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Abstract

Extraprostatic extension (EPE) is a pivotal determinant in local staging, surgical planning, and prog-
nostic assessment of prostate cancer. With the widespread adoption of multiparametric magnetic
resonance imaging (MRI) in prostate cancer management, its role in the preoperative evaluation of
EPE has become increasingly prominent. Over the past decades, MRI-based assessment of EPE has
evolved from subjective, impression-based interpretation to the use of qualitative imaging features,
continuous quantitative metrics, and, more recently, structured scoring systems. Qualitative fea-
tures enhance interpretability, quantitative measurements improve objectivity and reproducibility,
and structured scoring systems integrate multidimensional imaging information to achieve a bal-
ance between diagnostic accuracy, interobserver consistency, and clinical communicability. Cur-
rent evidence indicates that MRI demonstrates relatively stable performance in identifying EPE
with more extensive invasion, and MRI-derived EPE assessments show reproducible associations
with surgical decision-making, positive surgical margin risk, and selected oncologic outcomes. How-
ever, MRI remains limited in sensitivity for focal or subtle EPE and continues to face challenges in
specific anatomic regions, including the anterior prostate, transition zone, and apical area. Future
research should build upon these well-recognized limitations, emphasizing standardized assess-
ment workflows and problem-oriented study designs to better define the appropriate clinical role
and boundaries of MRI in EPE evaluation.
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TEJRH o IR 2 B R, 715 iR 5 4MZIE (extraprostatic extension, EPE)F 5 8 9l 1 41 i A0 15 - 7]
JR G e, S 4 B eh ) B U 1 Jed 500 a3 e SO A0 () O B 75, T 0T S B 43 R ) pT3a e BA |
BrBL[3]. KEFRIEFH AR, EPE MR AU RN EAE SR &S, HEBREIRSEMER
R E A G ANRIFEEER) EPE fE TG ERA W XA R i, JCHARILLE B8 A A7 2 AN R AR (1 7
5 E[3] [4]

TERRIA HERT AU BR VI BR AR e S i 2 rp, EPE RS H B M TR ENE 12 . — 51, IR 75 28m
B2 F W 2 ML R R S 2 A OR B I B A s S — 7T, VIBRYERIY K5 8B X5 ARG VI MR
B UIAH IS . VISR PH VAN S 25 B I A=A B R I R AR R, 38 AT BELE AN [R)998 2 43 9 rh ol — 2B iR A R T
JERANL[5] [6]0 SUCIRIRT, FRE I R0 0R B R 5 AR G PRIEFIVETh BB R L B VIAHOG, A ARAE iR 4 il
5 IhRER B 2 (A AR 24 I BUET[7] [8]
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SUBRT U EPE (177 7 BT 40 51 I 50 S5 (PSA)K T 3K Gleason T4 K 43 1 552
BRI AR BT, 4 Partin 2081 CAPRA T4)45[9] [10]. SX UM 4E i 77 2kt MR X
KT AT, FERMRETTRA B0, AR, TS AR AR IR 5 RS I 40 5 3
REIEZR, e 2T H EPE (A 72501 S0, A LAHER R MR R 1 2L 12 22T

B % 250 S5 AR (multiparametric. MRI, mpMRIYZE B 7877 Vi b (B S5 05 AR5 e
R R OB I 25 o TR T SRR PR 2 B0 U A 07k MIRI B B0 S 30 5 7 91
ML LR % A RIS M) 2 I 2 I 3R, T AR T A EPE S0 BRI R R . i1
P ELB S TGRS AEST, FEHE E T\ FE B i 0 A 5158 3040 O M 22 1] [1]-[13].

