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Abstract

With advances in prostate malignancy screening techniques and the increasing proportion of pa-
tients with intermediate- and low-risk prostate malignancies, active surveillance has emerged as an
alternative to radical treatment. Active surveillance includes technologies such as prostate-specific
antigen testing, rectal fingerprinting, biopsy, and multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging,
etc. It targets patients with low-risk and some intermediate-risk prostate malignant tumors, and
achieves the goal of delaying or even completely omitting radical treatment by means of regular
follow-up of relevant indexes. This article provides a review of the research progress of active
monitoring in prostate malignant tumors for clinical reference.
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1. 518

iif 41| Jii (Prostate Cancer, PCa) 2 55 PRI PR AL JH F 48 i i WU, 08 AR S MRS RE SR T 38 K
Rl Z[1]. B 1990 4 Hi 41 4% S 470 )5 (prostate specific antigen, PSA) S F 21 &1 71 fisJes (A o, 57 51 e
FIi2 I8 5 25 S N R PR BOR #6258 7 RBR MR [2], X R T B2 e R A P&, AR BT
AVER RS, @RS, HE B A ORI R A R AN 2 . AT IR B R AT
SRR Z ATE R, BEE TR — A A2 IR REEIR, B EURREAI AT . Resnick (1) BAF1
TR, PRI AR B35 A 5 A PRREE (2 LA L 6.22, 95%E 15 X [H] (confidence interval,
Cl), 1.92~20.29; 5 FLLfE E 5.10, 95% ClI, 2.29~11.36) A4 ThRE RS (2 - LL{E kb 3.46, 95% CI, 1.93~6.17;
5 FLEfE EE 1.96, 95% Cl, 1.05~3.63) [3]. X gl Ak 0 FedbAT HEVE PRI T I 3 8000 7™ B 5 0e AR 3 o &
HIRIVE T, BLAE PR R AE L 1 Dh REFRAS <5 T iz K T 83 AR A7 3R 5 o [A Uk, 3230 M5 i (active surveillance, AS)
VE AR SEAN 7 v fes 1 21 e B8 EAT ARV MRV T I B O iR B e e

FEEh W E —Fhah & PSA Kl . H B (digital rectal examination, DRE). 1G4 £S5
FEIR A% (multi-parametric magnetic resonance imaging, mp-MR)EE gl 51 IR Je 40 o< s & F B — 4k, 1E)
I S H 21 s A IR A S i 0, FE R IR . 3 A A OV T S I L T, I TEVR YT
W EHHATIRYATEIR YT o IXAMAT DLk il &1 s B AN Va7 o U, A8 20 B A5 BRI A )
WG HEIRYT s n] DLk B E RS R . MRR WD R EIE T, HEE R AR R ERTT,
DAY/ L 28 3t G FL AT e S B B AE

2. EzNISMKAR
2.1. HIFIBREF R PSA

I 5 IR S e 5 E A SR b R AR B o WA A, AFEAE TR SN RIS, LIS % 32 BRI AR
NI AR 05 (total PSA, tPSA). i 25 i 41 B Ar S P iR (free PSA, TPSA) A B3 il 41 ks e i Ji 5 4
BB BRAE F BUR ) LUAE (FPSAPSA) . Goteborg-1 364 tH, PSA G 25 (14 hBk/N, /T 51 i o8 B AR 28
B RBSRA, PET-ZERAK[4]. H AT IAH 45 & KL EFRZEGRA PSA, DU Al Hh i 71 e i 55—
55 . 24 tPSA > 4.0 ng/ml, FI/5L fPSAMPSA < 0.25 i, 2 [&45 /i 5 AR i1 T 68 . 405 tPSA ##id 10 ng/mL,
RN g 58t 21 e 1) m] e I 50% [5].

