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2500 F ST N HE R — R R LA L5 A
e BB R 1 R 3, AT R B 1 MR AR LI IR AE B
F PRSI R (F ESh ) BRI H R Y B A
JisE

U R v B S IO o L PR B R A HL R PR
P, 5 A I AT 50 R 5 BT R (prostate specific antigen,
PSA) 7K 1% Gleason 4344 Rl JE 4 v Jgg figk 0 90 1Bl A
L R 43 T H. AT LU B e PR USRI Ak A

FERTFI R IRIT TP AR 5 o T PPl R S
AR AL B AEAE RN T R R H E DRSAE F  HiT4) Je de H
DL RS SR R L 5 RN i . IR RS D L 3 i 5
W R BIIERTIE K Sl 2R YT R IR I A S AR
FHKD,

Z R AR BB T ARG R 5, 38 I UE 2 S
B BETZ e R AT B | 2 AN WA B ol o 75 6 AR N ]
R B E IR E R, BB 5 RUEE AR T TR
1 R S A5 el PR IO FH i 5%, T A B LR U L i )t T 1
i, B35 TG RYRE

TR A S AR A e T J L A R AT A A, R
IR BB AR SR T, AR SORE S a3 26 AR A i 51 g e A
[l RAR S Th AR
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1. MRI, (1) 7 £ 2% MRI ( multiparametric MRI,
mpMRI) , MRT XFAT5 R 2517 130 200 0 A 00 B A, 38 Oh7 4 422 M
TEEAE) 5 FORS A0 09 0 20 4043 31 3R A0 T H i 3L A 1 pAR AR =X

(AN FTERPBHEL 1, %M FTE A BHLE hitp ://jnm. snmjournals. org 35
%), HIFIH MRI G 6] 1.5T 5 3.0T @237, 6 A s8R
WA LI N L8 Y 22 30 T8 2 s AR s P e i 2k el T B
LRI T 2 (5 L, 3 2 0A A R — RO 3, o HR AR S
Bl ] ( By AR B A 2 50 15T /e ) s H e R
BRI A UG AE SRR AT ], ¢ T Bl N B
P, EVAI AR R

HiZ % mpMRI J& T 3] (T - ACR 22 -1 T,-in A &
180 FNTREFF 51 (Al FI R WL IR B0 ok IO SR AR AN 3 2
Xof HEIEBR IR ) o X EETRE)IT S 42 & T MRI Y R A% A B
PEFE

AR HT S AR mpMRIARAARE b T i Tk KR Y
I FEAR B T8 57 ia FIASE AR B T Lol i, ok fe
AR Z B A B BRI B AR S B S
ERIZESR 2012 AE O R T TSR AR MBSO R 50
(the Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System, PI-RADS),
FCIR B MRAS b 3 & & 9 PI-RADS V2,170 &6 i, PI-
RADS FEAREU T4 i BT A3 28 2 1y 910 Ji Ji 1) e ARG i 3, o
SR I PR . 35 4 il 51 B 9 ( clinically significant prostate
cancer) , RIIRSE R 5E XA e A7 AT BE 52 i S8 3 A 7 T 400 4 fieb
RV H IR R SRS R R S — i L T
B 5E 2 Gleason 743 =7 ik f1=0.5 em® B,

(2) %45 (whole-body, WB)MRI, WB MRI F %k 20 21 %}
VU RE T, FORG AH s A BT, HOOR B R A, S — IR )
FITIRIHAR . WB MRITE B 25717 AR AL ZURI N JIE 5% 76
1B BATR A s R 25 85 F 3 14 T ) e 4 1 e 51, U7
JRye e IR o 399 1) 2 Lt [RIRE DG A ( DA SERTRLIET 2) o i
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FFF (T, - IR AR 4 1 T, - I S Ak oA R &
HIESE WB MRI B AT $2 BUE 255 5 D RE AR B B Rl & 52
A, HHE, WB MRI it = £ 5E 1 {5 B 403k, 7870 J5t P&
PGB SRAE R 6 = AR dk' . WA BRI,
[ AR L R 2 L SR U B PR & KA R R T RS
A 5 % 4 A B PE &R Bt ( METastasis Reporting and Data
System for Prostate Cancer) (7 o HIERN WB MRI [ Z 0 H
A A E T WB MRIPERE S bR F 4l 5 H 5 po 3k
P, (AR TR, AT RsMET PET, WB MRI
X4 F TR AU (9 5 B SO/ A AR 5 AR T A 75 B B 2 4K
PEVCUE, JLHIZPPAS MR R PET AT R FLAME ]