FEI%2 MRI B0l EPE [9WFJC MBI, SUITAE 0G5 T b T4 0k By NG, 1405 PSR
ME % HEsd s R i LU S ML VRO B 2 S R T AT R B AZ . 7RISR, AR R Sk
B4 SR B MRI T A 51 IR S R I K, IFitE— B PR AT IR 2 EPE WS TETA IR
55 15 TS VP P IO SSBRM T, LUy MRI 76 1% 9050 4 B AR 5 1 PR F AR (2%

2. WAL RGO RIS BRI TSMRIC R 5 R R
2.1. BETEEFEIRATTAEBEL

7E MR B IR B T30 50 i J5 388 23 BB B, EPE R34k 32 SR I U Rk 122 T of R4 P 6 A< 1 52 4]
Wro BEIREFFIE R MRI I — N E AR SE RR, B 32T T2 A R il o1 iR T 25 1
IR BRI A, FE45 A 1G58 7 51 BT o (1 )8 BBl L 235 S HRE, X 2 TR A7 A0 AL I A M I A H 5 0050
M AR GE— G AE R e BRI 2 B . 7EIX—Fr B, EPE B Z4EN MRI R B4 Kb
— B E UGB AFAE, M ARBAE NIST . SRR S s NP R SV [11] [14] [15].

ZIURART R, T RAREIZ MRI Pl 75 1R 5 5% 5 R B i 5l 2 28 Y0 5K 1) EPE I J@
R R R [14] [16]. SR, 5 AR AR R L AR 12 VAT BRURR A 7 T ) R BRI R B
RIE[16]-[19]. BEAERFF —SUEH, TR R MRI AT R s EPE kG 8
MR, 2GRS IR RN EAME 28 . X — A R AEW AR RV R R, BN T ] s AT
AN DX I (A0 AT i B BT ER) B JCA R, B 4 — 8B/ BRUE S pT3a B BIFEARFT MRI 2
HATIRE VA 3R R R

UEAh,  EH T B B GO Kk = B AT B e AR, e R m OB R A, AS[EIAT
TN F B & 2 (AR IZE S o 3 o WAL U i 4l , TR EN R MRI 43 72 EPE 1A
(ML EE R (0] —SUPE 2 A T o SR EL B AR K, $87R 1% 7 VA TE v] B M 7 AR AE N LE SR PR [11] [14]. IXFRA
Fe A HISS T A FIRF T4 B2 T rT bk, e — e R R LR 7 HAE IR R Sk i (T SR

A RE, FTHARENG ) MRI 2 BALERG #1 i EPE YAl b A % 4y ] SE R 51 1 R = AR 12
2230 ORI BEAME AL, (HICAEBURIE . 25 A e e K T S VT T AETE A AN 2, M DL 2 R4
TR 7 J2 A PR A DS 75 3K

22. EMERBAER

FESE T RAREN ) LA 26 b, WF S8 B HR B, DU A 56 1 A e AN SR DA A REAN [RI T 7
Z IS R, R 1 LW TS I RSB A RO . R SRT, 2T TR 2
X145 EPE MIRKISLRRIEAT RGPS 098, -1 T — RV BA WIS AR A E R R [11]
[12] [14] [20]. X—Fr BRI OBARLE T, KRATEGH) “ R B AAAECUIAIMZIL” F AN, Feb T
ELHMLEE AT HA I AT AEAS [ B 2 2 RS ) BAR AR, (8 EPE 320 R S5 M (R IK I
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BE A AF 90 P I 1) 7 M AR AE 5 3 22 [l 8 i 1 i % FL AR 25 M I TR A 2 e i TR T . UL S
PESZ BN AZ O FAE G ELHE LIS =) A 1k B AT R B AN RO L 3 S W DA S L AP R T A5 5 i, xR
P B I WAL IR SRR (IR, #ACA 2 EPE S B RAAR 22 4 R [16] [21] [22] . TEULIERE b, #0500 7tk
— LRI - AT B A, AR L 2 2R BAE RSN TR - LSS RO AN
PR AR AN R FE A TRE AL ZUE 5, SR MR [l BB A AN RIS i i R AR HE[12] [14] [20]. BRAE,
SR LR R IMAE R IR EINIAAR R, A D& MU AOEAT A IR, 32 sl R B AR R M,
SR BB T R 0 55 X Sl 42 1 A S ) A R [16] [21]

BT 52 SRR EN R TR 3, e R AE R I FE B E T T EPE VPN I R, R
[F i Fr e AR G — MBS SHE S AT AW . 2T AR, SEEELL M. WA I o
55 S B 4 I R AN X R B B2 12 S R WA ZE R, ot EPE 12 Wil 5 B 5 m i 5 1K [ 14] [16] -
WA FLINE X AER A ANTE— @R L3Em T MRI G EPE BRIt P, JUHAER 220
BRI, L 4 AR SRR e .

