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Abstract

Prostate cancer extracapsular invasion (EPE) is a key pathological feature that affects patient prog-
nosis and treatment strategy choices. Accurate prediction of EPE has significant clinical significance
for formulating individualized treatment plans. Multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging
(mpMRI), with its non-invasive nature, high spatial resolution, and multi-sequence imaging capa-
bilities, has become the core imaging method for preoperative EPE assessment. However, current
EPE imaging diagnosis still faces issues such as strong subjectivity, lack of consistency in diagnostic
criteria, and low sensitivity in detecting minor intrusions. In recent years, continuous break-
throughs in radiomics and artificial intelligence technologies are expected to significantly enhance
the diagnostic performance of mpMRI. This article systematically reviews optimization strategies
for mpMRI imaging technology in prostate cancer EPE assessment, explores the evolution of mpMRI
features from empirical interpretation to precise quantitative analysis, focuses on the current ap-
plication of radiomics in MPMRI-based EPE prediction, and provides an in-depth analysis of the lim-
itations of mpMRI in evaluating small EPEs, as well as challenges in clinical integration and cost-
effectiveness. By integrating existing research evidence, the goal is to provide clinicians with
mpMRI-based EPE precision diagnostic strategies, helping to advance the progress of individualized
prostate cancer diagnosis and treatment.
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1. By
I 51 LA 26 5 PR eh R B 2 HES 2 B0 FETTHRHESE 5, FLEIE 2/3 fE SR abIX ch R e HESR 1
i, 7E 52 EFKEMXFE TS HES 1 0, T E feE S B[], BTSSP S R4 B T
J5 RS R 18 ST 7 R B EAKE . AT TR RS, A AR R 2 )
BRAR . PIAMIAIAIT « LT . BEFIGTT « SRREIRIT SRR . R PR S R A 2, AR R
71 s T R 43 A9 3 B SR R (T 1-2NOMO) 5 J55 348 48 U (T3-4NOMO) i 355 o M3 M i 91 e DI A2 307 2%
B S5 B B B R B0 1 9 e 0 45 2 v — (2] AT, — TR B 4 . S5 30Aa YT A L,
B ST R B EE ARG R IAER A3 M DR (R BT T FE 22 (3] ML TAME BT U BR IR A 75 7 a3
Bl SR S T RS ARBE 2 18] FRTAE, TT2 75 B A R LS R (NVB) A B0 AR 5 IR FR 2 S Mk Dy
WA 4] [5]. T RIS, hfaaivle, RULEREI NVB; % 2% 4 EPE [
%, %% NVB JB TARG R IR R IR S, 2 BT AR DI AR T R AR 2R
P 3 B R R AR PR B, USRIV 3 — BT T8, R/: EPE ({5 (0 A U]
GFBEETRRAE EPE %, FRTARN MR RN, B0 T Rk T A, MR
T R AAEEE G AR EAE 2R [6]. EPE AR AT SRR A S 5 TR I, BEALTE SR 1R 5
T 23%Z 67%10[7]. AL, EPE FIRERRHIER 4%, ARRIMEZFE, SRS WrH kiE 2 Phhk8].
AR, % BHEIEIR SR (mpMRIYH A T 5 V2 W I PR 525 1 270 s (1 %00 T EL[9]. mpMRI 3
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HEEA T2 IBUSAZ(T2WI) T HOIMAUS G (DWI) K 345t LG 5R(DCEY T 41, ReBs S ALl 71 iR 1 T 45 2
5 IhRESAE B, A BT e (112 2836 - BEAE — 0T ST 4R 7 , mpMRIX EPE US4 294 65%~75%,
FERMELIN 65%~85%, fA1E—ERIIRIZ 5 IRIEAE[10]. #FFLE2R, mpMRI £ EPE 2 Wi B 8 &1
Feret, (HEURMETIEERORR R, JUHEX THUN EPE Wikt, SUNBEIAR[11]-[13].

