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Abstract

At present, the early diagnosis of prostate cancer mainly relies on the image identification of Mul-
tiparametric Magnetic Resonance Imaging (mpMRI) and the Gleason classification. However, there
is an urgent demand to improve the diagnostic efficacy of prostate cancer because of subjective
differences among clinicians leading to under- or over-diagnosis of prostate cancer. Artificial in-
telligence (AI), especially machine learning and deep learning, has developed rapidly in the medi-
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cal field in recent years. Therefore, this paper reviews the research progress of Al technology in
the early diagnosis of prostate cancer. First, the related research methods of Al technology are
summarized, and then the research progress of Al technology in mpMRI lesion detection and clas-
sification of prostate cancer and Gleason grading after prostate biopsy is comprehensively ana-
lyzed. Finally, the future development direction of Al in the medical field is expounded.
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1. 518

PG Th, 2020 R4t FUE 140 JB R SERER], B 51 e & At 5L 55 M A R O DL AR S AR [ 1]
BT R ARy, (RS HTA B G IRBE TS B A s iEZE T2 1K 11%. i 51 s i A 3 S )
TR A AR ZR YIS 98% [2] BT i A1) s 1) va A 2, AERAIX 4315 28 1t R ARAR 2 M T 91 e v A 20038k 4
MEET. KEIEIERY, L2 SERILRE % (Multiparametric Magnetic Resonance Imaging, mpMRI) >~y
FETHH K08 A2 7 RS 11 A S5 285 1 W15 47 i (Clinically insignificant prostate cancer, csPCa)Fl3gE 5o A 04 B [ 7%
K2R w A3 X T ARBEAT IS 0 53 MRS A B PRI S5, RRIMUA R ARV 2 18 B @ A E AT HI
ISR HTT mpMRI A A[4]. I Hilid #i 7) BRa g - i M & 4t (Prostate Imaging-Reporting and
Data System, PI-RADS) 725 n] f# g F1 ik mpMRI FIfEREFRAEIL[S]. 281, R mpMRI &&EE KL%, H
BT 0 A NI IR 56 S AR i & AFE 22 5, HAR I csPCa HIHERAPEVIR A BRG] LbAh, iz s 2 il
A R B2 TR gleason 432kt T 11T A1 i S8 (I RS W AR 7RG AN T B K AR A, I PR 3 AR
Gleason 73 I ATIZ W Kl 5 B296 97 77 o SR, TR ER 22 5K 43 9 4y WA 0°) 3 W0 22 5 1T /i 2 3 3500) A1 471 g
P2 WA R BOE FEIZ [ 7]. DR, DA 21 i 7 2 R e A 4 11 i 75 R )

Al S — TR IR S AT N RESS LASCBIRE € HARIRE ) TEBR 22400, Al N B & B 24
B Horh SRRSO R EE DL BRI EAESS[8] [9]. ASCREM Al 456 mpMRI S II2 Wi 471 e «
Al 7ERTH BT R R Gleason 732 R DA K Al 7E T 51 iia h () AR R R J5 18] = AN T AT 4538

2. Al FARBR

Al EHRFER — D30, BE I BRNERER &R T8, WANEY . R, AR
EEAE, EERN. ERARSR. HERR. RS ADNERYUR[10]. HLEE>] (Machine learning,
ML)2 Al EE R 3, BB TR KR ORI EE M S iR, AR AR AR X B
IR LR O 25 R T . K22 K ML SEROR ST B i, R K S R A 1) i 2 A B e A R
DRSS BN 25 R AR B (R “Fr2E” ). SR fife, E£— D0y “IIZR” B, fevi@dnHrlmm
FRAERTRIARRE[11] i, FEFUIN AT R 20 H 200 B BRI S5 0K 7 S v, REA R B 3
PIF FHEREWE DB E B R, SN2 G A L0 B 5.

