7 e
Medical Journal of Peking Union Medical College Hospital

BIF SR EENE PET/MRI i BEEFHNE AKX SR =

ABSOR A g = e AL U e B S B B B 1 R 24 M SR U PR 2 M 55 DA T S 0
AGNERRR AL B (RS 0 TR e, JEat 100142

WEEE: B &, E-mail: pekyz@163.com

[FEE] AFIIEE (prostate cancer, PCa) JEH WA B HEAENE, FRHFESIIEHZ —, #5RE T
et S (prostate specific membrane antigen, PSMA) B—F PCa ALV RIS R R MEBIEEH, X715 PSMA i A PCa
RIFRRE R TR0, HAT, PSMA PET/CT 7€ PCa 87, A% 7 M MHEC 4 2T, W% PET/MRI 24
HAMGIK, PSMA PET 5 MRI Pifh 2K PCa B E AR 5 A DLA G A AT RE, 4530k PSMA PET/MRI 7E PCa
BB FHBUIR S AT SEEAT R, DAAIR RIS T RS 2

[X8R] FSIRE; ASIREE RIS ; PET/MRI

[FESHES] R445; R-1 [ XEkiREmE] A [XEHE] 1674-9081(2022)02-0192-07

DOI; 10. 12290/ xhyxzz. 2021-0492

Prostate Specific Membrane Antigen PET/MRI for the Management of
Prostate Cancer: Current Status and Future Directions

LI Hui, YANG Zhi

Department of Nuclear Medicine, Key Laboratory of Carcinogenesis and Translational Research (Ministry of Education/Beijing) ,
Key Laboratory for Research and Evaluation of Radiopharmaceuticals ( National Medical Products Administration) ,

Peking University Cancer Hospital & Institute, Beijing 100142, China
Corresponding author; YANG Zhi, E-mail: pekyz@163.com

[ Abstract] Prostate cancer (PCa) is one of the most common malignancies and one major leading cause
of mortality from cancers in old men. Due to its specific overexpression in PCa cells, the prostate specific mem-
brane antigen (PSMA) has become an ideal molecular imaging target for PCa. Currently, the value of PSMA
PET/CT in the diagnosis and staging of PCa has been widely accepted. With the clinical application of simulta-
neous PET/MRI, it enables the possibility of combination of PSMA PET and MRI for the management of PCa.
Here we present this review on the current status and future direction of the application of PSMA PET/MRI in
the management of PCa.
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iSRS (prostate cancer, PCa) J2RKIFEEFE
PR WM, PR EERREEZ
— 1202018 AE BT MR ST A @R, PCa i
PR R SGIET RIS BN 29.3/10 T A 7.6/10 751
T PCa B HERR K IR FIET R 505100 6. 47/10 J1 AN
2.65/10 J7, SERERIKEZAAL, Kb T XA K
SR AR, Bl R A T s Ak AR e
PCa 297 KT 5 DL B AT A6 T i e s, FR 1
PCa )RR IR 5 W] R3O AT 2
B, BE PCa KK RFHAAE LT 11.5%°
PCa £ 00 [ B2 3 AR 75 B 8 05 G I IR 2 —
YT PCa EW2AT N (MR, REEME, Bttk) %
SR, HL Mgy Zk@EE Hd, PCa MK
W AR VAN 2 SRR IR YT 13 A, IR HATA
SRR R GE 2 —, Z2Z %0 MRI ( multi-parameter
MRI, mpMRI) X PCa (JiZWr HA & 2AMNE, & HHA
Wi PCa S FII AR F T i, (BAEAE e 5 R AR
S JRBRES Bl X H A R S R PR (prostate
specific membrane antigen, PSMA) WFFYHIRA, LI
PSMA 33X — 5 JI5 35 14 4 57 P 338 10 41 i b 5z 4
JET PCa HAP R ERIL, XfH1F PSMA BH PCa R
LS SR PR BT, PSMA PET/CT
TE PCa 12 W1, 4301, &2 A kb ¥R A 45 Jy T 1Y) 5 24N
fEE Bz ke B A 5 mpMRI B A7 B
HAMME R R B, 3T AT R AR 0 I R I 56
B, EEEMARWBEHERNE T 20204 12 H1 H
IERHENES Ga-PSMA- 11 HI T PCa Wil IR IZWr, BE&
PET/MRI $¢ A 19 B 24 LA K I R 2 B JF J&, PSMA
PET 5 MRI BiFP Al PCa Y B B RG22 5 WL AT ML
ZEE N BT fE, 2013 4F Afshar-Oromieh L L13] 2 Vol
PSMA PET/MRI 5 FH F PCa B9 Ilfi J& 3T i, PSMA
PET/MRI [A]HL 2% £ Al — 5 X K15 PSMA PET K& K
mpMRI EIf§, SCIEER | DIREFI 4 52 18 AE 25 6] Al
i) b L, SRR R R sE A R
IE— KA P RS PSMA PET 43145 MRI
R 5 WE R N 2 S RGBS, Ty PCa (52
BAATAG R T 215 B