2. CT, CT HBARMERA XS LR FIEZ 43 7R 5 R,
FEATEHTF RS AR A B T7 1, CT FE B & X 45715 Flm kb
RS HEATVPAY , 5 SR AR AR DT IR (0 PET/CT) MIEL,
CT R RAAIR, CT(FT MRI) X 9k L 45 PPAG ) — A~ 3%
AR WA TIB S bRl (WIBRA KN 1 KA fip
TRRFEAS IR LU F] BE D IEH RIS, AR A PRI L 45 5 R
A RE R H TR e B A N I R R MR AR, KT, CT
Rz, T B A AR XS B, HLHC A ek AR X 2
IR M A o LR 4 B, PR ke AT CT A7 5 [0 8 PR AR
Pr AR B HERE T T b AT S e J T

3.5 i4% (bone scintigraphy, BS) , i FH* Te™ Aric PR
EhH BS T w7 B R - B R PR R A A LA
H, BR 2B EHeROL . WARG AR R 5 I A
PERGE L, PULTE BS o kM S e e S,

4. PET/CT, PET/CT TEHT S i AR A K A v R4
H 45 T Z AN AN TR 81l R 5 b H i E AT 2 B m] A 580k
T i IgE R TR AR B30, XN [E] PET 73 5 300 A9 TR A e AR
TEA SRR B, 7R 91 s AR b T PET 75 B2 5501
S 5 — R PRAE R AR N B LR

AR E SR Bk PET 75 B0 2R AT T AR | FEAR 4
T8 J g AN TR PR3 5, e R P s RO e s EA T 140
Wig,

(1) "F-FDG PET/CT, RETEMRE B4 P CE T Z
FH,“F-FDG PET/CT 7 11 51 B 98 % m PR JE o 5 2 A -2 44
MR P I R AR AR, IF R KA E AR, SR F-FDG
PET/CT "] RELEHTH Bids 11 R R v (R e i 0 A
TERARZENE 57 AR B (A ph 28 N 4 WA Iideg ) g 19
R M 25 B K B PE 1T 5 IR 9 ( metastasis castration-resistant
prostate cancer, mCRPC) ' ™ F-FDG % B 3% i 36 Ny ¥
USRI

(2) "F-NaF PET/CT, % BS 28, " F-NaF $HUF A H
2 10 7R Ig 20 M Y A7 T, T S W 5 1 R AH DG 1 I 3t i
B E R TS PR RS N, 5 BS A LE, P F-NaF HAHE
1o 14 B BBCRIT B P F) SR A 00 I o A (DR A 5 100 2
S5, DT - 5O LB, OF T DL 4 A R A i
], Lofgren %7 B — I AT BEVERF 5 K A, S F-NaF 5 BS
AH LG, AT LA A2 P AT A B8 25 2R, Il TG TE 9 S 4
ML F-NaF PET/CT Wi JRAR 4540 T BS, 55— 5 i, 7 ¥
TG [e) 735 B0 AN T 4 J | R T 1) T 91 i L T A
I AL 14 73 7 4R EE, " F-NaF PET/CT {CH A7 #5461 g

71,8 HARHAH,

(3) BBH& PET/CT,, BN HEAR G 4 AR rh g iy E 222
TR 43, i 0 L A O P LR ) WA MAC R A o ke el M C-
s S PARC AR T AR CRE e T AR Y
PRAEEM A6 B T35 B A IS P4k 5 020 8 5 2R R R 5 (H
ZFRTC AL 20 min (AL T T 11 M 4 b 2
AREEFN . BEGR PET/CT iy T R A HIXTHAR 75 5 51 i
2T R A6 0 ) A 2 R IR PET/CT 1 3 21 iR
TEA AL & ( biochemical recurrence, BCR) F Y-/, 1
V2 HLH H, FEC B AT 51 AR RE 5 B B0 R (prostate specific
membrane antigen, PSMA) PET/CT Jt Ut | 1H 35 [ 0 HiAth —
Sy o WAL S 1T L i PSMA 1 61 5 A% e P LR 4
TEEE , ZFZHURYESE E & 5250 B4 5 (Food and
Drug Administration, FDA ) % 7 ({5 250 5T #3 e BOK , JF R C-
BB PET/CT K4y, RG& PET/CT (eI T RE A2 /1y
T4 PSMA. BRI 1A 90 B 19, 92K 7 3K — 365 7 E 1 2R 45 5]
UESE , e ik — BTl

