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Abstract

Patients with prostate-specific antigen (PSA) levels of 4~10 ng/mL—the so-called “gray zone”—face
a persistent diagnostic dilemma characterized by low specificity and frequent unnecessary biopsies.
A single serum biomarker cannot adequately reflect the biological heterogeneity of prostate cancer
(PCa), highlighting the need for integrated risk stratification strategies. Magnetic resonance imag-
ing (MRI) has reshaped the pre-biopsy pathway by improving the detection of clinically significant
prostate cancer (csPCa) and reducing avoidable biopsies through its high negative predictive value.
However, uncertainty persists in PI-RADS 3 lesions and MRI-negative patients, indicating that MRI
redistributes rather than eliminates diagnostic risk. Radiomics and deep learning further refine
risk assessment by enabling quantitative feature extraction and end-to-end prediction, shifting
evaluation from categorical grading to continuous probability estimation. Multimodal models inte-
grating imaging, clinical variables, and emerging biomarkers consistently demonstrate superior
discrimination and risk calibration compared with single-modality approaches. This review syn-
thesizes current evidence on risk stratification in the PSA gray zone and proposes a transition from
PSA threshold-based decision-making toward a continuous, imaging-centered risk ecosystem to
support precision biopsy and individualized management.
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1. 5|

T %) i (Prostate Cancer, PCa) & Bk I 1 imy A M iR [1] [2], -SRI I PR 7= SCHi %1 it (Clin-
ically Significant Prostate Cancer, csPCa)-5 ik it 51297 2 (B I P i 2 2 Wik O Bk R . %77 & 75 1ML
T 471 FlAs S 475 )5 (Prostate-specific Antigen, PSA) 4~10 ng/mL ) “K[X 7 ANBEH LN HY, B PSA H5 5
PEAGBR . %6 BH 50 {8 (Positive Predictive Value, PPV)iX, H. csPCa HUpi /¥ R, SHKEBEE
S AN HE (RS A S AR 52 A ORI RRE R [3]-[5]

W ILHR 1% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MR 51 N HE 28 |G A 45 . 2 2% MR (Multiparametric
MRI, mpMRI)FIX{ 2% MR (Biparametric MRI, bpMRI1)3E i #2  csPCa #6: H % K 45 e BA 14 0 { (Negative
Predictive Value, NPV)J&/b AN ELEAT, (FRAG NIRRT R OG- “ 14815 /07 o 28T, FRiEfbiRks &
4 (Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System, PI-RADS) 3 %4t & MRI [ NBEAAFAER AR RS, X $E7R
MRI FEREBRASENE, MEMIREOEE RS ZEME, R UHL 454G PSA % % (Prostate-Spe-
cific Antigen Density, PSAD)Z&Ifi A& 2% &

M5 T, B 5 N TR R (Artificial Intelligence, Al)IE R A4 PCa XU 4 B2 T H.,
SR A 18 I A BEGRE AR VP Ak 8 S R [6] [7], IRJFEE%% > (Deep learning, D)W SE 33 135 (1 1 2y
AR TN [8] [9] . Z&T DL () H Bl RGAEF-LE 5 Nl iA B et L 50K, HRERA Ti2k—
M S RAEAG S T 79[10] [11] 0 BRIE, PSA KX FIAZ o il R AN S i dar 7 e fm) i fe ¢ 5 2453645
BT MERSE” o S EAERX — I R g T b Al B A A AR S SRR S R A O PR . B R
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SEWERE NSRS AR, S 22 S B A A 2R R XS 100 /2 5 B AR DAL X AL D fE

RERIR BAERGEE PSA IKIX NREFF RIS 70 JZ R4, JF DUBCH A A R MRI R LA (AR Ui
S IRRIE R AEPIAREW B AL BREE, AU R k3. JEILHs PSA KX HE R N — A Bh A XU
S, B B W A ARG HE PCa R RO, VMR 2RISR & B AR SR BB AR 4R -

