, Jf
HIERTOIRS , AR A ZUL AT T, AT LA
R ERAE, AT LIS RSG5 2R | 250 & PCRAYAT
FEEIALE S A TR, 1 qPCRZEY 14 19 1L 2
P AT AR AR S S I B AR A HEA TS A, KK
T T EERARE L
3.3 #=¥PCR (dPCR)

dPCR J&— I F 50019 3 H R v] S %
178 e DAER a5 7 NS o U 7 T o R
T2, LRV AR R JS 43 R0 e B
ARECGR T, e RS Y N 5 S R R ALY
IRy A8, A ROV & MR IR B BT A0
o3 3 PCRIGAY IS, A IR Y
J N E s s IR DO GRS 5 ik BHPE SOy =8 L 5]
FRON 2 BARER, (AT A R G IR AR Hh B AR
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SEHE DR, AT ZERAAME (F2) 77 Whale
4 8 52 ] MCF-7. SK-BR-3. T-47D = ¥k A~ [
HER2 B9 15 7K 71 FL IR 6 20 el 3R B[R 4H DNA,
RNase PYE RS %A, ki b dPCR 5 qPCR #4511
ORI (AR B2 . R0 IR Lo e S R LR B, —
Ve UUBCHCAE 2390 0 1.03 F11.00, P04 i3 22 51 5
Wi 7 A & MCE-7 5 T-47D JE R 4 vpr, High
WA BEEN (P=0.71, P=0.52); {BERA
W B HER2 55 [ 4 3% 1 SK-BR-3 Jit A 41
dPCR #:1 Y) HER2 : RNase P F{l Jy 7.15, B @K
F qPCR 59 f) HER2 : RNase P [ {H 9.43 (P =
0.00005) . PLAME L FIAHRA 547 F1 300 73 A7 57
T—AEA UK RE dPCR (I NFEAS S+, 1 %
FEAUIE I T 7E Rk B DNA Bid b, dPCR % CNV
Y I R LR B T qPCR. Heredia ' 45 18 1
dPCR X R FH A 2 S AR A A5 2L s DA 2L e e
JAREARSEATRI, U)K HER2+ 5 HER2-43 55
IR £ PCR A T F FLIR A8 3 P HER2 119
SE AN, T ELX A vk B MER P AR T 5L A
IANPRIwiioess Sk
34 SEENRF

fe il P42 R (high-throughput sequencing )
AHHE T8 — A0 e 4 R Sanger My, W LA— K It
TR LT3 B JLE J7 45 DNA 43[R B #6147 40 3l
O (FR2) I FHKRESEE TP, ERR
B HER I () [ IS BRALG T A, BEAE X — R
SR RN LR R AT A A o0, A R
B, AR N —fRIFH AR (next-generation
sequencing, NGS) % ¥ B W J¥  (deep
sequencing) . Hortobagyi ¢ ' i if NGS 4% A 73 #r
182 AJEEE AH 5 3 R 4 71 38 271 RN 6 DR 5 D1 8502
5, RIURAEZE R ARV SRR A 2 R I R
ZAKBHYE (HR+) . HER2 BAME (HER2-) AYMEIIFL
R A R il i i 1 O £/ 3 w5 2 e R 2
(PFS) 7w T —f5 LA b, WS UESE T KRR R
FH NGS FBE J5 19 R0 & 53 81 % e 283056 i w47
Sarah-jane 2% ' fifi I NGS $ A X 30 4 s 2 vp 11 4]
L 44 0 1l HKAEA BEA TG A 9% DNA (ctDNA) £
W, LB R AR A M o AR Fn g i A8 S, Hib Ay 33
BIREAPAGI H (80%), [RIFHE I dPCR X HAYHY
19 1] F 35 19 97 1y i FEAE A HEATRRI , 2551 h A 80
YREAREARIN Y (82%) . EEAARZE R F, 301
FEAH 296 (97%) AR, I H 141 {3 M2 RE
AP 115 (82%) %] T ctDNA, X MFpE A

