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[ Abstract]

survival rate is closely related to the tumor stage and treatment. Radionuclide imaging, as a functional ima-

Ovarian cancer is the second deadliest gynecological malignancy around the world. The

ging at the molecular level, can provide a non-invasive method for in-depth understanding of pathophysiolog-
ical process,which is important for the diagnosis and treatment of ovarian cancer. Nuclear imaging of malig-
nant tumors has become a hot and important research topic in basic and clinical research. This review sum-
marizes the current process in nuclear imaging of ovarian cancer, including glucose metabolism, cell prolif-

eration, cellular receptors/proteins, and immune molecule imaging.
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