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Background: Lymphatic dyes are commonly used to map the drainage path from 
tumor to lymphatics, which are biopsied to determine if spread has occurred. A 
blue dye in combination with technetium-99 is considered the gold standard for 
mapping, although many other dyes and dye combinations are used. Not all of 
these substances have the same detection efficacy.
Methods: A systematic review of PubMed, SCOPUS, Web of Science, and Medline 
was performed. The predefined search terms were (indocyanine green OR isosul-
fan blue OR lymphazurin OR patent blue OR methylene blue OR fluorescein OR 
technetium-99) AND combination AND dye AND (sentinel lymph node biopsy OR 
lymphedema OR lymphatics OR lymph OR microsurgery OR cancer OR tumor 
OR melanoma OR carcinoma OR sarcoma).
Results: The initial search returned 4267 articles. From these studies, 37 were 
selected as candidates that met inclusion criteria. After a full-text review, 34 studies 
were selected for inclusion. Eighty-nine methods of sentinel lymph node (SLN) 
detection were trialed using 22 unique dyes, dye combinations, or other tracers. In 
total, 12,157 SLNs of 12,801 SLNs were identified. Dye accuracy ranged from 100% 
to 69.8% detection. Five dye combinations had 100% accuracy. Dye combinations 
were more accurate than single dyes.
Conclusions: Combining lymphatic dyes improves SLN detection results. Replacing 
technetium-99 with ICG may allow for increased access to SLN procedures with 
comparable results. The ideal SLN tracer is a low-cost molecule with a high affinity 
for lymphatic vessels due to size and chemical composition, visualization without 
specialized equipment, and no adverse effects. (Plast Reconstr Surg Glob Open 2024; 
12:e5598; doi: 10.1097/GOX.0000000000005598; Published online 8 February 2024.)
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INTRODUCTION
Cancer is the second leading cause of death in the 

United States and a major cause of morbidity and mor-
tality worldwide. Detection and treatment before metas-
tasis underlie the basis of screening tests and improve 
long-term outcomes. Many cancers, such as breast, mela-
noma, gynecological, and urological, spread through the 
lymphatic system with the first site of dissemination being 
the immediate draining lymph nodes, the sentinel lymph 
nodes (SLNs), then the second and third tier nodes, and 
beyond.1,2 This predictable method of spread allows for 

the use of lymph nodes in cancer staging and prognosis 
with their involvement often being the most significant 
prognostic factor.3

Although lymph nodes play a vital role in cancer stag-
ing, many options currently exist for the detection of lym-
phatic spread.4,5 Previously, if there was risk of metastatic 
spread, all regional lymph nodes were dissected, leading 
to increased morbidity from lymphedema, nerve injury, 
chronic shoulder pain, or joint dysfunction.6,7 In 1992, 
Morton and Cochran introduced intraoperative SLN 
biopsies and dynamic early nodal metastases individual-
ized to each patient.8,9 Their method of intraoperative 
lymphatic mapping, using dye to map the drainage path 
from tumor to lymphatics and SLN biopsies to confirm 
spread, reserved the need for complete lymph node dis-
section only in cases where tumor spread is identified. 
Since then, many different dyes and radioactive tracers 
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have been used to determine if tumor cells have drained 
to the adjacent lymph node basin, as well as radioactive 
tracers. However, not all of these substances have the same 
sensitivity and specificity when it comes to identifying the 
sentinel lymph node(s).

Ideally, the oncologic surgeon seeks a method that 
yields high sensitivity and specificity, thus perfectly iden-
tifying all the SLNs associated with a given tumor, miti-
gating the chances of false negatives and false positives. 
This will allow the surgeon to avoid unnecessary lymph 
node dissection and decrease both the morbidity associ-
ated with the procedure and the likelihood of potentially 
leaving cancerous lymph nodes in situ. Although some 
individual dyes have achieved high-detection accuracy, 
combinations of dyes have shown to improve results. The 
purpose of this study was to review which dye, combina-
tion of dyes, or dyes in combination with other substances 
such as heavy isotopes provide the greatest accuracy in 
SLN mapping.

METHODS
A systematic review of PubMed, SCOPUS, Web of 

Science, and Medline was conducted in accordance 
with PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic 
Reviews and Meta-Analyses) guidelines on December 
15, 2022. The predefined search terms were (indo-
cyanine green OR isosulfan blue OR lymphazurin OR 
patent blue OR methylene blue OR fluorescein OR  
technetium-99) AND combination AND dye AND (sen-
tinel lymph node biopsy OR lymphedema OR lymphat-
ics OR lymph OR microsurgery OR cancer OR tumor 
OR melanoma OR carcinoma OR sarcoma). All articles 
that used a combination of lymphatic dyes, lymphatic 
dye and radiotracer, or lymphatic dye and other sub-
stance for SLN detection in the setting of cancer were 
included. We excluded studies that used animal mod-
els, in vitro studies, literature reviews and meta-analyses, 
and articles not written in English. The latter criterion 
was chosen for accurate methodology assessment, which 
affects the risk of bias determination. Titles and abstracts 
were screened by two independent reviewers and dupli-
cates were removed. Full texts were then reviewed for 
eligibility. All conflicts were resolved by a third review 
author. Data were extracted and entered into a collec-
tion form. Risk of bias was assessed using a guide pub-
lished by Elsevier.10 Further details about the reviewing 
process are given in Figure 1.

Data Collection
Data from each study were extracted into a form with 

the following parameters: primary author, publication 
year, dye or dye combination studied, type of cancer, 
study design, number of patients, patient demograph-
ics, SLN detection rates, important study takeaways, 
and patient exclusion criteria. Studies were evaluated 
for their risk of bias based on the methods of partici-
pant selection, method of dye delivery, determination 
of node ground truth, study design, and control for con-
founding variables.