1 PSMA PET/MRI BfE#

T, mpMRIGEME REFHALD BRI Z S
BOSAGR RS, TR PCa B35 R 43 W1 1 3 52
5277 00 mpMRIALHR T2 AL, 3R BOINAL LA K
ZHANG IR MRT, T B9 I ATSI R AR Sl

IR R G ( prostate imaging and reporting and data
system, PI-RADS), DI 02 U8 s e Ak kL BEAL
Xof BRI G 285 L R mpMRI AT 48 T I R B 35 98
MRS %, D AR BTG A . X TR & PCa,
FFE ARE B R B2 £ R AR —, mpMRI (432 W7 2 5 Al
P S 25 SR, 43N 22% ~ 85% F11 50% ~99% 7
— IR A 14 TS AL 1785 5 2 3 ) Meta 23 H7 7R
mpMRI 2 W PCa 11 5 B0 AR 5 B 43 50 0 78% Al
79% ") mpMRI VA i 51 R 42 58 AMMZ AL (extracap-
sular extension, ECE) FUK§ #7120 (seminal vesicle
invasion, SVI) B RS 51H 39% 1 33%, ¢ 5
I3 BR 56% 1 95% 1 AT L, IS4 mpMRI 2 PCa
CAHKERR, (Aimdses, Bk, TERREZ)T
EHE S H T EAG PCa,

ot o, Mt 90% B IR & Pk PCa & & ik
PSMA'®) | PSMA PET/CT 1£ )5 k& 1 PCa 12 Wi 433 h
(v R . RS IR SE, Eiber 25120 & B
®Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT 2 Wi PCa ) R A% FI4E S 43
Bk 64% F1 94% ., 55 A BIF 5T 4138 9 K o KA o 4
fH (maximum standardized uptake value, SUV ) 5
FORER B R IEAMSC® ) eAh, Lin %0 M 5T 5
iR, ®Ga-PSMA-617 PET / CT ()2F 5 f AW brid vl
T PCa fY AU 532 AN 75 AU

PSMA PET/MRI 7] 328 PSMA PET 5 mpMRI )
s 4 — 3k R 3545 PSMA PET Fl mpMRI K14,
o PCa I PPAL AL T 2 W (E .

2 PSMA PET/MRI Z# R % 14 PCa iEfE iy
v A

2.1 BEWMoH

Eiber 22" B KR8 T * Ga-PSMA- 11 PET/MRI
Al 4R T X & P PCa 2 W HERR I, X5
AN 53 Bl E S PCa S8, &3 PSMA PET/MRI 1Y
I3 A HE R 5 T 2k PSMA PET B mpMRI (98%
6 92% It 66%) , HiZWratheW WAt [ thZe T mH
(area under the curve, AUC): 0.88 [t 0.83 £ 0.73],
XA THE R AE T PSMA PET #0945 S5 ¢ DL %
PSMA PET 5 mpMRI — % Bt I SR 2 & . Wang
GBI Meta 23T A T 6 TURF 5T (257 Bl 3,
1278 Mk kb)), 453 s % Ga-PSMA PET/MRI 2
JE & PCa B RELE ]y 83% , HEHFIEH 81%, ILAN,
PSMA PET/MRI # PSMA PET f4 & 4% 5 ¥k X F
mpMRI H' PI-RADS 3 433 ZS #5545 1 RT3 % 119 12 W
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HATEEME, Al-Bayati 5 5047 1 22 fi] PCa R4
B 41 A, & B mpMRT R 5 AT A4 g At A H
(36.6%, 15/41) B & F PSMA PET (4/41) #
PSMA PET/MRI (14.6%, 6/41); XfT mpMRI &%
Wi A] i 9% A, PSMA PET A4 45 5 55 22 {0 m) F 3%
7~ PSMA PET ¥ 4 %4 5% 45 19 PI-RADS 3 439k
kb, Bl JE R ERAE R A R, AT PSMA PET/MRI
RERS 47 1132 W7 PI-RADS 3 733X 25 HL A Hk i 19
AR FRE S Chen %107 X) 54 61 BB #1990 AN
YEVEATIEA 00, JREZBIPSMA PET/MRI %f PI-RADS
3 MRkt E AW o IE R W E R B A W WA (&
Iy RMETRRR N 66.7% , P<0.01)

