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A% I 95 (prostate cancer, PCA) & H #if 4 8k 55
5w UL B JRAE L S B PRI E AR T A A N R E R
B I, PCA 10 e 12 W R R AR iR T
A R F — 2 R 50, MR M T AR VI BR R (radical
prostatectomy , RP) J& Jay FR P Fi 5] i 6 19 32 23097 O
2z, fEHEZ RPIRYT I PCA B H T, K% 20%
~40% By B & & k4 H: 4k B & (biochemical recur-
rence, BCRO™ , #EBEAH “HIAIF BN T, M BCR
B R AE B2y 5~8 4F.,32% ~45% Wy & K AE 15 4F
MFET PCAMS, [A e, BCR AT LATA g J2 I R 0 J 1y
FiJE ., MERIHL TN RP AR J5 BCR, L9 & fa i %, ]
PLTE AR Hi i 2 0 638 IR YT 5 S8 0T BEAR I L N
FAASPEACHE BY PETRT J7 58 - 42 o B8 1% T a0 J A= A7 1A
FLBRAEAE A, il B B0 RP R 5 PCA B# &
A= BCR 1 B 8] 52 Fi 41) i 6 AR 5 457 3100 G L A SCORE X
T BCR & Az B [a] ) 35000 J7 16 A7 25534 .
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Xt F R BRI PCA 1 3 (936 J7 7 2% 02 A iA i 41
R BR AR L SR T SCHR R E K20 2090 ~40% 1) & & RP
ARJG 10 44 %4 BCR® , L BCR #IIfi R R 4y 5~38
AEET I, BCR #0002 RP AR S I R & & 1 /i
JE. HER T BCR A & A B 18] X F 80 & A B i
DRURS: 1) A R R T, S I PR B P 2 RO I PR B
¥ BCR % X RP ARJF L PSA=0.2 ng/
m L5 3E [ I R bR 2% 23 8% BCR 2 U RP R &
b6 JilJ5 PSA KV #2E 3 Ik THiE >>0.1 ng/mL H
Z PSA>0.2 ng/mL; iR J5 ZWIGI7 G = 6 J
PSA>>0.1 ng/mL;8{ARJ5 6 & PSA=0.4 ng/mL™,
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ETIRK FREREEENA PCA EHUEX TN T %

Ll R FH % 0 5 ik

H i I R % FF 10 BCR By N R 45115 R 15 B
FISL B 3K £ %5 )7 5 . D Amico % fE 1998 4F X
% RPIRIT Y 888 il Jmy BR 4 PCA H 3 #4717 [l it 14
SR, HA UK AR B PSA /K- 36 K Gleason 43 Fl
I R 43 301 R 45 5 18 O TR) BF 4 5 86 13X = 3000 43 A A
D'Amico fGB 42, #R)5 ., Fl H Kaplan-Meier fi 2% ¥
fli A7 DAmico fal s ARG 5 4FE T EME kA
# (biochemical recurrence free survival, bRFS) , #f 5%
iR D'Amico RSN 8500, fEdlHy 6020,
fadlh 30% . BFSEUE B 3E TR PSA 7KF- | Gleason
PR R A A3 W1 D Amico fE B 43 J2 1] LA FLIN RP AR
J& 5 4F bRFS, Kattan %" 18 1998 4F 44 gt T 51 £k 4]
KM RP RJF 5 4F bRFS, 51 LB AR AT PSA /K-,
K Gleason P 43 F0 i 98 i PR 43 30 VE Sy 5= 22 7 U
. LG 5 4 bRFS 24 73% (95% CI: 69% ~
76 %) IEFAMAY IS UE4E 1 AUC(Area Under Curve)
KF] 0.79, K W] Kattan FIZE AT LI RP AR5 5 4F
bRFS, ZIRFF A2 L K HEAT T 5k, fE6fh R 4K
T 70 %1118 B J5 , Stephenson 51 X} Kattan 45 BF
ST L R HEAT T SR I TS A FE R B R
PEEHE HIR TN PCA B RIG ARG 10 4E & L 1%
OLo BFFEEE R o LA 1Y 10 4F DRFS 24 77
(9520 CI: 73% ~ 80%0) , A #B 4 ik 4 /) C-index 4
0.79 , W92 2 W B3 J5 19 3 4k B ml LTl RP R J5 10
£ 19 bRES, Jf HiZ & K BE A1t RP AR J5 1~10 4
AT AA] Bsf [ A5 A % 4 BCR RO ME 2R . 36 [ fin Ml K 2
Cooperberg ZE ¥ AR il PSA /K Gleason PF 4, Jil
Jeg I R 7391 A % K 0 2 o B R B R o R AR
OO PR 25 48 S i 50 R 98 XURS: P Al Ccancer of the pros-
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tate risk assessment, CAPRA) ¥4, * JH Cox Lt
AU [l 9 452 8 F50 0 £8 5 5 4F bRES, iff 5% i /s CAPRA
PEr 0~1 43 By 5 4F bRFS ly 85% ,7~10 43 Y &
# 5 4FE bRFS N 8% ,CAPRA 43 i C-index 4 0.66
(0.57~0.75), BLWFsE & CAPRA #4531 H T PCA
BH RP R J5 Jo i A A B B, 2005 AE IR K
FMWFIT T . CAPRA 43 T 476 AN [ 1 BF 44 rp i 47
LR AR 7 B E 2, C-index ¥4 0.68~0.81, 3
—BIES T CAPRA ¥4y R W RP R J5 BCR 1
AES1. AN, CAPRA F 438 B 3iF 52 AT DL F 15000 A
YR Gleason 4325 , LA B 5 B A9 b JRd 28 0, AL $E 56 75
HEJ& IR T 5 B H 5 BR 9 R 5 Pk SE T % (prostate
cancer-specific mortality, PCSM)#!