RESULTS
The initial search for published articles in PubMed, 

SCOPUS, Web of Science, and Medline returned 4267 
articles. After removing 1955 duplicates, 2312 unique 
studies remained. Based on titles and abstracts, 37 were 
selected as candidates that met inclusion criteria. After a 
full-text review of the candidates, 34 studies were selected 
for inclusion.11–44 (See table, Supplemental Digital Content 
1, which displays papers reviewed. http://links.lww.com/
PRSGO/D60.) Three studies were excluded for not 
reporting relevant SLN detection rates.45–47 The remain-
ing 34 articles were analyzed for the efficacy of the dye or 
dye combinations in SLN detection accuracy.

Figure 1 and Supplemental Digital Content 1 show 
results from the electronic search. In total, the 34 papers 
trialed 89 methods of SLN detection using 22 unique dyes, 
dye combinations, or other tracer. Twenty-three (67.6%) 
articles investigated dye combinations in breast cancer, six 
(17.6%) investigated melanoma, oral, or penile cancer, 
and five (6.1%) investigated cervical, vulvar, or endome-
trial cancer. Blue dye (vital, isosulfan, methylene, patent) 
was used in 52 (58.4%) dye tests, indocyanine green (ICG) 
was used in 50 (56.2%) tests, technetium-99m (Tc-99) in 
32 (36.0%) tests, indigo carmine in two (2.2%) tests, and 
carbon nanoparticles (CNs) in one (1.1%) test.

Dye Accuracy
Of the 12,801 SLNs, 12,157 SLNs were identified 

by all possible dye or dye combinations. Dye accuracy 
ranged from 100% to 69.8% detection. Five dye combi-
nations had 100% accuracy; all of these used either ICG 
or Tc-99 or both. Dye combinations were more accurate 
than single dyes; the least accurate dye combination, ICG 
+ indigo carmine, detected 96.4% of SLNs, whereas the 
least accurate dye, isosulfan blue, detected 69.8% of SLNs. 
However, the strength of the combination dyes is in part 
due to their mixture with highly accurate ICG or Tc-99; 
the ICG + isosulfan blue combination had an accuracy of 
100%. Importantly, no dye combination did worse than 
any of its component dyes, suggesting that dye combina-
tions only improve accuracy and do not have deleterious 
effects when combined (Table 1).

Takeaways
Question: Which combination of lymphatic tracers pro-
vides the greatest accuracy for SLN detection, in general 
and among specific cancer types?

Findings: A systematic review of four databases was con-
ducted. The search returned 4267 articles, and 34 were 
selected for inclusion. In total, 89 methods of senti-
nel lymph node (SLN) detection were trialed using 22 
unique combinations. Accuracy ranged from 100% (five 
combinations) to 69.8% detection. Dye combinations 
were more accurate than single dyes.

Meaning: Combining lymphatic tracers improves SLN 
detection results; replacing Tc-99 with ICG may allow 
for increased access to SLN procedures with comparable 
results.

http://links.lww.com/PRSGO/D60
http://links.lww.com/PRSGO/D60
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Fig. 1. PRISMA flowchart.

Table 1. Tracers Reviewed and Their SLN Identification Accuracy
Dye Combination Identification Fraction Identification Percent Median (Range) No. Articles 

ICG + Tc-99 + patent blue 273/273 100 100.0 (100.0–100.0) 4
Methylene or patent blue + ICG + Tc-99 92/92 100  1
Isosulfan blue + ICG 75/75 100  1
Isosulfan blue + ICG + Tc-99 68/68 100  1
Vital blue + Tc-99 10/10 100  1
ICG + Tc-99 944/949 99.47 99.47 (98.41–100.0) 9
ICG + patent blue 1089/1096 99.36 99.36 (98.95–100.0) 5
ICG + methylene blue 2567/2593 99 99.02 (98.46–99.21) 11
CEUS + methylene blue 125/127 98.43  1
Carbon nanoparticles 59/60 98.33  1
Patent blue + Tc-99 515/526 97.91  1
Indigo carmine + Tc-99 35/36 97.22  1
Methylene blue + Tc-99 542/560 96.79 97.15 (91.67–98.7) 5
ICG + blue dye 86/89 96.63  1
ICG + indigo carmine 106/110 96.36  1
ICG 1886/1958 96.32 95.8 (83.7–96.32) 16
Methylene blue 1716/1889 90.84 84.49 (56.94–90.95) 7
Tc-99 884/978 90.39 90.12 (86.09–93.67) 9
Patent blue 740/831 89.05 89.63 (81.82–91.3) 7
Methylene or patent blue 70/92 76.09  1
Blue dye 155/217 71.43 71.94 (71.43–72.45) 2
Isosulfan blue 120/172 69.77 69.77 (53.61–86.21) 3
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Dye by Cancer Type
The trends for most accurate dye combinations con-

tinue when analyzing dye combination accuracy spe-
cifically for type of cancer, with the highest accuracy 
combination for each type of cancer containing ICG, 
Tc-99, or both. Breast cancer had four possible combi-
nations (ICG + Tc-99, ICG + isosulfan blue, Tc-99 + vital 
blue, ICG + Tc-99 + patent blue) with perfect SLN detec-
tion accuracy. Melanoma was most accurate with Tc-99 + 
patent blue, cervical cancer with Tc-99 + methylene blue, 
penile cancer with ICG + Tc-99, vulvar cancer with Tc-99 
or any combination that included it, endometrial cancer 
with Tc-99 + methylene blue, and oral cancer with ICG + 
methylene blue. (See table, Supplemental Digital Content 
2, which displays tracers reviewed and their SLN identi-
fication accuracy by cancer type. http://links.lww.com/
PRSGO/D61.)

Other common cancers that drain to the lymphatic sys-
tem were not excluded, but dye combination articles did 
not investigate them. Thus, they are not included in this 
review.

Risk of Bias within Studies
The most concerning factor affecting studies was vari-

ability in accounting for false-positive or false-negative 
results. Variations in dye detection method, patient char-
acteristics (not reported in many cases), and comorbidi-
ties may have affected results. However, these concerns 
reflect real-world applications. Finally, some studies in this 
review are affected by a small number of nodes tested for 
a specific dye combination.

