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Abstract
Prostate cancer is one of the most common malignant tumors of the male genitourinary system,
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with a rising global incidence; early accurate diagnosis is essential for improving prognosis, while
conventional prostate-specific antigen (PSA) screening has insufficient specificity and tends to
cause overdiagnosis and overtreatment. This review systematically summarizes recent advances in
prostate cancer diagnosis, covering screening, imaging, and biopsy. By retrieving and synthesizing
relevant studies and clinical guidelines published in recent years, we summarize progress in serum
biomarkers and screening strategies, multiparametric MRI (mpMRI), PSMA PET/CT, micro-ultra-
sound, and prostate biopsy. The integration of multimodal imaging, targeted biopsy, artificial intel-
ligence, and liquid biopsy represents the direction of precision diagnosis, and individualized diag-
nostic strategies should be implemented based on risk stratification.
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1. &

AT Z R 1) B2 WA B = VR T SR R R AR AR R I DG . A% G I I S R PR R A R O
T N, AB AR X 0 Tt 5 R 7 42 5 THT R 2 W HERR M AT A7 7E 4[], A S B R R 7 [2] -
B, UL 4ng/mL £Ey PSA i 2 (Il FHE, HEURMERTIA 94.12%, (HEEFHEOCH 8.64%, FH:TRIIAE AL
A 30.19% [3].

AER, ZSHMEIERSAZ 105 AR S PR B i 1 7 R S W7 R o SR T J2 4 R B B 7
LSRR BTG, SRIRT T R A e (R I R B AR SR, R LA R AR S S M RE T T
RIULRH[4]. mpMRI B 245G T2 IIAUSAER . VREUINBURAR R BT LU 58 55 2 Bl P 41, Bele w1 41 i
RS AR K R M 2 3 AT S5 I [5], A W 7T 4Gt mpMRI BAPETINAE N 92.6%, H.*4 PSAD > 0.15 ng/mL2.
f/it PSA LUAE < 0.15 AN 0 i ZI R IE R [6] . WFER B, mpMRIZEA I T 51 e 77 10 (04 7E %0 72 i
JAE SN 100% (I 7L n = 63, FF B RFEARLSE), Fr5FEN 92.30% [7].

2. ISR EFERN IR Sk
2.1. PSA TFEIERK R 5 RR 14

10 270 A S 1 B R TR B2 BRI B B (PCa) L A= b i, L0 2 1 1 PR I 2 3 P A1
T PCa fIAET 2, (H[FR ARG AN 2SR . PSA i 2 fAZ O EAE T s Bk, seie 51
RIL PCa, AT A 3 G B S B YR T I (8] o — LT 25 22 B AL A5 BfF 2 (FinRSPC) 1 K 1 B8 U7 4l (B
FEWIUE PSA ZKTART 3ng/mL (15514, PCa i RARSET-ZAUN 0.6%, FET-FHLINT T NGE 441, X
B TR PSA /K 5K PCa FET XU (95 HK[8] -

SR, PSA i 2 [ 4 S N A2 A L S50 5 1 R PR, 3k S 850 e v P B B A 3 AN B 12 i vl . PSA
KA 5Z PCa s, 145 % Z Fh AR vEIG DL T M A w91 B, — Ik n 4552 B ali i 41 IR VI B R i
HIIFRIL, RJG PSA B J1IAEIX o RABMERRR AP, RYE BPH EE ARG PSA P
89%, M4 I PCa ) E U BEK 78%, {H5F7#E4> PCa BE AR J5 PSA KFAKT 2ng/mL, LA R AER
AR 564 X 43[10].
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22. MBS S HE R

& G IR L T 100 51 R S ML T 1) 05 2 SR R AR S A A, R BN D LS R A B2 I, X
BT IR AL YR S LI AL TR A NS BOIE TIE[11] [12]. AR PSA BB IRM:, RSkt BTG
BEZH PSA fTEM R E ATabr. B, mIFIIRAERETEEUE )y FDA fLdk rIai sl e = vbs £4, A%
71X PSA X 43 BPH 55 i 51 i« OO ey 20 1) i DA G AN 0 BEVE AR [13] [14]

EMIER ST, BT PSA KHATEY), ZFE M E Syik B BIGRE 7. G, s
ProGRP ¥ 1iF 55 /2 [l 1 i B e B I E R bR 54, 4 H 5 T-PSA Fil F-PSA BLARIIIES, 2B diRe &
FEHETE, AUC TTIK 0.941 [15]0 55— T5URF 70 R I, s TR0 200 it 71 O T e ok P A% i 4 R i (eNAMIPT) 7E 4R 28
PR Z e B LR K S35 T iy, A2 WA T s g ) AN [16]