IR Z5 S s T RAF i — 350k

Roy-chowdhuri 45 2 3 i NGS £ A 730 #7 1k
H 354 £ B H 1Y 415 DEUIRIRFEAS, X UEREAC AL
LA B 46 - H ULEUEJEN . AT 62.1% 11 58
F oA LA F 281 AR A AR R X AR, Hod
TP53 HE RSB B i W, SR7S AR 511K 38.8%, &
WL W] RE B BT R ) VA 7 T TE AT AT 58428
BT NGS H AR 5278 43 B a] LA A I [ A v 7 42
HEAEHEE . Ui 5 R NGS B ARXT 115 417
Wi R 1Y TPS3 BE R 79878 434, TR H DNA
TR ) B ARAG I TP5 3 €78 AH 6 3k R e ak HRAIE . &
B TPS3 78 SRRV . LR g . 2R 2 A4
I . HER2 BHPESRE A s A e 2%, JF
UESENGS Xf TP53 5378 iR Lt Sanger I /5 5 A
B, H TP54 FE N RS 5T fE AN R WA G
3.5 HRZEBRYEBA

PR T2 RSN, AR FIRAZIRY W H A
WA TRz WD, G R B RE A T
POl H @20y n; (£2) xR EHA
FAERY HE (LAMP) | K88 W 1y 51 2L Y 3
(NASBA) . RSP H (RCA) ., H5| ¥R Y 1
(SPIA) . BEEHP 1 (SDA). A2 XG5 HEY 1
(CPA) . #AIERZ ARSI kY (IMSA) 4,
bR A% R e 1 R SEAE Ry— T & W A R0 A
W R A 38 H2 AR B AT Z4A . Lamy 55 ) 3@ i
NASBA 75 5 qPCR., ELISA P 5 2 % He 46 1l
HER2 mRNA J&, & 455 BoA & — 8o
(AUC ROC 0.92, &M 90%, +F 5 14 89.7%:;
AUC ROC 2 0.98, & PE N 100%, FF 5 1TEH
91.5%), iXFEH NASBA & & T IFAGFLAR IR EEAR
HHER2 (W4 W15 ML, 2k A . s R U
B UEAL AR S, AT AR SR /DN BT A i B AR R #b 5
AEkR, fERZ ARSI A, SRR 1Y
FAREA T Z N FHE ], Hao &5 4 @7 T —Fh
RT-LAMP A6 L Wi 84 i IR L 45 56 8 09 7
FRRIZ TR 56 [ B il 24 i W 48 PRt v 0 2L AR
WRELES (BLN) K K2 5 B A 2 45 S 17 %F
b, 45— R 95.4% (166/174) . iit43dr
FTH, PR O k45 R — %0 (kappa=0.890, P<
0.001) . 5B A AL, 127K I ZE SR (4]
M= 81.3%, 455 %= 89.7%, kappa=0.691, P<
0.001) 5 BLNEAHML (HUBNE= 87.5%, Fis)iE=
84.9%, kappa=0.668, P<0.001) . Itt4k, Z7:n]
EARPTER, XFAREMEFELAREREE Y, K
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PR A UL 5T BERE S | AR POCT Jrikir.
3.6 HWfERER

Bl % BT F S I R A I LR B4 T, A ik
JEERHEA BN E B, IR ] R kR,
TR IR R BT v B i AL R LA 5
HREA 5 588 B S B A BT RS . LA 1 7 B p
L ONAIREE . BAIEARME. B R s
PERPEF (F62) . ARG A W A% s BT R FH i) %
MBHRETEATE], AR LG Aot A R s .
b2 A Wy 1 SRR R o P A AR kR B DL LAk
S WAL AR ), Pacheco 55 ¢ ] T —Ff H
T HER2-ECD 7 1t (1) HiL AV 27 53— B 3 3R 5 1) 12 Ik
i, AL RS TR BV IR 10~70 ng/L, KEIUBR A
1.6 ng/L. 38 13 5%F LA [A) 2 1 5T A= 4 i W 04 oAl
S5, w7 HEA SRR R . R, 38
NG AR EAR SR T4 AL, IER T AR R
I DA W ) LA R s 1 R R T LA AR R A 4
HrE.