ECE I SVI 23521 PCa Il JRIAYT KT 5 H K
IS IEINAE DG, PRI I 2 R 0 30 v 5 2 2 R PE A 1Y
WA, —TXT 40 6] B E /9 LA o8 o, AHARS T
mpMRI, ® Ga-PSMA- 11 PET/MRI #] & 3 $2 &5 12 W
ECE (47% [t 28%) F1 SVI (50% M 35%) 4 7
7] o Grubmiiller %:28] ORI T " % Ga-PSMA- 11
PET/MRI i2Wi ECE WHER A 79% , 12 W1 SVI 1Y
Wi N 94% . B —J51, PSMA PET/MRI H#) mpMRI
Xt PSMA I BHYE B PSMA BF P55 4 932 It B oA &5
FhFEMME, 20 10% 19 )5 K PCa AR Fe35 PSMAH™
P JE i 1 PSMA PET A Y, 38635 k1 40135
%, TlH mpMRI & . 7 Domachevsky £ 030) W Bl 5%
o124 (7.6%) kbR B 1 PSMA 68, {H7E
mpMRI [ #9F 4 PI-RADS=4 43, 1] L, PSMA PET/
MRI A SEBRGH kL A TR HE 53101, T 4301 %) o 1 2 ]
ik 82. 5%

2.2 HBEZESH

WRELEE M T, Yk el g B S A (A
K) BAEELE CT 8k MRI 2 Wi B ik L4574 (lymph
node metastases, LNM), {H CT Fl MRI 2 Wit g R4,
REEEAUH 13% ~40%"" 1 PSMA PET I ] #2457
BRI R TZ /N ZE 2 mm (90 B B8 252 AR Y
LNM"! - Grubmiiller %2 4341 7 80 134T 1 1) Bt g
BRSO A5 E AR B, RHT PSMA PET/MRI
LWL (13.8%) BAETFELNM, BEJS 0 B4R
B8 16 6] (20%) HFEFE LNM, PSMA PET/MRI 2
W ) BRI L S5 A R/l 8 mm, AHEC TR 4E CT
o MRI, PSMA PET/MRI K12 Wr & & B $2 & W 3
(68.8%), ¥ 5 N 100%, FHYEBIMAE ( positive
predictive value, PPV ) °& 100%, B ¥ # 0 {H
(negative predictive value, NPV) 1. 7%, Wi
JE3iK93% , Ak, FE4rEE4A PSMA PET Al mpMRI
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EEFEAR ] L E L PSMA PET/MRI 2 W7 LNM £ 7
ik, MRS, PSR SUVmax fE R E B F5R12
W LNM 19 R 85058 FVRE S B2 23 ) Ol 77. 8% 1 76. 5%,
1B Al SR A & W 9K B R %L (apparent  diffusion
coefficient, ADC) 27 LNM 1) 7 8 B F Ak S5 B 43 51l
H 87. 5% 76.5% , 3Bk ALK B 2 805 ARy
SEREAN PR 2 100% 1 82. 4%
2.3 ImAEBSH

TANERS PG T T, YT PCa B PR B, W
X FrivE e PCa 835, AT 1% 7 MRL/CT 5
HHERH TR — TR X 126 41 £ 55 1Y A
5 BoR, PSMA PET i2Wrid R i R (98. 7% ~
100% Lt 86.7% ~89.3%) FlFs5F B (88.2% ~ 100%
[ 60. 8% ~96. 1%) W% @ FH4H# (P<0.001)5
B —IHFSEHIE,, PSMA PET K11 16% (68/420) 1y
BEFEEGE G T BRI mh HBA> 18
PSMA PET/CT ) 3 fit I, PSMA PET/MRI {4 Bf
mpMRI 2 751 JAQORT B 4F /) o3 FE R L 3, ATk IR
WJC i B R B e Rk JUHE S AL
IFRI A 2 rp B PSMA 45 B HL TG o0 %5 B 20728 I
PSMA PET/MRI A W] & £ w5 Xt 15 5% 7% 412 Wr (9
Bk,