2.3. HEAENRESE

FEFAERY . SR T R B ALTY S MARAL TR 7 R TE,  E B T 51 B 07 7 SR Mg A% O R R T T
4500 “— 71807 2 PSA i 2 X DR FL 4 v et B 2 W Rl B35 v 0 UG T 46 32 48, 1T XU 43 J2 5K
PRI PR A [R] RUBS S5 ) /N, S 2 e A (R i B T AR AR 8 o 9 2 (R R ARSI - B, T 7E B R AL
A3k 1 (B PCa 5 5 AU TR MR, di /I 6 55 (D AN 0 B P S A RIS e (0 A9 HH) [17] [18]« 4F
2 PCa I MH a2 —.

TR NG S KR 23 2 AN T BRI AL 7. — SR IBOU R AEEUL 8) B H PCa 15
P, FCARR RS S 3N, HL XU B 52 52 A S B R 2 AR R AT I T e . SR ER R, RpEdE
R IE 2 R4S, 502 DNA $i4518 8 2K (0 BRCA2 1 BRCAL)IZEAS, 5 PCa A& 5 XU Al 28 1k
FYIRER

2.4. PSA TRERIFW ST

A PSA i85 B FRAK T AT IR SE T 2 (ERSPC 21 4EBEVT TR AU T R FIKLL) 20%~27%), {HIET
BRI R TR T B S A O 4 i —— 38 0 1 451) PCa JET- 75 3515 4 570 42 B HEGfar, A4t
B9 g . PHIL 4Kscore 5537 B £ 4 BE 2 U 70 oA T- 54l PSA B2 W akfe, (H Y & IR R
SRad I DAZ B EMEAEA RIS AR R PR A — o 2 FE KRR U5 (PRS) 7E W 5 B A 1) 000 25
S BRCAL/2 255 Wi AN, 6 9878 50 DL AR S IR 38 45 5k ms, AT B AR Ve il f . Ak, BTy A 1)
LZAREWIA B K MRIAE S92 S7. )% T H(REIMAGINE.  ProScreen 1) 4 B8 & M i 21 R A% o
3. ZEYHHIRMRGER TR SH PRI A
3.1. mpMRI E AR R K & % 51

% S AR ARG O BT 5 B I PR S B AN T B ER 2 W TR, HAZOTE T A 2 R Sg 751
LA THI VAl 1 71 BRZH ZRFAE (191 A (1) mpMRI 5 S0 5 A3 T2 IBURAZ (T2WI1) § 5O 8% (DWI)
AR 5 25 3ok b 386 5 B L3R B A% (DCE-MRI) [19]. T2WI REBSFR AL R 70 MR R I 5 K15 B, 15T SR omai 41l
BRI IR AR 454, 1T DWI JUE IERIN K 23 FE LGN (0 Bz slok I e an i B2, %o TR 1 s 4 e 2%
JE 19 JohRg X 0 42 o E
3.2. mpMRI B H i RE SmR M E

£ ZHMSHRRBAERTH B 2 W P R O A, s Ei2 W eE,  JCIHR R I PR B 25
HIT 5 B8 4 e AR A g B PR EL(NPY), R Bl R B B B . I FTIESE, mpMRI RS
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RO 75 BT TR 22 1 Mg, [ B 3 B K o R G AN 0 BE IR 2 VA . — I RIS SR I 2 28 43
M7~ , mpMRI U csPCa (191 S BBUBSE ik 0.94, BIPERISR LA 0.1, B B M 45 S A8 %HERR csPCa
[20].

FEFR FHE A ZERVER T T, mpMRI FIAME FRIAEA T B K. 81K mpMRI 19575 15 5 5 Seih i &
BHATRE, BEAERRIE X AT SR AL AT A HE OB M SR, SR T csPCa A 2, I TR SE.
I PRAS it 25 BT S B AR B 2 . S RactE AL, mpMRI 515 (4 ) %2 ) (1 MRI-TRUS fil
A o) e % LLE /D 1) 28 il BT H5OR A5 B 15 1Y) csPCa At 36

3.3. mpMRI K AR ERM 5% 5=

S 2 RS AR BB AE AT F B K2 W 4 H 2 S0 A €, (E LI PR S AT A A 635 =) PR
PEo E5E, mpMRI MRS B R AE 2 2 R HT 51 i R RE JJAN e . — TR PI-RADS #1433 737
RN, R 80%I1) B I A2 i A PCa, {HIH A 56% & Fah M llbriE, H 40.8%H#%F
R B8 B 2 BAIE S N I R s 35 1% PCa [21] .

