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Abstract

Prostate cancer (PCa) is the most common solid organ malignancy in men and the third leading
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cause of cancer death. Accurate PCa detection and staging methods are essential for determining
the extent of disease and treatment options. Review prostate-specific membrane antigen (PSMA)
positron emission tomography (PET) imaging in Performance and diagnostic accuracy in PCa ini-
tial staging, and to assess its impact on a definitive treatment plan. Compared to conventional im-
aging, PSMA PET has moderately high sensitivity and specificity for detecting intraprostate tumors
and moderately high sensitivity for detecting regional and extra-pelvic metastases. PSMA PET can
also play an important role in detecting extra-prostatic disease before surgery and can guide sur-
gical planning. In addition, PSMA PET has proven to be an effective tool for a definitive radiothe-
rapy plan for patients who have not responded to treatment. Therefore, the diagnostic accuracy
and impact on treatment of prostate specific membrane antigen (PSMA) positron emission tomo-
graphy (PET) imaging in the initial staging of prostate cancer (PCa) were reviewed. We conclude
that PSMA positron emission computed tomography is effective in imaging initial PCa and can help
patients modify treatment.
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1. 5|

51 e (PCa) O oA fe i DL IR 55 14 SR 28 B e IR, 2 ROk B S B ) = 2 R A (1] H AT
WHURIR, M PCa RIGHEMEZHE T, WEREZNAMUEFTmEER R, Wik, . EHERETSE
ML 7K PRS2 P R B B AR AR R 1 KPR [2]. HETX T PCa 2 I 7548 32 B T 11 41 i
Ry R HUE (PSA) K- & AHE A5 5| 3 27 RS A o (H, B AT K PCa 12 Wi igont T-HERf 12 W Aok
S IR SRAFE A LR A R 2, IF HL AN RE N PCa Ilfm PRIG YT TRl A 5C T va BB 1A 2cde 215 2. [3]
HAR 4155 AT TR WAL GRLAR 0 T X IOtk R A e 7% Ik S B e R S R %200 il 3.17%  (2/63) 11
25.40% (16/63), 1 I FH Al 51l S5 4 47T i (prostate specific membrane antigen, PSMA) IE F 1 & 5541
Wt )= 2. 1% (positronemission tomography/computed tomography, PET/CT)X} F(1AS H Z85 & AL G5 2,
539 23.81% (15/63)F11 52.38% (33/63). H:FMFRICY) HT 2 SEMEILIRBAZ (MpMRI) [ ) v AL A1
A B R e P TR (PSMA) 1E HL & 3 W /2 AR (PET) B9 5T ADKCR B 74130 PCa IR AT S I, RS 43
B LA . ARSCE ALY PSMA PET/CT Fil PSMA PET/MRI £ PCa #1#A2 i A1 23 B R/ FH

2. MBS IRHITRE S ERIERGF A

TETTZ BRI RIAG 53 WIS HEAT XU 73 G e b B, USR8 SN R TT 77 %8 PCa FLIHIZ WK
# T B4R (DRE) AT PSA MlsE, iXLe A Ok uk B n] L3R & PCa BRIk th 38, AT FRAIRFE T %6
[5]. #AT, PSA #1 DRE [ Rt A IR, v B2 WiAd BE¥aI7[3]. AT PSA K KT 4 ng/ml B
DRE 5 [ i T T4 E A (TRUS) TG [6] -

H AT O 22 Tl R 271 28 P SR s st i A4 U P 23 S22, G Hh 5 [ 3R 0 5 TR X 25 (NCCN) 4 R i
Fi PSA. Gleason P-4 FIGIR 7 #AH PCa 732 AMAKSE . KfE. . el e fa ffdenl, o

][l

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.142620 4468 Il R 2% 27 3k e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.142620
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

NG EL, ZRK4E

TBIT HTE MG R AR AR (7], SR LTE . SRIEFIEA A PFsic ) st TIGIR, B 2 MK
K PCa & L BES WA B VR IT, DA PCa g IS WA R RAIT AN F1. 1l 41 i e 45 4L
(Prostate Health Index), J&—Fh4h& 15 PSA. & PSA A p2PSA (K2 Witk Mg il 77 3%,  ZER I I

B X PCa i B A R 2 Wit RE[8] o th CUgE B L 5l PSA A S8 J s Wi v, JF B 4y
NGRS BRI, AT DA B AR AN 06 2 335 G 28 1D [R] B S SR 25 i 2 31 PCa (s HE 2R 9]