SR, BUAUEYE —BERM, B MEAE RAE UM THATAEAE B A 2 [17]-[19]. 2T SR, R
IV AR EPE AR B ZIE MM A SR, HAR SR T RSO E I R By, REEH
U5 EANET L, AT BOE T B AE R VTS 5 FACAS IR (0 s N R AMZ 28 . kb, ANIRIE
PAERTESWivERE LRI ER BN WAMER B ARG B R, EHIURA R, 15— L4iE
AR W, HEZ RS Sy, D BRI T H AR U2 R S A

TERJE ST, R E ARG EPE PRI AL T HIXT I A= SR, A0S R AT AN T 36 4
A7 B B FH AU R [11] [14] [23]. BEAEWFC RN, RIELE R A AR FIAE 50 U HIHESL I AT 32 T
SR B 3 Z R — B 2 A F A 25K, B B AlAR S PR S A 2 LA SE A B R AR 2

B — DA 2, EHERBIER IS WAL — & R 52 R 5 60 B 2 [17] [24]-[26]
BEAERIFFE A, 5002 38 ARAH DG IO AE 5 B85 LT J S0 B i R, T E R0 B AT 7 B A R R X
i, T EREARR A E R A BT SR RS2 R, AR G S AE R R L K S
SUREAT AT B2 T B o SO PR S 0 A5 A3 A RV AE R AEAS R g o R TR P RE AP R R B 2 57, ATk
—BRRGI T B — PR RAEAN R AR 5 R AR e e 52 AR

A RE, B RIIEHAE MRI X EPE PP “EI0 R i “ 5 THER 4T . 78
o PR AT SR T LA IR A, (H e U . T A DA R A X 3 O T AT A A AN ]
ZRHIE PR o 1K EEAS JE A Ji5 8 AL Ath 2 P R 2% o LR PR — BOME B VPG SR B (I T IR SE AR -

2.3. EEEEMEIBIR

TEEMERBAE R ISR -, S0 70 R ET AR R, U B U T 25 2R AE ME LA 78 43 S e o8 42
FEAT N IR S o Sy R U0 M 20 PR 5 i ) BRI TR (R 28 (1 DG 2R, — R ARSI S AR AR 4 51 A XS EPE
MIRAR VPG o X RN IEAN AR SO BAEAE, I8 B R 5 el (1 Y e s B, 3%
R LUESAT B IR EPE B A XK K 12 28K

EIABTE T, NN 2 BTN 785 1 5E 48 br 72 s — 00 1 45 il K 2 (length of capsular
contact, LCC), RIRI7E MRI _F- 5 71 51l i G B & A= ek (1) 2 M v Bl o 22 T0U0F 92— S50UE 5, MIRI 4519 LCC
ERBESE Y EPE KA XK 2 [RIAFFERR S8 I IEAH GO & [27]-[30]. Bl LCC MM, KA EPE HIMEZR
R AR ZERE I BB ss . fENESAT &, LCC fEIX 4835 5 PRI A /M AU J5 T 2 B0 H Al A e
s Witk BE, IR AT SR 3 2 1A o ARG UF I ml S8 PE RS B 98— Bt . BB R e, R
LCC (MRS WA O 278 /0 300E, AR A B RME & e BARAFE— & 2 57 [29] [31] [32] . 1XFl 2
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S RSB BB R A R BRI — L, TR LCC A SIS W RS 2

TEMREEA b, W 70— 2D 50 ) N i 4 P 1 R 7 2, G R 5 i ) R B Ak L
YRR R DL S T S MR A B R bR . XRFRE B A Z PR ESARRER, EemH
Hh 2 R - BRI RS O R . BRAERF SR, AT IR, TR EUAE A S AE T
WFFE BT P ] 3t — 232 T+ EPE TR A8 AR v 1 [31] [33]-[35], HIERRBIGHEB MG b, Hizkik
AT B RS E o