FR, mpMRI PR S ERG AR # AL, A0S 0 AR 2 . ARG RHE A [F —
1) PI-RADS P-4 AT REAR—5, T3 R H A B AR S A AR I o B, — T 7L L 7 bpMRI
5 mpMRI 7E 7T 51 i R 0 4 JH B2 Wit Ae [22] .

TES LR ST, WEE MRI (bpMRI, &1g DCE)BET B ACHRME mpMRI 2T 4ERT 7L 5 . bpMRI
FTAGFIAS AT ) L B AIG AR i S ELAG RE 7R R, 2 U 78 7 L csPCa A i ZRE S mpMRI AH%; {2
DCE 7& PI-RADS 3 7 A 1FAd 1 B FH a4, EAUIAUA 57 H BT mpMRI AbRAES % . PI-
RADS 3 73548 (csPCa i Hi 2835 [l 10%~54%) 15 B 5 ek = L1, PSA %% (PSAD) < 0.15 ng/mL2 A 4
B 22 4 e e TR (1) B3 - R0k, Al BB PI-RADS 7 (PRIME-AI 356 S /R R AE 8 2 A vE A RN 72%
THA 89%) K # A 5 B MRI 3R (MRF. DKIVA B 50 4% 55 58 2P 20 1 R BR A

4. AR YRR R IEE FAHFHERERARLR
4.1. PSMA PET/CT B9 FR G HLE

50 e S RS S (PSMA) &2 — 1 BUES ISORE 2 1, ERT A1 e b R 4t e vl 52 300 A0 B i SRR
P, 3R A A R A R 40 T A B AR 55 [23]. PSMA [ B 40 BEE A SRR (OB M, NS AL
P L 45 £ FRTC AR, 33 RS 1 7 B 51 0B 1 336 6 RV AT L P9 8 B 4RIE 17 0 2k . BT T WA, [k Gleason
SR 5 A1, T SR AH T B IR S T s PSMA RIEAH I [24]

eI, B AT LN 2 12 %8Ga bric i) PSMA fitfk, 41 %8Ga-PSMA-11. %Ga @it
T-68/%%-68 KA, A INRLEE e R TG A2 0% R B LA B 37 8Ge/®®Ga K AE 4§ [25]. ®Ga-PSMA-
11 FEWGPR A R B R 2 W it e, — DU A s, X T ERAEVE A IMEE PSA RRE T w3,
88Ga-PSMA PET/CT 2 Wil PR 55 25 14 Wi 51 B de RO 78 12 0T 78 i R BUEE SN 100%, B THIN{E A 100% [26],
Hi%45 Bk [ /NEARTFE(n = 52), T 78 B AR BAF H BRATE
4.2. PSMA PET/CT E#I¢ 58 £ PRISHN{E

B B4R S 1 RS i T W i W 2 A s BT 2 3 R (PET/CT) & A I F1 s 12 Wi 5 43 i o
— TR TR ER, HAEVIS AR K (BCR)K I 34 R I H s 2 Wi (E . fEWIS I EL,

PSMA PET/CT X R #dm it S e 1t B mbr Y E iR BB 1. 2B RUESE, M FAESH CT frg
i, PSMA PET/CT fEWI4G 7 ¥R B o8 i i Uk Al HE R PR [27] .
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A KT, PSMA PET/CT WiZWiEIC MR . X THUA AT S IR VIR AR 5 PSA 7K~
B 0.2~1 ng/mL)f¥ &, PSMA PET/CT e fREFES A AR H %, — T0URF 9 Sl FL AR HE % n] A
50%, HAE7E PSA < 0.21 ng/mL FFZH B8 A I R AH G 2 R k(28] S& I HER PET/CT #H
Et, PSMA PET/CT ZEBURAEANRE F: 11 7 T S I tH AR 38, O oM BEAL SR R I I IR RAR 778 29]

4.3. PSMA PET/CT RO #kEk SR EK 5@

U A s TR PET/ICT FERT A BRI F0i2 . 43 AN A A0 8 R AG ) w8 B 1 s e 2k e,
(HHEAENG IR Z N AR T G — R PPk . w70k, B8 A 5 4 S 7 Il R 1) 4 H0 3 S i B R R 3
PSMA PET/CT £ £ 5 B2 & o (1[5 e Ik 2% 5K AR 28 5K AR = J3UH 7R 52 70 (A ©8Ga B 18F A7 i) PSMA fic
&), LR s PET/CT 4%, XREARH & &, RE| T HAERST BHEA R X HE .

