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Artificial intelligence in multi-parameter magnetic resonance imaging of the prostate: application and prospect
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[ Abstract ]

imaging (mpMRI) as a non-invasive tool, can improve the detection, classification and volume quantification of prostate

Prostate cancer is one of the most common tumors in the world. Multi-parameter magnetic resonance

lesions. Machine learning is a branch of artificial intelligence (Al). It can quickly and accurately analyze mpMRI images, has
good consistency in identifying prostate lesions, and can strengthen the standardized management of prostate cancer. It has
become a tool for improving the diagnostic efficiency and accuracy of radiologists. This review summarizes the application of
Al in mpMRI of the prostate (mainly including prostate segmentation, lesion detection and segmentation, and lesion feature
description) and its development in the future.

[ Key words |  prostatic neoplasms; multi-parameter magnetic resonance imaging; machine learning; artificial
intelligence; neural network
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A5 AR (prostate cancer, PCa) J& &4 H 1
e FRE R A 395 TR AR P U o 2019 4F 56 R A
A5 Ph 2 0 5 [ ] 0 e B 92 BT ) 8586 46 W, PCa
R R a2 R B AR RS 2 2 . BB H
T IR AN 11 St 10 A R A4 36 BRI R R B 454 B4 e
A%, PCa RIFHREFFEL LIS . PCa FHIY—
A FEPR R = XM 22V I AR 22 R
AR AME T A, XAl g2 53 PCa 1L E12YT,
AT ARDLERER . TR BRI ERIT, 5l
BEFEEY . ETEZSHWARERAE (multi-

parameter magnetic resonance imaging, mpMRI )
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Xf PCa % e (1 PR TR, HC A B B 22 b vy 1
PCa £l . mpMRI 43#7 7] /b PCa f5t BE 12,
AT S I B4 g kA O . skt 28 ( RAE S5 0%
PE) Akt AR Ak

N T.# fig (artificial intelligence, Al) i i
X mpMRI EIE 1Y £ 48 53 B 5 VP Al #4711 51 i
AR R IN  RRIE SRR L R AR AL, HlAR s
( machine learning, ML) /& Al i—/~403Z, IREE
%% (deep learning, DL ) j& ML fyF4E, DL fifi#
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A DA BE T 5245 54 1 PCa I IKIZTR TR R . AL
ST ATFERTS R mpMRI 8% A 8, 9 K i
SR ARG IR B LB A A SR I, I
AT TR

1 mpMRI &%

HI 41 iR mpMRI K A o i 391 7 31 5 B RE A5
LA, MR R ARG, EH
T1 kL% ( T1-weighted imaging, TIWI) | T2 fil
1% ( T2-weighted imaging, T2WI ) F1— 2L 3 GE
JF 904 A% [ A 45 LY 1L R %L (apparent diffusion
coefficient map, ADC ) FIVRHUIMAULE ( diffusion-
weighted imaging, DWI ) FlZ%] 5 ( dynamic
contrast enhancement, DCE ) ] . DWI fl DCE J& &
MDA G F A . T2WI, DWI I DCE BtA K
PCa HAT B HORR SR . RS M "
W52 R, mpMRI %F PCa 2 W i) BH 1 350 1 7] 35
98% "' . mpMRI ) ) Bl BUAR AT 1 T 5000 37 1 7
YA R, AT TR AR A B A AR
mpMRI T 92 i JH T PCa (1 M . e o
37, WRERAMY] . 36yl s A e g o

mpMRIEA — 5 Ja BR . A R E] SR
EHARTPNL Y 22 R FBUG A 2 5, A
BT b R 22, F1152 mpMRI 5215 5 2] i 260 &}
FEOR, HAFTEWEEE I 22 5, TN FRHE i 1)
AR 2 TS i mpMRI R A s REOH . 1t
Hh, HEEHTHIIR RS AR RIS PCa #H{M,
YOS W E . 5 RAYERTFIIRIG A= 4E ( benign
prostatic hyperplasia, BPH) W5 5c I, BATIX 4L
oy 24, mpMRI kil PCa 11 22 £ 57 211 X 5+
BRI BRI, TSR ASG B A 2 . 5 EEA
PRAHOCHIIR R, i B AT . BEAT T sl g ) A
SEER T BESZ R BLAGACR, E N R &R AEA Y
P NS IR 2 X RS BR mpMRI 445 1S A