2.3 T B 0 T i

8 B 98 AR T6 R 5 s B A B RE A8 45 Sk 4 T S ik
PCA 1995 H Gleason 434 . VI 15 I A0 IR 28 B 4G 2
ZAR Bk CL AR A0 S5 L 45 A B B A fE 8 T
RP A J5 WG 5. 1999 4F, Kattan %1 44 A PCA
HEE A R AR B AR J5 i B 8 R T A A T ) 2
LTI R A 35 AR FT PSA ZKSE 5 BE Gleason 43 .
TFARVGARZS B9 R AL I =B NG 212 Mk 4542
. W EM L EEERK) 7 4 bRFS R 73% (95 % CI.:
68%~76%),AUC 5% 0.89, FWI KT L) |- Fiml p &
(1) 5 2 16l o] 7 RP AR5 6 o A= A7 30 i $00 . Ste-
phenson %™ 78 Kattan B 58 9 FE il M A T8 97 4F
REL R B0 o AR 9 25 R SR FOI AR AL £ 10 4 BRES
Hh 79% (95 % CL.75% ~82%) « £~ I UE £ 45 S rp
FIZ &8 C-index 4351 9 0.81 1 0.79 , HF 57 3¢ B 06 7
S A 30 £ PR AT LA ok A 4 0 PCA B BRI R G
R E A . JF HOZ SR E BB AT RP AR J5 1
~10 4F N ATAT B 8] 45 % 4= BCR A%, Cooperberg
S I T AR FT PSA AR AU TSR (L5 9 B Glea-
son PEAF YT GOIR A | A B 28 B LK 9 A2 1R L ik D 46
), R Cox L KUK [l )3 B A0 8 37 1 R S5 i 81 i
g&i UBS: BT 45 Ccancer of the prostate risk assessment
postsurgical , CAPRA-S) P43 , AN AL A B 1Y 5 4F K
B bRFS K 78.0% (95% C1:76.2% ~80.0%) , CA-
PRA-S #E430 19 C-index & 0.77, 3 B} CAPRA-S P43
ATRATR RP AR J& BCR. BE4h, CAPRA-S 34338 7]
LT 54 7% 2 J DL K PCSM., 7 Fifi J5 4% 4> b R 114 22 33
WFoE AR B T R UE

3.3 5L PRI A Jr 3 F BCR

Decipher Jj&—Fh 5 41, 36 F AR5 Ar A op 22
A~ RNA fric# i) R B8, Bl IR T AR5
AR 43 )2 - FH T T 4% B 1) T B8 M 1 PCSM™ . Ross
EDOIILT 85 & i fe PCA BB i Cox Ho o KUK [1]

