466 AT F S 2014 425 A%E 29 #4555  Radiol Practice, May 2014, Vol 29,No. 5

A iR s A ik 12

IR
[ ES %S R737.25; R445. 2 [XBRARIRA] A
X 25D B & R R A

R %) IR 96 (prostate cancer, PO TEFRE H KWK EH 8
FHia%, PCIZI SRS W R IT T BOPAG X 48 5 B E BT
Jr A ERE AR & B H BUE B LE R, PC GRS YT 5 m
T AR AR MR R O E AR BRAE (& D . HJ i PC 952
G 78 1 B4R h T 2 2 80 L R 1% (Multi-parametric MRI,
Mp-MRD #4475 %8 i O35 (P C Ay A R0 1 B B2 149 TG 61 314l
TRIT T ROV AN 2 S A 515 BOAR BL RO G A A R B9 R
F e AIBIRG A R MRT 4 33 2 50F H P AR 20 9 38 AT T 1T 5%
FIARIE RS A AT — 2B R S B A 4

T 5 AR A 7 5

HIPIBR & S MR BRI RN ME

Mp-MRI 18 % HUF 51 45 4 S e ¥ 51 19 MRIH R, %
FAFE e TOWIL A T, WL ) 8)7 5 &+ 56 2R
BomAL (DWD) | % 2 38 3 3% (MRS) | #% 2L 4F 35 25 8 538 (DCE-
MRD 4, & 43 J) T, WIS A DL B RETF 1 19 Mp-MRI,
AT H 32 5 PC 32 B 1 08 FRE 5 B Ao PC I s
7R H T, WLHEBCA A L _E Zh 86 FF 510 A9 Mp-MRI 46 25 i}
K 2% T B 5, R T A A, IR, SERR TR R
T AR A 1 R e 2 % A A 7 R AT UL . RO W R A B TR A

T 1 D00 P A e PR A2

[XE4HS] 1000-0313(2014)05-0466-03

T, WI+ DWI+ DCE-MRI, Vﬁﬁ#ﬁ%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁri
SV G, Mp-MRI S5 A6 41 A 19 0 258 A DF 38 7 22 ik —
AT TR

=
po

A5 RR B AR R E R T AT

PC 4G H R0 R B 09 2 A 3l & PC MRI §F 5% 1 — 4
R, ERSUAAEEE. TR —-BRE B SN,
R[] B 35 8] B A [R)BIE 58 v O T A B S A 32 U8 s 1 1) 1 22 R
PRUEZ W B HERS S 2 W . H HT 28 JITE R A9 Gleason 143 J& T8
Al PC 43072 B RV 00JG 1% 00 09 — Fh R ZLARYG . (02 475
R — R QIER 2 B — 2 9T R AE & AR 338 4 18 3 Xk LA
Bz T AMELLVE A KA 0 7 . DWI & &2 S 8CR M 8
Z8 (ADO) { . MRS (JH A& + JULEF) /4 4% BR & H M (CC/O) .
DCE-MRI (#7312 30 % 78 PC (W12 Wi th [ F 58 X K 5 PC Gl-
eason 43 FIYAH MW GE 2 PC 2R FoE ) — I EH BN 4.
WA . ADC {5 .CC/C £ PC 112 Wi v #8445 = 1) o 1 J3
Fe R ADC 6 .CC/C 5 PC ¥y Gleason 43 2 HL 7 AR 4 i #H %
P, DCE-MRI 7€ it 2 500 PC (112 Wi A E 2 & X H
H 5 Gleason 43 ¢ (A0 & M BF 75 1 17 26 40 010, B2, MRI

2 e T, WIHDWI+DCE-MRI 1k 2y PC 2 Wr (3745 07 254 He1% E 2 W PC, i PC Gleason 43 2% 11 JC A PFA% A% R 7T 68,
B WF 55 A T. WL+ DWI %} PC 2 Wi 3¢ g AL % #b F
CipZ) . {ﬁ(?ﬁﬁi & Wl BRiTAS BB B & Rt
EHIZ P W FBBR 1t B
EE A
BibERERA, (S
WSS | N BB — b I8 T
R RAER eI EEIR AL -BISURE LTSRN (HIE) 3 A8 5 BB<so%
f)ln..ft‘[% -PSATEfE <0.15
e B XTI &:
B3 T13 ‘T1-T2a
28 PSA) 20EkT23F H [ 7|-Gleasoni®432-6
*Gleason PSA) 10EkGleasoni¥ thSAS10
EEMR / 43288813, TASKEE EF
Bop / RESFEA “T2b-T2c3,
TMETER> || EIMRIZRCTEF RT3 e AT
ST RHAE T4:,QT1 T2#E4T§J LA W%ﬁB’J o
o “T3a3h
EE ) 20695: —>-gemni¥ﬁ8~1033
*PSA> 20
BRI A :
TR i
N 9}-4 T3b-T4
LhE il
w1
AT, HEER BN
g, EARCER RN BB @
B 1 NCCN 37 %) 8 % 16 & 457 35 & (2014) ,
YEE B AL 430030 BRI, He TR H A2 ] B IR 2 I B S [ % S o L5
PEZ RS E R I B S0 0 A o I B2 15 5 1A