2. PSA XX W R R E AL

PSA {f:0 PCa fifi & (5647, JL “ a8 B R S R T AR IR RS 1k 7 BB AT, #IB T PSA JKI[X (4~10
ng/mL) 2 Wi R BT %0 [12]. FEBEICTEI A, HARCP TR AT i PCay RV AR BIRE S5 2 Mo LR ZS 51k,
P E R S A PR LT S R I v P E e, A2 W e 2 PRI D R IR — SR PR I PR S B P R Y PSAD
iF B/ PSA LUAE ST AR PR AT MU RZIE , DASRTH RS S0 BE F[13] 0 SEIRJZ VIR S5 o DU 90T Je 8 A
5, HARZRIE . 70 TR (n 22 DR i 45 IR S AR 2 R (R 22 57 (225 [14]-[17], MU RTSUBRARAR . SOREIR
SRR B R DI T PSA MRS IR 2579 SRS 18] [19]. Bk, PSA XA L2 TSI iRk
T2 SRS R A TR B . (OB — LTS AR B AT SRS IR RRAR TS, X MARA B R
ZHMER . R R BARTRAIRARCLBARARTE SN Z, DSEIURHEZ . T 458 PSA H#
—IRARERBRYE, TR I PSA TEM S AD TAREMIBAR L, IF o3 AR A DX o v XS i 471 i
NI 2T

3. PSA TEME RS FIREVMERXPNBES ENE

PSA K X AR A RZ Wr BRI AT E X3, BR st 7 A2 2 bk, R ER 19— PSA TR FEAR Y
IR AR — KX, H T IS MR PSA TAESR B L7 5 Fn B0 R FE 70 2 52t 7 b 78 A=

= B

1137 4Kscore s&—FH T 174l PCa MBS LR & fabs, lid 2 8 G 23 B il 5 P42 28 Vs 1) 00 v
B, JCZH R B I DU AR SR O £ 1 KPS PSAL TS PSAL 5838 PSAL NIRRT 2) .
Wtk M, Hai PSA fif AL, 4Kscore 75 PSA K [X Hx 4 il PCa TSN A 77 SE AL, ATk A
BHEARIHL[20]

SRR EDFRE s HIRRSE P . PCA3 & —Fh PCa 5 MK BEIESM D RNA, IR %R L 5 s
FAEE V)RR, BeHe AR s eI, (R0 55 9 BORS f E — Rk [21] . AHLLZ R, SelectMDx i& i 4Gl
HOXC6 Al DLX1 mRNA ®ik, RERSELMIERE, HXF csPCa Tl AUC B3 =T PCA3 [22].
ExoDx Prostate IntelliScore (EPI)FIFH JR /MR 1 i) RNA A4 & il & 2453 PCa, {ETCT HInfaiais
FHIEOL T IAR) T R E B TUNAE, W] e G W S S IR 9 A T [23]

TX 53— A 1R s ) B o B — AR S B 2 1 B S M 3 A XU i e, S R R v 2 T 47 e
MIENEE T TEIRIRSE B, EATe] LME e TEOET T MRI XS TR 2 2, #BhIGIRTEAKIX WA
HHERE T MRI AT E AR, FFE0D0 A 06 BRI .

4. MRI 2R X EER
4.1. MpMRI 5 BpMRI B RIS K M {E

PSA K [X [ A o S JRU: 23 A 10 8 P S P, MIRT () TN TR 363X — A 52 MR P U ol 5 M AL
MRIFEARIEERAK X, 2R JFAIE T L MR TR AR “BERMERIE” , BAOV DB PR “ )25
RAHAR” o AERIXNEFF, MRIASEZ I, 10O RAE W7 A o] e LA A Ty Ay
I o 1 TH2°19 R
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MpMRI T AT g i K Bl XU SR 5248 T B . PROMIS BT 9T B IRAERTIEYE . 2 hOEZR T R4 5
WE AR B AR TR s W ke, R mpMRI X 5 VEEAT 0 2 W] BEAE 27%I) B E e ] A, TR
/b B9 PR TG B SCREIE B2 T [24] o 3% — R IR R AE T, MRI IR Co A B I 2 v BH A4 Tt &8
TAE T F s B B I FI0 e F7, 3030 o0 B3 R 22 A AE SR B0l & K. B S PRECISION WF 7t —AAHiE
], MRI 5| SEEATERBAL S R G 2 12 csPCa K 3R, AN A XS 2 Wi [25] . X —HWF5¢
MFTZ HERUE T MRILEE B2 W Ae T SR E R . SEEE /2, 210 meta-analysis iESZ, mpMRI
TEER AT T s NPV B Rase RO, 3L PPV U 52 S R 50 50 N 22 S 2ok [26]. IRk, 78
PSA ZKIX 1, MRI PR FMETE ZARIAE “HEBR = R 7 (IRE ST, ARSAE “BAAEESRRE”