U5 76 7 S DAL U0 A AR, BF 5 45 R A s [ A Of A2
iR & B AE ¥ iR (receiver operating characteristic,
ROC) 1 4 T 1 1 Carea under curve, AUC) N 0.82
(95%C1:0.76 ~0.86) , I T H-Ath 1if PR 9 2 150 00 [ %
F W Decipher A] LI BCR J5 3 4F % 1E It R 4 #% 1
ATREME . — 2B B 58 ¥ Decipher 5 BLA Y Fil ) 455 4
(Stephenson F £ EEY 8 CAPRA-S PE432 ) 454, %
Decipher 4 i 3| Stephenson 1| £k & ', C-index M
0.75(95% CI: 0. 65~ 0.85) # 7 # 0.79 (95% CI.
0.68~0.89)5 ;¥ Decipher % % 5] CAPRA-S ¥ 43
i, C-index M 0.73(95% CI:0.49~0.95) 42 & 5] 0.84
(95%C1:0.7~0.96)" , B A Decipher ) 15 ] £
TURE A% 4 = T BCR J5 #6 B8 i i v . SR Li 50
A AR S A AT B 55 K B Decipher 5 bRFS 1%
WM EYE, E K UE4E D2 Decipher WU T 4 C-
index  0.51(95% CI:0.33~0.69),P>0.05, i%xHJ
fie /& K4 Decipher Wl 55 %) 4% 1F 55 & 4 1 3 I 4% %
AR, T A& BCR A £,

DA IRz 70 0 A5 A8 9 A ) i 0 PR 3R A 4 I R B
R NP R S R R L a3 SRR ik S A] T IS
i 958 FB B AR IA ARG & AE BCR RS HE TR

ETREFEHNHEHN BCR

1LAE MRT 5100 455 70

2 S B0 LR 1% (multiparameter MRI, mpM-
RD1E 2 — % J6 A () i ggd Ak 7 %, © 28 8% 0 55 AT DA
BRI PCA M2 B R R B 45 S i 0],
mpMRI W32 ¥ W T 5 51 Bf 96 R S5 P Al IS i
m,

Reisaeter %7 fifi F & 25 1) 5 L 4R Lo A6 56 A BR —
28 SUIIE i % mpMRI 2% )7 41 i 5 & 4= BCR #H %
AR 27 R AR AR B Cox b 5] XU s 351 300 A5 78 , 4R Ji5 44 Tt
MBS () 52 18 2= FRAE 90 A 2] CAPRA ¥ 43 fil D’
Amico K& /32, 4R B WY H R B (apparent
diffusion coefficient, ADC) {H Fl i & 2% Aif 51 JIf 49 ik 28
% (radiological extraprostatic extension, rEPE) ¥ 5
BCR & M 5¢ (P <C0.05), fit A ADC {H fl rEPE
Ilfs PR T 45 8 TA-CAPRA ) AUC 35 %] 0.72,1A-D’
Amico ) AUC 353 0.71, ¥ & T Bl PR A5 B i 2t
F T AR Y,k 3R WK 52 AR 22 R E ADC { #il rEPE
A B im R B AL A o] LS 4 ) B BCR.,
Manceau %% 2t T PI-RADS ¥ 4. MRI1 4+ 84 DI &%
MRI 5] 5 NG KL ) ISUP 43 ke g 1 XS i 0 A5 784
F 5% s 3 TR (K /G 4 3 4F bRFS ly 85.4%,
fadl 3 4F bRFS 2 77.1%. @ fa 4l 3 4F bRFS N
61.4% ;B KM PE AUC 358 T 0.714. B¢ T D7
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Amico 1Y 0.710, & B 3 T 52 A5 27 (1) RS 790 00 A5 784 4%
&5/ D’ Amico KU 43-9% RE % 55 hi0okS #E 19 FH T BCR
BT, Rosenkrantz 457 Sk HI& 4 logistic [9] 945
TR #1500 BCR A 22 78 £ 150 U AR Y, % B T4 Glea-
son P43 FIHiT 51 IR 453 5 58 0% 11 95 B2 2 4 5 ADC {H AH
S5 HEAT AT L 25 R W i PO A A 15 BCR 1Y R[]
R AUC iK% 0,94, BUREE Hy 93.8%0 . K % B Ry
87.0% , i A C-index Jy 0.91, & B 3& F 2% k. ADC
Fe b 11 22 745 i XU T 455 78 A B BCR F1 & 4 BCR
F18Y B[] 75 T 0 A AR s e