REVIEW OF DYE AND RADIOTRACER 
CHARACTERISTICS

Indocyanine Green
ICG is a water soluble but hydrophobic cyanine mol-

ecule that quickly binds to albumin and lipoproteins, 
especially HDL.48,49 Its excitation (765–800 nm) and emis-
sion (830–840 nm) wavelengths reside in the near infra-
red (NIR) spectrum, thus requiring an NIR laser and NIR 
camera to excite and visualize.50 ICG travels to the SLN in 
approximately 10 minutes after injection and remains vis-
ible for around 60 minutes.48,51 It is quickly eliminated by 
the liver into the biliary tree and has a half-life of approxi-
mately 3 minutes.52

Technetium-99 Sulfur Colloid
Tc-99 is a homogenous noncrystalline substance with 

microparticles that contain a radioactive technetium iso-
tope. The ideal particle size is 15–100 nm; particles too 
small will penetrate the capillary membrane and not 
migrate within the lymphatics, whereas particles too large 
migrate through the lymphatics at a slow rate that unnec-
essarily increases procedure time.53,54 Tc-99 SLN detection 
can be done in two ways. Ten to 15 minutes after injection, 
the surgeon uses a gamma probe to identify the “hottest” 
node.7 More commonly, patients are injected with Tc-99 
hours before surgery, and SLNs are marked using a gamma 
camera or the lymphatic system is mapped using SPECT.55 

The half-life of Tc-99 is 6 hours, and overall radioactivity 
from an SLN procedure is low, on the order of a few dozen 
chest x-rays.56

Fluorescein Dye
Fluorescein is an organic, lymphophilic dye that has 

an isothiocyanate group that binds with the amine groups 
of intracellular proteins to act as an effective cell marker.57 
It is excited by blue light (465–490 nm) and emits a  
yellow-green fluorescence (510–530 nm).57,58 Fluorescence 
microlymphography with fluorescein uses a fluorescence 
excitation filter in the former range on the microscope.59 
Whether injected subcutaneously or intradermally it 
reaches the SLN within minutes.57,60 Fluorescein is primar-
ily excreted renally, with a half-life of 23.5 minutes; its first 
pass metabolism is converted to fluorescein glucuronide, 
with a half-life of 264 minutes.61 In rare cases, fluorescein 
administration may cause hives, hypotension, or anaphy-
laxis reactions.58

Blue Dyes
A number of blue dyes are commonly used in com-

bination with Tc-99 as the gold standard for SLN detec-
tion. The choice of blue dye is often institution or region 
dependent. The plasma protein binding affinity of these 
dyes is related to the spacing of their sulfonic acid groups, 
with the highest affinity dyes having two sulfonate groups 
spaced two to six atoms apart.62 However, this does not 
seem to have strong bearing on SLN identification accu-
racy, as our results show accuracy in decreasing order of 
methylene (no sulfonate groups), patent (one atom), iso-
sulfan (two atoms). The absorption and emission spec-
tra for these dyes fall within the visible light wavelengths, 
with the latter in the blue range (450–495 nm), giving 
their characteristic color. Although there are many blue 
dyes, we briefly review the three mentioned because they 
are the most popular.

Isosulfan Blue
Isosulfan blue’s two sulfonate groups bind strongly to 

plasma proteins; its size allows it to travel in the lymphatic 
vessel but become trapped, leading to delineation of lym-
phatic vessels. Its half-life is on the order of hours and it is 
slowly excreted via the renal system. Allergic reactions are 
uncommon but can be serious, with approximately 1% of 
patients experiencing anaphylaxis.63

Patent Blue
Patent blue is an aniline dye and isomer of isosulfan 

blue. It behaves in a similar manner by binding to plasma 
protein and delineating the lymphatic vessels. It has a 
half-life of 1–2 days. It is poorly metabolized and excreted 
primarily renally with some biliary elimination. Adverse 
events include prolonged blue staining at the injection 
site and similar hypersensitivity reactions, including ana-
phylaxis, as isosulfan blue.64

Methylene Blue
Methylene blue (methylthioninium chloride) is a thia-

zine dye commonly used to treat methemoglobinemia. It 

http://links.lww.com/PRSGO/D61
http://links.lww.com/PRSGO/D61
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is a smaller molecule than isosulfan and patent blue and 
does not bind plasma proteins; its mechanism of lym-
phatic delineation is unclear and may be limited to non-
discriminatory mechanisms such as diffusion and anionic 
binding. Skin staining and injection site necrosis have 
been reported.65

Indigo Carmine Dye
Indigo carmine is a basic, organic sodium salt that 

rapidly binds to plasma proteins to travel to the lymphat-
ics.66,67 Commonly used in Japan, it was approved for medi-
cal use in the United States in July 2022. It is excited by 
orange light (600–620 nm) and rapidly excreted by the 
kidneys, which makes it especially useful for urologic 
procedures. Transient hypertension and bradycardia are 
known adverse reactions; hypotension and hypersensitiv-
ity reactions have also been reported66 (Fig. 2).

DISCUSSION
The SLN biopsy technique, introduced by Morton 

and Cochran, uses the patient’s variable lymphatic drain-
age to retain cosmesis and function and aligns with the 
modern trend to personalize healthcare.68 Lymphatic 
dyes with high sensitivity and specificity for SLN detec-
tion will prevent morbidity and mortality, during sentinel 
lymph node biopsy and improve the efficacy of the sur-
gery. Irrespective of the dye used, the practitioner should 
be on the lookout for secondary false positives that occur 
when the dye spreads to a higher tier node and false 
negatives that occur when stenotic vessels or flow abnor-
malities prevent dye drainage. One way to mitigate this 
problem is the use of a dye with a radiotracer.

Each type of dye behaves differently in vivo due to its 
biochemical composition, which informs its molecular 

interactions and optical properties. ICG stays intra-
lymphatically by binding rapidly to plasma protein but 
requires special equipment to visualize and undergoes 
rapid hepatic excretion. Tc-99 particles are taken up by 
the lymphatics in a size-dependent manner and require 
a radiation detection method.55 The blue dyes can be 
visualized without special equipment. Isosulfan blue 
and patent blue bind lymphatic proteins and become 
trapped in the vessels; methylene blue is a smaller mol-
ecule and does not bind plasma proteins but has com-
parable results to the other blue dyes.69 As a result of 
these mechanistic differences, each dye or tracer leads 
to different levels of accuracy with lymphatic mapping 
and SLN detection.

