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Abstract

Prostate cancer is the second most common male malignant disease worldwide. Prostate cancer is
difficult to detect in the early stage because of the lack of significant clinical manifestations. At present,
the diagnosis of prostate cancer mainly relies on digital rectal examination, prostate specific antigen
detection, transrectal ultrasonography, multi-parametric magnetic resonance imaging, and prostate
specific membrane antigen positron emission tomography. Early and accurate diagnosis of prostate
cancer and timely treatment can improve the survival rate of patients. This article reviews the re-
search progress of various diagnostic methods for prostate cancer for clinical reference.
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1. 518

H %1 1% (prostate cancer, PCa)J & (/R T Mifides 19 43K 55 1 5 8 W, 02 55 M AR E R 40 % UL %
PEMPRI[L]. dEAESR, 1T AN R ARV 77 R SISO . N D AR B ) 551 2 TR R I 5,
AT RS 0 RO 3R IR AE BT, HBEE R K BT A 2] mr oI iR 510 2 R G 12 3 I R IR
AR A I, SRS W 1 e A B T 20t S8 TS o AR SCK T 51 B & A2 o7 i R AT 2554
UL A A 4 s S RS R kS B0 .

2. AIFREREOIZHR AR
2.1. EF515i12(DRE)

H 4 ¥5 45 (Digital Rectal Examination, DRE) & fg 6 5 # il il FHR BT ZUAR I i . K/, B TChEgh
25, (HHCS R R T B 9 sl R AR N 1 e BB PR ARG, L5 SR B ARG B 3 1 456 [3]. DRE A —
ANYIL IR T, BARAE. A ARAR G, X R I 7 ie 5 — AN E 4]

2.2. MERIFIBRYFRAEHUR (PSA) R

PSA & —Fh e Rl BIRR bR A=A E 0 2 R IR B A, B A E AT I IR G SRS R [5] . FL i 2
T EASHE bR A 11T 1 IR 7 5T R (total PSA, tPSA). 17 25 11 41 R4 7 90 IR (free PSA, TPSA)FIiE 25 Al 51 i
5 S U T B RS S PR 1 LB (FPSAVEPSA) o H AT I PR — EOW A /2 137 tPSA IE % {8} 0~4 ng/mL,
WIR tPSA > 10 ng/mL, N FEREEGIE6]. iM% tPSA > 4 ng/mL {H<10 ng/mL I}, [i*4Z% FIT
(fPSAMPSA)LLAE, FIT LLAEBRAR, A AE T4 B (¥ T RE 1B K[ 7] [8].

EFSF PSA KX (4~10 ng/mL) [ &3, FRAT1Z 25 W WA bR AR 22 56T 1 51 e ¥ 5508 ¥ ma AN R BTiiE
i, el TiZWREE (LA 1).

PSA 7E IfiL i H I FE T i 5 A SR S5 (B AR 34 L JOE)AH G . SR, PSA oK1 e PR 1
T A e R AR R . RAMERT SR AE . AU AR A S W R MR T S8 PSA KT B
FhEr, X T B R R . AL PSA FIZ W RRE, 0 PSA % (prostate specific antigen density,
PSAD). PSA i# % (prostate specific antigen velocity, PSAV) & 74 Fa bRt T & AN FH o — 5 [a] i 12 A 50 %
B, ¥ PSAD FEFRIN N BT FI i I VEAG b, RE A A R 2 i 2 TR BE 9] AL, IR AR SR AL
4 tPSA. fPSA Fl PSA RS FRFR A H T i 71 B e 45 4 (phi), 2om H HbAE G0 PSA AR I AT 41 s Tl
MEeTT, IEZEAN NGRS B A A R PPl TR [10] [11].