HF MRI TR O] FF PCA % RP RJ5
BCR (A HU0 49 A MRI F5EAE (1 22 2 9500 455 7 7 —
E AR b T4 T TR P e

2,55 T S R AG A T A AR

R Tz N T e 4 1 2 T R
T K M2 Wm0 e L — SRR SR R S N TR
B M9 A I T T

Danacioglu 2% jifl i 22 B % # 75 (transrectal ul-
trasound, TRUS) , MRI 3k 15 9 7 51 B 14K FX (prostate
volume, PV) Fl 5 Br §if 4] fi¢ 7 & (prostate weight,
PW) T (1) 51T 51 iR 0 )7 % J& (prostate-specific antigen
density,PSAD) . &l ROC £k T i L (AUC) K BEA
PSAD {H U BCR MHE J7. 45 H /8 TRUS-PSAD
) AUC 4 0.679(95%C1:0.624~0.752) , MK 7 & %
H 43.7% 3 MRI-PSAD #) AUC 24 0.691 (95% CI:
0.620~0.749) , BAKFF & %Ny 26.9% ; PW-PSAD 1y
AUC 4 0.687(95%C1:0.612~0.741, P <C0.001) , i
TRFF A RN 18.8% ;X K W] PSAD {A ] LM RP AR
J& BCR, B R =4~ PSAD {8 B0 A9 S AR F5 A R KT
50% HZHETF TRUS K451 PSAD {A UM (1) & & 55
B FE T MRI K PW, FHi RGN0 149 4 PCA i
HAT R TR ARG AY I S i8R0 s PCA 3 58 5% FE I
5P 38 A 1 5 EG R IR 75 3 52 B ()5 B il 2
(time-in-tensity curve, TIC) &%, K JH £ & Cox [t
051 JXU: 101 U 455 780 20 B PEAS PCA 697 5 BCR Y 2k 57 5%
e PR 25, 445 2 B 7R Ok 2 45 5% B8 L IG A Gleason 143 R
Al PSA RYT 5 20 KO8 7 1 5% S B0 (58 % (peak in-
tensity, P1) Fl 3k 1§ B} 8] (time to peak, TTP) & PCA
IRYT 5 BCR [ 2l 37 5 i P & (P <<0.05), B 53T
DL b5 &R S BCR SO S0 £ &, 45 i on % 8
ZLEEHA R A X2 E (C-index = 0.935) Fl 4 i &
(X*=9.514, P =0.301, Hosmer-Lemeshow ¥ %) , iIF
SRR T S X S A5 I AR B RS e PR 3R N ) T
HI 28 1R A] LUKS E B T PCA B #3497 )5 BCR, Wei
ELIE 212 44 RP ARG H) PCA B # 76 R AT 24 B i
7 BT A 4% Cultrasound shear wave elastogra-

phy, USWE) Il & 2 26 i, 5k H] 5048 3 Fl 2 48 i Cox
Fb 91 XS [ 5 455 78 43 7 DF A USWE &I 4 11 41 21 fi
J£5 BCR Z A AH G, 25 R 7k USWE FEfitill RP
ARJG BCR i A G2t 5 2 L (P <<0.05), Ff 5 ¥
USWE., /& # Gleason ¥F 43, PSAD. 5 ¥ Gleason
Gy K BEZAZ T AR YGRS Bk EL 45 5 o Ay 21
I PR A T R L B R BRI AT
USWE 1 i £ 8l C-index = 0.747 (95% CI: 0. 670 ~
0.824,P<C0.05), It & T AR A USWE By i 5 5]
[C-index=0.702(95%CI:0.625~0.779, P <C0.05) ],
UESE T 28 H 8 P 55 ) 3 3 Ve IR R I i PCA R B
AR R I PR 2 8 BCR i Ag

FLF S R ) T AR RS T T PCA B RP
A JE TS (T R P AR B R 5 I IR s A A
A I TR IR AR AE — o AR b nT B v T PR RE . (HR S
TR R AR T AR Y 1 B O D L W BT & Y B 5
THIE