As expected from current practices, studies that 
investigated ICG and Tc-99 demonstrated high levels of 
identification accuracy individually and better results 
when in combination with each other or other dyes. 
Presently, the gold standard for SLN biopsy in breast and 
other types of cancer is Tc-99 with a blue dye. However, 
ICG may function as a replacement for Tc-99 due to 
their comparable detection rates with blue dye. Studies 
directly comparing the two have found similar detection 
rates, and the results of our review are in line with this 
thinking.38 This paradigm shift could increase global 
access to SLN biopsy due to ICG’s increased availability 
and decreased logistic, training, and cost requirements 
compared with Tc-99.44 The increased requirements of 
Tc-99 reduce the ability to perform the current gold 
standard method to approximately 60% of eligible 
patients in developed countries and sparsely for patients 
in resource-poor countries.70

Two SLN biopsy techniques that did not use ICG or 
Tc-99 had levels of accuracy comparable to the ICG or 
Tc-99 combinations. Zhou et al compared ICG + methylene 

Fig. 2. Lymphatic dye infographic.
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blue dye with contrast enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) and 
methylene blue dye and showed that the two methods had 
equivalent SLN detection rates and recurrence rates at a 
median of 4 years.30 SLNs were marked on patient skin 
during CEUS 30 minutes before surgery, and methylene 
blue tracing was performed in the operating room. This 
procedure has a relatively low cost and equipment barrier 
and increases detection rates of methylene blue to those 
of methylene blue + ICG or methylene blue + Tc-99.71,72

Qin et al compared ICG + methylene blue to CNs. 
CNs have a strong affinity for the lymphatic system and 
not blood capillaries, and after peritumoral tissue injec-
tion, they accumulate in the SLN, turning the lymph node 
black.73 Importantly, they are less likely than dye to migrate 
beyond the SLN to a higher tier node.73 Qin showed that 
CNs have a slightly inferior identification rate to ICG + 
methylene blue, but other studies have shown that CNs 
are superior to the gold standard Tc-99 + blue dye.40,73 CNs 
work in the same time frame as dyes (10–15 minutes) and 
have been shown to be safe in limited studies.74

Although not investigated in any studies in this review, 
in recent years nondye, superparamagnetic iron oxide 
(SPIO) nanoparticles, which have conventionally been 
used as a contrast agent for magnetic resonance imaging, 
have demonstrated a high accuracy for SLN detection. 
SPIO nanoparticles are injected into the patient 3–15 days 
before surgery and detected with a magnetometer in the 
operating room.73 Their SLN detection results have been 
noninferior to the gold standard, with comparable identi-
fication and false-negative rates.75 Injections of SPIO are 
slightly less expensive than Tc-99 and reduce operating 
time due to the injection being given preoperatively.76

One of the main limitations of this review is compar-
ing studies that investigated different numbers of nodes 
for each tracer. Our smallest number of lymph nodes for 
a tracer combination was 10, whereas other studies inves-
tigated hundreds of lymph nodes. Additionally, we com-
bined results for individual or combination tracers that 
were the same across studies, although the methods for 
dye application varied, albeit acceptably, between groups 
in some cases. Additionally, we were limited to report-
ing SLN identification rates because of the variability in 
reporting of false-negative and recurrence rates among 
included studies.

Although lymphatic tracers, dyes, and other substances 
have created a new paradigm for cancer staging and mor-
bidity prevention, questions remain around methods to 
optimize this technique. This review shows that while ICG 
and Tc-99 work well individually, combinations with these 
tracers improve results. However, both of these tracers 
have their drawbacks.

CONCLUSIONS
The ideal SLN tracer is a low-cost molecule that requires 

no specialized visualization equipment, has a high affinity 
for binding lymphatic proteins, and is between 100 and 
200 nm. It needs to be small enough to quickly migrate 
to the SLN but large enough to remain localized for at 
least the procedure duration. It should also have few to no 

adverse effects. These features would allow the tracer to 
have a high SLN detection rate, sensitivity, specificity, and 
availability in cancer centers globally.

The data that support the findings of this study are 
available from the corresponding author upon reasonable 
request.

Mark Swerdlow, MS
Department of Surgery

Keck School of Medicine of USC
1520 San Pablo St., Suite 4300

Los Angeles, CA 90033
E-mail: mswerdlo@usc.edu

Antoine Lyonel Carré, MD, MPH, FACS
Department of Surgery

City of Hope
1500 East Duarte Road

Duarte, CA 91010
E-mail: acarre@coh.org

DISCLOSURE
The authors have no financial interest to declare in relation to 

the content of this article.

REFERENCES
	 1.	 Tanis PJ, Nieweg OE, Valdés Olmos RA, et al. History of senti-

nel node and validation of the technique. Breast Cancer Res. 
2001;3:109–112. 

	 2.	 Giuliano AE, Kirgan DM, Guenther JM, et al. Lymphatic map-
ping and sentinel lymphadenectomy for breast cancer. Ann Surg. 
1994;220:391–8; discussion 398–401. 

	 3.	 Morton DL, Cochran AJ, Thompson JF, et al; Multicenter 
Selective Lymphadenectomy Trial Group. Sentinel node biopsy 
for early-stage melanoma: accuracy and morbidity in MSLT-I, an 
international multicenter trial. Ann Surg. 2005;242:302–11; dis-
cussion 311–313. 

	 4.	 Noguchi M, Inokuchi M, Zen Y. Complement of peritumoral 
and subareolar injection in breast cancer sentinel lymph node 
biopsy. J Surg Oncol. 2009;100:100–105. 

	 5.	 Teal CB, Slocum JP, Akin EA. Evaluation of the benefit of using 
blue dye in addition to radioisotope for sentinel lymph node 
biopsy in patients with breast cancer. Breast J. 2005;11:391–393. 