HCHEE Sk 2014 4£ 5 H A 29 B4 5

Radiol Practice, May 2014, Vol 29, No. 5 467

7 BE S AU 2 S AR 6 5 B — B T .
I 5 BRIE 36 7 7 ST

204 T £ J R SO A R AT AR A M BB R Dy T
8 i T IR 40 N SR B i A P B R T A Th B B
e 7 L0 HE R T Al PC IR T BT AL S TG ALY i AT L X
By L TR TR B B A0 T R G A e B 28 BF R
B X . MRIX PC YT E 7 WOTAS A HE M E . JLHE PC
T IS R A DD G 2R K R

PC ZFHlEH# 5 SHEAR

M1, PC I K 28 0 £ $02 76 4 B W 75 K5 7 (transrectal
ultrasonography, TRUS) 5| 3 F #1479 R g8 PE 28 0, H TRUS
N3 T REMEFRNERAE—EWIFEZH. R EBITW PC,
BT MRT 8 75 8 500 R i FlE AL &t MRT A5 T PC %
o 2 i B A S Je T A0 HE B 1 MR 5] 5 19 B 300 0 A6 3 450
MRI#75 @A EA S TR FERBERD %, 5 TRUS 51 S M &
45 1 2 I AR LG, MIRT 5] S 17 8 1] 2 8 375 6 HL A o 0 o 05 1Y
Rt

BT 5 AR 43 46 Fr S B B A

A A 907 50 A W 1 R A GE 23 ® I 4 Bk 1
O AR Hh B /N AL B 1O AUS AR | Siemens 28 B 1 73 B
Y BOMABURAS AR R AR T8 3 i O AR AR L 3k A3 e
FRICEE . XS 5OHT I R R K A HORTE PC 2 W i iGE B /0
15 PC 2 W7 b 1 B A (B (A5 1 — B TF FE AR

AT 5 BR MRI % 3 {8 3

AT 5 B MRT” %8R AT E2 408 T 8 5% A 8 L 61 T
PERR YO0 FT SCRE AR T P 2 A TR I ST AR 19T B AT
J¢ . AR PC By MRT 2.

AMAG i SR TR R AR SF IR R TR RN AT
i 3l {4 (intravoxel incoherent motion, IVIM) J¥ %1 #1 3} ik B Jig
#RiC (arterial spin labeling, ASL) 31 % il PC J# X 11 4% X
A8 B 25 B 8 25 2R 3R W5 W b O 41 19 S ik 48 AR AE PC s X
FmRZ 2R B A ST E X, TVIM f ASL G814 3% f#ir 41
LUHARF Ty g . JUHIE T R fd FH X LR vl € PC iR 38

A4 I 4 5 P BT R (prostate specifil antigen, PSA) & PC
WA YT I —Fb )iz {8 A9 77 3% (H PSA JEARJE PC s 57 1
FRicd . Z R FE A 51 PSA M T7H R . B s 4l i) PSA k& &
MR IT AN A ME R . X S ESFFSE T DWI X PC (197 8%k
WIS, s R PC AEVRYTATE ADC (H 5 PSA ¥ & i
H56. PSA 454 ADC {8 A 48 1 B I PR B5 A= 5 Jn ok o b 3 A
PC 7R,

X 2> (45 A I R 48 45 0T T DCE-MRI GE £ 45 5712 W
PC J& PC Gleason Al i) i {6 . A 1T B4 BIF 58 45 18 A AR . X1
SEEMIEIN N DCE-MRI & 24 K™ V. & K., {4 7 1i 5
Ji g DX AN AR X B0 22 S 1 et 2 R B I K1 5 Gl-
eason P4 R IEA K, S E R HF WU IAN & PC X 5IEE
X K™ K, 253G 5208V, 2758 X

#) K™ K, V. {55 Gleason PE4rt JC B B AHSEME . PIHF 5T
S5 RS [a) Y T IR A RE R R AR A A A 22 S B MIRT ¢ 9% 55 [ R
JE . DCE-MRIZEHAE 452 W PC J PC Gleason PFAifi 1 i fE
AT HE— 20 RAEA RAFIEBE 2 AT 5T .