SN, PCaJAYT J5 MRl S kY e i 2 % o e
VIS, A TERTFI AR MR BCREE . BRI AS
FrufEfl, BRUNUAPRAEFH 2% %% ( European Society
of Urogenital Radiology, ESUR ) T 2012 4 JF &
T R AR A FVECE R S8 (prostate imaging
reporting and data system, PI-RADS ) 121 ESUR
5 5 [ U 24 £ 1 AdMeTech 224 23454, T 2015
AERAG T A PIRADS v2, T 2019 4F X & AT T

PI-RADS v2.1 "' fif A PI-RADS Jig A< #5 g &1 1%
SRAE R EMBSCRTE AL T 15 5. PI-RADS 424 11T
£ T2WI, DWI FIl DCE 84 51 bnife, &4
R 1~5 3 R RS PEA AR o, % IEA A BT
6 AR R TIPS i PCa A B

2 AISEfil: ML #1 DL

Al /& 3% ML A1 DL 9 ) LR i, DL /& ML
5. ALZFR BT TR Jemi i il &
55 EARFEESS R A SE UG, St i
YER REMF S, BT ALY K i sk T is
IERIEEE % 0y Aok e R 55

AL T ZEE . TR 1507,
1M ML e RE 7 EiCHE i AR 25 sh 25 b gk T35
Trike TEAEG g, THRAECEIE MR F1E R
B, SRIE A—XF— 1 =, 4t R m A ek
HERRUE T X R M A . 76 ML, HEEAL
BRI 2 E A, T2 ] 52
2558 ISR AR BRI T LR 2T, SR
Ja ARG RS 1, LUK A O S5
R B FARVCHC . FEIF AT 50 i BRI T ML T
P OB 1) o VB 2 ) K/, AT ML
BB A 2R, RIS . SO RS
A, DNA P, T #EBER S, ML A 2% AT f H %
SRR AL TN SR IF % A BB b 25
SRETI A FH ML 537k 19 B2 2 B AR A 5 8 il 3
B AT IR . B R,
R T S AR, LS H i, 7E
Y Zheaed A8 b S AN T R P e et P AL A S 15 i
IHBIE, BT R ¢ 5 il FH A B P Ail e 2 1)
PEBE. ML f5c LAY 2 Fp S Be 0= 40 1m1H,
TESrZEh, ML RO, SR 05 0 e B Hh A1 2
H25]; SCat bl sy, ML B, S8 Tl
B AR H U

DL 7£ 2010 4F ImageNet K HILAR A 52 11 51 35 3%
HIRE T AR R, PR Az B R B e, TE
Ze T S FEE A L EG BRI TAEIT &
SR DL TR I 2 BN 5 EARAE e %,
IR A, #E DL I 2R 2% > H g 2 REE, DL
TR R HVF Z 2R N, ST R #2 o0
2%, IKULST AT DL GRS DA T /NG i A58 4 P 2
BURRAE, I A V/rss I ie i 58 2k . RASAFAE 45 Fh
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DL KR Z5H, Hr B2 M (convolutional
neural network, CNN ) #IA R AEH 1 & 2= 4
IXEEH R SA H AR RiFdlds B s e Fi iy
fiE, X ERSATIPAL 5502

3 HISIBRS BIFNMEFR TG

AT 471 Ji 43 RN AR B PF Ak AT A K 2 3% PCa Al
BPH B # 1B, (HAZ R TEAHE AR, HHETH
SRR S E AN T80 A st Rk 7, 2 MEs
] 22 S # R B BR . 7 Rasch 25 7 BB o,
3 24U IR 2 TR A O A RS R R T
oy, 13 EIIRFR S BRI R FR 2 [] f HR y
0.95~1.08. HTT, HigARAPUE ¥ 2t 2 5
# (transrectal ultrasound, TRUS) fadr, A
BRA AR B ZERTSIIR CT 5 MRI K5 i34 1 ok
BRI . SRSl TRUS IR i h
W, ABAFFER B OISR ] 22 5, WA 55T MRI
PRI, H T O A& 22 AL R 51 A
PR, {ELIE 1 7 BRI A 15 A o i 270 i 1) -1 A
PRFFPIAS Fe Rl b T A B3 EAl T H S g viem
S TR H Bl R A ATS R BRI R T
HFEeR, AL A B mpMRI EUE R4 T
el #r, IR I & ) ML 858 1E # R 3R 51
[ NpUE