	 6.	 Zhou H, Lei P-J, Padera TP. Progression of metastasis through 
lymphatic system. Cells. 2021;10:627. 

	 7.	 Berrocal J, Saperstein L, Grube B, et al. Intraoperative injection 
of technetium-99m sulfur colloid for sentinel lymph node biopsy 
in breast cancer patients: a single institution experience. Surg Res 
Pract. 2017;2017:5924802. 

	 8.	 Morton DL, Wen DR, Wong JH, et al. Technical details of intra-
operative lymphatic mapping for early stage melanoma. Arch 
Surg. 1992;127:392–399. 

	 9.	 Morton DL, Wen DR, Foshag LJ, et al. Intraoperative lym-
phatic mapping and selective cervical lymphadenectomy 
for early-stage melanomas of the head and neck. J Clin Oncol. 
1993;11:1751–1756. 

	10.	 Elsevier. Levels of evidence. Available at https://www.elsevier.
com/__data/promis_misc/YJPSU-Levels-of-Evidence.pdf. 
Accessed January 26, 2024.

	11.	 Hojo T, Nagao T, Kikuyama M, et al. Evaluation of sentinel node 
biopsy by combined fluorescent and dye method and lymph flow 
for breast cancer. Breast. 2010;19:210–213. 

	12.	 van der Vorst JR, Schaafsma BE, Verbeek FPR, et al. Randomized 
comparison of near-infrared fluorescence imaging using 

mailto:mswerdlo@usc.edu
mailto:acarre@coh.org
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr281
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr281
https://doi.org/10.1186/bcr281
https://doi.org/10.1097/00000658-199409000-00015
https://doi.org/10.1097/00000658-199409000-00015
https://doi.org/10.1097/00000658-199409000-00015
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000181092.50141.fa
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000181092.50141.fa
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000181092.50141.fa
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000181092.50141.fa
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.sla.0000181092.50141.fa
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.21308
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.21308
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.21308
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1075-122X.2005.00126.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1075-122X.2005.00126.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1075-122X.2005.00126.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells10030627
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells10030627
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/5924802
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/5924802
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/5924802
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/5924802
https://doi.org/10.1001/archsurg.1992.01420040034005
https://doi.org/10.1001/archsurg.1992.01420040034005
https://doi.org/10.1001/archsurg.1992.01420040034005
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1993.11.9.1751
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1993.11.9.1751
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1993.11.9.1751
https://doi.org/10.1200/JCO.1993.11.9.1751
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/promis_misc/YJPSU-Levels-of-Evidence.pdf
https://www.elsevier.com/__data/promis_misc/YJPSU-Levels-of-Evidence.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2010.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2010.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2010.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-012-2466-4
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-012-2466-4


 Swerdlow et al • Lymphatic Dye Combinations Review

7

indocyanine green and 99(m) technetium with or without pat-
ent blue for the sentinel lymph node procedure in breast cancer 
patients. Ann Surg Oncol. 2012;19:4104–4111. 

	13.	 Takemoto N, Koyanagi A, Yasuda M, et al. Comparison of the 
indocyanine green dye method versus the combined method of 
indigo carmine blue dye with indocyanine green fluorescence 
imaging for sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast conserva-
tive therapy for stage ≤IIA breast cancer. BMC Womens Health. 
2018;18:151. 

	14.	 Brouwer OR, Buckle T, Vermeeren L, et al. Comparing the 
hybrid fluorescent-radioactive tracer indocyanine green-99mTc-
nanocolloid with 99mTc-nanocolloid for sentinel node identifi-
cation: a validation study using lymphoscintigraphy and SPECT/
CT. J Nucl Med. 2012;53:1034–1040. 

	15.	 Uhara H, Yamazaki N, Takata M, et al. Applicability of radiocol-
loids, blue dyes and fluorescent indocyanine green to sentinel 
node biopsy in melanoma. J Dermatol. 2012;39:336–338. 

	16.	 Snyman LC, Bryant EP, Wethmar EI, et al. Use of a sentinel lymph 
node biopsy algorithm in a South African population of patients 
with cervical cancer and high prevalence of human immunodefi-
ciency virus infection. Int J Gynecol Cancer. 2018;28:1432–1437. 

	17.	 Ji Y, Luo N, Jiang Y, et al. Clinical utility of the additional use 
of blue dye for indocyanine green for sentinel node biopsy in 
breast cancer. J Surg Res. 2017;215:88–92. 

	18.	 Chen J, Wang H, Zhang H. [Detection of sentinel lymph 
node in patients with breast cancer]. Zhonghua Wai Ke Za Zhi. 
2002;40:164–167.

	19.	 Brouwer OR, van den Berg NS, Mathéron HM, et al. A hybrid 
radioactive and fluorescent tracer for sentinel node biopsy in 
penile carcinoma as a potential replacement for blue dye. Eur 
Urol. 2014;65:600–609. 

	20.	 Zhang C, Li Y, Wang X, et al. Clinical study of combined appli-
cation of indocyanine green and methylene blue for senti-
nel lymph node biopsy in breast cancer. Medicine (Baltimore). 
2021;100:e25365. 

	21.	 Chi C, Kou D, Ye J, et al. Sentinel lymph node detection in 
breast cancer patients using surgical navigation system based on 
fluorescence molecular imaging technology. Molecular-Guided 
Surgery: Molecules, Devices, and Applications. 2015;9311:79–85. 

	22.	 Yuan L, Qi X, Zhang Y, et al. Comparison of sentinel lymph node 
detection performances using blue dye in conjunction with 
indocyanine green or radioisotope in breast cancer patients: 
a prospective single-center randomized study. Cancer Biol Med. 
2018;15:452–460. 

	23.	 Schaafsma BE, Verbeek FPR, Rietbergen DDD, et al. Clinical 
trial of combined radio- and fluorescence-guided sentinel lymph 
node biopsy in breast cancer. Br J Surg. 2013;100:1037–1044. 