WL 21 0 9 M B o SRS B 2SI [10 ] H B o ST T O A bR 25 Bl SR A2 T 1 it (45 2R,
FRAS TE R, Ll ndi 3 55 BRI AR VA T AL AR JE R AL Co UL RN B SN 23R B 8 5 ) JRU
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PR [12]. S ANFR, J0 B 2% 2] FR 75 JC B 4R 70 5 A 19 Tl R 50 PR R TR R A A T hR 2 2 2 otk
R PR E BRI NN RBIREE, I UM 7 R BRI 2 I R A0 R Flan, @il Gt T ke
YA, YRR, EVRANM. FERRMRI AN M 0 B v U S B R A RE ML A g . B
RICA] BEFRRIE EBORALE, I8 BT IIVERRR([13]. R MIIHLES 2 S) SE AR AN RIE R H, 52
#1515 Ml (support vector machine, SVM)AI SRt . BEHLARPRZE[14].

TR 2% 3] (Deep learning, DL)ZHL 3824 3] () —ANT4%3, 1 Hinton 25[15]F 2006 4F 42 . & 3 B &
TAEH 2 2 2 W 28 5307 T, oA /R h 2 2 & W 48 530 2 — [ B R 22 X 4% (convolutional neural
network, CNN) [16]7E4 = EHGAIBL IR )72 B « CNN BT B as U g, i Il Zod 72
SOIHEARKFIE, A DL BJ—/MulE. CNN HZ 24, H—2MNENZE 2R 5 — 2 e
5. CNN [ —A B BRAE R I AL 3%, 185 S B N —AS U0 1 e 28485 R (i th Bl N )@ /i) R
(BRI GRBEARL,  DARA PR A2 R b 2 B T 8 A A B 28 45 . e 510 10 SEp, AN DL
AR H IR TR 2 UG M [17] [18] [19]+ A s 5 [20] R0 35 PR 4 4 [ 2] 26 = 2 4105

3. ETHIMRAGISETRIZIER R Al

AR, MRIZERT I HT B AL bR 4458 HEAEH, HMEfZR IEEZR P g . mpMRI @S 34L&
IR AHL S0 7], 32 TAST I AN i 57 ] 5% R i 0 s A8 SR A AH DG SR . ThREANRHIE S (5 2. A2
(o, ST A IRRE S RIS BIRG EARDESY > 7 AR AR > 0.5 cm® [IRT 51 R
JE[3]. Pk, mpMRIE AU ) = R S R R S e 2 Wb ok S22, LR E W oRIEG . ok, H
2 ELA BRI A9 451 A W 5% 3 2 ERE &5 SR I v WO AT A s MR AT SR THT I Pk AR - 2015 4, 26
TR AT SRR G R A R G0(PI-RADS.V2) [5]1 & A AU R A= [l S AR RE BT A1 RS mpMRI 244
TR . TR0 10 REEH, FE#E ML DL DL SVETE U 24U GE R g, 25 ML 5% DL 5L
THEALH BhiZ W (Computer Aided Diagnosis, CAD) &4t 4 N -8/ 5T 51 AR mpMRI fgRE o 1) 22 5%
CAD RGEHET MRI HIHTFI R 12 W b e i WARAE F A2 0 8 kar A0 73 1 DL R A2 53 25 [22] « FLIARE FE
B, 5 PI-RADS HH45 &, K1 CAD R 40 nl LA INVE #5 2 (B i rT FEPE(AUC M 0.86 3412 0.95) [23],
FF sk mpMRI BEHONIRE 2 W AR A MR (T X0 MER 22 0.81 KN 2 0.87) [24], ImIRHTFE K.

3.1 R

B IR0 A8 (R LA S e A2 T ML A DL B0E R TH AU B2 I g X6t Fi i —, Bl L
KME B SR THBUR BHE T2 MR, SO BHE IR BRI T tk4h, £ T Al ) CAD R40EF] LA
e AT PRI, AR EL 2R B R R

