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WE: Gleason PPy T RIS s KB PEAL . 1A YT PSR 7 RS WA LN, 00 HTS 10 I 2 A 5 MR
IR YIBR AR (radical prostatectomy, RP) JE¥HELM Gleason PEAr ¥ AFAE 22 5%, H EERINIES T, X
JEEE RS I PR OSSP o A Sl BT AR [ A AMASESCRR, X RP S Gleason P43 THRARSC N 2 1y AIF
T RAE—LRR, B R B B SR HE A KU PEAS e (R MARKIRYY T R, A UH B TR, $mAEAE

Fite .
KR AR FHNERL; Gleason 4y
hE %S R737.25 XEERIREG: A

GLOBOCAN 2020 #4fs W.7n , 4 BR AT 5 i
(prostate cancer, PCa) 9 % J& 5 P % 1 b g 56
207, JRIERIEE SO, SRRGE R AL, FRE
HI A R R R AL, (R AFE R B 3 B #. T
A7) Ji 2 R A 2 E I E— R 18 SR IBCHT 8] g 0 1215
SO RAS I B, 2 o B4R I 1Y) Gleason PF- 43
XoF T AU DA L YA T DR SR R B S A A
HEME Lo W T B SRR MR S B
PR 22 4 B, I DR i 91 i 2 R T A 5 AR IR PR AT
IRV BR A3 B Gleason WE A H A E 22 5%, HE
BRIV TR . XALEE MR 1 i20R RS 1L+,
H Gleason PF- 43 FH 2 5 MR TERT S IR PIBR AR (radi—
cal prostatectomy, RP) J5 FARYIZMHME. A
B BRI EE RSN RIS H O, 2R3l i
AR AR OGSk, X AR A R A R U) bR R S
Gleason P43 FHAH G K 2R M BIF9E M A — 2534 .

1 F£#. IKKREIEH (body mass index, BMI) 3t
Gleason -5 F B 7 M

FESMFFE R, AR IR ARG B Glea—
son WA TR F B LR 2 . WANG % 17 411
IRBFFEILA A 48 590 il i 51) Ji i 58 35 1 25 2 23 Hr
N, AR RP G Gleason P43 FF 1) 4 Sz 30 PR 28
(OR=1.04, 95%CI 1.03~1.05, P<0.01), Hp4 i
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B 1%, TR RGN 4%, X 5 PR 4 E A1
W, EATEENE, BNZSER" VER, Fid
HARJG Gleason V43 FH R I ARG, XAl HE S9N
AFEA A SRR KRG BUAS R AR G o e ifs A Ao
K, ZSHREIARNE (multiparameter magnet—
ic resonance imaging, mpMRI) 5|5~ &G A H
T 252 ST G A T R A 0 184 4 R T 2R 386 in 22 )
MR, BRAEMESY i i B AR 8 % Gleason W43 T+
FISZI, ] fEJE i T MRLATEHY A2 W7 B2 #0430 2
N T i 2 2 80 A JHE 2 T 20 i A S s L A 5 o
JER SRR, AR S RP /5 1Y Gleason
WA THRAT K, HESF Y5 b g3, MEE B E &
Gleason P73 FH Y KUK J2 AR ML 1Y 2.6 F . X158
LR EN], BMI>28 kg/m il E A Gleason -
DILR ML RN R (OR=2.54, 95%CI 1.15~
5.62, P=0.021). £#& W\, FL/HIEFR . BMI
BRI, AT DA s B ool A XURS: 43 )22, JF B BT
B gt B A AR YT OROR I B