mpMRI BEA 88 75 51 5 541 I8 [ 2 i) w8 25 4 s W DA 5k 35 P T 9 JIa PR A HE 6 14] 0 25T mpMIRT
P K T IR B 5 AR S AR 15 5 808 R S5(PI-RADS) v2.1 W4 om, PRAMBR ST, A2 Mg (S e P vy
[15]; [FIB}, EPE 732 ivForidim, 3Rt EPE (1 n] GetElk K. mpMRI BUE ISR AT 5 IR e S G
fil K FE(LCC) S g i K425 EPE S IEAHSE[10] [16]. AT 51 AR & I AE i 2 23(PPAT) -5 i 41 A 1 A2 B 2 1)
FHOG, BT mpMRI PG & )i 41 i LR 107 J5 R B A AR TR 5 JieRg ) 39 i S R0 547 D 5 I A O
[12]. A% NI mpMRI BUE & TR TR bR S IR RO B bn g &, M TS, 45 3 W]
REYES EPE TAERAYE(11]. 2 SBMILIRUGBRERT | w2 RAT2 W, Pl IR &
ARG R 35 B OREENAEH . AU 2 SHER B HERLE AT 7 i EPE FiG o i) a7k
JE TSR
2. mpMRI R IFEARERTFIREE EPE WaPRIKK
2.1. SinEEIRE A

R IR SR BOR, JUHR 3.0T WALk, 7EWTSUIE EPE il b R I R &R 5 15T &
AR R AAHEL, 3.0T BAILIRA M7 4R, TSR A SE AR B R L 5 3 1R 73 A [ 17] 03X —HOR
AT SR EUNE L A 20 L PR A A R ) 5 R T S s T DRI T, T 2 3G 5 T Xy EPE i kb A H
REJJ. —DUFFL 7R, 3.0T mpMRI £l EPE (98U 55 =43 AT IE 50%~70%5 85%~95%, iz
RRE I B TR R IE IR 18] it s B IC I ot | EBUR AL, £ DWI &5 DCE 45 Dhfe 7 #1%t iRa ik
I BT U, A BT X5 R SCEMERT PR AR, ARG m el 51 B[ 19]

2.2. NEERBFIINES

2 ZHMILIR B Z OB T RS LRI AR P4, WAFLEREIEAL EPE 9 B A2 FURFAE o

T2 JIAL AR 2 Ak 1l 51 B At 30 25 40 S P TR AS IR 2Rt 2 41, /€ EPE 12 W b B O iz . TEH HTS1
JREELE T2WI ERICNIAE S Z 45, MEASE S 2IME 54570, XFE 525 AR R
SEREPEIRME T OCHARAE [20]. BEFURE], T2WI _EZMAERILAE LB —Im RS EAE TN EPE J7 [ HA
W HinE: 28 e S MRIFHEREE] 0.81 HHIZE R IIAR(AUC), LT 1UE A IE IR S Hr
H(AUC = 0.69) [20]»

SRECINA G I8 IS A 7K 431 AE L 2R N R AOMLE Bl TR14% g e fiek g 240 i 2 i % 4 i e 5 24 42k « #E EPE
X3, R e 24 i v B2 2 B, A PRAMRI BRIk N, KA T B IR, R MR B R E(ADC) A 235 B 11
W5 Eon, ADC H5RIFIIE R ZEEZ VIS, K ADC [EEFS/RH = Gleason V¥4 A& 5 2 1 Filj5
[19]. MtAh, ADCAELESNNIKSE S m fa BT 51l 77 T R A SN, Ha2 W s 200 a5 B ) AUC W) &
ik 0.87 [217.

B A 1Y SRR BRGS0 B SR AR R, T VAl 4L 23 BT VR E S B 1
RIBIIRE, JCHRR B R AL, WA M AR, SRS @S LR ES K. YRS
B SR B (Ktrans) s LB SN0 B A1 8] BR A AR 73 B0V e) SO 25 B (Keep) v 5 AL g I AE i 12
79 EPE KUK At 32 (12 W 7€ B 454 o Ktrans {8 32 2 SO0 BRI A 9 522 L6 A D2 i A0 ) Bt ) ek 32
5 P R BT M B AT O o 2 U FUAE S, Ktrans B TH 5 EPE UG N &35 41 5¢, 7R 5 Ktrans
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18 4 b Rg LA SE SRR 2 28 [ 22]. DCE-MRI 5 T2WI K& DWI B4 80 B 7] S35 1R s s WidE i o, — 5T
R, ZHIRG 2 Gleason >4 +3 [l A 2 2 L HT 51 i (1) AUC 4 0.87, WAL TAEAMT . — 7 51[23].