TERASATIN 7 T8, LU S 7E A PAT S I L o AR S R R [25] [26] [27]. Cao %5 A [25]
A58 7 — b [ JA5 1 Y R P % 4 2 2795 35 2% (whole-mount  histopathology, WMHP)J% 428 Il 25 /] DL %32
(Focal-Net) KA I A, FRHiAS 2 AN G IEHASM ., EHirw REHREE 22554 1 (Inter-
national Society of Urological Pathology grade group, ISUP)%: ISUP 5. 732 X ISE W & H, AN E#E AT
TE—MEFH MR N, BRI ZE M RoR 1 87.9% M BUSRE, R /% N 50%. Yang % A\[26]7E3T
B R 2 TR A e S A () i, AU ) VR B =8 92%. Schelb %5 A [27]38 5 A= Rl i Ak 26 A0 B2
1] AR 2ok S L 738 R ks o oF 7 B0 I 2 30 TR 49 O B 10 X A 27 P ) esPCa i 22 1) 431, Diice 2 &(A
it L EUR o B A, JEEMN 0B 1, K o= EHES, 1= E4HES)EF T 0.35,

3.2. mEAH
AR, Y ML A1 DL H0E N T MRI_EWTBERT S I 32 1 7328 - HAE 55 K N LHRER) ROI
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SRR E A, WORMEASE REH L, IR A5 R (csPCa) 5 I IR i & 25 PE A1 51 i
(Clinically insignificant prostate cancer, cisPCa)2 [H][]73 25, BRI 55 A0 12 28 1 (4 S #2243 2% ) 5% csPCa
(K] REME(PI-RADS) HEAT £ 20 2.

BT ML FREGEAE— N R TAERRE, MRIEEEGRA, FENZSHTHIN X h & 5K
B FANECY: A AT R, T IREUEMGRRE o %) HH 2 B X T R PR SN B X1 79 N A7) ) ]
SEG BB S RYERAR . fERZH T, AR KRB LT PE(1SUP > 1) AT R AR AR 2 8] 1)
33, BEAHET csPCa (ISUP > 2)#1 cisPCa (ISUP 1),

% WU FEAE FE 7993 22 43 S A B2 M R U TS A T BHEE A2 3 T PI-RADS R 5 [28] [29] [30]-
Wang %5 A [29]7F & [ —FhJ T SCRe Al AL RO RS AY , A AR A b R M3 A8 (A O3 5 VR R A
28 N 1 X 451 £4 (Area under the receiver operating characteristic curve, AUC) (0.95, [95% CI 0.923~0.976]),
B 8 K T O RBHE T 9L T PI-RADSs #1745 /1 AUC (0.878 [0.834~0.914]), p <0.001. It4h, Fehr 25 A[30]
A1 Viswanath 25 A [28]7F & [ 5B FH F X B M A8 5 R AR AR 1 AUC 43724 0.96 1 0.97, iX =1
WK 1 DAREARZE 2005 B 22 (WMHP) N 2B R dE ) ML 7532, I 58 B IR IE Al PERedabr. i
RFEENE, Wang 5 A[29] RyERE T R51WHA, XATREE AUC BUmER . thah, Z 05X cisPCa
Al csPCa #E4T 143 3K[25] [27]-[33]. Herh, =TwfFseAEMASE EvPAl 1SRk ERE[27] [33] [34], Li 55 A[34]
BTG ST PSR IR RS BN SR ML 7772, 7RISR i A8 43 28 PERE I AUC  0.91, (H LR S
ANBFRTF BB RE T 2 912 . Schelb 28 A [27]41 Zhong [33]145 N#BR I T DL 7, B H R 8% 1
RSN 59%A 66% (T /NAMEAMIMERBIME 0.22), 5 AN 64%F1 80%. IXFANFE RS HH MBS
PI-RADS &A1 & HHMR PR RE

Schelb 25 A [27]/&ME——4EE T NE T FAR 2 MR /N . 7EDNREEH X T csPCa
R, HABURAE Y 96%, RN 31%. £ T AL PI-RADS R USRI A 96%, iR 22%.
NGRS T2 IBORT R SO0 4R AR IR B 27 2] B3 (U-Net) Xf csPea (1Kl 5 P1-RADS AR KA AH AL,
FE L SZEE mpMRI IR PR R /. Audrey %5 A [35]JF & T —F# ProstAttention-Net SHyZEA 1, S5HE
HSHHRMLG, e A Fritm, HHHRHIERE IHUHEIE T U-Net B8, Betg X2 22 A R R HT 51
JREE AT 431, AEATIN csPCa 43 A H, AR AL ZE BN 41 i AR I BE PE 2 2.9% IS DL N IS E T 69.0% +
14 5% REEE . Sk, LA EBFFIRE 7 HTZU MR R i 2 5%, IR 56455 T PI-RADS
MRS MR AN A