FEHE RN, bpMRI IZE#H 32 3567 . bpMRI 38 5 44 B8 3 A5 %) EL 39 5 /57 41 (dynamic contrast-enhanced,
DCE), (A% T2 JnA % (T2-weighted imaging, T2WI). #x BUINAL % (diffusion-weighted imaging, DWI),
FEORFR 32 B2 W5 50 (R 2 35 g A A ) BRI RUA I Sl St 2T, fENEA T A
t, bpMRI X} csPCa 2 K ERE S5 mpMRI & EARBA27] . KT PSA KX X — Il R ke Sl A BU N B 1T
&, bpMRI ISR A IONEEL: R AR A B SR 9% B DA SR A el M, (B LAE RIS 0
K 5 E g soh BB ES MRS . Bk, fERXER S, @RS “EHEET MR, T2 “fE
IR N EFATF MRI #6427 .

4.2. PI-RADS 3 & MRI [At: A B 18

TEREE SRR 70 JZHELL R, MRI ARG M, MR U ST AN i B e S Bh R 015 A PI-
RADS 3 ikt LK MRI BIVE(E I R XS 57 . BT PR “BAB KX M0t JE# WIRR Y
BIAMEFFAE RS 2 . 3 LA FE T PSA KIX A HH ) “HRRMIEIX” .

PI-RADS 4~5 JEH X M csPCa M3, H AW AE 2 B e b Rk g . M2 T, PI-
RADS 3 #5€ SN “Un K& U T Be ik ", HPREATE T8 A 5, AE T B m] AR (100 BT B
R . RYEN EoR, H csPCa i R 41 10%~30%, HAE 02 5 B35[28]. AWtk —HHFss,
PI-RADS 3 J &t csPCa 1152 FR XU . 2 52 B S bl PRAFFAE (52 [29] . X% B PI-RADS 3 f4F—4
FEMIZBIZI, g — R R RS . R, PI-RADS 3 AR N FE L g, T R4
RN R B 0 )2 BHE s o FLIR PR BAZ O AE T 5l N A8 B DL SE ISR i . PSAD & H HTIEYE f A
— Bk T e kR —. 1E PI-RADS 3 JittA41, PSAD > 0.15 ng/mL/cm?3 55 csPCa JRU&; 5 35 14 1 AH ¢ [30] «
L k[FIE, ADC {E7R I H A AIEE 1, (& ADC {655 & Gleason V43 35 AH 5 [31] [32]

IR b, HLES 22 3] SRR SR UG NZ K X 5 . B SO AGRRE 5 1R PR AR B 1 22 A8 B
B UE B ATEE T csPCa RSB RE T, FRIs A o BTG [33]-[35] - X —#a#A bR £ 4 PI-RADS 14 & IE M “ %5
Zex o7 ) MR T —— R S O I A A R A T HESE

5. TE8E4E PSA & Xh iR
5.1. REEF

FELFIAL MRI PP R (W PI-RADS) I NL 2 J5 , AKX AR IR A% o [ AT A 52 T3 A7 A AL ™ Fe 17 1%
I EA 2 KARRIENER” o SR, ARSI R AL R, 3 LA LS8 b AE A o S
FREME R SRR Rl B R PU AR E EARIE, VKX KR — DA RO 1 SR K Eh
MLE, HEIREEARE T BEHBEAURBE M SR, 85 5 M AL R ZR0E . 9% B B A
BRI E R R . Lambin S48 1, SLARH AT ERSE R S REHEDS 2 (MR, R R RFIE R 1k
N ERREI AW 2 RAE[36] . ZTURFFCIESE, 2T T2WI. DWI K& ADC EUR ISR AL 4R FERESE X 4
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Pk csPCa, F-Titilll Gleason 434%[37] [38].