23 KEBHBRKE

2 H i 5 (TRUS) A SIS WL T FIRRIEAS . ARBURI [a] 75 S5 M 1R i e RUAR T B [12] . 078 1) i) 9 e
£ TRUS bR R IR FE 45T, 4% csPCa fE TRUS b 545 [m] A sl AFEIA[13]. 2480 TRUS AL
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WMEAE T YRl 5 B 2 R A SR A St 51

TR, K 1 A 52 (CEUS). B #ik R (USE) (23 B ML i AR (CDF 1) A5 B A BT R
WHFERW], CEUS FEALI FT 51 e J7 R0 T & S e B A5 [14] [15]. Bbhb, IXLEHH A 51 SRR Ok
UEWIAE 5 28 GEi A5 1 I RE B2 et Al 910 e O A D0 4 [ 16]

PSA 4-10 ng/mLE
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Figure 1. Flowchart for prostate cancer diagnosis in the PSA gray zone
& 1. PSA kX HIRTFIBREE IS BT RIZE
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24. ZEWHEILTRASE

% ZHE IR 5% (multiparametric MRI, mpMRD#E |32 B F 76 1T 51 e (K2 Wb . e il it i s
HER AR AR (T2 IAURAR, T2WI)FH s I 2H 240 M 25 T I 1) 3 B8 A A5 S Bx 617 471 i PN 30 485 4
FRAS VA 0 e A P 2 R 1 ) e B RN [17] [18]

N T HE mpMRI IR S ) 22 57, 1 H st B A i A1 s R 40 (PI-RADS) Mg ik, H
AT T 25 h(PI-RADS v2.1). 1% R SRR FIRA F 5 X (SM i SR AT ) B AL e T bRtk i vr
IR ZR(1~5 1), WS BOR IS R 2 2 VR R RS S5 2 B4 0GB 1~2 7 B h 8 R YRR LT RE K, 4~5
5325 e AL T REVE R, 3 A W A (aME, ROBMERTREZIEAN K. A WFFLIESE, mpMRI X} csPCa
A AR ERE[19] [20]. X FHI2 B4, & mpMRI 45 R NBATE(PI-RADS <2), A LL#% R 4 57 )
BT RGETERT, FMaHAT V) FE0 N, X AEAE 2300 B B T A R NP R A S H ARG
R AE[21]-[23]. BEAN, mpMRI ERTLAGELA TRUS $5 SHE M 0. 755 RITEAS 2 /T, Je3REAT Z1 R
mpMRI AHEEHE, 40 TIWI. T2WI. Zh&5188 5 MRI. MR Ji. MR §HUNBULE . MR ¥ Bk & g
A5 AR JE 08 1R T 5 R 2 2R 45 T B T A I e A g AT S AN 4, AR L S I BB AR T A A
KSR AT MRI 552 TRUS i d, FEHTEM F 0. AHFREH, MRISEFEE 5] 535K 84l 2405
A% T ST W L I PR Y 35 M PR T B B [24]

SR, F T AT AR AR IR 5 50E R S50 mpMRI 78 17 51 iz 5 S Fr R Bk ik, %t PI-RADS 3
SRR B LSRR ) 22 e DL R AT RS W R A e R, RN O RS i B . G B
ARG B I PHTE B3 S R A B AN R .

2.5. HIFIBRYF R IRHURIER T2 S B34

TE HL R S T 2 A48 (PET) G wI i (A7 < b8 431 AU AR AIE DA S FE i A 36 7 B A 1 R RS IR
PSMA J& —Fh 4 Z BRI IKBEII AL AR/ b MBS IR 2 1, E AL ATV R I ATE R 24 PCa hkik, HEKEE
FHEGIE 5 51 IR 2H 2475 1000 £%5[25]. PSMA [ 3RIE /K5 I 12 28 1 IEAH G, 2 BT S I 12 R T
P— N E NS S . PSMA PET/CT FIHBUHMEAZ 2= (10 8Ga. BF)FRic i) PSMA /N3l 5 s
FEA), EREKTES S, R AR b S R A IR AR TR Y PSMA 454G, id PET/CT 34 BV AT S AL 1)
ERTHLE . S RAR[26]. — ISR EOR, (EHALREAE NS EFRifE, PSMAPET-CT fEIk /K
PREE 5B 3 A ) AG ) PCa (A BB R AN R 5 B 4331l 0.97 1 0.66 [27]. — J0 BB 43 #7 LL 8¢ 7 PSMA PET-
CT 5 mpMRI (1] 144 4 3%, KILET PSMA PET-CT il A& &35 1 PCa iU = T mpMRI (94.85%
%} 86.03%; p=0.022) [28]. B —TWFF TN, PSMA PET-CT 7EH %5 XK PCa ([E b il R B2 2 43 2 2
g 3 ) EAES AL, BRI mpMRI EAG B m M BUS M R BH A I (PP V) A RA 1
TMAE(NPV) [29].