3.%F PET/CT 7 BCR H 1§ i Ff

T MRIFI#E 0] LA T RP RJG BCR (W T
W, PET/CT 7€ BCR ' — it H F 42 & kb i g -
R, — BB SEIE 52 T % Ga-PSMA PET/CT 7& H-
BCR A f e AR AL AT DU 5 &2 & M PCA B9
L, AT DL AE PSA W B BIK BT A I BCR & A
SRR AR A W5 PET/CT 44 A BCR 11 il
R i SN

4.3 F mpMRI A4 41 Wi BCR

AR AR A 23 3 X AR ) e B R,
P AR UGB ¥ Ry 30 248 B 1 ] 2 40 1 BB L 3 o s 2
B A8 43 BT T LR A5 D A LR =2 A i B A B
— BB 5T URK AR A 22 R 51 A BCR A 0 A5
R,

Gnep ZEPT 42 L T, WI #l ADC B 1% h iy 140 4
AR L FFRAE SR L 2 Cox 3] AU ] 01 A5 26 43
FrifAl MRIFEAE 5 BCR Z [0 (4 56 &, Bl J5 % £ i M
RHY 5 AN FEAEIE o BE AL AE A7 AR AR Y 5 v 4 # 1fS F)
B, SRS A 5 AN A OCRHE Ry T, W X LY B 3
T, WI 2275 208 . ADC w47 %5, b 98 4K BRI 8 K
958 TR A, e B 1Y C-index 35 5] 0.90, I BIF 58 ¢ B
BT AR FHLAS 2% 2 W 3k T DL AU PCA B 3%
BCR 19 % 4= . Shiradkar 25U WA F 0 120 44
PCA B&R T, WL fl ADC EMEH BT 150 A 31%
HAFFREAE . A8 PN 25 4R B A SR I 75 A S AR A A
fIE S 38 2 = Pl RRAE 36 B8 5 3 I = B BL AR 2 S 4y AR A
HET9 ST AY 6 B R 0 AR TR K AH X I
AR 2R IR AE IR UE 4R AT IR AL . X B RLTE N
HRER UE ) AUC Ry 0.84, 78 4M 8 5 iE 4 9 AUC Ky
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0.73 5T E—LE B T WA B v L F PCA B3
BCR i, T, WI 1 Haralick % 4E LI &% ADC & 1
CoLIAGe F#AIE 1 I &£ FH0GE B2 {5 BCR 3 AHOC.
IIfi R AE B (35 K& Gleason 143, PSA | PI-RADS) 5§
BRI S5 — D ORI IR 1) AUC
P E] 0.91, 58 AL R IESE 1) AUC #2131 0.74,
F W R A2 5 5 52 R A 2 R AR 45 B I AR L S Y 52
QA 4 A5 R AT O G 1) 0 8% BE . Bourbonne 41 it
AR HE ADC szeglszm FFT A W 0911 TR A &,
HAT AR B ROC M s Hr M 2748 & Cox L i KU 11
JE R T R PSR iR R R VAN P S
B B AE ADC szeglszm WY 5215 240 24 BB, 2 45
RIBUFAE AUC iK% 0.82. fFF KRN 79% . X R E T
ADC szeglszm FRE 4 2G4l 2B AL A] DL PCA i
HHIAARTGH bRES, IR B 5 R A =R A
Je BRI GE 2 AUC 4275 51 0,86, 75 & R 2 71 3
84 %0 » R IIG RS B 5 AR A FFRIE 45 & 1 2 4 i
T A% e A — A 0 4R AR T AE 5 UE AR 1A G R
(67 70) IR T BBl s R A 2 A, X R FoE &
BT PCA & % i W 1 8 5 R IR /e PCA &
HOEE AR T B — 2 0 RE . Li &Y AR S
WEE MRI 8 T, WI #1 ADC K F32EUT 200 5214
SRR R 2748 88 Cox Fb 1] LR [l U 455 78 3 45 45z /)N
TUA B AAH S MR AE 28 8, R R 76 Il 25 45 D1 X 33
W bRES f=A: f i C Fe B e AR 2F R fiE 4 . B 5 430
W 5 UM 10 A2 A, e e B 5 AR 4 F
FEAE FH R F8 HE 52 AR 2 2 TO0 4SS AR, 7= A 1 5 AR A 2 K
[ 43 %4 (radiomic risk score, RADS) A3k il RP R
J& bRFS., RADS fEXESE D2 ) HR=7.01(95%CI:
1.21~40.68), % RADS 5 bRFS &M%, K5,
Li i 75T RADS AR AT PSA 7K -F FiE £ Glea-
son PEGM A 25 A B 52 AR 41 2% PR B bE RS 18T, % ik
K 7E D2 19 C-index 24 0.77(95 % C1:0.65~0.88) , &
Tl A T3 I 45 B CAPRA 1Y C-index (0.68,95% CI:
0.57~0.8) ,iE 52 T %& F DAL & 10000 P53 %) s A5 /&1 ]
F M RP A JF bRFS,