MW R G, % SR B AR A AE BRI J THE AR T8 — e MR 5, I Bh TR sk = B A
TEAS IR I GV s h 5 FE S EPE [14] [23]. X PR bnfe s DA% s A8 & XU e g 5 60 e [) (1) 42
FERF, WM BEARA AR v] JLEE5 A4 58 Bty R 12 A . RIS, BEAEWF LR R, iR —e
VAT, JURER A T 4R R R R K, R ETRARAE “HERR” 5 “BN” EPE BT R RIEEL
WiAME[36]. EAFERE MR, ZE A H AR E LI E TR VE A% 1) = B TR, 12 5 s i e KU
53 R R Z VPG AR

FERTEE VT, N E I AT A5 AW o — e R BEAEREFiR W, LCC Ak
SE B AR AR AL 3 ) — S5 8 B0 T 25 T 8 MEAE VPG 773X, R LA SR T B A 00 R ) 5 o] 5 A%
PR, HEEM AR S RIF/KT[14] [27]. 2R, M 70 G, &L RO #8523 MRI
FEHIERE JRIE W E . A HE AR DL Rg il 5 5t e Uy A G DR 35 B RE IR [35], 37 8 B 5 VR AE S R AT ik
WA S BRI E RGN S — .

SR, BB 5IAMUE T MRIPEAY EPE M B HUAE % [ S b R I I E B AR . Hp%
OMRATET LLUESAS BRI ER AT A, BRI E M0 MR, e fuget A m] 5 & 0 7 A e —
PAE RGBT . SR, BUAUEYE IR R, X RIRFRIERE e ARt & s ot 7 — B0 5 A A7 (e
Z5, HEAEANZYEREITM AR R B AR5, TR AR A TR 5 7V 1 ME— Rt

2.4. LTS ER

TEE MR R 5w BN R R bR G, TF 0 FRETRE], 4B E B AR
IIRAE EPE IR &R RIN[14] [36]. 52 MEVEAl il ik WA A TS 22 IR 1 it 1 45 I mT ke, (B7E
RN R g3 — B TN AR E [ A R PR S NS B e s 2 dd i TR M S T EE M, SR
HIG R SRS E T, ARG EEERCAER . TTEERRESE. FRERT, a0y
WRIZLIER, HAZ O EIHIERRBEA L 70, METEEZHEEEER, HUUSERFKEL EPE
SR, AT TE ] fife R 1 5 e e P 2 ) RSP 4 o

WA BERIAIE A R B 7E DR 7 SR T MRI X EPE HIZ54 30K, B AR SEILIR 42 9F A e 4
—8. —2KI7ikLL Likert B3R AR [23] [37] [38], AP F 5t EPE A nl A : f e A 3 00 ) i i
WA P EHAHAT IR % TTVEIEA BRI A SAARAE GOFAT IETUEA , 1 200 25 & KUK BN kAT S A,
MIMTE— R bgb TRIRZE R, 18T T AR IR TE I PR 8 i — Bk .

HIt AR, ESUR Pk R RIGEEKEH N Z T EPE 73R SE[39]-[42] 3 2 H: T B AE R &
FIWT o 1S T5 1230 5 R Se BT A5 0438 A 22 ML RS2 48 DA R R 5 B0 B 0 R S DG TR R AU ) 1 s AE S,
Wk REH DN EREREGER, WRBRIT > ERE . @ ARG SR 7 08 5,
PRSPPI RTESR B AR VPG AT AR M (0 (RIS, 7R — e FRE b o3t 1 AN [R] el v 3 2 TR) ) — B Fn ]
HEME.

MWtk R M R, 2 WU 78— 3R B, S50 VE o0 1 R AE R AR A 14 U7 THE AR T — @ MEAE S,
T AR AR R IA J A sl b TG SRS R F . Hoxt EPE IR X 4 B8 BE AR e . 5 4tise M7 vk A
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P, SERIAER A FE U D5 AR A AT BT 3t [23] [43] [44], 1 FAe S PEAT e RECEAR ST vT 232 (FKF, AT
fE EPE [ “HEBR” 5 “H#HIN” ZIMSEHL T N s Wik B .