12 1 R R 5 1 PR 2 b M T % R R (nonspecific granuloma-
tous prostatitis, NSGP) G K h 4 R/ W, 5 5 PC HIEE . X 5
W, AW %L ARS8 7 NSGP i) MRI &8, AN
DCE-MRI W] fig 4 By T 3% 19 12 18 S %5 5312 I, HC AT 5% g 8
HEIERATH NSGP MRI R B AN B % 5] PC 5 NSGP,

& 8 1 B YR I IOM BUR R X PC 2 WA 25
BT AN B o H A TE 2y B AR i 2 E B VRN R
A 8 DA AR AR R T — OB 9 = 4 B DWITE TS AR
rF R L A WD 2D B 45 R R S5 AL S8 DWT AR LL . % 43 9%
J1 DWT e fi% $2 3t 5 vy o 4k 9 [0 {5 . S8 A7 1) T I 970 R 0 2% 19 S
N

WA, 43 F 5 A8 2 0 S AG B AR TE A2 W 4 1R AT 40 R 4
FAE ERWEsE .S PC R R IHIZ W 69T RSTS84k T
BB FRR B AR . BRI SF LR T PC B EVA YT & Mp-MRI
Wroeik e A T 5 PC R EVAIF M4 & N . AR AL -13 %
SEHR P S RS IR M IR SR T 2 . ki k
JEf MRI/PET w68 Jy % 5% 'E 111 5] Ji 98 04 38 167 35 7 Bl i 3%
7

BZ L MRILE PC AL YT 8 b R #4724 4E 1 AT
v 2 B H N 52 45 . B HE— 2 B9 B 5% FOBT BAR 19 5L A
MRI ¥ 2 7€ PC 2 Wi HE 512 W0 IR IT 97 ROl e R 4T R T
ORI

5 K :

[1] NCCN Clinical Practice Guidelines in Oncology (NCCN Guide-
lines) for Prostate Cancer: Version 1. 2014. Available http://
www. ncen. org/professionals/physician_gls/pdf/penile. pdf. Ac-
cessed April 20,2014

[2] Habchi H, Bratan F,Paye A, et al. Value of prostate multipara-
metric magnetic resonance imaging for predicting biopsy results in
first or repeat biopsy[J]. Clin Radiol,2014,69(3) :e120-128.

[3] Barentsz JO,Richenberg J,Clements R,et al. ESUR prostate MR
guidelines 2012[ J]. Eur Radiol,2012.22(4) :746-757.

(4] XBWI, £ R, HIE T, 5. 150 IR 2 53R FLEUE R 545 i (PT-
RADS) fift i3z Ko SR 55 51 43 #7 L) 1. S 2% 522, 2013, 28(10) : 998~
1001.

(5] ¥R BCH . %45, 1. 5T MRI JIRERAQ T 515 T WI Xf
i A7) Ji 98 O 2 A PR A (B LT ] Al o 2 2 75, 2014, 48(1) : 38~
42.

[6] Kitajima K, Takahashi S,Ueno Y,et al. Do apparent diffusion co-
efficient (ADC) values obtained using high b-values with a 3T
MRI correlate better than a transrectal ultrasound ( TRUS)-
guided biopsy with true Gleason scores obtained from radical
prostatectomy specimens for patients with prostate cancer? [J].
Eur J Radiol,2013,82(8):1219-1226.

[7] Oto A.Yang C,Kayhan A, et al. Diffusion-weighted and dynamic
contrast-enhanced MRI of prostate cancer: correlation of quantita-
tive MR parameters with Gleason score and tumor angiogenesis

[JJ. AJR.2011,197(6) :1382-1390.



468

AT F S 2014 425 A%E 29 #4555  Radiol Practice, May 2014, Vol 29,No. 5

[8] Kobus T,Hambrock T,Hulsbergen-Van de Kaa CA,et al. In vivo

9]

L1o0]

(11]

[12]

assessment of prostate cancer aggressiveness using magnetic reso-
nance spectroscopic imaging at 3T with an endorectal coil[J]. Eur

Urol,2011,60(5):1074-1080.