T LR AR (MRS )3 5 Ao I T 51 Bt AR IR BE A8 4k, 24 EPE PRI Z I E S . 1B
AT S R E P M R 2h B e, T IE AR S LR AP A UK . AT 51 R H SR A d AR, EAR S LR
ACETE R, THIER KPR, 53X Cho + Cr/Cit FLH B3 THaE . X —ARMHEFESE MRS it \IhhE)Z
T X 7 5 B A% AE,  y mpMRI #2484 7845 B [19]

3. mpMRI {E&R : NEWHIEEEEENL
3.1. £IGFIIE

DT, JBUNRHE T — RFIMGEAE S TR EPE MTTAEME, FEARE: M. ol s
I FAZ IO

fLE T2 EPE B B3I MRI AiE4. 16 T2WI b, IERRTFIREIE R ES: . e IkE S4.
R SR AL, AR SR RE S Ry, IR R B R BT R, R 4 S R e & e
SRR A8]. HAr R MR, —BEWER, JL T2 EPE MIfF{E.

PSR S AN EE M BB R, & ORISR AT SR WA T, 75 LR I P i
Ry FRRIBMNFL AL . FFERW, SRR H K > 1 mm K, Hi2W EPE FIFE R RTE 90%
PLE[24]. 45475 b {E DWI 5 ADC K, W] S iE MR R e it A L 5 B R, ATHE & X ik
I8 9% IR H 26 25 ]

FRZ LA 202 EPE (W E 2 3E4E %, 78 mpMRI 3@ R NVB X 5 A 0HR . SR iz
G R X —REIE IR A T I G VI B B A CB B L, DN NVB 'RABRT I IR AL, 435z B
R T B .

3.2. FEEK: MEX),. BESEEEMKE. 517REABRHEEMER,

PI-RADS %5 #% % EPE 74

T 40 J 88 ) B R AR 2 AR i 5 EPE XU 2 TEAH ORI [20] 24 T B KA ik BB 15 mm,
BRHARBIG 2 0.5 cm?® LA_EISF, & A2 EPE [XARE22 TH s JCHRAEMIBEAL T4 E A 0L T, T X
Sl AR R 5 v Lk = S8 R A 2RS4, B 5 A A2 2R ([26] . XA Bh TG IR ERITTE VR 97 7 Sk i
AR . IR S AR R B2 Al S (TCL) I S2 Tl EPE [ — vl S H AT SEIfe bR . FEFLIEH,
1 TCL 1A B8 E 10 mm B, EPE BFHVETIME AT 8IS 80%, IR EE AL E AT VFAS e R SR i 8
FESRAL T B AL PR HE[19]. BkAh, TCL #£ MRI Ll & ik fE -4 (5

WAESR, A0 5 R B R T 2 ZU(PPAT) AN A& B Al R 5 S5 A 2L s I AT e 5 5 R oA 852 1) 1A
TR, AN 2 R AR 28 S RE AT (27 ). WEITIREH, PPAT MOPRAR K5 FE 5 e (V) = i I A B %
HAEVFATNREIEMGKLR; MR RN S PPAT AR N EA B 68, &7~ PPAT
A B (i g R 2 1 12 28 S e B R A [ 12]

PI-RADS v2.1 153 2 %4t F 2 H T 05 s iz ke, B HGAR 3R, JGHZ T2WI 7 5150 6 i
SEREME VAL, DN IEI A EPE G HE AL 7 B B . 7F PI-RADS v2.1 EZL R, FJikbrE T2WI E 23
W ELIRAMZIE, @ U598 PI-RADS 5 43, BRIt BPE BAT 8@ i BN (E[28]. #FFiHa i,
PI-RADS V1435 EPE KA 2 [ 2B EMCHE, VEorim, wrF e I I A ME S0 bk R [29]
SR, PI-RADS V¥4 24t F3E L N EPE PPl ¥it, HATEBZILH B E A bre BONA IR, EZAO8 T
TEA AL, A ELREASKIIN S bR - B IR Al B2 45 301 AR NRTZIIR AR RS 5 HHE R G BORT A,
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PI-RADS v2.1 7£ EPE -t 5| N 7 B AFRUEILIG 5 R4 ZR,  DASRTF A TR0 64 o ff 14 K ] S
Yo %R RK EPE AIRETERI N 1 (AR 2 20(1K)~ 3 2(HE5). 4 ) 5 (W), Hpl
WHELEA T R R/N ALE . BB B (CCL) R R DL LR J&] PRl 45 W 1R J0 55 22 4 FE S5 SRR AIE
[28]. Mehralivand 1435 EPE Likert TR 7E WM EPE K JoAE A& K A= A7 10107 1T 2 B0 HE 25 [R] Fl 2 W ke i
1B & A — e RLBE L2 AP [31]. PI-RADS ¥4 5 EPE (R RIBRMEAEAS R 823 2 0] R B2 52,
XN ALK PI-RADS V¥4 347 EPE Tl ] e A7 7 SR BRI [3 1]

