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[ Abstract ] Since the American College of Radiology published the second edition of the Breast Imaging Reporting and Data
System (BI-RADS) in 2013, both the clinical practice and scientific research of breast ultrasound have greatly benefited. This article
summarized the clinical applications and innovations, existing issues and challenges, as well as future development opportunities of
breast ultrasound imaging technology in the ten years since the publication of the second edition of Ultrasound BI-RADS in 2013.
The aim was to provide valuable insights and assistance for clinical diagnosis and treatment, guideline promotion, and application.
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