F R E ) (1435 Decipher. Oncotype i1 Prolaris &3 () 5] A\ Al 23 PCa K% 4 )2 )48 5 M4 PCa
&, Decipher £ IUF] FHARIA MERT ZUAR VIR ARFRA A 22 Ff RNA FRic3RIE, CB0IE B X 5% 58 Fje e
B MEE T R A R AT AE J1, WENTES PCa B EAMEALIATT 7 R 10A F T A[10]. B4, B—
Tiwft 2B, Decipher JE[KIZH 73 K48 (GC) B N 0.1 73, PSMA-avid #2455 R 22> 0 40% [11].
IR, GC AHim M EE T Re N TIEH . SRR B4 PCa 4 H B IR
gk [11].

3. mpMRI f£ PCa #l¥s 5 HAF ER

mpMRI %4t EAHE T2 IAUSUE (T2WI) . GREUINAUAR (DW D) MBS L 3G 55 AR (DCE), 1% 8 if%
T3 ORIz TR IR e . E— TR G NELRIR R I, mpMRI R AT 5 Bl o 2 AR
FAYER B B 44%~87%. 63%~98%IIIfi R S PCa Hi H S ANBH M FIIE (NPV) [12]. IXIHF 7T H
NPV %8, mpMRI AJHRHEBRA GRS SR, AT PSA 7K T i 55 AN 00 2 AR B v s B
[12]. BEAh, mpMRI #E [ G R AE R PCa J7 T A H L R G MR A 2, A Bh Tl id i 12 kiz
Wik 2. TE—IikH %} 500 44 RSEML PCa B3 H 2 A R332 1 id A 8, 38%4%52 MRI 2 [ & £ar 1
BRI T A IWEIRE X PCa, 1452 RGEMIER (1 55 M R DA I AR R L) PCa I EL 9 R A 26% [13].
5 TRUS iEH LR AR EL, mpMRI B [ 354 A8 R W 22 A I R LK PCa, 17 72 38 S % BRI PR 3 SUAN R
IR T, B RIRURZ TRUS 1G4 2 1 P [14] -

RUEIXEEE R R B mpMRI £ PCa IS Wi A R G BE L, AR POV EA A 7 ok 2 b
[15]. MEAh, ST mpMRI 515 T HEE G & 75 2 LAZ I PCa, AF/ES+[16], mpMRI 5|5~ 14 i)
ERAE A —F R A AR AT, AR NIRRT 22 R 5gma, A AN ml g b PR B 12 2

WEAN, B A T 2R S R VR AV A AR AR IR T S IR G R S A R 48 (PI-RADS) 51N, mpMRI
PRI RE AN R AE 4% HP 0 2 8] VAR 1S B AR TEEAL[17]. 7E PI-RADSV2 H1, A MR AR Rt 90 1 i A 2 243 J31)
JEIT DWI AT T2WI #1471l . PI-RADSV2 #45E mpMRI A6 £ 25 5 551 PR 25 KR iEAFE A O, R 5
PP IPERR A AT EVE[17]. PI-RADS & RN W] REAAAE I PR B R E, 177 PI-RADSS MR s ilcAT
A REAFAEIM R B e . (H2, XFTF PI-RADSV2 ¥ FL e TE 1L Fr 3 2 [ K — ARG AR, X AT 2
5 PI-RADS 7E48 S:ilfs R v 5 5 T 1 AT 51 [18] . PI-RADS3 2% 48 J2 75 3d & v Ao A7 28 BRI PE[17].
PI-RADSV2.1 T~ 2019 4= kAi, i a6 EECRESEIIMET FANE R HE B, TR B ARz
[ (1) 22 S MG AT AR MRI [ 2[19] A SRRRAS ) PI-RADS $it 15 & 48 ] BE 2 G N T 2 IR PRFFAE (40 PSA
FIE), UATEBhERAfO GRS, JRIR LT 245 5 [20].