(4) LaK-1- 56-3- BF ] - T 4-1-F R ( "® F-fluciclov-
ine) PET/CT, " F-fluciclovine( T 544 : Axumin, Blue Earth Di-
agnostic Inc.) & N A B0y L5 24 B 28 {9 0 5 M R
7, *F-fluciclovine S5 52 WL i 5] B 38 T b T P8 AH 56 £ 5t
VR 1B I A0 T 20k 2 114 i85 IR B R % 12 H R, Axumin
T 2016 4F22 3K [H FDA LR THRIT IS BCR R T BERIE
K B AR (B 14N SERPRHEL 3) , Schuster 45 (AT 1
T 7R ORI 52 & VA ) e LA e v R T
NEFHEERG . 5 E BT R SE E FDA St T90 16 /- fnr
ROV

A

B 1 75 %5 EE AR SRVIBA )G R E R,
Gleason 7¥43 3+4(#iskR) . £Z4 MRI(mpMRI) (A~C) &
ARAT B I PR TE W) 1B AE b BT HOIR T, RE5 (A) , =W
IRIBR B R IRBUZ BR (B) |, ShZS XF b3 5 7R B 01 80 koo £k
(C) ;D -1-2 2E-3-[ BF -3 T %e-1-H R ('8 F-fluciclov-
ine) PET/CT 7”izfiktAb S AR BB UE i (SUv,, M 5.5)

(5) PSMA PET/CT, PSMA J2& HA7 5 KM% 14 9 11 2
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A PSR K 1, 7 I R 0 A0 B R T PR Rk, R R K TR A
JRsE M R 1 ) REPE PSMA 114 26 IA T I 15 i 0 4% S
IEHIE, PR R RIRE 5 RS RN ST b AR b, PSMA 1)
TR TR, PRI hy S AR ) S A RA T R A

PSMA fE S —NEARSE 5 B B 40T . R 2 5omi 5 i i
YN BA Ak e 3k | FL 5K 5 MR 3 G RN 40 3 2 E AR OG5
VB 5 Az A S TCAA S5 45 i T AR R B8 4 TP Rg 200 6 P 1f
WNAFLERD T A R BT 7 AR, AT R o6
K PSMA TR Y70 AR08 Wi 5 O A% 2 ) 3A
JrHISES , SEisy T —iik

RAEZF WG 5 Tk PSMA 193534 I AR T 5 R 20 A
B AN/ N AT AR B 3 AR R R A8 B AR A AT
SRR MRS SR (BT AR B AN R ) B
SiE 2 AR RE R R b R RIS PR A S AR
M) PSMA Fik A 261> SR, I H & R %, PSMA &
TR H AT RS AR — SR R A H R
ik PSA JK - T th 36 B T SE Y AR PR

BTS2 1 PSMA 7R 55572 Ga-PSMA-11, H4x
B RS B R RO P AR I 2-(3-1 188 3-5- (6-[ °F]
F-MHE W3-k Ak ) -2 Ak -0 )R 2 ) - R | 2-(3-1 1-
carboxy-5-[ (6-"* F-fluoro-pyridine-3-carbonyl ) -amino ] -pentyl } -
ureido) -pentanedioic acid, "F-DCFPyL|-PSMA  N-{N-[ (S)-
1,3-T R BT 3 ] -0 3 IR 3 | 4" P30 - L-2F ok R
{ N-[ N-[ (S)-1, 3-dicarboxypropyl ] carbamoyl ]-4-"* F-fluoro-
benzyl-L-cysteine, "*F-DCFBC | -PSMA #1'* F-PSMA-1007," F-
PSMA-1007 EZLATAHERR, 5% Ga-PSMA-11 2B IEHF IR A
[, DR 0 2R A s/ 7T LA e S ¥ 4 2 R 8 2 s 45 0 o k0
R R T