Xof T 0 Z e 1) = S M, PSA Bl 25 Fa bR Hh I AT 21 iRy S LA 2 (PSA velocity, PSAV, i [A]
Vi) B 4D 5% T 70 e e e 8 ) A0 T 7 el e e J5 n 45 5F (] (PSA doubling time, PSADT, #1461 51 iRE
S PR ACT IO B 8] (8] B3) B N BILEAS AR dE 2 b o — TR B A 7R B, 5 PSAV A% PSADT, 5
Jifgg gk R A 55 [6]. SULIEIR, 2B, PSADT /T 3 48k PSAV KT 0.75/1ng/mL/4E, 253
A& 57 51 fiiea 1) 33t FR iR . [7] [8] [9]-
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SRTT, e T Tl 2 By S O SR AE 570 e P ke S BE AN v, RO ZIBRAE 2R . AT SIAR 28 . 21 IR i A
KB PRI E, WEmiER, MR MR, a7 50 aT 8RRy 25U I T
PRI, X6 i 510 e P2 Wi K 2 3 M AN e A5 i A7 ey S B M

2.2. EBpfE# DRE

H Rk R A g EDWL IS BRI IR — M A, G SRBSZ BRI IR A 25715 . BT AsAE, U
PRBEHT A B I T RE . DRE 812 WA 72 i 91 et 8 5 Wi R VP RO AL BG4 ELHLAE 2 380 M v P A 4B
MARME. — S fat, TEWIROREF O M DRE (1R 51 i U iRy S 3K T 60%
[10]. T 53 —AMWFFL RN, DRE 7E B AR NFEHH O BSURMEBUIR(Z) 19%), 1HRF Stk sis 90% [11]. /& Nt
R4 PR 4P R0 2= (European Association of Urology, EAU) K48 B 475 4R B sk LIS Wy S 3E4T PSA Kl
J£t4T DRE [12].

23 FEPLRET

23.1. RGER

TR R R UL, TEHS BRI TB, &8k, M TalslEkiyt, 7£ DRE BHPEER
PSA & Tl FHE RS, fEHE R 5] 5 N T 10~12 & B B %0 R G051 (System Biopsy, SB) [FIFF &
B BEI[13]. HHT RS BB S B0 R BV A A Ze 1 i [14] 88 75 JE IR SR UM A% O 4L 1
FEAT R VTS RS> W1 R ARAG[15], BARTG R SCRT B B A 5 B0 B 2 W B0l B VR YT [16],
AT AR FVAS BRI N
2.3.2. iR - GEHEERSHEER

ZIWHFFRIESZ, MRI 5] -5 #45E )% K (targeted biopsy, TB)FA, 5 SB AHEL, 7EBHMERZ CHE T 1 W]
A RL[17] [18] [19] [20] [21]. Hugosson 7EHBEHLG A RS &I, TB W] LA 24 B/ i 41 i 1)
HEeW[22]. SHkER, 5 Frye 2 ANRIBFFIESE TEES SN BEY AR, TB MEF SR EERT
SB [23]. #RIfi, 4ty TB A AT 2RI, SB 3ANAT Bk 2 40[24] [25]. Alitt, EAU #2H% SB
Lz MRI R AT S8R AL 1) TB 45 &, BiLR - 4 B Wi 75 (magnetic resonance imaging/transrectal
ultrasound, MRI/TRUS) il 15 K M AR 31 )72 3 [12]

AR, AE 2 2 W 0 b B VR A A Tk et R B, BRACEREARANE, kRTINS, 5
BH HIEAEIR AT JE - Pepe £ N T 7T 2 B, MRITRUS Filt & 376 46 7T Rl 2b> 3= 2 W 0 39 1) f) 26 58 R 46 [26]
X T REAETEAS I M BRI g N 30 B I ) S5 SR, MRITRUS Rl A v AR (b B T 5 XU 23 2%
[27]. 2022 4 [ Il 7 983 2 = (Chinese Society of Clinical Oncology, CSCO)4: & ( Bi 51l i 2 & k6 5 %X
) FEREFRH, MRITRUS Rl& A A R S B8 i R A e SO Z1 e (s H 22 [28] [29]. Borghesi 55 A
A1 Benelli %5 N R FLE5 1R ESE T 1% — £4[30] [31].