TEXIA B3 TR mpMRI, A5 Bl PR 2= A= Tt 263X AN [F) (1098 7 7 SR HRUSE, - AT 5 Bl LABE in A
P78 S PCa BIVGYT[21] [22]. it 7E 77 &2 (HDR)UT IR & Va7 1AM R BUE YT )5, mpMRI
ARSI 1 P G 3R T TR 15 77 B 2R G A HDR VAT 1 /=0 & i 1 s S 3 (9 2R A R W [23] . b4k, 3k mT DAAR
5 iR A RSO AR 6 14 1 S IR VI BR AR 5 AR K [24] . XS AR, &S AL,
mpMRI 7£ 38 5 F AR IGI7 FsE PCa B3 10 s 75 7 T B B4R A

BOL IR KB, DCE A A £ T T2WI X RTZIAR MRI [ AR i 14 7 g 6380 BH 5 1 35 B
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[25]. 5 mpMRI MILL, S % (bp)REIEHR BA% (T2WI Fit DWITE PCa farillF iifE F 8 K. {E PSA /K F-7tH
8 DRE A& 4 B w2 vh,  H SASP T (Bl vr) T2WIRT DWI AL R T XS0 MRI X PCa Gl
S B v () R R S E[26] . k4, vanderLeest 25 A TE— 05T Xt 626 4 R B2 G K ¥ S P AT T
RTREPEXTIEA FE R ORI, R IL4A%E bpMRI A1 =F[f] bpMRI 12 B8R 5 mpMRI AL, 4% bpMRI 7E
NPV J5 T F I PR 22 5 ] DL IS [25] . IXSERF7E R, bpMRI AN B B E2mai2 Wi e rf b, i IR AL 1
—FPLEAA FH T L 7R 17 70 T S v 4 3l PCa 1 T4 7772 [26]

4, PSMA PET
4.1. BT PCa R f&A3dE PSMA #8[5) PET Z1&57

PET %70 TRAEHORSE PCa 7r 1. 8 RIRIT 7. BGR BE TG ARG HEEM . BAATTHENL
Wi 24345 (CT)« MRI A B 33(ECT) & e L4k F T wh s f i 0 e 1R 23 B, H K 8 e 7 A I /N (9
B i bk B 25 e e RN NSRRI B 6 A8 O T R ME R PE T BR [ 1] BT 2 M3 A0LY) 18 S0 4204 4 B (18F-FDG) 7 i
Jo PET AR ET 2SI, 5 SR IR B 5 41 s 1A deker ) R BB e 72, e AR A B R PRSI v R H
WA PR[27]. 18F-FDG PET 0 FHTHuMMZ 28 MER « PRANFE R MBI (1R 7 LA S I T 25 3R e i
HITE[27].

F 10 7 s AR 1 A dE PSMA ¥ [m) PET AL/ HE 18F-NaF. 11c-HBH AN 18F-FDG. 18F-NaF
Je— PR EARE PET S4&F, S5%MEGME, XHEHEBEMERN BE B2 kikehtE. SR,
18F-NaF 9 A] DU 2V 2 8 R PR AR, X 43 UGB 78 MR RE 5 4 A0 L EE I8l . PET 24457 11c-
FIEL Bl S5 7~ 20 B e B R IR AR R & B L3, 177 18F-FDG (o ME 4 i Py Z JE MR N v LR . AR 11c-RER AN
18F-FDG A BT 77 51 B e i AR AL R, AR AT X A W A7 47 e o e g ) 5 S P AN AR [27] 0 Rl 2
18F-FDG X T RIEATFI G 4= 5 PCa HEAHPARIZE S 77, DRI e AE A a2 11 470 i 9 e iR/ AT PR [27]
IEARF YA, AT B PR ER R BB BR,  W1 PSMA, X FURERFIXS PCa s & =, JF
H AT RAEERT AR 73 BA b R TR IE Y

4.2. PSMA PET/CT #1 PSMA PET/MRI H8H 4 =5

PSMA & — Mg EpEEE 1, fEIER R FI RS b RI&, HAE PCa AN AT g h ik o, (Rlitk
AYER—AH BT R A L] [27]. #E1] PSMA R4 77 U 4E 68Ga A1 18F ARic i) PET RAZ5%. HATM
& 2 112 68Ga hric. PSMA $E 1] &2 1% 77 /& 68Ga-PSMA-11. 18F A5 ) PSMA 145135 18F-DCFPyL
F1 18F-PSMA-1007 [1]. 5 68Ga #fLt, 18F Fricf PSMA # [ B A4 7 A IEH FRERMK. FHEHKEM
#, AR E ER TR [28].