X PSA KIX T 5 » 8AAGZH 5 (M SR E AR ILAERT o B] AR A4 (P4 J2 68 77, JuHL 72 PI-RADS
3 J#ikk. Hectors %57F J Magn Reson Imaging H4t %t PI-RADS 3 ikl s 8 4 =AY, 25 L R Foxt
csPCa [T FE /1 2T PSAD SR 48br, AUC X% 0.76, F &35 /by e A% BE[33]. Ik
b, ZHOEE DR, KR 5IRARAE = (U PSAD. ) S5 A AR SR A TRINBL R, 3L
PERE 40 T 521 PI-RADS P4y« X Rl A A AULE S B IE BB T PR R AR 2 R I, SR ARG
PRHETIME[39]. (EFERNZ, EASE MRIBEHEEIGR RS A7 NBE P SR AN E. 35
SIWEFCAR L, BUE R DPAS R LB kL, s B SRR AE AT AT R B R X3, Sy “BREEAL” csPCa
AL R ZR[40]. BRI, SLABALZEAE PSA JKIX il PR S FHAT TG Pk, 036 ROI /) i 75 5 22 5
RSB VE I F e BRI P R . AMBERIEAS R 5. IEAESR, SAAR4H %5 & 1T > & Gi(Radiomics
Quality Score, RQS)##E i, I T MG 7L B iH 4Rk i btk [41].

SRS, ARAF N PSA RIXEHERME 7 M “ERRME” . 1§ MRI AR E M, T
BN T A5 4 b8 S o P ) e 4 R VR . 7E PI-RADS 3 12 MRI BIPEZSE K X 1515 b, S8 4124 REs 0t — D 1K
AR T DX TR, A DRSS DAk E 288 1) ) o e S R T . ' R AR AR PI-RADS, T & 7E L HESE 2
EEmE RS, HER)KIXE EE AR A0S AR R
52. RE¥3

REE AR A I8 N T THRAESEIL T4 MRI RS B0 12408, ALK T ROI ) H , 4F
TEG % S S AP R, AR R B 52 N =g . AHELZ R, DL i@ BRI N 45 (CNN) &5 42
P SE D BIAFAE S 2, BB B S MR IR SR B TR I 2 B R RIRAE, IR AT T4 st
RZAGRE S1. (ERTZIARAUR, DL 55 TR A 5 2 ET 4. B CRM, 35T mpMRIE (K
TREE AR P25 ] BTN csPCa, FHELWithfE L 5450 F 5 MG BHE A S E = E . £ L
W, 2T mpMRI ) DL #2A4E csPCa 53 HF i) AUC 1A% 0.85 LA L, FFEAMTIIEBN S R FEfa e
PEfE, SR RIEFIZALAE J1[42]. 55 PI-RADS HILL, DL BEALZE Hh ) UG A e Hh e B B 58 11 (X 0 i
71, HFFEE B, 7F PSA <10 ng/mL KK X 3 7, DL A% csPCa K2 i1 R B35 L T PI-RADS ¥4,
$2oR DL 7E R IX th BAG VS E 14 25 {8 [43]« 7 PI-RADS 3 itk rfr, DL 7R s H B AN 2 PR /). 38
I E S IR S ARHAE, DL REAY v B X ot EASORA R b AT ME 2R A0 U i e, s S0 - Sk
N CEERERIN 5 NI TEAS e SRR L S I an i ik H . b4, EBRATSIAR Al Bk (PI-CANE—25
BOUE T DL fERHUAE . 2O didE FRIVERE . 1ZPhiREE RN, W% DL BEAYTE csPCa Rl i )25 &
RO OB RN E BT Z BN LT E K, R AL GBS B DUSEIE AR AT M [44]