2.4. ZSRHIEIRME mp-MRI

WS A AR BRI — R QR AE, A ARMRBEATHVITRL, PSA JHaA1/E DRE FHPER 5
AHESIPATIHHARE, KON T RFORIER . 2023 £F ) Movember [FFRILIRE 4 75
R H 2 S AR R (mp-MRI) T LA 1% DRE, 24 PSA 5 DRE & A4 S8 I B 58 34T mp-MRI
AT R TSR E, 2 mp-MRI AL ESH(tn PSA 30/ ) Fa e I vl 8 Geif 4 U A [32] -
WA Z ZHHI R AR W ?

2 SRR ARG — PSR R BRI IR A B . 6 mp-MRI 1] T2 JnBURAZ(T2w1)
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Xof T AR AR R S5 AT AT AAL AR AE . T2WI PR/ S 5 X 1 32 B0y, KRG I A AR5 5 B A
R T IIBUSAZ (TIWI) AT LLA 5 H I A7 e A B, ] DLZE T2WI R BUAMRAE S [33].Br T T1wi
A T2WI SRS S, mp-MRIEAIEIHRE(S B o 515 ARAIH BOMBUSAZ (DWIY AT B -5 50 5T 51 A i)
JEAX I, e LME R FE b AT A BRI b 454G T2 DWI A T2WI {55, s b
EALE s DWI 8. BhAh, R BURE(ADC) 5 AT Al TR B G 5% ADC {8 (AT 5emAs,
L5968 40 R PR A PR v

2.4.1. EISIREBRREFBIERS

B M 2012 5E 55— hR B 41 IR RZ A5 3 25 AR 2 45 (Prostate Imaging-Reporting and Data System version 1,
PI-RADS v1)Hi i, F£F 2019 £ H1&1T A PI-RADS v2.1, Hi%1 R mp-MRI [IFRHEILFE A T 0 325
H1E S PI-RADS P45 FIH L, mp-MRI 12381 F T i 21 i 1) = sh sl . PI-RADS 143 3L 5 73, b 1~2
S5 B RMEWIAE AT REE K, 4~5 7325 FESB M KL AT ReME R, 3 /0 M 5 p Al RGBT REZEREAN K.

Ploussard % Af& i, fdi ] PI-RADS ¥4 kR HELL mp-MRI # 45 7] 20 AS g 11k, IR E BT
SRR [34]. —LeRF AR H, X TALTE F 3 I R ET B i S5, 24 PSA A1 DRE F2ER, MRI
A RE R B E S IR 22 47518 [35] [36]. XF T PI-RADS $E4M7E L 50 WA b iy BAR R, Zhai 28 A2
AN H THIPEE, PI-RADS 4 4380 5 4 (1 E 30 i MIME L vl REAE SN, B ARA 14
A T8 AR IE, PI-RADS 3 3 S LA 14 3% 3 N 32 3l M 0 o 2 AH 6 B 22 42 [37] . SR1MT7E PI-RADS
v2.1 PP, PI-RADS 3 Jps R B RIIG FHE . TETS I B T R30I MBE VR, mp-MRI
1) PI-RADS 1F43A 3 43 S M AR 0 B0A 2 3 43 U, 275 T CAARS: 3= 2h MR, IR MR G P VR T IR 18],
AT RF LM L, H AT — 225 7CE 92 mp-MRI £ 5 H PSAD < 0.15 ng/mi/em® iif, 7] DL&2 43 4
T A 2k £ [38] [39]. ZRTT Nguyen 55 A 1 [ BUMER 7t 45 th, 24 PI-RADS 2 3 43 HLTi 41 B 5 0 R % P (PSA
density, PSAD) < 0.15 ng/ml/cm® i}, E24R 71.5%f) 54k AT AR IR AL S UG 7, (H 4 15% 101 AR A 7 ST
HI R IR12[40]. Wang %5 A48 H!, PI-RADS > 3 B, PSAD > 0.3 ng/ml/cm? I & 11 471 e Al PR 7 SCRTA
Jidess (1) R % 5 B PR TN 3 7E 90% LA E[41]. 48X T PI-RADS Kift, 3N a1 5= B0%E R 14 )
EA2ZE] T PSAD s isem, (HFAIISA AT LAG BN, LL PI-RADS 3 Z01E A 2 30 M DU 1 Ft At 2
A RS o DRI 7 25 Bl W D i 1 e 2B e, PI-RADS PR3 7 0t JE 728 R I IRMELIE A it — 2D 1)
W,