2 IGERIEFREXT Gleason iE4 F R BB

2.1 W7 %A 4F F M4 R (prostate specific antigen,
PSA). #7]4R 4 (prostate volume, PV). 777
B4 S+ 408 % & (prostate specific antigen density,
PSAD) . #7 %) M fE B 45 4L (prostate health index,
PHD  PSA. PSADJEHIZIIRETG A . BWr . #
DGR R B R TS B S B e bR, — IS 2E i
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LW, PSAKFIE Gleason P43 T2 i ik 37 ]
K, #Bmi PSAAKT- SR EHIC, &F
R BN, PSA RGN LA, TR $E
2% KIM "R BUA/ING PV L B KA b 98 7R B2
Gleason P4 FH Ak BN 2, 10 RP Ji5 g (R FR
1534 Gleason W7 TR A IC, X $ 7 i A=
Yy2F R Z AR 2278 Gleason PR FH R H AR A 45 T
YEFR, /N AR T T R 1) 6 6 T 8 HLAG TR 1Y
1228k, SIMZE"L B PSAD=0.26 ng/ (ml-cm’),
PSA=7.63 ng/ml, PV=<25.1 cm’& Gleason 43 Ft
Ry WK R, ROCHIZ T (area under the
curve, AUC) 43324 0.765, 0.721, 0.639, ZEROC
£ i b b, PSAD % PV A SE4F 19 T Gleason
PR TSR, ZRAGITEE X (P=0.05). &
M [ P9 8 2 B 58 02 SR BEIE 52 PSA R (1)
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G B 5 M B E R S 4 4K 2 (isoform[—2]prostate
specific antigen, p2PSA) J& PSA AY Hj K (pros—
tate precursor of specific antigen, proPSA) M /E
B, i p2PSA £ E AR B HAT A 4545 PHIL, NO—
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Gleason ¥ 43 F+ 4 1% B 53 F0 [H 7 (AUC=64.8 wvs
AUC=57.4, P<0.05), PHI{E# ", Gleason it 4y
FhF i AR R = . KIM S oE 45 SR KB, PHI=
55 (OR=3.64, 95%CI 1.05~12.68, P=0.042) J&
Gleason W4 FH sk ~r I K 3R . D358, PHIZKF
XoF I i A0 e 1) 2 2 M RN AR I 14 1 IR VTR R I
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12N Ny 2 P IR ik #4294 i 38
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phocyte ratio, NLR) 5% & (45 41 i Ji 28 6 45
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phil to lymphocyte ratio, ELR) J& Gleason #¥4FF
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6.28, P=0.024); SARGFRAMIL, Fla w5
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[

3.2 FRl4HE. TRl AR T R A AT 5
o, MamarkE (WEaak). FRKE H
T A P2 R 2 AT B0 R A e e, 2R
% 2E ) AT AT LA 4R R RP S Gleason 3 43 — 2
PE, BEARTE S Th o i U 5 Rl AR R ], 25
PP BT 08 28 I FR PR ST 80 73 leioR , Gleason PF41
Tt AR K™, SEISEN %% MR 6. 12
F 21 £ 50 R 2 G KL, RPJE Gleason P43 T2k
AR 71.3% . 50.1%F148.7% , 45 F F W] o >
12 £ J2& Gleason ¥V 43 F+ L Wy 57 AR 4 I & (OR=
0.696, 95%CI0.49~0.99, P=0.041); k4, 4
i UK B >5 mm & Gleason W43 TH4% fie 58 &
K (OR=2.938, 95%CI 2.17~3.98, P<0.001),
SONG S 25 R WoR , 28l PHME AT 8>2 Ko K
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MM ER N ZE, KEEIM 1 mm, Gleason 43T
2% KUK B A 89.9% (OR=0.10, 95%CI 0.01~0.99,
P=0.049), BT (175 K K B 23 B AR R AE R 1 B
P, PR RS S HERR ) Gleason P43 o

4 FIAEREMEFMEIEZRS (prostate imaging
reporting and data system, PI-RADS) Xt Gleason
W TR H 200
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FERE EI, PI-RADS P4 1~3 40 3% 157 fi] |
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YN 322 1 i 51 5 R AT 20T, PI-RADS 3
A R S T MRIFH# X Gleason 343 F 2% 1) Tt il
A J1 (OR=0.014, 95% CI0.006~0.034, P=0.001).
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