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Abstract

Prostate cancer is one of the malignant tumors with the highest incidence among adult males in the
world. About 70% of patients in advanced stage will have bone metastasis, which will lead to a series
of bone-related events, which will reduce the quality of life of patients and increase the risk of death.
Therefore, early diagnosis and prediction of prostate cancer and bone metastasis of prostate cancer
are very important. It is of high clinical significance to assist clinicians to judge the condition and
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choose the treatment plan. In this paper, the mechanism and imaging techniques of bone metastasis
of prostate cancer are summarized, and the application values of single photon emission computed
tomography, CT/X-ray, MRI scanning, positron emission tomography/computed tomography, ultra-
sound and imaging in the early diagnosis of bone metastasis of prostate cancer are emphatically
introduced.
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1. 51§

T 51 5 (Prostate Cancer, PCa) 43R A 55 4 i 28 it ey AR PR BT 2 — 5 249 T0% 1 W 3 78 35 o
KA ¥ # (Bone Metastasis, BM) [1], FFLRM, FERYE PCa BE 1 5 FAELERREIE 99%, MM PCa
BN 5 AR 25% [2]. BAEHBNEFE S22 ERAKES RN, IR Z g
A RERMEE T SEIME. MR HOEREIREE, X OORFRIK 7 S I AR TS L E RN T AR T AR (3]
&4 NIk, R R e T R e HANER . Hag, BT RAMERIE. (R R, SRR
R S RIS ST 7V (R R S FH 32 BB, AT S 1R R T R o DRI, i 470 e A% it 41 i s
BRI RIS WO N 2 OC EE, o B PR = A A o 5 AR BE T 77 A BOS IR IR S L. A
Vg AT 21 s e e A B AR RT SRR 2 Wik B e R &5 07 TH 3R AT PR 12

2. FIFIBRE B H BRI A ENH

TERTHIIE R AR, NEREA R AR R R T 5 AR 5 T s IR 2. [l 5 B Rl HERS
XU bR A0 M B FE AT SURREE R N, TR 2R R o R R i — 0 K T AR 2
TEAR 1A BT A EE A R, B RS BERBS IR o 9 A I D g e — D3 KR A s R AR, [ B R
Y11t B 28 S R N IV 5 ) 26 A B RS (4] o 38 200 B3 3t TR 31 7 Bk o 2 A B AT O B 7 B N B 1[5, fEA%
5 ¥ xB k. (RANKL)/RANK/OPG RGN, 52 [l W 5 | it B 57 4 R 00 A A1 T o otit  40 f
SR ST R W . T 5 e 200 Bk LA ) LR R 0 A 4 AR R AR R, A I A i R U
PR T (M-CSF) #4bE KR F B(TGF-BB S G M A « PTHr 2560 A8 41 M A 5 -2 MR ACfoF ek 8 4
WLEB32 B 56 5 R O SR S A M R 2R 5, A R T B, P2 AR s U A . bk, SR
LR 1 S 0 77 (uP A ) T DAIBOR 81 it 240 B AN s i 4 = 2R 1) IGF 456 B 1 (IGFBP)YRR TS 14 ik 5 2%
BEAEKIAT 1 AIGF-1), S IGF-R 4 5K RCH 0B AT AT 5 IR 4N B8 [ 7] BhAh, uPA IR E R T
TGFbl ;=4 TERTSI R B A8 R IE BT ThAE 8] [RItk, 55 HLAth DAV B M0 A8 A RRAE IR 54 B
Jed (L e R FLARAE)AH LG, PCa BB AR I I B 1, AN LA MR o X R 7 A4
1E PCa B #: R0 kb Hp H BB AN B PE I EAZ I G

3. YR EBEEBENEREEE
3.1. BRFESHTENEER &
BT RS ALNZ 1% (Single Photon Emission Computed Tomography, SPECT) &% = 2 H A )
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— R, ERRRK B ARNAMG y SERRE, TR IT 2 WSS . SPECT £3-99 (™Tc)-E FHK: iR £k
(Methylene Diphosphonate, MDP) 4 & & WAZ & B 5 e i e B i e ik i A 7 2. ROA AT 21 s B e 7% K
Z IR CE TR, TR A DX AT 2R PO AR BRI X, A VIR R AR, AF AR
A&, SPECT/CT ¥ SPECT 55 CT Bk AR, BA @ EIGRA R, Wit iEs REMFI MRS S,
AHLE A SPECT K4 E47 121, SPECT/CT RERE4FHE X 4 ROBME AR S, IRESWIURE . Horger
SN — T K 47 4 B35 (B 104 AN ) R ATIE R 78 B8, SPECT/CT BEWEXT 85%HIANH &2 11
N KRB B R AT B4 28, T B ] SPECT W HER R AN 36%. Helyar 25101338 — 5 [P 43 H7
T 40 452 9mTc-MDP 45V H N1 R 5% . SPECT F1 SPECT/CT 7% HIRT 71 lides iR, WF 9T M 5L
TP AR AR A SPECT BMBE, 4 61% Wi AR ARE I AT Ikt . Wi 7 SPECT/CT A% K
i, R 8% M AR MV N I AT, 24% 05 VP N, 68% M E N RIE. HET, it SPECT/CT &
BT IR AR S UE(SUV) R IZWREE I 5 5682, ARFFE[11138 8 SUVina > 19.2 7] L2 %5017 51
Jida i R A B B ARG B, SPECT/CT B i€ &0 AT AVERA B o AR5 5 P58 o JOE 1k 0000 23 AR B P 0 2 85) v T
# L SPECT/CT A%, 7ERTFI M B AL L S th 7 AR B 7 S R3S, MR sE L, B A
il g R R T