ML E 8 45 Fl 114 19 22 ALK T 5 80 iR 43
., Rundo %" 3 i TG Wi B 2 >0 ¥ B dl oy 4, A
FHASR C- 718 5 25 i ML J5 ¥ 78 mpMRI [ TIWI
FTT2WI A3 EIRGH R, %) 21 61 5E 1 PCa i % it
57 VP4l 15 H AYF 14 Dice 0 %00 0.91. Dice 43
BOBVTAG 2 8 EUR Z 1823 [0 38 AR ifEge T T4,
BEGEEH O (EES) ~1 (RLFES) ™,
Dice W434 0.91 2 BIZ 47 A REAZ LA = K B 4351 A1
fhTTET SRR AR, DL B2t bl 32 1 A TR g A
MR E . EFRE 2R E FE A LA B T
FEE28 901 2012 4EFTHIREESR 5 5% ( The
Prostate MR Image Segmentation, PROMISE12 ) #k
ERFEH, WA 100 4145 1 PROMISE12 BU45 411
Ko, 51K THFZRTX—FBUNHISE . Tian 252"
X 140 9] #2321 mpMRI T2WI 47 1 3T CNN 1Y)
MRI Fi %) B 73 %1 311 2, Dice 43 %% 4 0.85; Karimi
22 iy CNN 7E 49 3F mpMRI T2WI 974 B4R 42
IR, ety T8AED 58, Dice 4-80CH 0.88, X

2 W SE 34T T 85w 4 Dice P43, TEWTLAH FHA L
AT LSBT 50

4 BIFIRRFELEART. S BIFOGAFRITAY,

FT B0 R0 Kb B ARG 0 435 R0 A BB A T L
i PCa & 157 25, 1H H AT A X 2Ll #2584 H
SR A ST He 7ERT A AR &k A9 N TR I o 7
o, TR /N e ) R 0 Al 2Lk R PR . Steenbergen
SRR I R 12 Z G B2 R 6 S/
41, BN 1 AR 1 44 5O R
ERIMZH B, 20 5 PCa E 1 69 4 DAL A 66
M6 /NP2, X Uil PCa DA ALY 2
7E H E WO & W, Tis R kAT R T HELA
K Ah, AT B AR S RE, 050kt il R A
PRAE] AR, BaPIF A A, X2 AHIR Y
RIS BRRTEE N T A0 # 25 SR UE A T R, B0 A de
SR AR R 22 5 2 N T B A v S8
RUA I K A PRI /N T B (1 SO B2
10250 ML A R mpMRI &4 Hhisc 95 £k 19 4 AiF
ASi b o IV 6l 1707 DO E s wrax 11 7

TE TG Z B A r Rz i A, ML 2 gk TR
VR AE B R . Lay %5 FH 3 T BfHL AR MAE
U E ML B2 W0 ( computer-aided diagnosis,
CAD ) HARKMRETSI AR kL, LM T 224 £
B E 3 S MRILF 51 (T2WI, ADC Il DWI)
A 287 RGN 123 4% B AR IES> ( Gleason
score, GS) =6 4Rkl (GS=6 L /RIF 1A
SEPEVERE ), EBISE I AUC (—Fh ik 4y 2%
I 7, B 0~1) 9 0.93, XIAMIEFE
W ML AV AT LAk B s I PCa.