HIK, PSMA PET/CT Xf /M kb S Ak PSA K-V~ 38 ks BB A7 AR B i . /R PSMA PET/CT 1E
K A=A & R 7 T T AR Ge 82, (B3 RBUE 5 i PSA /K& VM. 2 FIESL, 7 PSA /KF
AR (11<0.2 ng/mL) [ &3 o, PSMA PET/CT 46 H 3 i 2 K [4[28] [30].

TE/REFFERETT T, ®Ga-PSMA-11 (AL, 132 1] 68 min)L5 18F A i 77 (Ia] e g #5 227,
- ZEHA 110 min, BF-PSMA-1007 [Al R HEMEAAR A FI T 2R3 AE VPG ) (6 25 06 0 Skoxt Sk R B LA 5
£ 5%~10%IF 1 51 fitdes 2 PSMA IR X BB PE U AN A 73l 7346 ), it PSMA PET B 25 SR ANRE 56
AHERRE MR AR o SRR, BT AUOGHE sURERT) Al FlBI A B IR S B S AL 2T — R (TLU-PSMA,
VISION F1 TheraP 56 CLE 5250 A2 A7 38 28 ) (1) P A& BB A3 DG VE BRIV 5 ) .

5. WEBERHEMITHERA
51 EOPRENEBERARER

=) PR A 75 (Micro-ultrasound, microUS) & — it T B AT GE 8% (G % ol 29 MHz) #0387 4 i 52
A, Hf B MHARR ST 2 PR RIEFE T . MicroUS J& 29-MHz (Wi, H#ER2IERE
LA 75 (1) = A5 [31] 6 3% b i 20 F 2 PR 4845 microU'S RE 5 175 T 5 7~ A% 88 75 T 12240 1 4 At ) 225 4
Bl a7 R T R G

B 7 HEE, microUS 195 — O ARIATE T H BB IR Sty UG Bt SR AR . 5258
T EAIR AR 75 K R S5 75 1 4% AT Rl BON BN A B 51 S RN, microUS mJ LAYE TS AS i 2 o
SR, BhASHOW SR AT EE R AL, E BT S B 5] S R AT RS HEEURE[31] [32] - X SIS HE ) B /)
BEG T MRI-EE S A AR Pl e tH I O AER 22, M3 1 S i A PR A A
5.2. EVEBFSEERTTIRAE BT B0 KL PRI

TR P A I I R S 2 M i 2 B 7 T AR R T — i IR UE R R . 2 IO S 2
FL FTRE PR B 7R, microUS 51 S L G K4 csPCa A HI 2 5 mpMRI A2, 5 212 ki 77 Th
BAWHME.

microUS 5 mpMRI JEAEAH BB A, 172 BA 23 0 B AME . mpMRI AFER] HIVE . BAR RN 201 J7
PR, o A & T AN E S mpMRI (SRR BRAS)MEHE, HE mpMRI 2 BEAR. S5EAF0S
(A EE 45 [33] [34]. microUS NIREFRMLSET \ m s MR IR, HEAR TG, BRAEE M.

5.3. RFT AR EEARRR
TERT AR 2 WU, B T 2 2 M A mpMRI 1 PSMAPET/CT 4b, — RFIFI B EA ELE

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1693046 285 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1693046

B 45

BIRAR R H, BRI BRI RRYE, WOt BN I BRI BE J3 A AL« X Ji 8 AR I (0 D1k I ik
PARZ T AR RO AEAL 1) A Ferbr, T AR B0 AR SR AN T RE A Bh 20 BT & T KA AR TT 17D o

FERRACHTMEIN T3 T, B R A% SE A RIS ARG 1l 1 (MRS ) ZE e PR IS FH o o e £ R EEAIG . SRR TR 4G
P, LGB BC ARIL R AR AR IR BB B FE B EURTE 77 BR324
iR A B AR L2 A, LIRS PR R A A o =, RERGSIEIN | Jo 6 M PP AL R B AR SR AR T SN
S H AT ZBOR B T I R AT AN R IR R BT ST B, EHAE XM MR SRR MR S e . At
TGS T T RO TR BT 71, RS HERR T SR A 1B AL A o