32.X&FRMCT

51 R o B e 7 2 N BB PRI RS, (E X e R B0 A P R R I P R AR, A
44%~50%. [EIk, AN X LA TSR B AR 1 R 2 T B (SR AT DU PRSEAEAE B 5 A
FEAR SR I AROREAR (0 R AT HE— DA, U O AL A L BB MR RE L, AR B B FE A
BT AR, A0 50% 0 H B SR AR, U2 B0 B 3 (0 KU B i [ 12] 0 THSEALIBTZ H346(CT)
W R 1 R ARG 71%~99% [13], RENSIEIL 7 3 RIS I won B S5 TR S 2 250,
AR AR AR AT B AR, IRRIER B e R (2 W B R fE M . 0T SPECT Al £ fH
PEAE X P e, JF HAFAE R SR B e (ol i e i B it AT MR B85, EResis i 2L F
3R & A5 14 AV ] A R R AL R R I DL, AT AT 20T B e R B8 P A7 A b L SR KB R R . —
T FE[14]13 8], CT 5 X LAMEL, X EFEBIICHIARESE S 1 26.8%. BRItz oh, M9 CT A REETH
SE LB FE AL IR A IR SRS R HL S A R I A AR SR8, i T PP AR e R TR R RN T HEAE [X 3
CT FE45 T B F A2 Ik 10 27 A, g Tt L AT S 2 I %5, LR T 10 5 52 8 77 mT LADRAIE %5 RIS A6 1 22 A P AN
#ERPE, DR RS IR [15]. 2RI, CT £ R B HAR IS Wi A 2 — e RBR Ik, el /N2 ih]
PRI RE TR, HE DU 4 R 51 RS I S R s e i 0 k. PRI, CT Il 5 AR R A k& i
H G0 E SR sOE A ST R 0, DR RIS . 2, CT fERT SR He A 12 b 3=
ZARNANTEFBL JCIAE PPN R 45 M 23 AN i S A s T B ANl AR AR

3.3. MRI 1344

T LR AR (MRT) DA F: R4 B #FH R 2 23 40 28 5 0 91 e B S B A2 Wi b 4P 535 3%, MRI
(4 T1 ANAUEAD T2 IAUE W] LLEMT Son B BN R 555, ReNS A 8O A B R AR 9 w] R AL
DR LA 8 v 1 R U R S [ 16], B 22 @B 28 B AN & 30 R 38 1 K, 425 MRI (Whole-Body MR,
WB-MRDF]HHLEFE DL T MRI AL A BRAFIAS 2 B[R] ) 8, WB-MRI AME RE % 7E — IRk A A 58 il 4
G4, 30 0T CARI N PEAl AR RS B ARSI O, T A B 10 2 S ER L T N4> THI RS S, . Takahara 5[17]
2004 4E 1 UK IR OIS (Diffusion-Weighted Imaging, DWI)H T-%F 4 & MRI #a#, JFHIRH 7 &&=
&5 HH AR DWIBS), X—H AR @ INHE 55 5 H R B BN EES . Aik4 5 MRI gt
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RN BT 47 et S SF A S8 P bR B e AL 0 T ik o — TZE AT (1813 9, FERT A1 e B e RS 2
J7MH, 4xE MRI IR (94%) RIS 57 B2 (99%) e T B 1348 (A BBURR B2 (80%) AR 7 FEE(95%),  IX Bt 4= £
MRI LEAS I i 51 B B e B ANPP A VA 97 7k T s 3 A 2. Padhani 25 A[19]#152 17425 MRI £
WL FIN, FITE T RIS Fe 2 0 Al R 90 (METRADS-P), FEH )T AsHELL, BUAE thid@ il
TR AR BRR I R B ADC) . TSR S 37 B AR ST e FRORS 2 A ATV i 1 e 72 =63 R
7B DL