DL £ A A & 8% 0 H T 10 51 B kA . 5% 2=
W 4% ( residual network, ResNet) J& He 252 4 i1
A9 CNN, 7E 2015 A9 ImageNet FHL A b L) 7
FERIRAT T YR EG A ES . ResNet
BOHE SJRS Tk, I AT L i 2 TR
R R TR A 2R, L S 1) B 2 B Bk BR
F2, GEAR T P00 28 TR 3 TNy R () A BT G Il R
Xu Z'*! 12 JH ResNet £ T2WI, ADC HI DWI |-
DRTEREE, I T ok A JRE R AR RS S 4k
PEERI MR, SLai A 346 (5], ResNet £ {57
Jif 955 A 1 ROC #h £k AUC 4 0.97, 45 3 1 3k F
CNN Y DL FH i3 B kR =LA 558 e i3 ae
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R A B kA 2 W] LT ML SE R, (H
IS B Kk 1 5 Bl Ak 23 R BRUA S4TSR 58 4 fi
P, BT Z 58 RS IR AR R ZKR, JF
JEX WS AL A 2. BRI, 5= B AL Y A
0 W kb0 R ) 4 T, SR A e kb ) I
WEEAE Z [BIAFTE 3 22 5 o IO B Z AR ififk, )
A7 3 BF 5T 2R U AT 190 R k4050 Liu 250
PIBFFEA A T 11 4 PCa (855, i AR 5 /KAl R
Ffi#L3% ( fuzzy Markov random fields ) 45 T 0.62
[ty Dice 434, Kohl % ' /1] 152 15 PCa 4 1%L
PR, TGRS 1 U JEMZ% (U-shaped
network, U-Net) , 1% DL 53 %t fif 41 B 9 b 43 )
#3734 Dice 23504 0.41. Dai %5 3z FH &5 14 %l
K1) DL SRR — e X Bl AR 28 M 2% ( mask
region-based convolutional neural network, Mask-
RCNN) , J] 63 {3 & 2% i %4 4 #4711 2k, Dice
I3HCH 046, 3% 3 TBSE TR AR AR 1 A
[, Dai %5 {43515k [ I ARSI, Kohl 45!
1499 kb 0 B TR B BE 0 B3 B R 5E A, T Liu
245 DOV SR B R AT T IR B T A, st
FEAAK Y Dice 70 %R W H AT BN BEABR, A
G Bk 3 B AR BPAG D SR BA PR, fn R
TF T 2219 ML A AL 56 B 0 1A, s A 3R
A EHIE AR RS 48— bR

5 HISIBRRE SRR

H 2013 4E LI, 8Ok 8 2 10 /i 51 Bf s 722 Rk
FH mpMRI, H Tl B} 2= I FAILRS 43 28 hm 1k i) 22
S, TSN BRE AR () RAR B Z G —Mo T XS HTS
J# mpMRI i 17 5 4F . 5 A5 #fE 19 3F 4, PI-RADS
WO RS T 2012 R0, A Z U5 E B T PI-
RADS v1, PI-RADS v2 il PI-RADS v2.1 Il PR 55
FHYE, 48t PI-RADS T llm i) #k % 6455 1) 2 (8] 179
—BUE | TBCRRE B I ) 28 56 A K Xo) AR A R A s
[ 55334 PR A R AF BEA T AR AL AT AR
fff ML BCR — R B W 51 T3 0 J5 vk, BT DL
W HER I NP R U . PI-RADS v2 42
AN W) 68 e A AN [ 1) il 0 A A 4% A I35,
DWI 78152 4 h i ls P 12 Wi i JCHE P 91, 1 T2WI
FEL W RS AT HE B B BE A 51 Y . PI-RADS v2
E B T BB 1 3L R U 3% (magnetic resonance
spectroscopy, MRS ) FIZEH £ 5 (455 th 22 7747,