3 PSMA PET/MRI # PCa ¥ (5 Z#I5| &
H Rz A

JUEHTEE B RIS, B AR s RS R
SR IRAE S HA R 515 N 2 fIE N2 PCa
MbRIE 5, WS 51 5 F e fIBA Y, EUAT MRI
ISR, SRS HXT PI-RADS 3~5 43 (R A8 45 e Jir
BARD WFSE R, mpMRI 5| SR i 15 4G (098 kA
FH 1% ~54% " W, BT RRE AR 2 )
TR TE, LA RSB A TE R R, — SR PR
FHRET ®Ga-PSMA-11 PET / MRI 8| S22 011E K 11932
WitkRg, 1ZWFoT AL 42 T 5E PCa B, LIV R
HE B AR IE, 45508 62% M B &I T IR B
EVEPCa, LW RBUETIA96%, FE5E 4 81%, PPV
}189%, NPV} 93%, #ERGEE K 90%, BT UL, PSMA
PET/MRI & —Fl B AT A5 FinRF BT

4 PSMA PET/MRI & %14 PCa iEfh iy
N F

S AR A 29 1/3 B RRTE PCa
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BESHIMAEME % (biochemical recurrence, BCR) ,
TN TT )RR R BT (prostate specific antigen,
PSA) JHE (=0.2 pg/L), BCR Y PSA Thin]
RERm TRMEE K, mAEER —HHET,
HERI U BCR e kEIFRR 25 46 SR Y7, WER
BAERAE

ARFIFAA, H SR T Bk il BCR ikt i) 2 855
AR 2, JiHY PSA<I0 pe/L 7 PSMA PET/CT
1IN BCR BE MR Pl ok T — 5 2 ek 1y
HH, BCR R WIS E &, A6 A0k e
45 (50% ~55%) . W& Lkt 4s (5.2%), BLAMAAETE
B (35.9%) , TR K (35.1%) FHALG B
B (5.2%, 4nfili fE) ', IE 40— S B 5% A7 R G,
PSMA PET Xk EL 459300 Lk CT 5% MRI fugk, H2m]
DI 842 <5 mm [ LNMC4 o Fendler %[10] [m] Jis T
635 {9l BCR ¥, &I ®Ga-PSMA- 11 PET/CT 346
475 6] (75%) HEN BCR kl, Hor 87 i m it
JRILEGIE T PSMA PET AU, PPV i 0.84; 217 1
BE MG IREE & S RUERAE T PSMA PET 191217,
PPV %0.92; H ®Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT Xf BCR H#6 H!
RBE PSA FhEr i i B2 (PSA<O0.5 pg/L: 38%,
0.5 ng/L<PSA<1.0 ug/L: 57%, 1.0 pg/L<PSA<
2.0 pg/L: 84%, 2.0 wg/L <PSA<5.0 pg/L: 86%,
PSA=5.0 pg/L: 97%, P<0.001); SubRm;, A
B R R T S A M

H# T PSMA PET/CT, PSMA PET/MRI &4 &
AT R ) R AT R 9 DR A5 DX B R ) R 2 203
2R, X BCR A I PR At A i 3 25, L 595 2 o
ik, X 25— J7 1 2 BN TE AR PSA 7K F TG
RGN 5 — T B X A R R SR R
KA 2 W RRE (38 0144 Krangbiihler 254 5 45
5T T 66 1) PSA<0. 5 pwg/L (FFi PSA 4 0.23 pg/L)
# BCR %, ®Ga-PSMA- 11 PET/MRI ¥ i} T 36 i
(54.5%) HBFHMFLE, Hrp 0.2 ng/L<PSA<0.5 pg/L
MK Hth 2 R 65%, PSA < 0.2 pg/L (4 H RN
38.5%, ET PSMA PET/CT H#s kA4S %0 Gu-
berina 25141347 1 93 5] BCR %, K ¥l PSMA PET/
MRI (9 R % K 98. 8%, 1fif PSMA PET/CT ) R )%
4 93.2%, H PSMA PET/MRI X} J&#8 5 & 4t (4912 Wi
BAEEH E (P=0.031) , Wang %% () Meta 23 BT 2
45T 7 WY (450 R E ), Eon PSMA PET/MRI
AIERfRLIN BCR, kb 38 76% , XF T A [F PSA
KF (0~0.2 pg/L, 0.2~1.0 peg/L. 1~2 pg/L, >
2 pe/L) B H RARIKN 38% . 67% . T4%F1 95% |,