(6) "F-16B-F-5Sa- B A 2 F ( 16B-fluoro-5a-dihydrotest-
osterone, FDHT) PET/CT,"*F-FDHT 7 W i8] 2 S HE 50 Pk T 771
i ge (4 IO P G4 A JER M8, R I i) o 38K 22 A2 4 (androgen
receptor, AR) , AR FYRIRECAREE M Sa-— S SR ETE 5 M1
B RS . A8 B S — P 32 S R 9K B Y
PRI, AR (14 T RERICAE 55 Fi 370 g 1) A6 Rtk A O | S
LA R ) X i R #2597 35 (androgen-deprivation
therapy, ADT) ¥ R, A& EEKTAL, HILT i 8%
SRTE 2~ 3 AF R R A BARPUEIRE Rt TR
5 ADT B E T HE R AR 52 & FEW, AR {5 538 i@ o
A FPHLEI N ZE AR |33 3 7K A T A A0 B8 s AR R R
ke, At g A K R A Y

SF-FDHT PET/CT W] BEZERI 4R F ML ADT XI5 1 B 191 iy
G| J95 T R HEVEAEVE R U F-FDHT PET/CT H R T4
9T, AR TG R, X F-FDHT PET/CT #£ 25 #4%Ht
PERTF BRI B N R T R 25 D S UE R T %2 4 |
A B R R L R S AR I R

5. PET/MR, PET/MR M#TF PET/CT B FEALHTE T
SHR A R AL UK L B RN A R IG A e  R RE R BHLAR
PET/MR 7 It R S B Hh A G 43 Bk ik o3l 445 380 e e, (RS
AL R, SR HE T MR {55 2808 1E FE B 1R BLS
B (U SUV 5 ) bk ) PO SGTE A1, #5241 i P R A 45
T B4 HI4E PET Al MRI 35523338 BRI Lk AR 0T

SERL PET/MR Filv G B 5 A i 51, 5 Bl i PET/CT 5%
mpMRI A Et , PET/MR T IG5 B Ik A2 - 75 B i el
TG NG TN B AR | k2R W PRANE .

LI E Wos, i PSMA PET/MR BA 2 5 %R &
T8 Ao AL T 2 A8 ) Ak SRR AR IR PET
P PRI AR R L P A (A R R i A0 AR G A ) A R EC
T Fr R PE A R, T PET/MR A48 85 P F-3CHE S PET
HRESEPE DY

Z AEIERG S T B ERGIE MIERE

LR R MRS R AR e R 8, i TR A el
3B S, MR B K DAl 10 900 B i &2 e g 1) 1 26 4 25 T
2, CHTIEIR 30 R4, HSRFRABIHIN, 5 T MRI A9HF5R
ARG Tl 2 AR Hh 32 5 s SRcle HOR Y F )z, 42
1 2012 4 PI-RADS 2015 4EH#1 Y PI-RADS v2.0 F1 2019 4%
B v2.1 B5IARST PI-RADS i 8145 R 4 R A5 bR Ak, AR
P& T, IASUSAG SR BOIMAL 22 IR 2R O 1% 14l LA 3h 28 %
O R, X kAT DAL . TS b R B A SR 1 —
R T, 75 VRECZ IRA R aR AL (B 2) . B Ab e b iT
SNBSS e Ry I PR 2 P B I g 0 R R, PI-
RADS BE4r4 1 $E75 A I R 25 1 A 90 A %) ol ge i
fI%, 1 PI-RADS #4385 $&7~ il R JE % &, PI-RADS PF43
R 3 5 SRy R TRIABE 2 (TR PR 52 e rh i i % A i 91 i T
BRAFTE) o

2 53 %k, HIBER S E, TP RPUR (PSA) KT
T, AR R IE (Hi3kR) . 258 MRI(mpMRI; A~ C)
HLIRAT IS BRI 2 B AR B BR 1 T, RS SR AL (A)
PREZ BRI B (B) BRI F KSR AL (C) 5%k 1.9 om, B K rp
A G BEREHR ; FARMGHUR Gleason PE4> 3+4, B g IR 1 £
s AN T FIK 2 (240