FE—BUEAAT RN I, SSHLVR R R IR TN IR BRAERE TR, RS ANWIRG P 7 bt
RIS PHEL e, ANIR] B 5 22 [ PR — B0 At v Mt T WA W IS AR R A vl 7 3, HX — 3
Z L B T T RIS B ONAR B [45]-[47]6 X —HREMEX T ARG 2 355 = B AR R 458 1 I R
NS A EEE S, WA R LR T AP R R AT AR B AR SO iR D 3R AR 4 A
A

BRI, SR RIFAE R “HERR” MUNEYE R, HARVYE AR E AR S E
BNEGEEZ B, AFEVERRLED Fbrt . BB E AR MR . BRI TR, £
R RE M X IR S EPE T 85T, S M DF 23 1932 W I RE T3 nT e 52 B ) 205 40 22 7 B SAAB mT DL 32 PRI
FOMA[17] [24] [25]. BRIBL, SEAALTEo SE NI AR N — MR AR (S B B ShRuELRIATT 3, MRS T
SEMEBE BITIE A R BB A VAl S ) B AT R

SEATE, SHAE R REEBEZHERARELR, EREmME. — S0k RIlm AR AR 2 a7
RSP, AR T MRI VA EPE M — AL W 7 25 5 RS 4 0k 1 Tl AR

25 BT ATERESRQEFHHSE

TETE PEAE G EESL I B e 25 R VP40 AR BRI 0 58 3 I A B, N TR RE 5 S8 415 9 51N EPE 1A .
ZR T S AR PR S A A, 6F R S AT I H S SO A R oG R AT R AL AT, LASRTH
A 53 2 AR e S — EUE

BEAERE AR, 2T mpMRI A4 g PR S 4H 2 A B o] 75 [m] PR A 51 e ST EPE [ R, ek
RELERB A IE T AR T 8 — e VAR R AL iV o0 2R o AR IEAE [X 40 EPE F74E 5 15 77 Th FL AT SR ST T A7y
{E[48], TR/ANTOMSHE 5 2 (8] 57 o3 A J2 o] 78 N AT WA G LA AR 28145 5

TESLEEA b, SRS ) — DSl T EPE B9 A shA 5 734 Benjamin D. Simon %5 [49] % F 4 A%
A58 A PEAS H— S0 Stefania L. Moroianu 25 [5013& T35 B 42 I 25 S B E 3R 1, otk fe i
NLE5K946 15 . Ingeborg van den Berg S5 [34] K Al SAE S48 RES &, LR MARr 7 18 2 T TH 0000 HE
P

SR, 22 B0 FEAT 21 [m ik B b 258, A2 A RE T R0 E . IRk, N T R E LA At
DA AR VAT HEZL A4 B, ARBAT R SIS, H I AP ES EPE VEAL B 45 M 10 N T i) 5045
IXBNARE A T B da e, ARG PR SO BE AT 75 22 R o BT S PR A 7T — IR S

3. BB GTATITIREMRIENIEKREX SMNRALF
3.1. REFRRREHF

Z IR, MRI P EPE KUSTEAR BTBY BT A F AR SEmE fil e S G a2, RIHARITE
P8 I SRR B AT AT 1 R VA DA S AR 53 1 D) B3 Bl R I R [13] [51] [52] - FESERRIG R PSR, AR
$RORI EPE WUKHIE S 51K 70 . T5HE Gleason 1143 A PSA /KA R ILFEMANLEEH R, MIFEERN
B — P PEARHE[11] [46].

BEAERT 7R, 24 MRI W $R R 7715 B BE PRAE EPE I, AIRHEE AR A8 AR v 58 1) T SR BURA X 14 1L
M2 ORI, S RS U R DIV [13] [53]: AR, 78 MRICRZ7<WIHG EPE IUEOL T, JUATRE
SCREBE R A IR B 2. X P RE ) S BRI E AR FT R A 15 e S mia) il R &, i dEx BARF ARy
FEIHURE PR 2 [11] [51]
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3.2. SN PHME XU R < BE

TEFFARBIZE F, MRI TN ) EPE XU 5 AR 5 11 2% BH ¥ (positive surgical margin, PSM) 2 [a] (1) < Bk,
A& HEESEAN —80. WF RN N 52 —[54] [55]. IR, AR 4RRI7AE EPE %
EPE Mm%, HARJS PSM KA S5, JCHAEMERE R EPE BRI EAR 2230 B AR 115
AR H[56] [57].