	24.	 Crane LMA, Themelis G, Arts HJG, et al. Intraoperative 
near-infrared fluorescence imaging for sentinel lymph node 
detection in vulvar cancer: first clinical results. Gynecol Oncol. 
2011;120:291–295. 

	25.	 Frontado LM, Brouwer OR, van den Berg NS, et al. Added value 
of the hybrid tracer indocyanine green-99mTc-nanocolloid 
for sentinel node biopsy in a series of patients with different 
lymphatic drainage patterns. Rev. Esp. Med. Nucl. Imagen Mol. 
2013;32:227–233. 

	26.	 Guo J, Yang H, Wang S, et al. Comparison of sentinel lymph 
node biopsy guided by indocyanine green, blue dye, and their 
combination in breast cancer patients: a prospective cohort 
study. World J Surg Oncol. 2017;15:296. 

	27.	 Navarro A-S, Angeles MA, Migliorelli F, et al. Comparison of 
SPECT-CT with intraoperative mapping in cervical and uterine 
malignancies. Int J Gynecol Cancer. 2021;31:679–685. 

	28.	 Shen S, Xu Q, Zhou Y, et al. Comparison of sentinel lymph node 
biopsy guided by blue dye with or without indocyanine green in 
early breast cancer. J Surg Oncol. 2018;117:1841–1847. 

	29.	 Pitsinis V, Provenzano E, Kaklamanis L, et al. Indocyanine green 
fluorescence mapping for sentinel lymph node biopsy in early 
breast cancer. Surg Oncol. 2015;24:375–379. 

	30.	 Somashekhar SP, Kumar CR, Ashwin KR, et al. Can low-cost indo 
cyanine green florescence technique for sentinel lymph node 
biopsy replace dual dye (radio-colloid and blue dye) technique 
in early breast cancer: a prospective two-arm comparative study. 
Clin Breast Cancer. 2020;20:e576–e583. 

	31.	 Zhou Y, Li Y, Mao F, et al. Preliminary study of contrast-enhanced 
ultrasound in combination with blue dye vs indocyanine green 
fluorescence, in combination with blue dye for sentinel lymph 
node biopsy in breast cancer. BMC Cancer. 2019;19:939. 

	32.	 Tong M, Guo W, Gao W. Use of fluorescence imaging in com-
bination with patent blue dye versus patent blue dye alone in 
sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast cancer. J. Breast Cancer. 
2014;17:250–255. 

	33.	 Guo W, Zhang Li, Ji J, et al. Evaluation of the benefit of using 
blue dye in addition to indocyanine green fluorescence for senti-
nel lymph node biopsy in patients with breast cancer. World J Surg 
Oncol. 2014;12:290. 

	34.	 Wang C, Tong F, Cao Y, et al. Long-term follow-up results of 
fluorescence and blue dye guided sentinel lymph node 
biopsy in early breast cancer. Breast Cancer Res Treat. 2021;188: 
361–368. 

	35.	 Zhang Z, Xie P, Chen J, et al. Clinical value of combining indo-
cyanine green fluorescence navigation with blue dye in sentinel 
lymph node biopsy in patients with breast cancer. Chin J Clin 
Oncol. 2016;43:757–760. 

	36.	 Cabrera S, Bebia V, Franco-Camps S, et al. Technetium-99m-
indocyanine green versus technetium-99m-methylene blue for 
sentinel lymph node biopsy in early-stage endometrial cancer. 
Int J Gynecol Cancer. 2020;30:311–317. 

	37.	 Peng H, Wang SJ, Niu X, et al. Sentinel node biopsy using indo-
cyanine green in oral/oropharyngeal cancer. World J Surg Oncol. 
2015;13:278. 

	38.	 How J, Gotlieb WH, Press JZ, et al. Comparing indocyanine 
green, technetium, and blue dye for sentinel lymph node map-
ping in endometrial cancer. Gynecol Oncol. 2015;137:436–442. 

	39.	 Verbeek FPR, Tummers QRJG, Rietbergen DDD, et al. 
Sentinel lymph node biopsy in vulvar cancer using combined 
radioactive and fluorescence guidance. Int J Gynecol Cancer. 
2015;25:1086–1093. 

	40.	 Qin X, Yang M, Zheng X. Comparative study of indocyanine 
green combined with blue dye with methylene blue only and car-
bon nanoparticles only for sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast 
cancer. Ann Surg Treat Res. 2019;97:1–6. 

	41.	 Verbeek FPR, Troyan SL, Mieog JSD, et al. Near-infrared fluores-
cence sentinel lymph node mapping in breast cancer: a multi-
center experience. Breast Cancer Res Treat. 2014;143:333–342. 

	42.	 Takahashi M, Hayashida T, Jinno H, et al. P3-07-10: sentinel 
lymph node navigation surgery using combination of indocya-
nine green fluorescence and blue dye for breast cancer patients. 
Cancer Res. 2011;71:P3–07–10–P3–07–10. 

	43.	 Inoue T, Nishi T, Nakano Y, et al. Axillary lymph node recurrence 
after sentinel lymph node biopsy performed using a combina-
tion of indocyanine green fluorescence and the blue dye method 
in early breast cancer. Breast Cancer. 2016;23:295–300. 

	44.	 Agrawal SK, Hashlamoun I, Karki B, et al. Diagnostic perfor-
mance of indocyanine green plus methylene blue versus radio-
isotope plus methylene blue dye method for sentinel lymph 
node biopsy in node-negative early breast cancer. JCO Glob Oncol. 
2020;6:1225–1231. 