DCE J¥ AL AE AP il o BB AN feff 2 (PI-RADS
PR 34 ) B, RS AT AR B AN RE A
W5 454 DWIITAL P . Schimmoller %5 ¢ Fl Feng
2 37 i B 98 25 B PI-RADS v2 X1 51 B 85474 b
o8 B2 W HER I BT, T PI-RADS vl Zi2Wi4h &
M bR A (4 )7 . Tewes 25 (o BF oY F2 0, (i
FH PI-RADS v2 1—3 B¢ 5 T PI-RADS v1, JfH
PI-RADS v2 fPF4 B & UL ; PI-RADS v2 #ll
PI-RADS v1 127 PCa [HHERfPEA Y, {H PI-RADS v2
F PI-RADS v1 HIBS R/, SRR I RIS W S M
3k, PI-RADS v2.1 7£ PI-RADS v2 fi¥ 5 At | %49
AR . SEORE B AEAE T B e
ML 5.3 1] U358 PI-RADS P43 R G5 i1l R 7
FHZKRE, FFEH AT U Sz X6 A8 R 474325, Litjens
AN — AN I AL AR AR R X6 S D P Rl
HI| i A HE AT R AE I CAD 245, dhah A 107 1]
L LGS E T ML A U 3 BRI R 8 A X k-
i PI-RADS 1143 J&, &K AUC KF ML 4 /Y 43
¥ PI-RADS v1 45, Wang 25" I 4E 54 {5 i35
BEdE, W SZRE L (support vector machine,
SVM) % & 4/ T i 9 F B2 Ui PI-RADS v2
PE4M AL BE (AUC=0.95) . Song %" fifi Ff 195
] £ I E i, 3 T B JL AT A BRI 4% (visual
geometry group net, VGGNet) FJ DL & ki3 T
R FHE I PI-RADS v2 P43 URRE( AUC=0.94 )
Sanford % “* 4§ A 687 {4 f % JT % Y PI-RADS v2
A3 ATBERL, 78 mpMRI b X 43 % 19 kL 2R 47 PI-
RADS v2 745, SHUNFHE Z B W EEAR 5, 7
ORI R B R AE R RE ) oA WL B 3 25 RS
7 . Schelb 45 JH T2WI A 5 2L 4% 1% 1
251 U-Net 5291 T 5 PI-RADS TEAS AR HERE
ML BB T AT AR B R B Uik s AR 4k 1
SYHAN, BN AT R ARSI IR A 52
LR FIF 2017 4 % A i) PROSTATEx $k ik £ 41 42
IR THRRMEME ™ . PROSTATEx S0 45k 1A
344 IR, A Rk AR K HR 2= 1Y) GS. 1
XA IR B, Wang %5247 2 4~ CNN
FIRTFIER F 35, 155818 AUC 4 0.96, Mehrtash
2 l40) K T — > 3D CNN, L4 PCa (i AUC i5
0.80. Kwak %7 fii i { (A s 4250 17—
Fh SVM, 1% SVM AR T2WI 11 DWI S 4L /i 41 i
AR RN 244 BIEE, B 333 AN R
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146 A EPERG L, H SVM 5 ikdb A H e e a1 2k,
HAUC 35 0.89, LA b JC T RIS AR 28 AR B
RS R KRR AR BRI B S SOk, X
SERFF TSR IE T 3L GS Y DL 53032 3000 iy 51 B
AR IIRE D]

6 RREZFIE PCahHINA

SAZ A 27 0 2 HT ALFE HT 51 i mpMRI T2
Wi b N P AL RGR Ay, B4 S T ML RIE %5
AR AR i, SR AT CAD Ay G
HR . AR H F ARG B2 AR B T e
M ISR IO RCRAE, 38 FH ML 2 5 #5751l R
AR B P ALY, F2AR 2 24 HE PCa WP (19 . L35
FEEAGIN . SESS T . BN . Il PRI KT AL
PPAG4E. Fehr % JF & 1) CAD RGA FHBENLAR bR
2097 B N T2WI, ADC #1 b {5 4 2 000 s/mm’
) DWI 3 B s BRRRAE SR A PCa, 4551 B /R 1%
D7 KGN PCa i AUC 4 0.93, T SVM ks
MEER . Litiens % 2001 T 70 GIRTFIR 4 V18 %
ARAG I mpMRI B AR 245 AE, & B b {E ) DWI
J¥ %% PCa 5 BPH 1Y % 5| A 11 {6, DCE ¥4I %
31 PCa 5 Hif §1) iR 25 45 5 4 SiE AL BE T &, 1l ADC J&:
W7 950 PCa L 48 AR Sidhu 25 BF5E T
T AT 45 IR B 422 A, R IS AT 47 (14 e g % 1F
B R A R 2 2L S BRARRAIE 1Y T1 i Al ADC B 7 &1 1
JiE B . Sun 25 X 30 B R B 28 mpMRI 46 #5 f)
PCa (B & HEAT UM S04, FH T2WI SCHL T 25 4
mpMRI il PCa Z SR, X3 GS=4+3 735
GS<3+4 43, JF 5 MM mpMRI #4171 XF Fb.,
ok B3R B K B LA RS ( gray-level co-occurrence
matrix, GLCM ) 5K JE i FEH [ ( gray-level run-
length matrix, GLRLM ) 43 Jll il I mpMRI 5% &
ZH 27 AR X6 i g oo PR XU 55 90 47 22 19 AUC 4331
41 0.84 F10.82, —HE5E 1 AUC K 0.91 (95% CI
0.87~0.95) . Xu%:"™ JF & T — 4> 3 T mpMRI
(0 Tk S 20 2 B R, T PCa B 3 T A IR AN R0
(‘extraprostatic extension, EPE) [ A {ij #iill, 2%
R BRI T Il R AL ( AUC=0.865 ) ,
iR - AR 42245 5 54K (AUC=0.857, P=
0.644 ) MITRINALAEA 2, R4l 00 (K
AR A BIE T r E R R A KA
PEACISYT, WK AENG PRIV R 2 T 2 A 2 24 A