4. SIEEE mpMRI Fl EPE = #Y R
4.1. BBEFEANESEE

SUAG A A R FR A S TR T 51 o (0 S A MR B (BPE) B RZ o FR Y , HEURT R 5 0 25 R 07 e . B0
B FAEANIOUE D IR . TERFETROE N B, W 908 SR F B K AR B /N TU A (mRMR) 45 25 328 A AR AE T Bk
(RFE)S5 7775, MR- IUECT QA RE R BIBR TR S e 15 2. N, — 02 LA i\ 2436
AVIEFFIEHHERR T 2287 NMHEARENEZE . K7 Z 8 LR MM JC AU RRIE, ZAURER 14 N CBRFE
FFREARIIZR[32]. 53— s il LASSO [ElHSILTRIMERESE, RIh % 72T mpMRI 5414
AR, HAR I RMIGUEA Y AUC 23513k %] 0.919 Al 0.865 [33]. FEAIEGIE R IPAL A et 5iz ik
REMIREED IR . 2D IRIERE N I B RLZ AL RE I “EhndE” , BUNARFEERG TS5 S
H NBEATREXRHE R 7 AR . — TR PO RGN TR E =AU 193 BB, g —A
U REE s, RPN IR T oMK, 45 8 Bos S FE m LS VMR RLLE F AN 4h58
AR BT 79% 5 T4%MHER%, 52503 & HBURBHEIT(81%~83%) 2 [0 6 . 3% 72 7 [32]. 5
— T @S Combat R 71068 K H AN A O I SAAR 20 A58 AT bR AL AR B, R BZ 7 VR T
HMTEGIER) AUC (FEFHEHIN—-0.03 %2+0.18), (HRIELIL, HAETI EPE WA 2150014 B35 1%
(AUC=0.63) [34]. M4k, —I3ET WS MRI (112 OB 78GR PO 0y 666 151 55 25 ) P 1 T ml 45
AL, FEMNRAE T AUC 153 0.764 [35]. IX L2 FALREIFR W], R B BHFBEAER PO R RIS
B2 U 36 IR R IR P RE U S T AR 2 FL I ARG A 1) 2 LR AT o AR A 78 BB AR AL S AR AR Bl
MACKIE LS T7IE,  FRE I KA 2 L BT HE AT 70 SR B0 A A 1 A (g

4.2. REFSERSHHELSRE

B AR R DR B L SR S IR R AR B (10 PSA 7K°F- Gleason 143+ IR T 203 SRR BEA 2
B, EEEIRTE TR0 A R AMR I (EPE) K BN EE J1. MK S HA S 5t/ EPE AL T 7, 5140
PSA ZEJE . IR 4 th B i R IR K 2 B IE SR 5 EPE BB MR [24]. WK, KRG A AR S
GRS EEES G, BT AUC WHRTHE 0.85~0.92, WM THR—FR[36]. Bla1, —IZ Ot 7 i
(I RE B AR (S5 G IR irbyg Ji] TRl S o P S s A5 2 22 R A FE AT B TR AR AUC JAF] 0.853 [37]. IXFh
ARG SR T BRI PE, IR T AR I PR IE A

H1| 25 (Nomogram) 244 B 5 BV FE AL N i AL T - 0 BOB IR, IR REA BT 5 EPE ME%.
£ EPE T, FIZE @B G T B A S RHE . KRS 5 PSA. Gleason ¥F43) 5 MRI J& P48 AR (0
R - BRI ). — DU UM PN R - 45 6 T S B ARHIE RIS IR S 3, (EIESR T AUC 153
0.894, 3l £ oA o G PR 3R 2 B = (380 — I R ESE, J&T mpMRI FIFZEEI7E T EPE
i, AUC WJiA 0.857, HAHHE M 28 7 H Pl M 26 15 Seprps 3 46 R s FE — 34[33]. IR LB /M iE sk, %
AEALEE A ZMEE, Rt BE5ETt EPE BN RIHERTE, ARG YT 77 Sl B A 50 n] 52 A4 .
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5. M5 RIRY
5.1. %)\ EPE B9850 48R

