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Abstract

Prostate biopsy is the gold standard for the diagnosis of prostate cancer. In recent years, with the
rapid development of various new imaging technologies and puncture instruments, fusion punc-
ture has made great progress. The purpose of this paper is to describe different methods of pros-
tate fusion biopsy and analyze their advantages and disadvantages. This article reviews the progress
and clinical application of prostate fusion biopsy technique in recent years.
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1. 518

if 1 [l i (Prostate Cancer, PCa) & & 4 I3 PE i i WL I 2 —, I AFRAE A BRVE Bl Y R i 2
A& BEE AN DR AT AR SISO BRI L IR E PCa R F
SR LA, FE 70 2 LA RS YR PCa A3 B 5 I IR AETE R G ROw Ee AL, P E S B E 2 AR
FER{ERE[2]. 2016 FEF T A1 AR &R A 11.05/10 J3, AET-HA 4.75/10 Fi, 2000 fE& 2016 FF%
] i 27 i R 26 P 3R I K 7.1%, FETCZFIE K 4.6% [2]. FRERZHEE 28 PCa i, T4
BENBEIA, A5 T MR I Rtk PCa M RIS W KT R R oA iR T i3] H T2 W PCa 1
J7 A4 E i fa  (digital rectal examination, DRE), i 51 it 57 4 70 I (prostate specific antigen, PSA), £
LW 5 (transrectal ultrasound, TRUS)H12 Z 8L R 4% (multi-parameter magnetic resonance imaging,
mpMRI), {H PCa HI#2AT 75 B FI R 2 R AL[4]o  H T 0 2 AR o )& T G, el /e R R osb 22
B R AR m 2 W R — B R AR E S Tk, BEAE &P S A BB R S AR I B
T B BR G 2R BOARAS BUR R B4 R o A S ZERT U A 5K B 0% 15 270 i Rk 2 SR A 7 = 8 L i PR R FH
HATERIR
2. £F mpMRI HIRTFIBREE =) ZF 751

B 55 25 ol B ey 8 ) AR B B 2 AR (R R B, DA mp MR Bl ) fik & 2 R TEAE ol A8 K i 51 R 2
FEAE AR FIHE A #05 . mpMRI 2 H BT A2 T PCa IR FR, Katelaris Z5:[5]10F 7T & Bl mpMRI
2Kt PCa ] R % 85%~90%, 4557 1¥ )y 88%~100%. HHl, FET mpMRI IR 51 i a2 40 i 20 A 3
FAVUF L, B MRI-MRI @4 . mpMRI-TRUS K f:fl & . mpMRI-TRUS # 3 Wi il & FHASIEL 5

2.1. MRI-MRI @& : mpMRI XK 5| 5 TR RIZIBREE R ZF RIS

7E mpMRI B 45 5 N (8 F TC RIS R T B R B SR A o 1 2 1) 7 2 B 8 Sz v i o 1 3 R B
AINKE, B, IRI2 2K (6%~10%), RT LA R IR X TG I PR = SCHT 1 iR 8 (clinically insignificant
prostate cancer, CiPCa) {14 Hi %, $& 7 I PR SR B RS (clinically significant prostate cancer, CsPCa)[¥]
for th#:[6] [7]. Sadhna Z£[6]8F 7R W] mpMRI B 5] 5 N KIFE RS R N 12 A 6%~10%. {H/2 mpMRI
AR E T, T HARAEMEE. ESBIERE . BRI SRS HIER A &5t mpMRI S
5] SRR TORAELAORAIE, IR AE 731X Fh 28 AR AE NG R IZTT 32 B R BR 1 [8] -

2.2. mpMRI-TRUS ¥R &

MPMRI-TRUS % il -G 7] 28 502K mpMRI B HT #1 iR = AR 5 RS B s s [ Rl & 4
P, I AN E 4R KD 2% (Stepper) 75 HE 75 MG - 2B T SRR O FC R, I8 S K 3 1w 1) e
JERRh A, AT LUGHER A R nT S A g AT HE R A A S g RN [9] . LRIRCE F A B E A Predictive
Fusion® (BK). Urostation (Koelis)lL 52 UroNav (Philips), mpMRI-TRUS {4 fl &8 W S B = 7 %8 i 1)
HERE, T ELGT 2 SR R T PRS2 B8 ) B SRABUIG o AR R A i 22 11 T 1 I 0 LU0, 2 TR ] G
XA HAS W 203 R KPR [10] o 17 EL3AAF R 3 1) 2 0 5 20 M ) B SR 22 W T 470 R v S Ak R 7 B, 3
AT R ARl & 27 RULE I R B 2 2R KRR ). BFFUR I, B R Rl 8 1) 2 o W] DL B3R A AT
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ENL, HHTHESE. BE e FER RN, A e O 22 1 XU [11] .
2.3. mpMRI-TRUS #SAiEL &

MpMRI-TRUS i 5 A& & f5 il i i N A 2 W Rl A, mpMRI EHE 5 NS 2 814X
BEN P, I 22 AR ARk b (1 A SR8 AR R UL AT R 0 ) L T 2 e 25 KK T 1 i v S A
BT EALEES, KA B S mpMRI BURILACSE4x, 2 Ml R iR sl A RSk, mpMRI G #i 2 5
R MR SE T B, EE S 515 R X mpMRI EUE b TS89 HEAT 2 0 07 VEAH LU R AR R A B 2
(R AR R DA R N 7 AN B S VT SR S5 05 . Zhang Z5[12])WF AR M, W ARl & 22 Rl mT 2w b
f& PCa [ Hi 2, Xf PI-RADS ¥F-43 9 5 73 Fl1 4 43 fy s kLA H 2643 531 24 80.49%H1 65.62% . 74 1l mpMRI-TRUS
Hile 5P R 7 2 0 B A R R I [R) YIRS V2 4, X TE — B R LR T HIG AR R o

