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Abstract: Ovarian cancer is the most malignant gynecological disease, the mortality is extremely high, its definite diag—
nosis is of great significance to the treatment and prognosis. Different diffusion models can provide more information for clinic
noninvasively through a series of quantitative parameters, thus improving the accuracy of ovarian tumor diagnosis. imaging is
a method of artificial intelligence, which can reveal the intrinsic heterogeneity of lesions more comprehensively and objective—
ly, and has a good application prospect in tumor detection, primary stage, treatment plan, prognosis prediction and response
evaluation. This article reviews the progress of different diffusion models and imaging in ovarian tumors.
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