B T EEESMRZILE /N EPE)& mpMRI 7E /T F1 e 73 B 1 £ ZIR 12 KIE. /) EPE 75 B 2%
e SCR R4 i 7 3 T A AR AL RAE AR T BE AR AR G N T 1 mm) R0, BT Z B3 S R,
B mpMRI 7510 DU X S AR A . WF 50K B, mpMRI Xt BPE (K342 Witk 8 B vl (HXG 5k
RICHIEBUB M B A 2 5 9, — T 98 578 MR AN ECE [ RURPEUCA 56.2%, R 7144 82.6% [39].
AL, ASE MRI FSEbRAE(WT EPE 73 4% . Likert 83)7E M| EPE i, H AUC fHZ 7£ 0.77~0.81 X [d], {H
VAT SRS EPE [30]0 MEEEE (A — BUE AU &EOINAL « 8 0.47), @358 T 050
JRPBRPE[31]. HAT, MR — B SRR IR BTN EPE, 1X BRI 7 i 1 5 g 0 PR
YIERRR 1 .

5.2. RREFHNTESHER

SR AT A I R e FE OB FEMBCR B WM B R X IH(ROT) 2 I FIARFAE R IR, X B BRI 22
S EAE S AR T EE AL AFE G AR MR &A@ITET T GE. R LA SR
BHnzse. atrsls b E. BENDREREENER, B2 FECURH SR REE KA R A
. B, —IREFCAEAMREAE A, B f{d ] Combat P 7772, ALK AUC B4 A 0.63, H AT
Gt WS, X E RO T OB S B AR A RE IR PR LS [34]. S AN, IR G TR V) A) A7 AE
BRI EEZE . TSR A R A) A S B R A, SR PP 2 8] (1) B 2 PE (intraclass correlation co-
efficient, ICC) % 7 2> T BUR LIk tHMFFEA AT 5. |5, Z2HEEAF RN R A ORI, FEAR
AR, SR ANTIIE, XN AR A RS, (AR AR S A ) AL R T AR S

5.3. Al REIRZ (1t ST R B AR

ANTE AN, JUSEI 28 BRI F (U PAGNet #25 AUC i4 0.807), {HAEAMEREGIESE
REH LR 2 FREAUC FF% 0.728), IXFHE T HIZ BRI IIA E[40]0 X —PhERIR T Hdh i 4538 i %
(domain shift), BIYIZREHEFI ESLIG R 70 B3 N VSRR . vt oA . U &2 7 AP 2 5 o
UeAh, PREEZ SRR« BBAR” R R T BRI TR E PR AR o I R = A A LB A AT BT 2 T
FISZAQRHEMH EPE AL, IXFRAS T X HUSRIEAERE . Flan, Gn 5 — AR T 58N ] S BH 12
RN TEVE B TE H 2 B BT 2 4 8 SORRHIE S 8, X 23 PEAS FIG IR 2 B o« ARV = /L (attention
map) 2 AR R ILRE, (HIX S nf WAL AR R e RS I, A B 2 o R A TR H1 iR 2
LS ) A R R R T, XA T AT M D6 20T P A 1)

5.4. IERES SR AME

SR8 %2 2 JURE LR AR (mpMRI) 72 50 A1 51 B G B /M2 AR (EPE) 7 T JE IR T K77, (HEmE &
(R 2 FH 0 % T8 S s N SR Ao, 7 o PR T AR 2 Ry AL 22 o mpMRI A E5 AN
N T B 30T ER &, EESRBURIEAE R & EF MR EH RGN BFER, XM T
FEARHE 1) T BREAT[41]0 X AR AT FI AR B, mpMRI FIVEN LLAR 75 4 Ol . TR R B, 7EMK
SR ANFEH, mpMRI [ PHPE T EAR XS A%, 7T RE S B LB 05 A fod B s Wr[42]. Biln, — Tt e
7R, 7E PI-RADS ¥4 <2 FIBIME mpMRI B H, 5 5.1%00 B B L2 W I R 2 2 v w41 i
Jog, XKW ELAR mpMRI SR SE i A REIF AN AT SE[42]. BEAL, XUZH MRI (bpMRDAE N —Fh 44 B8 5
SRR AT R, RS WHERR I F, G2 BSR4 A A (), (HICAE EPE {4
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PIAME AT 75 5 22 BTSRRI FUAGIE[43] [44].