4.3. BUSIRRA FhIE A

— BT DA ERPT T PSMA PET LER & 1ij 41 it P R RRAE 7 THI B &L RE . PET/MRI 52 PET AR (1)
R RIS MRI B IRRS HEE AL AR S & o 7E TR EEE f& PCa &g, TRiRAEHT #1 it P J e 1 s il i
T RS MR TR A5 (A 5 1, 68Ga-PSMA-11PET/MRI L H#.4l mpMRI EX 68Ga-PSMA-11PET/CT Hif%
HA i 1) R R AR 5 FE[29] [30] [31]. fedle — T & 7 TR 72 () 25 25 43 A . B, 68GaPSMA-11PET/CT
Mgt RIEBJERFEFE N 0.97 1 0.66, FHPEMISREL N 0.05 [32]. BARAIBHPERISALLIZ R 68Ga-PSMA-
11PET/CT o] H-FIn R 5E PCa 11 538 HiBR PCa 1B H e, AT 8 G A B2 IRE R [32] -

BOILWAH I TIRER T RSB 4255 PSMA PET #3147 5E 84082 15 v] AR5 T 55 i 51 i 1= 2%
PERESME S, M 18F-DCFPyL PET/CT B H R EU SR 4 =R R LU AR UE PET RRAE B 5 TIUMINAR B2 45 52
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. FT#F . Gleason ¥4 ML EAMZIL[33]. XM FTHEIH T PSMA PET/CT 15 M8 & M1 41 i e 76
B2 2 I AEDIbR SR S AT 0 TR G2 R, BB EEZA PO —5
HIF FC S hRdE PET S804 J5 & 1 AT 51 e XU (4 LL 4

4.4. PSMA PET X84k E L8028

L b T RS ) KU R I 5%, 38 R 4 TE AR VA PR FT A1 R D BR AR dh AT XU K 7k s bk L 4 T 4
(ePLND) [34]. ePLND #iA Ay Al PCa & kL4552 SR DL B #ER T %, Al A IME R BUS1E B
FE GERAAR A A LEAR A 1 10 5 B U1 A AR 4k E 45 52 B 07 AN BURK BR3¢, (R PCa f8 3 AR ATV
LSS 52 BT VE A BR[34]. PSMA PET TEIbk T 45 73 PPl 5 THIEEAT 1) 2 A 9. fE— TR 130 &b
& PCa B IWE 7t h, Maurer 25 AR 68 Ga-PSMA-11 PET [tk B 45 20 WSR3 B0 A% [34] . Bt o
IR R, PSMA PET Rnillibk LG5 # R IRy et ey, (H RS — M, IR 98 HE 3R I AT R S Rk 0 1)
FERE[35] 0 Kim 258 N il %o 7S Ui 70 HEAT B 25 35 7 it e B 13X 28 30, b AT T < B 68 Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT
X HZ W) s e PCa B R L 45 52 SR I Aar I 48 & R SR ARE e 4 23 i) 0 0.71 A1 0.95 [36]. AL, B4R
PSMA PET FHER R UERA, {5 PSMA PET FAIE I AS— & REHERR R B2 45 B R IO AE1E .

4.5. PSMA PET FEAMRIGS

JOERRIEVERT H IRV R AE B iR Bk, (R385 B AR S5 T A2 th AR AL 52 R SO PR A,
LA Ik T 45 BORS B H I3 A2 I [37] PSMA PET LEARATASIN T 41 iR 719595 FI 48 T AR J5 507 R 55 258
FEEN, BN SHSIIRR R YGRS L, PSMA PET AS:ll 1l 21 iR A2 1) 5t B A Ak 2R i
(AT REME B K[37]. SREREILIR RIS AIEL, PSMA PET i845 BT 56 - I 5l 1) AR A& 4+ & (EPE), 1T
TR P BRI HI IR DI BR AR SR 0L EPE B # 2R T, PSMA PET o] MEN—FiE F 1 T E R RAIAE A
TR E[38]. 68 Ga-PSMA-11 PET J&, 4> 54 23%A1 13%[¥) 64 15 55 P He ¥ 1 45 5 Az db e i IR 15
B THRTE, 6%F1 230K B 1) 45 1 I A RT3 T FRG, XK B PSMA PET R AR 77 R HI &
FEAEE B [39].

5 BR&ERE

PSMA PET L4 E BIZEWIAA HT 41 e (1) S AZ b B RIFII N AT 5. 58 MG AHEL, PSMA PET
CL B IE B L 52 1 7 1 SR A AT BB A IR AR S i A b 5 7 . Bk Ak, PSMA PET #iiE B 2 F
ARBLE TR 2, 7] S BUEE B MEBO7 vH RIS . T4 PSMA PET 544845 S il e ik va Ml
JPIHRIN R, WS — PP ORI R G B M OS. B L PSMA [ B8 E = 1A i 1
I, BAJ PSMA S5 2 R, BATTH RS 35 P4l PSMA PET 7E At 2 78 8 [ e 12 W A0 43 3 v 1)
I R R e 5
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