4. Al FARFERIFIBRAE B P RIS WA E AR RE R

B BHE b DU R H SRS VP R AR R T A . ML B, 55042 DL, i
TR SIS T PO RE[36]. X PR T Al RGN E T MR o AT 7E S E RS IR BL AR 4340 5 THI 7w H
TRKES), HEA BRI EE R 2 10 2 W7 22 55 10

Z I S AE AT T R0 A IR AR 4 i 2R [37] [38] [39] [40]. Litjens %5 A [40] 7 IR i A L T
TR FEE P 2 X 285 R3S WU T 70 o 2 A o ) IR . =4 )5, Campanella 55 A [39]4K3E o : ZEARSZ
R EATIERE T AUC 2 0.991, TEAMTIGIEEME A HIA A 0.943, thAh, WARFFLHEILTHEX
BRSO T /3 2%, Campanella % A [39] I A8 T — AN K ADm I 7 i 45 (n = 12,132 5K)
FANGRIR 2 SRR, A TR 5 (RS W e N R Ans, NS 1 K N D F TRt . R,
Perincheri &5 A6f 6 BT S50 IE S [3] [3814 B 1ZBHIETE 99.3% e /K -F Eik 3] T 97. 7% R
BU% . F4F, Huang 25 A [3710F K A5 TR B RME MK Al RERESEG R BKT Lk b IX 4
AU AR A R ARG SR bR R A 2], 2k TARFRRAE fh 4 T BT AR A 0.92 (95% ClI, 0.88~0.95). £
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RYUKFRIY) A KT RTFI R Gleason 42, Al RG-SR FEE 7L T 54— SR

BEA EEAB AL, DB TR Al RG] DLE B HE TR A AR Bk o 2, I HHRILS
WAPRI HE A M 24 [41] [42] [43]. Bl4n, Strom 25 A\ [411@5E K [ DT 5 BRI 7 2056 2 Al STHLMS3
NEERNGE Al RSE, STon 1P Rt 26 InAL kappa {8 0.62. 151 1) 25 SR 7 [ o i PR H 2 4 PRI
RS2 /NI 23 L4250 T A R BE 2 5K A3 HH I 2 5 {8.(0.60~0.73) I Vi [l N o 75 5 — TR 7 [42]
XF 4712 ANTERAEA AT VIR IR 2 3] RG0S5 =40 b JREVFR B L 58 LIRS B R T a8 —
(=K kappa = 0.854), =1 bnfi B /NI S % b (kappa THA22L = 0.819), Jf HAR T 2/3 i id@
i L 2E 2 Wb E[44]. B)5, Nagpal 25 A [431ER: X RIS AR VI ER ARFEA (n = 1226) FI3EREAE A (n = 524)
BT Al RGE5 IR 2 505 b s B 25 52 12 W 45 SR 00— S0P B S5l o 1 37 30 9 B 2 SR 1) 2 Wi 45
(71.7% vs 58.0%) . 4B 2= AEME FLIABE P AE X AN Al RGeHS, Al 4 BI04 KR8 5 Wb IR B H
H 25 SR INLTE 8 R (1) — X [45] . Pantanowitz 25 A\ [12] [46]3&4E T 5T Al [ks ELAR 4 2% 13k — S5 E 4,
FATIAE AN SAIEBE FUEBH T X 40 LA 6 70 RIS BLAR 7 7301 AUC 28 0.941, Mun 58 \[47] 50t fgoR
T ALK BRI 595 B2 FRAT 6664 ANTEATAE A IR P 5 R AR IR A R ) — Bk . BT X L AT
F A MER B8 AIE R ) AUC (3 Bh7E 0.943 $1] 0.99 [41] [42] [43] [46] [47], Fe/r TR T Al RGUEREER )
HEPE.