F2 R EA BREGE WL, B PROMIS i 5
PRECISION i35 *®" g mpMRI [ 4% 4% 25 $2 it 7 — Z43iF
o UESE T MIRT 6K P 5 38 1 iy 80 B T A A 3

PROMIS 5 B — I IEYE 2 ik 5, L 576 Bl
DT ARA TG 2L SUR A ( RIRRTE K ) 171 510 B 988 e JXUIRS: 7y R0 2
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M2 2 G R 2 % bR, LA T mpMRI 12 T W R 75
(transrectal ultrasound, TRUS) 5| 36 & FIHERTME . BRI IE
PR 4 3 PR R B B8 T, MR BTG 2R AR 7% (17/230) , W]
BT HUE TRUS 5] 5 T K, /5 & WA R A 52% (119/
230) , mpMRI [ TRUS 5|5 T il Kz i R T & (93% 5
48% ,P<0.000 1) ,(HFF PR (41% 5 95% ,P<0.000 1) ;
mpMRI ) BAPETR NG 7 51% (95% CI:46% ~56% ) , H.FA 1
AR, N 89% (95% CI:83% ~94%) , % T Hivm Btk
TDEL, anSR45 mpMRI N A IS Wik s v, 27% i) JE 5 7T L sk
RT o

PRECISION X85 & — T HE M 2 rhoC BELIG PR 5%, 76
AT T A A RUS: 8 48 v 114 S5 3 TP b e MIRT L [ 1315 37 R 30
FARAE TRUS 5153 A %I PR 5 25 P 17 4710 J 988 1) A6 00 4
fE'S, FE MRI HE [ A A BRTEAG AL b 4 389 BN IR i 2 1k
TIFI RS  MAEARME TRUS 51 33& K4 {Ch 26% ; mpMRI #E
T 375 G 2 s o A A 1 1% 1 1 i 9 B9 2 (9% 5 22% , P<
0.001) . i3 v 75 ) it B A2, MR R 0 1F 5 19 55 1 i 3
(28% ) V&6 45252 J AR MEAL T A& (1T PROMIS 3046 i £
THAT RS FRNERAE N S H ), TR E T HLH
AR 308 FB A I LR R A — AN E M

Zx b X 2 WS AT A S AR HT 5 B i e A L e B
b, BIVERR R R R R R R R0 AR RE
PEIFTEL AN, PR HAS R AT BB 5 BOR B E AH G 5 44, (R AT
e BT BRI .

— TR I L FE A Hr gl A 48 T 5% (145 9 613 fi] &
H) O PG T mpMRT X HEBR I P 5 25 2 i 40 B8 0
RGBT AN ASRIE 2B i KU 43 2 I DR 25 1
HIZ BRI (4 72 SCAN mpMRI P25 R4 45 14 57 b S 30 -
22 AR AE mpMRI A 0 1 PR b 225 14 i 2] g g 144 v o2 [ P
THIMA{E 7 88.1% (85.7% ,92.3%)

JUAE mpMRIT A 3570 B0 BF 4 000 A, (501G R g 3% P mir 51
WA AT eI 12 , 5 i — A PRI mpMRI A BB E R 7
BB mpMRI 3 8 5 s 4/ 2kt G JE 858 Pk R R JE
R N T IE R PR AR R R R T R AT A ST AT 4k )L
LAY P, PET/MR BV 7R84 45 00 (76 T« 42 oo
mpMRI 48 RIS A R H 26 [R] R Ay i i o 10 8 it
— iR (AN FER R 4 A1 5) . Hicks 0% 32 il
TEREIE SE AR A PE TS IR UIBR AR A G 88 AT [ B 5T
DU E XA 2007, Lb % PSMA-11 PET/MR 5 mpMRI f4 %
BERES S0, & B PSMA PET/MR 19 2 5 B 25 T mpMRI
(74%55 50% ; P<0.001) , T W3 A5 S AR [R]

2.5k T IR i 9 R AR I R AR 25 R B, mpMRI 7E
Je By A v ) — A~ AR R VAR AT S RSN I A A, T,
JIA AR AT LA o i b VP AG b SRS IR IR B T2 B R
FEREZ s B A A TR 0 SR M 1 90 R 0 2 s 2 1
WIAKIFRYE , KERZRILAINEGIERGE T, IMBUSAR IR (E
5 IR AL T RS MR I R B E IV S5 R 3 2R AR OC
HIPRHZ BR™ . de Rooij 25 i 2 45 /0 M7 17K, mpMRI %}
T A5 AR AN TR P01 R A 45 (B R R S5 B
PETRIE = .