3.4. PET/CT IEHF & ST B 1/ EAL K B 138

R 200 20 B, IR T RS WUR S S LB S (PET/CT)FE IR A 908052 21 T MR 5,
E RS — LUV E R FCE EAFIAR LM A B . R EIR . BRSNS A AL A A
T RE A% 50 AR 24 BT VF 22 OB 7 1 A BREUE PET J s I i 510 Bijis B 6 A% 10 R F o H I PR v 4 P A
Z I TR0 S e B Fe A2 B UR PR 25 £ B =28, RRE M E 250 (PSMA U PEARIC *Ga 81 18F).
SO VEZR BRI (Y F-NaF ) MU 4H i 1 S P X T8O 2590 (1 C/ S F- AR )

3.4.1. PSMA PET/CT

HI 51 AR5 )5 (Prostate Specific Membrane Antigen, PSMA )& —F HA R /K MBS PE 1) 1T AYES IR
FEHATHR i A2 [20]. BFFEREE, PSMA (R IAZHEBE I U, HH& S5 iR K I
R R E T E[21], PSMA PET/CT Bk il FAth 5245 2 25 1) 0 BEPE AR S AN L 2 IR T - 2020
FESEE A 5L 25 S B B R (FDA)YIEHE 7 & 4> PSMA #E[H] PET A% 78 1577 Ga PSMA-11, KEHF7TUEY
T 8Ga-PSMA-11PET/CT 7E R 5 71 i i 55 7% 7 [HI M B8 J[22]-[24], 5B H#iH L, Ga-PSMA-11PET/CT
TER I e A8 J5 THI ) RIBE RN 98%, HEREN 96.2%, HAMHTFTIER LW R & T MRI [25]. 2021
LT A MORERT 1F, WE T E 6 B T X R R I ©Ga-PSMA PET/CT i 5 i RS SEA
B PE R, I ELBR 7 R B 56 7 ANA e RS I B B AH 3R AR [26]. SR, 5 ZVER A2, PSMA AMYAE b
AR, ERL R A SR A FRIE[27]. B4, PSMA ZR Bt A 7 448 4w B4R B M SRR
A B R B ARRE R R, X BT e S BB SIS B, BRI TEfR 1 PSMA-PET 5218 75 255 FRX U7 T 1)
K3 .

3.4.2. 8F-NaF PET/CT

H R SF I [N A, BN AR S SF-NaF 2Bt & g A B, DA T A 0% R B 4l
HL e, SREUHLAAT 99mTe-MDP A1, 'F-NaF PET/CT il % F] T3Pl J5 A Bl 4k o 3 2 g A0 1 v
J7 RN, — TR 5> M 281578, 'SF-NaF PET/CT TEAGIN A &1 e 23 10 o0 AN 56 A% 7 TSR DL T 40
SRR RE, BUBEE AR ST 4 B TTIE B 98%A1 90%, L mTe B4l SPECT/CT ¥ . Dyrberg %
N[2913\ 4, SF-NaF PET/CT il 57 51 B & %6 % i fE#a 4 A1 PSMA PET/CT AH24, F HFEAHE T
4= B MRI. —TUPFAG 76 SR AT 51 e SB35 i H PET/MRI 454 'SF-NaF Fl 'SF-FDG U 1 7 i 75 1
DU FE[301R W, S5 " Tc-MDP (¥4 55 INJRIEMIARA L, BtE 'SF-NaF #1 'F-FDG PET/MRI f&
MR 2 ()77, Britz 4t PET/MRI G B A O E MRS IRE /). S BIkut, BEAR 1F-NaF PET/CT A
eS8 I PSMA PET/CT, {HHAEE ## @fa B i I Al 2, IR, &n DR —Ffh e e
BFE, JHEXNT PSMA KEEREH TS .

3.4.3. ""C/"SF-BBFg, PET/CT
Jitv I8 20 23 %) FH 1 4 B B A -6 B A RELRRE A AR vy A 75 2K, I8 200 0 v REL B il i A X 38 gk — 20 1 i
TR AEAR A R R, X 3 F) S R 4 o IR SR B b3 1], RISk E SR PET/CT W] DA E R 505 3 3
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T o NELBR R O P b 100 1 FH PR DL IR TBOR PEAZ 3R 8F R 1C SR SE e M C-IHBRAT TSF- IR ) T X
FTETEA1E B ZIAARE, NC-IRmRT 3 ML) 20 20 8h, SE-RRBRI ML) 110 2080, tbok, 1°F-
FEBR ) PR HEE B AR T VU C-EA . R BT, AR RR R ER R A B R AR CRIF AR F .
BB PET/CT JHJ-Haill & e #% 1 SR REE ARy 70 0008 87.0%A0 99.0% [32], IXLEHEALT #Ga-
PSMA FI 'F-NaF $34fi AU, (20 FE 3R SPECT . [l I e 34 mf LABE B b sz A7 B i o R 36 A 993 1 (331
JIEH® PET/CT (¥R SR AEAK PSA 7K R Al 41 e e e 1) RBHURE A7 TR