DL 155 —PRIALE T I AT SEIL A B0 AAT I L 7305 KU V2 — M b, I AL 2 58 BE (1 U S S RE R G
@AM T T ROl A, DL A AL i 4> AR 2% 7 T A BT B IRIX 38, sk Ay ) e i 2
HAEm TARRBCE . SR, DL AR I B PkL . 12, BRI TR ERERERGE, AR L2
] MRI VMY 7T e S EMERE R . ook, DL LAY “ BAAE 7 Rprk BRI T H AT fdpett . R Grad-CAM
ST AR TR R AR R SRR, (B ILATIME DA SE AR /R IR R R IR A e 2 TR AR I 6 R
[45]. RlUL, 7E PSA KX HH, DL HsEA AR BB B TEk PI-RADS 1A &, T2 1E 8 E 3R
BoPfh TR, RS BRI R Z R LT & .

53 ZETRMSER
FE PSA JRIXIZ— i B R AR I I PR 5, B MRS AEAE R BRI (1 SR A 4 1, 1 2 A A
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AR R A HAMS S, RRSR I AR 1A M R 5 AR HEBE T - £ SR R nomogram %£F PSA.
SRS RAARAR AR B i KU 2k MRI 5]\, PI-RADS 5 PSAD fIBA CL 15 csPCa Filllfig
SR, SR AR B TCVE 70 40 IR W8 P 3 S T o AR A Sl i s 4RI SR A R SR BUE S, 1M DL
BE— B IRES 7 ) 5 18 RE TR ERAE . BIRIRAD & B R AR A ERRE e Al ARSI 8 B A5
B, fEZ TR E T 5 — PI-RADS B AR AR AI[46], ZRIASHIA “JL-F L2t ” )5 K]
RETET: BB—, AR RMAFEDES H, BEHUH] T RIR M S S5 5=, EH
IR T EHO %, S AR R .

MRI 24, HARBEZS IER D NBAHELE . PHI 7E PSA KX ABEFE T1L48 PSA, w[{ENHEA MRI
PR A% U 9 TR [47]. 7E PI-RADS 3 80/ Wit 75, PSMAPET/CT 24t 7 /K FEE, H5
MPMRI K I PR A8 4 2 () A A8 S ot S 25 32 s 1Y) esPCa Bl /MR AR T 8 77 [48] . DRIk, PSA 7K
XARKZW AL IEAE “PSA BUMRI” ZMEEEE, T2 “IK + 2B +Al+ 5 TiadEy” MsEs
MRS RS X —HEZE T, PI-RADS AFZA L, M2 BN 2 AR S R I — A2
NAE &

6. BESARKAME

A2 HE B A5 DL BT Tt sbofidls, HRRIFAAETREAMBA L, EE
THHER SR &— SRR R R HERHEN RS H. TEEIE L ROl /-#17 m
JEERURR, ANIR] ™ 23 5 AN TR 2 568 FEE 18] 16 93 AT 72 7 W] 3 B0 25 A3 » DT 1 95 B3 (1 M2 AL BE 71 [49] -
S 1BSI AREXMRFIEE S THERARERET 7 RIVEAL, (EARHEACA B IR ANRE 78 4T B i 5 DSl 22 Sl ok
MR GNEMZE[S0]o BRI, ARKBTFNAEFIENE . 2 OHESE T ITRE, IR RHEE B AR ITAS . B —
B2 SR P m Ao 7 SR O N R AA ERRE A “ BSIAR R 17 BN S AUC [A) 45 EE B A% O
frigbr. MEAMLL, R4S DL BT B8 F I SEBL AT 78 TR [ PR STRE RGN AL -

JRSE PP 77 30t 7R M B S0 i P B E SR T . A LT SRS e, B TR 5 A
PRSP RR RS AR A ST B T MR RS, RT I R i 255 T R VP Al I R 3R 2

RRETAFAR R IE R HE S ZAEFE S, O MRIRHE ARER B ThR S, BLE A I 17 5 -
I AR S I R AERE (s, A B SEBLAN B S I ) Bl A ARG B B A 22

BB SR A RS PP A A PR 5, O RHER AR A U R g . B TREBHIEE, IEHZ 5 Al
SRR MR PR K 2 AR SR R . WA R ORUEAR HEAL AT AR R AT SR T HEREIR IR, 2
B B R

SE
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