4 SFSEEARIIE

F RS 5 A 7E v 38 e 4G I O T LA A R A
e, AT LATEA PR Y S 5 R ARG I AR 22 R TR A e
SEgR R R AR AR, HOER ST TN REX R R
35 R 7 22 200 Jf 28 70 21 2 r (RS 6 (o7 B A 7 1
T VAN 2238 A 0T A SE AR Gt i . 76 v [ 2019 4F
R (LR Her2 Rl 45 pg ) ©7) v, 4 THC Al
JE iR A AR o T 428, xR
THC2-HR S Ay 45 J i U A A sl 2l FH S 2% 22
HE— LRI . 3248 B R BB S B FISH A il 1% 25
AR HER2/CEPI7 WAH 2R <2.0 #17IX 53, 42
SRR DL (HTCIE ARSI A R, S Bl THC
JEA ARG A BT, T AT & AR IR R A B
BT, BEFH A ARSI 7k 204 T 22 7 T BE

FISH A LA43#Hr HER2 9 3ERAS, HA RIFH
USRI e, R SR 17T B LS,
BUN HER2 FE K W48 DUEL, Wl R 2 abnifE, SR
AR BN T A B, X EREE s A 2ok
v, M E 2R EY S . CISHAISISHE A P & 4F
KB AR TN HER2 FEPURAS A A, CISH
oI e A ELAT SRS AR A, L €8 70 T 3 B
NEHPREER, I HAZ A8 7 TR BIRAE, X0
FEABARRE B, #EAEEORE G MR 7, (B4
2 R 5 FISH A7 76 22 5 . SISH AT FH 4= A 3h
1A, AR HNA 5 FISH A 2, (H KK,

DTN, BABREYGEMEEE . 4551
.

qPCR & —Fp it . B, Ko e 4
AR, AR RZEIIFFE TR, ol ARt Zext
REEAREA TR T AT, FEFE B0 It nT SC s
WER R B, (T8 DUER S | 2Rk LA
AT 3R 3K 33 L3 2o C (B AR M o A 0 0 %) 43 A v
G IR L 15, T dPCR. dPCR & —Fh ] S %)
PRAE R L0 e fe AR, AT qPCR, dPCR 7
WA T4, T E 42 DNA S TIN5, Xt
EHRAE S 48 %0 78 . LR, qPCR7E 5L 50 = Z 1]
NS00 2 P A R e R 2 S T BB AR =5 4,
dPCR H T 7 45 2R 0 RS %% B 5 97 34 9 A8 4k T
P8 T AR A S L 22 I AR e,
P T g R E R M S ERTE, O E T AL
BT bR A . BUAR H AT Sk E
N dPCR A i L A% %88 HER2 3 [H] 4 $% D1 %4 28
52 B FIANIZ T S5 RS m b AR
FISH 7 ikAH L, #RAEE R REUEHE S, AL
8 35 45 /N FISH %5 7 1 03k FIWT A K IX . B B 221
J& dPCR J5 i v LAUERF . 2 W1 20 B HER2 21K 5
DBARSE, TR NGRA AW, 80T DLSEE
TR . 3 26 f A Fnh 25 PR it 2y dPCR 7 1 7E
FLBES W R, S FLRE S TS W
YR FIEE UL

SR G HOAR N AR YL AR R AR i T H A
FFEI L AR OLE, B SR Sy RIS 4
POCT (point-of-care testing) HJFRALfEBEH AR . A
SROA AR K SRR =, AR AR5 {7 b
PRI, LTS SR AIC . boh, HiE
PP AR S A R, i I P AR e U g 3

AP S A, AEX ARGy s SE I E R M A,
XFRARE A HTMERE A . XA 5 2Rkl e . AR
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Abstract Breast cancer is a malignant tumor which can seriously endanger women's health. The detection of its
pathogenic genes is helpful for the early detection, accurate treatment and prognosis evaluation of the tumor. This
paper summarizes the hot biomarkers related to breast cancer in recent years and reviews the molecular diagnostic
techniques, detection methods and applications of related genes. The development of digital PCR in molecular
detection of breast cancer was reviewed for the first time. The advantages and disadvantages of different
molecular diagnostic techniques were comprehensively compared in this paper. It provides a guidance for the

detection of oncogenes in breast cancer, and makes a forecast for future trends.
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