FEF R AR A 2 1) 000 A A B A 4R v 0 1 o
P o35 w8 R R B TS . — SRR SN AR
TR0 R s 45 A, i — 204 1 T00I00 6% o Al e

5.3 IR B 24 > 1) U A5 A

TREE 4 2 J& AL 4% % 21 b 19 37 93k, B Hinton
SEVAE 2006 AEFR . UREE 22T AT DL A Bh 3 BURAAE O
X R B AT W B ) L SRR 2% S fE R 2
B R R R A A 1 I R A T 32 B kAR, —
SR d TR 2 . IRE IR RS2 2] (deep
transfer learning, DTL) & I8 & Il 2 {19 #8151 2 B 3T

B 3] oy — AR P I 23 A5 R, LR g R T DA B 2%
— =7, X AT DLBR N B B A R A I B A A,
JAESR BT DTL B9 7 AT HT 9 B mpMRI %) AH G A
MBI 2, A T — S E AR RR .
Zhong ZEUVHYE T DTL MR, FIH mpMRI 5 21 41
o B2 AH 25 5 R S 000 AT i R 2 SCRTA g (GS=T) il
TG PR 7 XCHT B R R (GS<<6) ., F 7% 45 B R 3 T
DTL FYBERIFE X 43 I PR 25 SCHIT 51 i 98 G I IR 2
SCHY B B9 0 AE A SRR B T 72,3 %0 . fURE AR
SRR R 63.6 Y0 A1 80.0 % L i AUC 2l 0.726
(95%Cl1:0.575~0.876) , i 3£ T DTL £ A1 Af Fj T4
I PR T SCRIT 81 R T 14 1 12 7

H A8 KA BF28 3 T mpMRI Y I B 27 > Sk 3 )
BCR ., {H 2 AR H i & J& SR SR B L TR B 24 2 1 51
958 10 TR 43 A B4 T B 3L .

MAEMNEREFRE

R EHEIST RP AR5 PCA B A BCR 2
BT — R IE 0 i B — SR BR Y, S —
A 118 L A AR > A7 56 I e K A B S R SR X ]
A 23 FRIZ BTN AS [7] S8 5 BE R 09 38 A M. 28 =,
43 SCHR R A T PR 3R A B — |, K 2 R AR AN 3 T
I P 5 B 9% e 1k 52 45 96 R R T BCR, HUA /b B A
TR I R B B8R 52 AR SR AR 25 & L SR T I AT 7
75 BE 2w OO B S RE A T B — B R E, A

34

b

=

f
AR AR R AT ARG A T AR AG T AR 52 PR BCR X

B

W . fedi . HOATEE T8 15 BORE A 00 AR B A AR 5 4 1
B BRI RI RS R — 2 R LT e R g AR Y
(R A 2 0 R PR T8 SR 28 3 22 1) 191 0K
it — Rk,

EEERE

TEARLER Y EH WR T H A H 0 — 285X i
G IR FEARIA AR T BCR A& Az I 8] () FUI A Y 1l A
FHGEORL R DR AGH I 2 T L2 FH oA $000 AR 6 44 T 4 e U0 I
ARJG bRES, AN SZAR KR AE /Y F000 A AL — g B8 b4
e e R o A B ) TN CRE . (ELR B T AR A
— S Ry R R 1 AR I PR S B )Tz R . ROk
A A S TN HG Al T PR 3R B AR A 5 T ik 4
TR B 2 2] Bl Bk T2 AR L R 2 2 i N TR BB T 12
RALFE M RP AR JF BCR # E # E . LUE 2 55 PCA
BB TC S A AR B AR
S E Mk
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