SR MRT 2 VAL Hi 8 AR S 1) 2 2 5 =X, SRl i

POSTET IS 6 B PSMA PET/MR K48 75 R %8 T 43 1 Fiwi
B BN, B R

3RS0 Hh bk EL 25 5 B I R A% 2 R B, SR BR T i 471
JAE RIS T Ik LSRR (T R 55 U 43 J2 A G i)
ARRJRURE: 5 AEC XURS: H 25 (84, Gleason 743 <6,PSA<10 pg/L,
T, ~T, ) & A Wk LS5 55 RS (9 mT REPER AR L kL 45k
VR PPA Pl BTG YT JCSR , TN A2 Rk KU AT T

FAAEMR S5 RS 1 BCR OB R I R b ik T
AN 4 B SOR i Bh AT TR R AT T RAR A I 25 5%
et as ok, HAT, IR R SRR AN SR ANRHE o E B KR4
T IO UE A I A3 2k PR A 5 2 bk EL 45 T R r S il 2
PATFEE KBS 3 5% 1 R i AT 9 K 2 s ik B 25 T R (ex-
tended pelvic lymph node dissection, ePLND) HJ$§ AL %%
JE IR EL S T AR I L 25 0 W AL B« S bt (R HAT B FE
i AR KRR AR T AR AL T FREAR B i

SEARZEAEIR CL G 5L RS A0 I rb (14 1 B AT 4 LU(E AR R 7
R, i A AL G )y 2 ARG, 38 S B0 B 571
HIRAl o B RS AR S 3 T IR A8 28 hn il (A0 R/ NI AR ) 3F
A SR 4RI T 285 S5 5 1EL 24 80% 19 Wbk [ 45 5 7% & HE AE /NI
SRR G I EL 2, LIk B 2 b R AT RS X A T
K/NHIBRAEIE A AT G — T A 24 TR 5% B9 25 240 B
TBIR, CT G 05 P bk B4 235 A Y 6 32 0% AR S 1k 43 o o
2% 82% , i MRI %3514 39% F1 82% % ., §% 3 7E mpMRI
R bk L 25 B BORF S v b | X 24 TRBIFSE 3L 2 928 1 AT

VLRI R 4518 . R 25 (56% ) , (AR5 PE
% ( 949, ) [47] .

FE RN IE BT —Ff A — AR O kA VA 5 B
PR EL 25 b R iR AR IS Wik RE . F PET 7 35 71 PR
B C-JIER, FN'S F-fluciclovine B W98t B 7 A0 101 19 185 45 57
P (ARG R, 40% ~50% %)

— BRI 5T B TA PSMA PET 78B4 BCR PEAY & A9 4
{H, 56T PSMA PET 76 A A bk EL 25 4330 o 4 7 FH 4R 88 . H 25
WaZe | —IWIE AWK R A7 B4 T390 i s 4 22 oo B BIL I
IR 1S (the proPSMA study , WK H7 PG 22 s PR 46 1 Ak Hh
AL+ 12617000005358 ) i/ AT LA - i f# 132 PSMA PET/CT 7
PRy s A3 BT R R AL 0 — T D S M 22 v I A
R (NCT03362359) #1981 ® Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT i &R
B R BB b 3 R oA

TE—T0%t 122 1) # 2 B RTHEME BT 5% 8, Grubmiiller 250"
WFFE* Ga-PSMA-11 PET/MR 7E i 81 B3 A 1 4391 v i) 1o F Ay
{H, & BRIk E 45276 3% 1 A LA 45 oo R ABUYE (68.8% ) L i
SPE(100% ) FIEs R PE (93% ) o 12 B 124/ T 4 mm,
TG AR A B /N G Bk R A B, X 4%
25 Maurer 22 H Giesel 215 RUFIE 4516 — 30, mi & 3T
A I RIBE N 65.9% , J5 & FiliR i PSMA PET/CT #£
RN 15 5 BT 25 2 b v P /N EEL 485 T ) PR