2.4. mpMRI-TRUS I\ HIRE&

YRI5 L ) R S AN I o R AT AR R, T R R R R LA T, 7E mpMRI RS R
R SEIR AL I B, LE IR B — AN BB R 58 A7, R A7 B A oy TRUS 513 28 JIlTE A I 1) 2 T SR g
HBEAT RO S R A R ) 22 ), e RS A [13] [14]. INAENRRS 2 RIFERT A, AR, BEASTE EAR ARk
FAEAE, AT LARI 58 R B A R R ARG o R T S R AR E AR, ARG R R . (H
FE DA R A 1 2 R 2 SR T A mp MR % K TRUS MG b o] S8 95 k(6 = 4 e A R 1A s R o
215 A0 s ek A AR /N B A T R B S T AT, e R A v 2 ) R R v R PR DL R A
IR [15].

RGN BoR, IR DR A ¥ ) 7 ) 7 O PCa K 6 30 B S8 22 R [16] [17] [18], 728 % I EE )i
A DA RE I 6 () R A L ) 2 o X

3. PSMA-PET/CT E#li_ EBIBIFIARZRIE

ILAER, BE% PSMA-PET/CT [k JEFIN I, PSMA-PET/CT iif% 32 Bk 2 (o6 . A8 iR 2
2l PSMA (1) 235 72 1E % 4 ) 1000 1% A L . % Ga-PSMA-PET 5 TRUS & 77725 mpMRI-TRUS §41%
A AEE, T PSMA XAE PCa 2 il ff 2, A H Z i — 32 m[19]. Lopci Z5[20]% 45 4
BEAE AT A ARE R BAPE . MR BAPE BN BB EAE A MRI 2 S 1 55 17 % Ga-PSMA-PET/CT #i#x, M
25 I FAAZ 2 BH PR AR (1 JR 5 7 PSMA-PET/TRUS filt 51 5 T HEAT I 41 Bk Rl A5 B 1) 28 )35 A, PCa A H 26
1k 44%. T FEMSE PCa S, W RFERE TR RNER S [21]. AR, X1 iE
tPSA 4~20 ng/ml, PSMA-PET/CT X} PCa J CsPCa [k tH #6495 T mpMRI, X§ T mpMRI £ 45 2 (1)
B, HHEE N PSMA-PET/CT Iflt#A[22]. T PSMA-PET/CT & & (A4S 75 9% F AR s R S Je IR &R
(52, %7 PSMA-PET/CT i 41 JI 27 il 3 A AH 5 04 1T B 1 I8 R A 78 A 2, H Bl i s Xt T
mMpMRI-TRUS 4[] 77 | 5 PSMA-PET/CT-TRUS # ] 28 il 9 F 77 =¥ BL#% LU 7t - 2 T PSMA-PET/CT
ER T, H AT &5 E HAHERE PSMA-PET/CT 1E il 51 iR % 1 BT 046 25, PSMA-PET/CT 5| &
Rl B ) B ITE IR PR DAV S, (EBE A A A 2 FH PRI, 1251 507 B R IIETE B AN

4. BIFIBRERIML A

WG N LR REAE LS 2 U R AN T A JE , BLats N mpMRI 515 F0 51 Ji 2 SR A v ke o i 41 i i
A B ) 2 R A SRS WLES AT DL ORI R TP S aF I BE M e, (] i 0l e 8 S8 38 1A T ) 3 9
Rl BE B TRURNATT s & AR AT 1 i 28 RS 5 VR 7 B8 7 1) o 10 51 2 AL s 2 o) BE B AR
A5 27 i) ok R SE RS 5 R4 [ 23] AU SR ZF IMLAS N 26 Biobot. Artemis. Trinity —Ff. Biobot 1] A

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2024.144996 118 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2024.144996

AR 1 B AR 1)K FE AR B SN A B AT IS LU 2 . Biobot 8 OUHE P 1) 5 AR AR SR ff i i A
B B 2R A A NTTBNR, BT B A — AR A 1 NATAUR P, AR RS B 2R AN
BV AT 58 ekl & 2 il . Artemis [RS8 75 BEAR B — @ (R4, DASR e il 27 0 A HERR 1% . Trinity $0A 28 BB
ERREHOR, PRI AMEETE 7 I 72 A SRR AR T AR kR IR, B Rk H bR i A i o B
K[24].

WAER, ol BE e JRAMRHA A BB T R T — kAT SR RIBL AR N, 35K 2 JL S A AT DAL 2 i iy
AT SR HERR 2R i R R AR R, DRUIEEHE EOA kL. FIR, RGGFRIN 12 ME
BI5)orAn, fEEW bR RER ST A I (ks 2, SRR e B B A RIE . A, HLER N EE IR E]
RGNS ARG ARz, FME RIS BT IR AL S8 e AR 28, B PR THAE, LR —
A2 0 55 R AT 58 B Rl 2 I [25]

5. INEERE

RIS REL & 2 A BOR — BAEED . LA ZRIX AT CsPCa ARG H 3w T R Gis A6, (HAZ H Al
B T 5 R A BEUR AR L f . AT A IR & RS AR SR (N AT R, BE#E PSMA-PET/CT,
PET/MRI 2 5 = RN R AR W AR B S 3 A 21 B 2 UL AS NIRRT 27 J e 5 2 300 ER A0 (E0KS 72 i PR
EA R AR, #L R R U R S5 R

&E 3k
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