TR Z, MRIVEAE ) EPE HANGE A T VIS PHVE ISR A, 17 2 S B e S A Js o il
RIS REYE[54] [58], M AARAT PSM XS 4 2 $2 bk dE . 3wt stit— e, G55t
RIESEZ EPE WXy, A B TR RIEIEVIZ TS 2 V15 B 11 2 18] (1) 22 53 [56] [58]: H I Fitil
BRI BT REAZE T A5 R = 1 520 o

3.3. 5MEZER/RAKE

R K IBE V45 5 7T, B0 BRI T MRI YRS EPE 5440 & K 6 4E 77 1) (biochemical
recurrence-free survival, BRFS)55 B 5 45 R Z A1 G R . AIEIER I, AR FIRIAE EPE, JUHEZ
RPBEFEER S EPE, S5AREAME R XK TH A7 0 E M M [47] [58], 16— @ FERE b e 7 IR ik
YA 2 18] [59].

EAFE RIS, XFP IS ZARIUN R 2 0 X s TR AMA TR e PE T . 55 0F i 4e
H, BEFEAR IR (a0 pT3a) g, MRI P/ EPE FEEEZ R, AR REXT AN [F] (1 52 & AU
[60], $&7N s PN FEAL GO BE A3 JAZ 41, v] RESR AN FEPE TS 70 )2 45 B o 28, I W FAERE AR &
8 15 I K S A B YR ST SRS T THIAFAE — 38 R L PE[58] [59], AHOGES 1A 75 1 IE AR 152 .

3.4. IEPRR A FEISET AN RE 14 5 KB A B

JEE MRIFE EPE KU 73 2 A BAT BRI PRAHOGE , a2 e 851 A ot _E 473 - vk R, i A
SETE . JCHAES PP A RAES BRI Z N ST, MR E 2 2H9 R S
WAL, MARERAAAE S TIIFE, X —FFAEA RT3t Gty 51 A2 Wi ANt e 1k

BEAEWT L, AFRVED R RAEAR R RIE UG X 7 e U5 AN e 4 — 2 [47], $em s 7 =
J7 A G AT BERZWIm R A3 o RIS, ASFRIVEAHE SR AL RIURE S5 bk 2 Tl AP e B [23], b aith 13
T A o

XA AT AR RIZ R A IS . RATAR 487 EPE RS TH s, AMRHER AR AT R A
SEONTE T AR 20 L ROR B SRS . SR, MR ORBE AR SRJE DI RER B VI G RSB 45 SRAFAE AN
SETERINEOLT A5 B fli, AT RE B R UIBRVEE, AT Th R4S 5 A AR

[, EPE AL BATREE 7. ANFZEH NG LR R %27 [58], HIFEm & 2R
EPE M E S AAMFLR[18]. Bk, KB % EPE &F T “Lai KU M4 FEAE, 7 Re 28
(R 22 57 I 4t 25 [V KU 73 J2 5 3L

BEAh, FERFEMERIX I, MRIXT EPE FIIRGBE A7 R RIFR o R AT H7 SUAT AR 5 5 Hh e 12 B H)
[17], DXHbk 22t — DR 7yl AR E P, o s —HEZSHE Do F T A i 1 %

B, MRI PPl EPE %O BN E AL RS 70 J2 5 SR SESCHE T AT AR SRS FOH U AR e o I PR
KR, N B AR S IR R WEL BB IREVRRERG B R, MR S IREIR 2
A SEEL AL T . BAE IR IR AR PP Th B2 I AN e P, A B T B B XU, s i I S5 AR T
REEEVRTT, It — 2 G AR I R B AR v 1) 5 B E A
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4. MBIEREWBRSREARSE
4.1. HATHRIEERR

JLE mpMRI TE EPE VAl iR R I H BB G R AH G, DA N R AR, Hs Witk Re A7 1
— RIVEAFR T E—8 FTEE R R,

14, MRI XSS E EPE MBURMEAE, & HAnERE sy — 8 —. 2R ER,
RN SCA pT3a R, A4 LI ARRT MRI A RS SR BT A IESMEIUAE S, $2R MRI H 18
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