¥ mpMRI 45 FA7 3008 -4 B PR o S5 A7 T i 22 B, 3 A 0 32 B2 09 /2 R A1 6 7 K Ife PR S i X EPE
158 AL WG B = G5 —hnitE. 10, PI-RADS v2.1 $8E %t EPE (3 FAS 32 BARE MEHER, o “fo s
FEfRE” o CRREE 7 55, (HIXESAE R SR B E RO g (7] 2 e [45]. RECHWIRH 7H
T mpMRI ] EPE 73 4% & %4i(41 NCI1EPE 72 % £#4t), {HIXLE R G AR PO PI-RADS HESE, FECHIGK
He" 22 IR[46]. BEAL, # mpMRI S5 5450 RS 26 Bl (1 MSKCC FIZEIK. Partin )45 4, BARAESR =
TR ERR T, ABAS AT (0] 1 e 22 S OR,  HLBh 2 AMBIGIE[47] [48]. Bl4n, — W2 4B iE it 7t
57K, T mpMRI (5126 EIZE W EPE J7 I R B AE THRGolR R, HmR S 3R A PR [47].
U, RBADFEIFEACIETE . 2 hOiFFe, DR — A% — L ™ K5 1E Y mpMRI-EPE i Witk ik &,
FE BB AT G R UL SR B A2 R I BAR A €8, ARORIE AN TR IR AR [45] [46].

6. REMARFESHF AR
6.1. AL ER(ADIHBIIZHR

IR, NTERRADEIAR, JUHZIREES IR, 1E[T 5 e A MRZ AL (EPE) 1 545 12 b it g
PR EE S, W RE R R T ARERK. TRk 849 L EE W R OB iR, FETIREY
(1) AL B2 (41 PAGNet)7E A 50IESE R I i 26 N T AU(AUC)IAE] 0.807, TEAMBIGIELEH N 0.728, &F
T WAL U FHE KX AUC (0.632~0.741) [40] X H] AT LAY GRS M 24 1) mpMRI 245 2 BN IR A
CAHER PR ANERAE, I $ETH EPE TR HERGE . BEah, AT N AR T Mor s b, HAE A5 T A
PRI E RIS . SO RN K45 & AL T ESE A7 2, S Wik e 19 31 0 2 B0 [49] . 1X il
MHUIMERL A B T4 /N FTBOR R AR 2 T R 22 5, RH SIS R R A AR BB 3, T
T2 —EE[50]. B, —IF R AutoRadAT AEZLFIH ST, JEIL@EES T2 JIAL MRI B 5 # ¥t
kL, R ZH S T EPE A AUC 3% 0.88, 1IESE T AL 7EARFIRE M AR 58 KRE ST, 59— 7R
F AT A B = -9 E 52K €] (Unfold AT)iTAd EPE KUK, 3 AUC (0.81)2 3 i £ 4t 1Y) MRI Likert 343
PSMA T 7331 J Partin SR SET71%, FFEN G2 —RERAKN I, AT BRI 5 5 5 FR EPE B 48T
MRI[51]. XEERIILFEFEH, AL FPHZEAR ZE ST 7% EPE BRI vEmd 1, i bR b i 015
MR, ARGCR TSRS AR TS BEEEESRRE, AR RS AL T E N
AT EE AR o

N T HES) AL G IREAL,  ASKRIIWEFUS SRR TR T B w45 AR 2 ] .

1. ARUHEARIRUERF 7T NBTFRTIEYE . 29O BAAIBE T, 88— MRI B g, 75135
b AEL)FH R 58 56 ) I bR AECan A8 FH 2 B sh/a) i TR, PAIGUEREE AT B3 (41 PAGNet. AutoRadAD)HiZ AL
Be 7, RS HAE AR RN AL (WA Gleason $F4yr . AS[H] R 44 AR Hr ) b (g2 Wb g

2. AHUMERREVEAS : B TFREHL BRES, TR “TURRHEA Bzl ” 5 “BUtRHEA + Al
WS AR I EPE TN A (R . 1S Wi R R g 1A — 2k, AT EAL AT B IR .

3. MEAIRTRREPEREFC: ROF R VPG BT T AR N T RE(XAD R T, a4 sl #477 Bl(Grad-
CAM) 25 G IR BRY) b EAT 25 (R L2 H, - DLBH A AT RS PSR 5218 - TREEOCEE, I R S A= 1)
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