4 LANFERE IR RIS AR 2E R B, W9 I vh de i L
ML RS TR S B RS AN AE | HLIRe T XU 5%, B
W, e AT mpMRI 23390 537 5012 09 1 91 Ao F8 v,
B RAERINN 1.5% ", H k4 5 BAR (AT
AGEHF S faR . WK A ISR 0,
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R+ BT HE 47 R H] BS 1 CT 4545 G5 5 4% 4 26 I
Bk AFLAR T ] 60300 L 4G D 77 A6 0 R B v 45 2 Wi AR IR
BB AT N O . PSA<20 pe/L I 26 904 25 K Bl = 4%
SRS RBRPE, B £ e A F R I s A (R
HNFEAELE 5) o SR BS BTG IR IT BN, I8 B
R FOE ST TS AR AE ARG

ARSI T &, AR A — R R R
HARRIES, Bl & DAY B B E 55 N
RS R R MR . B R RAER I B E T RES 2
TR YT 48, LR R ) O AT

Pyka 2557 % 126 f5i] 3 1 [RUBME AP 53 HL 35 1% Ga-PSMA-
11 PET #1% Te™-H 3L — B2 BS 1E ) HH 2 W . B & F1 1 A
mCRPC B35 TRA BB o B 5 R K A 12 Wik e . PSMA
PET JE T B RBE N 98.7% ~ 100% , ¥ 51k Jy 88.2% ~
100% ; 1 BS 1) REBUE Jy 86.7% ~89.3% , Fi M N 60.8% ~
96.1% . TEMV.ZH 53 Hr Hr, JG HAE W] 46 43 1 1Y BA 31 o, PSMA
PET RI W hT BS(REE . 100% 5 57.1%)

H G FRE b F 4 7R 8 F 3 4618 7 RO Fn 5
M E A AT SR SS9 CT MRI A1 BS 3 H_F 3R 2% BRI T 4058
505 28, 4 PSMA PET , JRU4E H 5 TR Al R ES Je i 06 &
R E L E s T R A2 W E.

5. BCR MAIT G B L PR BIAR R, MiEXHAYT
CAMARIAPERT F IR DI BR A FBOT ) J5 PSA BRI A 2544 2,
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ATP ( adenosine-triphosphate ) , =B AR

AUC (area under curve) , HiZ T i fR

CI( confidence interval) , A] {5 X [f]

CT( computed tomography ) , T & HLIAKZ AR
CV( coefficient of variation) , 28 5% R %L

DNA ( deoxyribonucleic acid) , Bt A% B R
FDG ( fluorodeoxyglucose ) , Hi 42,55 25 bl
HAV ( hepatitis A virus) , F 55 P48 55 25

Hb ( hemoglobin) , Il Z1. 2 H

HBsAg( hepatitis B surface antigen) , IR R HHTHE
HBV ( hepatitis B virus) , Z I R K5

HCV (hepatitis C virus) , N R 555

MRI( magnetic resonance imaging) ,ﬁﬁﬁﬁ\:}fﬁm1%
PBS( phosphate buffered solution) , B £5 2% il

- BEHE - MEHE - R -

PCR( polymerase chain reaction) , 5 -5 B 5% 5 i

PET

(‘positron emission tomography ) , 1E B F- & SHAZ FE R AR

PLT(platelet count) , Ifil /M 4K

RBC

(red blood cells) , ZT 41 i

RNA (ribonucleic acid) , #ZBi% iR

ROC ( receiver operating characteristic ) , 3218 #& TAEFFE

ROI( region of interest) , /B4 HR X

SPECT ( single photon emission computed tomography) , #.5¢F

RS HUA R B AR

SUV
SUV
SUV

( standardized uptake value) , FRifESEHUE
o (maximum standardized uptake value) , B¢ KARESEER (A
ean(mean standardized uptake value) , FEHIHRiESEHUE

WBC ( white blood cells) , [ 4 jifl
WHO( World Health Organization) , tH 5t I A= 41241