	45.	 Buda A, Elisei F, Palazzi S, et al. Quality of care for cervical and 
endometrial cancer patients: the impact of different techniques 
of sentinel lymph node mapping on patient satisfaction. Ann 
Surg Oncol. 2016;23:2975–2981. 

https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-012-2466-4
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-012-2466-4
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-012-2466-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12905-018-0646-5
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1346-8138.2011.01340.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1346-8138.2011.01340.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1346-8138.2011.01340.x
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000001310
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000001310
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000001310
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000001310
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2017.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2017.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2017.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2013.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2013.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2013.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2013.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000025365
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000025365
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000025365
https://doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000025365
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2076517
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2076517
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2076517
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.2076517
https://doi.org/10.20892/j.issn.2095-3941.2018.0270
https://doi.org/10.20892/j.issn.2095-3941.2018.0270
https://doi.org/10.20892/j.issn.2095-3941.2018.0270
https://doi.org/10.20892/j.issn.2095-3941.2018.0270
https://doi.org/10.20892/j.issn.2095-3941.2018.0270
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.9159
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.9159
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.9159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2010.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2010.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2010.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2010.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2013.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2013.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2013.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2013.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2013.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-017-1264-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-017-1264-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-017-1264-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-017-1264-7
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2020-002198
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2020-002198
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2020-002198
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.25058
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.25058
https://doi.org/10.1002/jso.25058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.suronc.2015.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.suronc.2015.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.suronc.2015.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clbc.2020.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6165-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6165-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6165-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6165-4
https://doi.org/10.4048/jbc.2014.17.3.250
https://doi.org/10.4048/jbc.2014.17.3.250
https://doi.org/10.4048/jbc.2014.17.3.250
https://doi.org/10.4048/jbc.2014.17.3.250
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-12-290
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-12-290
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-12-290
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-12-290
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-021-06196-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-021-06196-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-021-06196-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-021-06196-6
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2016.17.805
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2016.17.805
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2016.17.805
https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1000-8179.2016.17.805
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000923
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000923
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000923
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000923
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-015-0691-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-015-0691-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12957-015-0691-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ygyno.2015.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000000419
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000000419
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000000419
https://doi.org/10.1097/IGC.0000000000000419
https://doi.org/10.4174/astr.2019.97.1.1
https://doi.org/10.4174/astr.2019.97.1.1
https://doi.org/10.4174/astr.2019.97.1.1
https://doi.org/10.4174/astr.2019.97.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-013-2802-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-013-2802-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10549-013-2802-9
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.SABCS11-P3-07-10
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.SABCS11-P3-07-10
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.SABCS11-P3-07-10
https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.SABCS11-P3-07-10
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-014-0573-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-014-0573-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-014-0573-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-014-0573-8
https://doi.org/10.1200/GO.20.00165
https://doi.org/10.1200/GO.20.00165
https://doi.org/10.1200/GO.20.00165
https://doi.org/10.1200/GO.20.00165
https://doi.org/10.1200/GO.20.00165
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-016-5233-0
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-016-5233-0
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-016-5233-0
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-016-5233-0


PRS Global Open • 2024

8

	46.	 Wang B, Yao T, Zhou R, et al.  [Clinical feasibility of imaging with 
indocyanine green combined with methylene blue for sentinel 
lymph node identification in papillary thyroid microcarcinoma]. 
Lin Chung Er Bi Yan Hou Tou Jing Wai Ke Za Zhi. 2021;35:543–547. 

	47.	 Crivellaro C, Landoni C, Elisei F, et al. Combining positron 
emission tomography/computed tomography, radiomics, and 
sentinel lymph node mapping for nodal staging of endometrial 
cancer patients. Int J Gynecol Cancer. 2020;30:378–382. 

	48.	 Boni L, David G, Mangano A, et al. Clinical applications of indo-
cyanine green (ICG) enhanced fluorescence in laparoscopic sur-
gery. Surg Endosc. 2015;29:2046–2055. 

	49.	 Yoneya S, Saito T, Komatsu Y, et al. Binding properties of 
indocyanine green in human blood. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 
1998;39:1286–1290.

	50.	 Lin J, Lin L-S, Chen D-R, et al. Indocyanine green fluorescence 
method for sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast cancer. Asian J 
Surg. 2020;43:1149–1153. 

	51.	 Hackethal A, Hirschburger M, Eicker SO, et al. Role of indo-
cyanine green in fluorescence imaging with near-infrared light 
to identify sentinel lymph nodes, lymphatic vessels and pathways 
prior to surgery—a critical evaluation of options. Geburtshilfe 
Frauenheilkd. 2018;78:54–62. 

	52.	 Lu C-H, Hsiao J-K. Indocyanine green: an old drug with novel 
applications. Tzu Chi Med. J. 2021;33:317–322. 

	53.	 Michenfelder MM, Bartlett LJ, Mahoney DW, et al. Particle-size 
and radiochemical purity evaluations of filtered 99mTc-sulfur 
colloid prepared with different heating times. J Nucl Med Technol. 
2014;42:283–288. 

	54.	 Eshima D, Eshima LA, Gotti NM, et al. Technetium-99m-sulfur 
colloid for lymphoscintigraphy: effects of preparation param-
eters. J Nucl Med. 1996;37:1575–1578.

	55.	 Vucetić B, Andreja Rogan S, Balenović A, et al. The role of 
preoperative lymphoscintigraphy in surgery planning for sen-
tinel lymph node biopsy in malignant melanoma. Wien Klin 
Wochenschr. 2006;118:286–293. 

	56.	 Intenzo CM, Truluck CA, Kushen MC, et al. Lymphoscintigraphy 
in cutaneous melanoma: an updated total body atlas of sentinel 
node mapping. Radiographics. 2009;29:1125–1135. 

	57.	 Valiveru RC, Agarwal G, Agrawal V, et al. Low-cost fluorescein as 
an alternative to radio-colloid for sentinel lymph node biopsy—a 
prospective validation study in early breast cancer. World J Surg. 
2020;44:3417–3422. 

	58.	 Pothen AG, Parmar M. Fluorescein. In: StatPearls. Treasure 
Island, Fla.: StatPearls Publishing; 2022.

	59.	 Bollinger A, Jäger K, Sgier F, et al. Fluorescence microlymphog-
raphy. Circulation. 1981;64:1195–1200. 

	60.	 Kersey TW, Van Eyk J, Lannin DR, et al. Comparison of intrader-
mal and subcutaneous injections in lymphatic mapping. J Surg 
Res. 2001;96:255–259. 