5.4. microUS KL SN ERARRE

microUs FIERHE 52 IR T B AR 2 MO (% 21 I ZBE D, PRI-MUS PP RGTH)— B R )12 300E)
e 22 R B OIS I AE B At . FLRETSAEDN mpMRI [ — 28 B AR5 202 M w4 A s —— S RF SR A 5
RS  ARBCARIZ T Bk, o AROUL R U H o B M5 JE Ao A (1 R s BE A0 A5 e, HL F Ak
Z RIS BEAU B R0 . R4 3C MRIATIAE Tl PR T 22 PSR B, Al SR 20 27 BAE Tl 51 s
A 7 vk 2 (AUC 0.85~0.95), H HL P ST Rtk = W] AoRe P8, ) i PR A5 A5 L o L ) S B P

6. FRIFREARNRUEFEERA
6.1. REGMFRIFKRSEEFRIFR LR

RGN T RS R (SBX)E A AT A B 2 Wi it A% G e btk , FAZ O AR 38 AE T8 bR AL IO BEAR (L 12~14
ERYOTRT B BRIEAT S 51 RAE AT FAARG R Fifg 5 0 PR BB AR IR 2 T S U XU o 4R, PSA R MRS
Fod L W, BT S RAS D ERTER A I RIE (. BGY) [35]. — IR B, SEBEE TS TS
U o P R B AR RE AT HH 32 400 40.3% [36]

FHECZ N, B 7 AR (TBX) I I 55 2 SR AL IR R SR 25 B, e RS H € A7 v] 58 Lt
NI 35 B ey 7 I PR S 2 PR T 2 e (R Hh . 20T SRR S, 5 SBx AHEL, MRI-TBx fEA il csPCa J7
mEAHERHE . DS 26 TiRFRMNZEZE ST E2R, MRI-TBx &2l csPCa 19X EL(RR) N 1.27, 1M
For DI PR IR 35 M PCa (AR LAy 0.65, K HIHAEIR Sz Wik M F I, A Rk 13 212 K [37] .

6.2. &4 mpMRI 1 PSMA PET/CT BIBX & 7EH SRR

ZREA AR T RS v ) A5 AT AR 2 BT R S S W R ) R R T ), LT TR S
%2 A ILIR S 5 1 5 R S IR IE BT R S W E R A B L E R R R, DASREI AT A8
SRR S ALRTHE ) 28 ) . mpMRI DL iy 0 2H 2393 1 S 1 JR) 50 e 8 o WA ks A 5 TR SR I 6, 17
PSMA PET/CT A& Hxt i 51 i Jee 40 0 2 T PSMA B SEAN J7, ZERS I/ IV AL . Ik EE 4586 7% oAb
R 77 T HAT SRR E[38] [39] — T AT HEMERIE 78 s, mpMRI FEAS I 17 471 i 9 4 77 T8I ) R 5%y 95%,
i PSMA PET/CT ) R85 N 96.3%, W5 K& B H 85 v At fig a[38].

B VAN 3D R 12 R I 12 RS M) 2 DAl LI PR B G B F e b . 2 B AL LLE T mpMRI $E[)3%
K5 PSMA PET/CT B8] 3 A 7E 12 W 1 PR 2. 585 4 117 1) Jifed 77 T () 2806« — T X 100 44 J8 3 O AL o
68Ga-PSMA PET/CT #{[i% 45 (PSMA-TPBX)Xf csPCa [k %y 95.4%, EE T mpMRI [ E K
(mpMRI-TPBX)[1] 81.8%#1 & 4tifi#5:(eSPBX) (] 68.2% [40].

6.3. FERHEXHEZERREEE
B Ji 2 A A 2 W R A i ) b, (B HAE N — G GIEAE, AR AEREE — R K
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iE RS o R LR RRE AL MUK . B L, 20 NN BT B 38 R R AR 2 JE R e [41] o X METFR
FERIR ARG AR GRS . A B D R BB 1 S R IR Ok

Nk HRRE AR S W HER I, 2 R AR XU B S U B NI IRSE . TERRETH, #
BRI AR, M2 SRS 2 B FRARR A SRS, RR9S RS 2 A0 vT SR AL,
/AN D6 L) TR, DT FRAES HhH IR 55 5 ORE 1R R AR 38 [42] [43] — TR FEESE, KA mpMRI-
TRUS DA\ EIREG (K20 22 150 1) 28 0 6 DO SRR 2, B Y 35 0/ RSP I R PR A 2 Il e S8 11 2 o)
FIRPESr (VAS) [42].