2.4.2. MIFBREESTFIIT4E L

B T8 Z ST R MRITE 3= 20 W5 00 51 51 B 2658 Bl vy 90 180 PR 08 5, RR e Jge 2% B 76 2 3 s )
W £ 13 H Rl 1) g T 5 271 R4 48 4k, (Prostate Cancer Radiological Estimation of Change in Sequential
Evaluation, PRECISE) [42]. fiif1#£ PRECISE $&Fd & 2. 2 ¥k 1 B, PRECISE f&/ &N 1 it — 2 m 3)
s I HA T (0 i 2 s AR SR AESR B RTAUIE MRI T RIS 2%, AR N THUREC#H 5 PI-RADS FERAH
Fr, B35 PRECISE (¥ 3F-fl /2 it BEAE AT 51U AR MRI B A] B850 kL 5 AR MRI RS 20 AH EL Ak A7 1Y), X vk
EVRHIET AR MRI S IH R B8 PI-RADS. Bhanji [ i1 33 i+ PRECISE 5 PI-RADS #H L%k,
15 7E E 720510 PI-RADS b2 — € AL H T 7E [43] .

PRECISE 5 PI-RADS #H24L, HFEIFE5 A 1~5 7. 3AE AT AMEH EWRETRER MRI 7, BTG
B R ERBYERRAR, T 1~2 43 BEWRE nT B AL I 45NN B, 4~5 43 RS T BE AL 1) W 5
PR ES B R 3 JE[42] . Caglic MIRTREYERTFIR B, 24 PRECISE > 4 43 I 427~ il 41 e 1t g 1 vl e il
96%, N i R AR IS MG b5 25 R BRI T IS H S UG £ [44] . Aerts FIFEFRH, 4 PRECISE > 4 7ri, 4 4
R A B R (XK /& PRECISE < 3 0 4 f%[45]. 3X 7k 24 Ab 8 35 5h W I (1) Ri7 51 i B 3 1)
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PRECISE ¥4 > 3, FRATI A 22 i 5 2 58 2 1) s 00 ARG O HH 332 FR I A By 1A T SR 2 IR R VPAT 5 T BB 7R
BRIT IR, R1M O’Connor AR L], fEHAFEE MRI (PRECISE < 4)[EJH ) logistic [=1)H 73 #rH,
PSAD s MISERT N2 > Pl 41 e e B 38 2 — (PR AR & 1.676, 95% Cl, 1.138~2.468, P =
0.009; £ 1.393, 95% Cl, 0.894~2.172, P =0.024); %I T MK f& 1 41 fdee i3k g 3] =5 f i 41 g, PSAD
R — GG R (AR 1.951, 95% Cl, 1.172~3.246, P = 0.01). XHUFIRAIARET £ 567
PRECISE #47, B4 MRI & 5E B4 PSAD i 2 35 gk Je 1 KUK [46] . SR T BT 450 C O R B R 1)
WA H A BEERAD . B RIEAST PRECISE KA £5% 7T, PRECISE 143 % 3 5 Ml ) sk
BRAE FH L 5 PR RF R

2.5. £REY

T 510 B 1 B4 J5 (prostate specific membrane antigen, PSMA) 2 Ji 51 IR 12 W A G 97 ) — AN BN
MSE s, PROvE B VRN Ge B AE 0 hs G e . PSMA & —F 1 BUBs IR R 1, BREGRS
PEMRISL, TUF-TE FA T R 1 1 5 g vh 503 3R 1K [47] [48]. PSMA PET & —Foft FH 460 I A0 3 191 Ji7
SR R VERT AR AR B R AR B . IR U, 68Ga-PSMA PET W] il F-4& 5 i FE R 5E 1 471 i i
H I E G, 2 68Ga-PSMA PET 5 mp-MRI AH4E & BT RAAVEREI 7051 B 72 Wi XL A1 2 W .
FEm[49].