5 PSMA PET/MRI 7 PCa ;&7 R F

5.1 IHBTFRKRHEMm

mpMRI 38 52 % J5) 358 (0 4G o 73 300 © 1R 30 1 L A 4
SFARAR B LA AR W I Ty 1 1 PSMA
PET/MRI 7£ MRI (3L 5l EBEA T PSMA 4> T A2 15
K, AT Ry SRy R4 B 43 AR I T O 4 T EORS E 9 4R
B, T Bl AR F Ay BOE B RIA YT YL SR . Abufaraj
LIS BFSE & R, PSMA PET/CT (MRI) %I BCR i
HH LNM B RAFfizWE fige Jr, H 50eas
2 V) 1 7R A D R X TR AR AR A, T
i R e =l E B A G N Gt NS R E = N £
Fendler 2110 () 8 5% , 31 fi] BB F AE AN 32 %% PSMA
PET 5130 R ia 7 Ja B A il PSA R R 50% 50 £,
Grubmiiller 2%/ 5% F] PSMA PET/MRI X J5. & 7 PCa i#
TARBI A BPIE T, 28.7% (35/122) WHEEHT
PSMA PET/MRI it 4& it (1) 1% 5 Ifif 2l 22 1 ¥R J7 SR gk
Hrp 144 (11.5%) B il Tkt LNM K ie b %
%32 TARI7, 8 (6.5%) HE TRk T4 433
Bz T MER RIS 0T, 19 B (15.6%) i
& AR B i T 452 T M
5.2 fraitfh

WHEEOLT, PCa RFIGYT YT RGHE T MR #£17
PG R Ge kAT M i CT (TR R S AR
SONEPERRRAE) R4 B E AT ARG Y R X
P e ) ], AR R AT AN, HAF
HE—SERRRYE, Fiin, MRI AQRESPER, CT XFE%72E
f R BLEAR A5 3] PSMA PET/CT (MRI) 1 ly—Ff
HHERYE SR EN S GREFB, d07E PCa
PR R EAE ], Burger YRR T ® Ga-
PSMA-11 PET/MRI P4 i BE SR AZ B 75 (high-intensity
focused ultrasound, HIFU) J&J7 R0 PCa J7 8L AU (8.,
HIFU 697 J5 % 4 28 3 3R 4T mpMRI A A6 Bl 7 97 3%,
{5 mpMRI & 2 ARBIE; ZAT5E & B 10 AR 135 46 1
PEIT mpMRI BAYER %, PSMA PET/MRI 2 mpMRI
B Rk (0 R A Ry 55% , FE5EE N 100%, PPV
4 100%, NPV 2} 85%, #&/~x PSMA PET/MRI 7] R 4f
HbE AL HIFU 3897 J5 mpMRI BI85 &kt , sal
T HIFU BEITITRL

6 INEERE
PSMA PET & PCa B F 14 F 0 A R T R mk bk
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FIHH . PSMA PET/MRI 244 7 PSMA PET 3t R
M 5 e S Ve A% B2 2 0 1 S AR LA K MIRI RS 40 1) i
HIEG . RIFIRA L 0 PR R 2 S BN ML
CAE &M PCa BYARHT -1, ¥ 284 51§ . BCR
S kB A HE DL BB SRR T S 2 A D7 T A A B R
Wh, MEENZIFEHREETREEE W, ME
PET/MRI £ AR M #E25 Alfigfil & PSMA PET/MRI 7£
PCa 2R 7 TH 45 RPE .

EERE: FEATERALRAR RS, HER T
637 Fo A L,
FlsEMsR: AEEAEFARAEAGEF R

& £ X W
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