	61.	 Electronic Medicines Compendium. Fluorescein sodium 100 mg/
ml, solution for injection. Paris: Serb Laboratories. Available at 
https://www.medicines.org.uk/emc/product/8829/smpc. 
Accessed August 18, 2022.

	62.	 Tsopelas C, Sutton R. Why certain dyes are useful for localizing 
the sentinel lymph node. J Nucl Med. 2002;43:1377–1382.

	63.	 Leong SP, Donegan E, Heffernon W, et al. Adverse reactions to 
isosulfan blue during selective sentinel lymph node dissection in 
melanoma. Ann Surg Oncol. 2000;7:361–366. 

	64.	 Gumus M, Gumus H, Jones SE, et al. How long will I be blue? 
Prolonged skin staining following sentinel lymph node biopsy 
using intradermal patent blue dye. Breast Care (Basel, Switzerland). 
2013;8:199–202. 

	65.	 Lee JH, Chang CH, Park CH, et al. Methylene blue dye-induced 
skin necrosis in immediate breast reconstruction: evaluation and 
management. Arch. Plast. Surg. 2014;41:258–263. 

	66.	 PubChem. Indigo carmine. Available at https://pubchem.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/compound/Indigo-carmine. Accessed September 
18, 2022.

	67.	 Nagao T, Kinoshita T, Hojo T, et al. Sentinel lymph node biopsy 
using indigo carmine blue dye and the validity of “10% rule” and 
“4 nodes rule.” Breast. 2012;21:455–458. 

	68.	 Nieweg OE, Uren RF, Thompson JF. The history of sentinel 
lymph node biopsy. Cancer J. 2015;21:3–6. 

	69.	 Mathelin C, Croce S, Brasse D, et al. Methylene blue dye, an 
accurate dye for sentinel lymph node identification in early 
breast cancer. Anticancer Res. 2009;29:4119–4125.

	70.	 Ahmed M, Purushotham AD, Douek M. Novel techniques for 
sentinel lymph node biopsy in breast cancer: a systematic review. 
Lancet Oncol. 2014;15:e351–e362. 

	71.	 Hu H, Wei W, Sun D-S, et al. [Clinical application of sentinel 
lymph node biopsy under the guidance of contrast-enhanced 
ultrasound plus methylene blue in patients with breast cancer]. 
Zhonghua Yi Xue Za Zhi. 2013;93:1255–1257. 

	72.	 Westwood M, Al M, Burgers K, et al. Assessment of cost-effectiveness. 
Health Technol Assess 2013;17:47–113.

	73.	 Wu X, Lin Q, Chen G, et al. Sentinel lymph node detection using 
carbon nanoparticles in patients with early breast cancer. PLoS 
One. 2015;10:e0135714. 

	74.	 Ya X, Qian W, Huiqing L. Role of carbon nanoparticle suspen-
sion in sentinel lymph node biopsy for early-stage cervical can-
cer: a prospective study. BJOG. 2021;128:890–898. 

	75.	 Mok CW, Tan S-M, Zheng Q, et al. Network meta-analysis of 
novel and conventional sentinel lymph node biopsy techniques 
in breast cancer. BJS Open. 2019;3:445–452. 

	76.	 Karakatsanis A, Daskalakis K, Stålberg P, et al. Superparamagnetic 
iron oxide nanoparticles as the sole method for sentinel node 
biopsy detection in patients with breast cancer. Br J Surg. 
2017;104:1675–1685. 

https://doi.org/10.13201/j.issn.2096-7993.2021.06.013
https://doi.org/10.13201/j.issn.2096-7993.2021.06.013
https://doi.org/10.13201/j.issn.2096-7993.2021.06.013
https://doi.org/10.13201/j.issn.2096-7993.2021.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000945
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000945
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000945
https://doi.org/10.1136/ijgc-2019-000945
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00464-014-3895-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00464-014-3895-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00464-014-3895-x
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9620093
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9620093
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9620093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asjsur.2020.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asjsur.2020.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asjsur.2020.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-123937
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-123937
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-123937
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-123937
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-123937
https://doi.org/10.4103/tcmj.tcmj_216_20
https://doi.org/10.4103/tcmj.tcmj_216_20
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.114.145391
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.114.145391
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.114.145391
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.114.145391
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8790222
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8790222
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8790222
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00508-006-0603-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00508-006-0603-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00508-006-0603-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00508-006-0603-4
https://doi.org/10.1148/rg.294085745
https://doi.org/10.1148/rg.294085745
https://doi.org/10.1148/rg.294085745
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-020-05631-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-020-05631-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-020-05631-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00268-020-05631-x
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.64.6.1195
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.64.6.1195
https://doi.org/10.1006/jsre.2000.6075
https://doi.org/10.1006/jsre.2000.6075
https://doi.org/10.1006/jsre.2000.6075
https://www.medicines.org.uk/emc/product/8829/smpc
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12368377
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12368377
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10434-000-0361-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10434-000-0361-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10434-000-0361-x
https://doi.org/10.1159/000352092
https://doi.org/10.1159/000352092
https://doi.org/10.1159/000352092
https://doi.org/10.1159/000352092
https://doi.org/10.5999/aps.2014.41.3.258
https://doi.org/10.5999/aps.2014.41.3.258
https://doi.org/10.5999/aps.2014.41.3.258
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/compound/Indigo-carmine
https://pubchem.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/compound/Indigo-carmine
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2011.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2011.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.breast.2011.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000091
https://doi.org/10.1097/PPO.0000000000000091
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19846959
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19846959
https://doi.org/pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19846959
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(13)70590-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(13)70590-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-2045(13)70590-4
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.0376-2491.2013.16.012
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.0376-2491.2013.16.012
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.0376-2491.2013.16.012
https://doi.org/10.3760/cma.j.issn.0376-2491.2013.16.012
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0135714
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0135714
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0135714
https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0528.16504
https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0528.16504
https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0528.16504
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs5.50157
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs5.50157
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs5.50157
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10606
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10606
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10606
https://doi.org/10.1002/bjs.10606