Borque-Fernando ¢ A\ 320 b il 15 5% T EAT 1 —BURTHE T VP4l 4Kscore 5 MRg #4322 AHC,
X5 AT Lin 558 A 35 30 I i £ iRk o 45 SR — 34501 [51]. H1-T 4Kscore X AT BE I R A &= SLHT A1
Ji e 55 PR AN TR BTG RRE 59 M A XA, AR SR AT et FLAE D ol A B P RS A 1) 1 R
P&, Eure ZAMIE, HAREZ GPS Kl B L, 852 GPS A i) B4 = 8 MR BRI 1 4F
F B WM HE L Z T = [52] . Tosoian 55 A% F 20 e o 1) 53 M AT VP AL, W 903 B PCA3 5141 e (1 8
SR AAELE— 2B R([53]. Cantiello ZE NI, TELAFFA MM EA: 1 B M, PHI I F7I0 v A 14
T PCA3, SEUE =3k a5 [54] [55]. (H—LeRFFLH], XEAMbREMTH 5 AR S Canais
AL &, DA ORAS H 26 [56] [57].

3. EFNIEMAITTR

F BN I ] R R TR A 1 2 s (1) S8, T B A 2 3 e U I S T 20 e £ v 3R s kRO
B FANIFE B2 RE 750 b G R 2 e FR o FIRE IR R BT, EERIRIT . S5REW, X—3otee
{10 v e 1 B e SR Rk, S MR AT AT 58]

I 5 06 S W R S AN B G i, NCCN. EAU AT AUA 5387 1 Bl 271 i 5 2 W DA 0 & o\
FRUEMIFERI[9] [12] [59]. #EF918H PSA. PSAD. Gleason 4%k 2 4858 75 (1) ISUP 73 2541, IrhyRd AR
IR T 3 BAHEAT 30 ) 23 AR B o |R T MV 0SB B B PR A 3 A ) b s SR e B A A
34 () FEAR LT G A BE(GGL £ PSA < 10 ng/mL #l< T2a)i) B4, AS J& iikiayr ik, tdiA
FH(GG1 £ PSA < 20 ng/mL < T2a, 5i GG2 ££ PSA < 10 ng/mL Hi< T2a £EAR MR A TR H.< 50%PFH P A%
SED I B R IR VR YT

4. EFhEENEBET

Hob TN 25 B W A A i R R, BV R E R . ESIBE v S A B R R .
HARI K Z BB H) SR H PSA [8]f% 3~6 1~ H, DRE [aIkE 6~12 A~ A, #AVEIEHS G 1~1.5 S FNRE 7 7% A% 8]
b 1~3 4E AT BRI 10] [11] [17]-[27]. 3E4Fk, ZEPAFIEHE T & 1~3 FF TR A MRS R mp-MRI
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K £5[34] [35] [36] [38] [39] [40] [41] [44] [45] [46].

BT RIS, ACTE S B W R T A B AR ORI YT, R BRI IR, PSA
B S R R . IR PR R 2 N MRI ) PI-RADS Al PRECISE ¥4 E BTt IGK T 2014
=771 . ¥4 MRI i J&(PI-RADS > 4 5 PRECISE > 4)5 Ei i 8 6 BH I BRIG IR T 2> 83 I, $27 figg st
JETTRE, T4 PSA B 71255 [ R 5 AT — 20 1 TG A S U 20 R0 LA - Tl it . 75 K 2 B 7 PSA 3))
71519 PSADT < 3 4E8k PSAV > 0.75/1 ng/mL/4E 88, PSAD > 0.3 ng/ml/cm? i I AF 53 3 J2 (1 B AR FE

5. INESRE

2 3 W DR E S R o v e A e AR AR A — AN BB B 2 SR A R AR VA VR T I R . i
PSA. DRE. /HHZKE . mp-MRI 55T Bl 28 g bk ik R A 00, IR HE 44 282 1 W sl AR TG 97
fIHREE, R m s A4S R . R mp-MRI [ PI-RADS #1 PRECISE 4y 3£ ¥ #l A 5 48 B 49 N\ g i
W TR —, (AFRA A S mp-MRI B Wi 58 . e, ek &4 DRE, [ PSA )
712 R I VT TE RS BT IR), 75 A0 A AR B S WL 3 sl W #6432 T TR B N AS AT B )
—#5r
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