35 BERE

7 7 AR AE BT 5 e R R A R B A R N ), SR T X BT AR RS . LA
75 R R B s A 2H RS AAR (1 R0t 10 20 B S AR Ty S s T 48 L W 7S e % Rt G LA R R A A
I i P9 R4 AL R A5 TV AT, IR Rl 2 B R S 51 S R 1 RS SRR B S R TAER, B
22 T 8 P R 75 3 A T VP A RO T 6 2 e B e R B R A o JLERAR AR A2 AT 51 M e R AE A 2 45
KA 2R, MRS 15 CORAE AR o TR A I A (T A 1 2 i R 1R 28 Bz A e T DG
2 R A B Bl o X S A UM S5 R 3R L, RSP LRI SE B P R 4B, I g, (R
RN IR M 2 A EH B S T IR R FIIRA L. Bk, e e e, e & A
SRR, REETE— B FR R b R T B e 1R 28R 1. A B AL R IR i 1% 2 36 5 7R i 310K Ve A
()50 B (PT) A B 0 O HE VE B S e B K TR 4 [34), il B = G SR B, A AT AT %
A TERA T o B D)9 S AR (SWE) IR Ay B 8 ok 4 2 88 3047 s o WO g 40k 32 P 156 i 90 e B i
BT, EERDBSIEANMAGRE R, BHBEEEN SWE SHEES TIEERBEES, X
BE A DR Ay o 42 28 1 11 210 e 9 e R0 98 AR AE 5 T /N IRV e, 4k LR TR e, RIS A
R FFIRELEN, KRR TE R, KAESEBE IR IS — BRI EEOR, HAS M, &
Wbz A, B8 5 R A e e 1) e ARG W41 e P R A E PR R HE DA PR B0 RUIRIAS AL, X B A b
AT IR EE G N, T4 SWE FriRal[36].

3.6. MREFERMIIRE TR TR

= 57 UG VT B4 BT AR B3k 20 45 g B PP Al i R 1 AR ar eI A2 Ak, R 4% (Radiomics) AE 5 A
JE AR AR BAE PR B R 4R R, I T HE B UM A MR AR AT 5O I PR AR SR [37] 0 IX S A - LA
R 2R R X S48, #8A. CT M MRDIISCHEFE, 454 2D/3D HIFREFAE. B 7 EEHIE
FNEE TR BE 5 ST IR AE S AR 1) S T 1 o AR R AR R R R AR S 31 RRESR IS e . 5%
RS, WA, Logistic FIH(LR) SCFFFEMNL(SVM). BEHLARM (Random Forest). COX
UL PRSI RS, AFEES0E & B AR RERE, 7ESEBRRH s Z AR EER R R UMIE R 7]
BUERGIETE . PRI AR A S H T RIS RAH T 7L, Bernatz 55 A\ [381RH T 808 4L RFE T 22
% 24 MRI KX 1T 5 B AT 23 2090, A 782 BH 52 A8 4 55 10 470 s o e % A AR e R TRl 2 e 39
AT IR T 4240 75 A Xk PR B A LA SR () SO A B R S R 1 AR 02447, flin D L BRI el i@ £ 2
W 6% 285 R S HU MR DX S ) 4t GURRAE[40] 0 BAE, AEKEUAR A SR N 2 45 G I, A2EE T T —
Tji PCa mp-MRI 5214 4 % 1l Ki-67 FRiEF Gleason PF7r 2 O FT[41], S5 ERHH, FETZEEREN
(SVM) 3 R B3 B L il 1 Ki-67 FRIBIRAEHIGE ST AL T Lasso 43 28 85 BRI PEAl 51 GS [IfE 711 LA 5
PRV . N A R I D AR 4 B RS R R 2 2 AE A A BT SIS IR N R R, it 5 5 B R 415 B mT LA
SR VR M 23 BT BB IRV RFAIE TR (M BT B 4%

RITE 2, IEFRGIEBFREL PCa BB IS BN 7 AR EUS TR KR, MESRM
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HHH. X 2. CT. MRI #| PET/CT, XUEH RENG PCa BB I REE . K5 A2 WG T
BERT . JUHZ PET/CT M4 MRI R, AU S T E BRI 2, IR EE A 5
VRS TN W IE R . thoh, SARESRHER N TR A3 — Bz T PCa BRI
WYY, dERFAESR IR B 23 AT 805 SRS I i SO0 R0 (4 AR 022 AT N AR YT RS Rk, B 28
HBEARPIRNKRE, PCa HHFINZHOK AR AE, 1697 7 BAUK S INAMAEAL, AT A 3 T Sk B 4f
) T J AP0 A 3 i
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