6.4. IREBSHIARAER A RISIEFHEIRA

HIZ e 0 B2 W R IR R PSR B B, ROV AE T30 2 VS A B VA AR Ji5 Fm AR R AT RS 1 R 2L 2R 2
PEAL o B R b PR T B 222 3 0 Z G002 H T4 BR A DA B 1T 70 e o3 B2 b it , B 56 T Gleason P43 R4,
W4 B F S 73 N 5 MG 2544 40 (Grade Group, GG). ISUP 432 2 4538 & Gleason 3 B kB2 45 Myt
3, WETRE T EL S G0 R E A M RO TS TR g

BT ISUP 4325, RUNAHE T8 BIAS R o3 BRARFAE 0T T 11 270 B FRDRS #6977 R T30 20 7 28 00 AL B2, I MG RRAiE
AL $5 57 IR (cribriform morphology). 5/ Py (Intraductal Carcinoma of the Prostate, IDC-P). fLEAMZ U
(Extraprostatic Extension, EPE). F#RIE. BKERILAI#ZAZ I (Perineural Invasion, PNI)%%. fiifRIEE A
PN T IR R 2 i — R E B SR, 2T 70IE St SR R UG S DA< .

6.5. FEHLRIIERRRAIR M

T 45 SR A R e PR R SR A ikt SRR 225 B B OUE TIR)T 5 RN, ke
JITHf € 1 Gleason TF73+ YR 73 2 73 2 LA R bR 1) 5 B A 5 (U B PR B4, TR K 20 B )7 XU 70 J2 )
KEEZH, BETE T BE R B3I ARG MG TT 2 5 SR N 2 IR TT o X T XU 1l 51 i fes (Gl
HE X GGL, R Gleason ¥4 3 + 3=6), AWMl CBONARIEVGITTT 2, B FERE S PV R 1) il B2
HIT[44].

AL FHPER SRR AR, Fel e 2 S B IRSE I PI-RADS 17, f#4E R A ME, X R
SRAME R ) FE R HE AL SRS A AL I PR TR SRR Bt . 22 TR E — 2R W, PI-RADS 143,  HI 41 i Al
I PR A2 25 1 A 70 s e ) e s 9, —J0EEXS PI-RADS 4 il 5 0kt Mt i, PCa it 3
535l 68%F1 92% [45]

6.6. FRERRIBIFIUSRESE

oA DN SR AB0E 5 3 2 W 2 ) (8 JE ) % RIS AR AR A Co X BRCHSE MR #L i A W]
HINZ) 10%~15%[ MRI BB VERTAL,  [Hh 2 K0 8 HERR SR e & R ETE G, (B 5 R O S de
TIHPEREE . LB (HOL TRRAER . BTH SRR AL S 52 H MR (RIF R BH T 2 4F)
A HARIB SR ——EAU $8M OB RS A E ki, (AeERiE) 2R TRESHIL. KK,
Al B SN Rl A ST AL AR B 2% 0 2R 8 S AT A ) TS B B AR, A S 5l 2 R A 1) SRS VA

A 1 T
7. &g

ARLEA R GUREL 10 51 B8 12 W UM 75 2 B4R 25 3 57 AR (R HOR 2t e PSA 728 EROAN W] B,
BT ZHR G B A 73 2 ARG HE O 20 SRS A2 kD 1 2 W (1 4 Fh 2 6. mpMIRI AT PSMA PET/CT
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CEARFIG AR 5 i ar 1 0 h, {5 PI-RADS 3 i A8 4L 3. bpMRI AE7S 48 mpMRI LAz PSMA
PET/CT 7E{% PSA 7K () 2 S5 B 70 2 A AR ME R, (RS R P S5 M R R B IR PRE ), (HR 2
O RCT Bl AT s o MG BE AL 2 RS 1) W B & MiEAR S R A 2 SRR = 5 E
AL AR TR ;- 2) PI-RADS 3 735 A2 1 Be e AL 2R % 4% A2 bpMRI 4K mpMRI FIATAT 1% 3) Al %
BISAAR MR B B B 70 B AR T AR A AT MR 956 11F 7 1] 1 AR 2 Bk
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