BTZ R
T R E

ML 7E PCa H (1) i IV REZEAS ILIARFR DA L
AR R AR FRAE . ML B33 B SRR B I PR . FH i
(ER D ON b A R S R S NG 267 e = |
A AR BSCHE K 1S 5 PCa 1Y I R4S 38, 55 Bl PR B2 U
TEAE GG . JBOIG ST 30 5 S 52 % J7 T g
TR AERA B F W A ML T2 0] DU b i 473
16 3t i XF PCa i 32 . Hu %) I Chen %Y
MRS HHARS . EmTE 245 . By R s
( prostate-specific antigen, PSA ) (5 R {AFLS
BAGHEATRI MRS A T, B2 T HEREY PCa
W, Bos T MLBURTE K W T BRiZiob,
ML i& Al 5 PCa AT T RS EGR i . iHRYT
FUH RS AR O THRAEH 25 ™,
ML 7] DX 2 A TR fb e i, 9l 1 x4
YEN BLRY RO, Al iR I 5 £ SRS . Nicolae
2605 3 3k 43 W R 4 1% VERL R A 3R T
X, ML T Aif 57 B R B T8RRI R e, 4
RRW ML RE % 56 IUHIURHE T7 B Y #R 73 T A
DL 0] DUREL G 9 ML 53k, R 12547 2
WA S R, IR AT T A8 BT
ARG W 5 % . Wong %57 Fil Cordon-Cardo %%
FEWFFEFRUSRCEE TIE UGS, PSA.| KRR ILFF AR
VI S50, T LASSOI i 8 AR D0 BR R I 19 52 1
L, Sl S GRS BB R RS 1R B ML U A2
RREST, I HERa T
ALTEHTS i MRT A AT T R RS, fE
B X0 AR TR HIEA T B 8 ) o B R S A AR R
T T8 35 I 270 M s %) i DR R, Ll 1) JRT 4R
Pz, ML ZERTH RS E ARG 07 TH B
BOUS T R gE e B G TS I 7 B B AN W 5
2, ML 7RG E RN | PAFR DAl R OE S 590 DKt
SIUTIIERf . BEE ML B AR, EF 2 J0BE ] b g
AR BHE IR TAR AR, — SO s BUR R T
YERT DL AT 58 B, 2R 100, ML A G B s R
[ U e 2R 5 2 A i DR R R, AL i JIC SRR 1% Ui
HYPRIERE ST, SE R E AT, EARRIBIE R
X RE I AR5 K o ML ZEAS[A] 803k P4k 2 2%
AR 1R, R AT DU #E m g g (n
mpMRI ) 5357 242 W s ik W) 53 A sl i g a8t 1% 2 1)



557 B, 4 N T RETE RS IR S B IR A% Hh (9 B M e 2R

° 813 -

ferdiee % By 5K 0 B £ A 52 2 9 B BOAR,
ML Al e A RN SE 2 H sib ) T B, Rt
FO TS IR mpMRI 5, SR i BT s R ik B g B
S5 . MLOETURFE R A A rg A, T LUBE& R
Bl - MR A A SO BEREAL, T AT
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