ZERRUE PRI 2L 25 3. 0T MR 3l 2353 3 3540 4 1 5 A i2 I

HIT S g B W02 A 9E LT ). A AR TS 24 44 7, 2011, 45(1) 1 50-54.
M AR BRI 45, 3. 0T MR LAVA 2210 8 45 3% 3% $1 4
VEH HT 50 R g 2R 4 2 e 0 T B LT 0. W DR kA 2 4% Ak
2012,31(11):1583-1586.

Wang H,Fei B. Diffusion-weighted MRI for monitoring tumor re-
sponse to photodynamic therapy[J]. J] Magn Reson Imaging.
2010,32(2):409-417.

Puech P, Sufana-lancu A, Renard B, et al. Prostate MRI:; can we

do without DCE sequences in 20137 [J]. Diagn Interv Imaging,

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

2013,94(12) :1299-1311.

Song SE,Hata N,Iordachita I,et al. A workspace-orientated nee-
dle-guiding robot for 3T MRI-guided transperineal prostate inter-
vention: evaluation of in-bore workspace and MRI compatibility
[J]. Int ] Med Robot.2013,9(1) ;67-74.

Yacoub JH, Verma S, Moulton JS, et al. Imaging-guided prostate
biopsy: conventional and emerging techniques[ J]. Radiographics,
2012,32(3) :819-837.

Kurhanewicz J, Vigneron DB, Brindle K, et al. Analysis of cancer
metabolism by imaging hyperpolarized nuclei: prospects for trans-
lation to clinical research[ J]. Neoplasia,2011,13(2):81-97.
Judenhofer MS, Cherry SR. Applications for preclinical PET/
MRI[J]. Semin Nucl Med,2013,43(1) :19-29.

I F 3 :2014-04-25)

(HAEZE)(EAXB)RR

(FEHFEEI)RAMBRRAFREF L PHBRFAFEFRESA . 5REASHINLABRBRFE
A HEAFLYLERIRABBREELIH. AP EST28AF, ARBBERET XKEFHSR
EHFARGAFTE, REBRIFBREFZOHER FHaE. 2008 X & .CT B ER ANEH A
BRI BT BELH BES BRBARFFEZYR T BOH 2R HRR. 2B KPR ETEiB

*
SR,

AR A BRI P AL A Z YA PEARFIN XHBEELTRAA.EZRB(TRFZ RN
FlCRE RO & 5 RN BT )MATIRRE S T AL H(CA]—CD A ) HATH F B ).

2012 FHRATIMARLELF R ERIXT,

L XAS R AAF W Gl 3 0 R FARAREREL., REHEA, TR TE, HBEH, )

B, X F M, BRER AT T4,

2. RAIFATEEFRA AW LEELE 0, PXFRBEFHE (AN 455 1.5 E5ETH), XA
¥R IAEAT A RAEH AN &, HURATI — I P AT R M A & AFH 24 (L EH A
R RMBE L #h, R 2 AR BALE ML L L AH TR AT A, &S
HETFHETH., FERAE—FHFOBRAN BRAEEE —FHFRKARAAN L HE 5T, E—mail #ik,

3. RRBMBEEZMAELEFHAWELEELE, BERRLENNERTRAREE . ZLLFL. A

— A BmEFR,

4. wERAREXB R, X5 — M 3~5 M F R A RHMme) MeSH 8 & (E 5 £ #3928 F)n
FO P ey A, MeSH 3 &P RiZ#FEM.FTAI A a0, #£A%%EN, BAET 5 REIL

B kLA,

5. AMEARNZE A AR BEELPRANMAEL S, HBERS HASH LFLEEHRTE

Sl k. ANE—AFRFHH AL — K,

6. XEAEE B AR AENERAELBAT, HRHAHAS T, BEITAEIKK, BHBM

AW EEERSA AR E MR FE.

7. 2 ELRLEADNEHEF ARSI EFIRA LT A EETBRIEE GEEEELFL L

A R A% PubMed % 8 # E 69 i & LK R d) ., Xdk—M ARV T30 &,

A BRF R AR A R

EPEAEIHI A, AELROH T HBEEX T HNG LB M FHT  ATEMRK T TS A

A, PRGBS T LR,

QT 2 52 B ) 4 4 4