FHOIR B 22 SR ARA T Bl AR SR B Al RGN R BHHLE G, 450 Bos H 7 RS0 B 22 R &R
G R R e Al SlBIEET T KRB AL, (ER B A AR N 6 T IX — B I 7 2 BN R -
T WA AL S B B AT BT A RS R 2 G TP AT M S A M, Bulten 55 A [45]8F 78RR . E4 H )
REEZ ) RGBS T, WS NS L K S H PRl R — 20 2 2 18 01(0.799 vs. 0.872; p = 0.019).
1E 87 MBI ANRISIELE b, Z N TR H 5 R0 81 s B0 2 [ o 5K /N 2L — 350 S 24 (0.733 s,
0.786; p = 0.003). fEXMszier, AERMKET L, Al HBIAR S50 T 055 B 0 P27 5 Ak ST ()
Al G0, XTI B T Al REGUSH BRI RIS, (HEEENE, XEREYE-Al KD
VB — IR 5 Bzt

T, % WA RANEHIE 7L O 4T R A R 23 e PF-fili (Prostate cA Ncergra De Assessment, PANDA)
TEFE[48]. AR 1290 HIT KN AZM, Bifil—Fhxl 10,616 {33070 HTF1 I 2 s BEE A R 34T
Gleason 7rZtffisefl Al B3k, 783 EAIRKIN A/ BEIEE b, 2R S IRIEEL S L 5KIA R T 0.862
[0.840~0.884]#1 0.868 [0.835~0.900] 1) /=i & — Etk B M . B X338, WATHE T HRe M EIE
A ARG bz A 2 0 05 EBR ATERI S hnitE . F T I AN B0AIE 1) R B RN 22 A 5008 4 10 I Ab 2 Sl it
Gy LI o EAR R DA, LT TR 4 35 IR 20 SC IR 78 B B 10018 D3 T 32 ¥ 1 4L 40 B 2 P4 T s
[49] [50]. &, JEITHRELNT KA KO F R AR SR U7 AR, i8I 2 234 IR S 3% LA 2 (1 A 2 1]
L0 RIS TF R, IR = Re Al FVEH R & .

5. BRENMRE

HATHF 738, mpMRI 7 Pca fiZ W R3S B EAE R, H B T30 R R U 1 SR 5k LA B2 J8U = A 12 I
MEMZESR, FERTFIBRISWSE RIOMERTES Z A5 AL HRTERT SRR 52 Wb 03E Ve R 22
BT SRR AR RG] . 4328 LR B 0 2055 . H ATH Al RGEC4 0T LS %k 1 TBURRHES A= DA R A PRI R 22 5K
—FEREAT T B 0 RIS . [EIR, A ATT RS DA B FHER A R B SR S AR BRI 432K DA
S AR T ) — Btk . I S E A R ESE ), ALEDR, JGHE ML AT DL J7 R AE B 1T 41 R
JiE mpMRI 2 W it DL R 3 T-15 46 1) Gleason 4324 AE 7€ FR RE I H KT8 77 o

SR, AL FARGIN G R SEER AT G & R Pk . K ML A1 DL J7 325 H - 50 51 i 12 W 7 75— 22 R
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il E5E, WEFUNEE LR BTt SLIRRRAIE LA 45 R R b S 22 3 V0 HL A AREAT 258504 LUK,
BB FLE RE AU B SRR BEAT IR, ARSIV S 2 1 AR R — R R PR,
AR FE L5 v 78 3 7 FE K RO SR I B 00 SE Bl R D Al RGEAWT e . [EAERIR, KT it
SRS T A 75 2 LK 2 R 0 22 2 RS T2 W 8 RE (0 T AT SR A AE o DL PR A R WL . 22 6 A
RUPRAEARR T Al K RIS BVE T, DABA DRIZ L8 2 Ge 4% TS AT I S i A B LTI A ) 2R o RV
Al ZGEN T I RAFAE AR 0 kB, (BB B A2 Wi e T A2 BRI . M H 2 3 I8 B 51 i
e REAT FL 2 W T DAUSE A M RN FUS AR T . BRI, Al RSB IG RIZ KT BT 91 B (LA — PR R
AT -

&5k
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