14K, 68Ga-PSMAPET/CT 1E4 csPCa AR N2 TR, C&Z3 ZH&FE. Emmett A
HEHAT B — TRTHEPE 22 ot 1RG5 TE ¥ mp-MRI 5 68Ga-PSMA PET/CT #H 45 & m] K KIR &2
csPCa ¥ RS , PR FA 1% [30]. Bl J5 , Emmett %5 A7E PRIMARY {56 13 5 4 fr g 7 25T 68Ga
PSMA PET/CT 1] 5 73 Likert PRIMARY ¥F45, 44 H 51 N3 PCa 73 Mg b #EAL A (PROMISE V2)bx
#EH[31] [32]. PRIMARY V45| Abri&EdE PCa WP 12 Wik, HAEAS PSMA PET 45 5 1M 56 0
FGALRBRUEAL o ZVE S5 T e AL (ONE . OB IE X)) BTFIRN PSMA IS st (e, it
BRI AEPE) AR R SUVmax (>12),  PASE i Js A& P i RT 12 T i) HERf PR [31]

PRIMARY 14y B B8 1N 7582 —, =% mpMRI 45 5 4 B 7% (PI-RADS < 2)Bi AN 72 (PI-RADS
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B FE AT K 2. — TS 7SR, PRIMARY F4%F PI-RADS 3 220548 ()70 54 1R KT
73, B BT G AN D E R E A [33] 0 5 — BRI BPET 58 o, X T PI-RADS A 1~3 53 1%1fi 5 , PRIMARY
Vo BH RIFISWNE, JFREIE A0 I 2 Atk 6o AN Db ZERVE KL [34]. BEAh, Hatice S NRIWFFLfR . 7E
AR 5 s B E 4, JE— A PRIMARY $¥53°8 5 73, iX$278, PRIMARY 375Kk Al e 4 B % )
A 2 W (A S HR 2 [35] . Ak, BFFT B PRIMARY 143 76 Tl 11 71 Bt e 0 2 2 Jis bk 2 4 S B T e
PRI 5 T [RIREEA R 28R [36]

PRIMARY 1¥43 /2 PSMA PET/CT HARTE R 41| i J5 5 Kk 12 W 80 1m) A v A AN AL I B bR
B R G AR AL B BRI DI RE(E S, #2405 T 5 mpMRIPI-RADS H AR HALREAH M2 T H .
DA UEHE 7870 SR AE R 7 csPCa A 6. ARALIERT PR ol AN 0 B (AR N B 7 THD PR RANAE
FUETE VAR Y B 5 R R PRAE A 7 T 75 5635, (H B 25 AR PR 70 i F B AR 19348, PRIMARY
S A EEE mpMRI 3 [F] R BT Z1 B R TG G2 I R DGR, HEZN ST ) B I AMAA . R T )
KIE. RRIIFEFCN B TAEE 2 (I NBERUREEF R IR I RAZ I R Ge,  HRIR R A0 42
PR A ) Z 0N

3. R&EERE

EREPTIR, ATAUBME RSB Q2RI ZERMFERRSEER . B RREESHARGHS
[ARHAL, RKAESLH TSR LR e MRS, RN BB A SRR M D) S
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