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[ Abstract] Prostate specific membrane antigen (PSMA) PET imaging has been rapidly developed
in China, demonstrating significant value on the precise diagnosis, staging, localization of biochemical re-
currence, and guidance of treatment planning for prostate cancer. Based on the review of the literature, a to-
tal of 22 consensus opinions are formulated using the Delphi consensus process. These recommendations are
developed for the use of PSMA PET imaging in the initial diagnosis, staging, biochemical recurrence, and
radioligand therapy ( RLT) for prostate cancer. This consensus aims to standardize the use of PSMA PET in
the clinical diagnosis and treatment of prostate cancer in China, optimize clinical decision-making, thereby
promoting precise care and high-quality of life for patients.
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T 51 B 5 5 FEE BT )5 ( prostate specific membrane
antigen, PSMA) & Il TABSTLEE (1, 76 R0 Il
PSS b 3K P IE R AR AY 100~ 1000 £51
L PSMA 9 PET/CT 5 PET/MR AR, i 51 fi
FRBF IR T — R o TR W IR L K
Sl RE B Z2 T A B2 18 L 2086 PSMA PET
P TR 0 2 AR A S Rk ) R I s i
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i) BN IS TS B 0« S bR ) FER R
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R B2 T PSMA PET 864 MRI B S R
) 2R ER PR AT AR B0 — 2D | [FIEHs AN
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mpMRI BH M [ T % PSMA ( molecular imaging
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RADS 143 3 43 /)9 kL PSMA PET/CT F43 5 1
{8, 45 5 % B F-PSMA-1007 PET/CT fi # 1 3]
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Jii H. MRT 5| 5 22 G 76 K6 45 5 BA A =5 B 44 1) 17 B
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(National Comprehensive Cancer Network, NCCN) $§
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kARSI  FEPREARAC, B PSMA PET/MR 43441,
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(1) & & /T 5 B R % PSMA PET/CT &
mpMRI 857010, — T A 31 WifH 583k 2 431 4
BE LRI, PSMA PET/CT 864 mpMRI 2
WA e A A ML (78.7% F1 52.9% , P<0.001) Fil
F WAL (66.7%F1 51.0% , P=0.020) (1K) RALE
T mpMRI; HEA Tk EL 25 43 30 1 R 50 B R e S P R
F mpMRI(73.7%F1 38.9% , P<0.001;97.5% 71 82.6% ,
P<0.001) #l CT(73.2%#138.5% , P<0.001;97.8% Al
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(2) PSMA PET/MR 1 T 4+ #I i %, PSMA
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FRE SR 7 i A S R, (HEER 6)
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WAL RS IR, —THZS 22T g 6 Tl R I
Y53t 546 g, Skt 3k oA T ¥ Ga-PSMA-11 PET/
CT 5% Te"-W F 3 — [ 2 £ ( methylene diphospho-
nate, MDP) ‘& A2 Wi B 4 % 0 IG PR ; 25 2R
R®Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT i2 Wi #4575 R A5 Flkse =
PE539 R 98% F1 97% , 1ii” Te™ -MDP & 1% 1) R A
FEFEE SR H 83% F1 68% , Ga-PSMA-11 PET/
CT 74 I HiT 51 B B e #% 5 T B A S s 2 i
H (MR 7.8)

(4) PSMA PET/CT #§ 3R Y7 LK, Hofman
LR RTIEEIG R 8 £ W], PSMA PET 148078
T 28% B EIRIT R, Hh 14% B E R E ML TF
ARHGE B BB IT 7 2 IR B PR IG I7 7 1) i 5,
PEIRIT SR GMEIRTT . RIS IRIE SE GRS BT R R
PRSI RN 2 5688 2Z [ i v [BDIR S ) X 3 2 B 9 kb
FEUR 900 AT 48 385 2 2 I DR a8 | A A= A7 3, — 0
HIREPERF 9T & B0, Ga-PSMA PET/CT A B T7E4)
YOI S0 I S % B b 3% B H e T
1RIT 7 %, PSMA PET 18 5 T # B 4k 19 2 10 3R
Iy BT EIN AL TR, S g
Ges G A A 1, PSMA PET/CT 7EI2 HiI 5 IR i
SRE R ELAL R S (R 9.10)

3R R B BeRin g B ke A2 e, BN
WA PR 2= U2 K w9 B 1 A AR B2 % e SO - i 1)
FEAIAARSG PSA K81 0.2 pe/L, SR IAME T
(MERBEEEWERIGIT) 5, PSA BURAL A FIHE
i 2 pe/L TR R B RN B E K
BB AL F B XA YT R e G BOCE L, K
WM A G AR Qs WAR W/ B CT e JC i
RAAE Bkt mAEE R R . M2 T, PSMA
PET 7EA[A] PSA ZKFR B E h I B E8E TE R
ok AOAGE H S  RRCH 0l PR 2 DI 23 51 A G A Ak
SR B A 7 ik — TR X R T
AT R Y PSMA PET 7E4E L E & &1L
7 B A2

5EREREZ AR, E FDG 5 FDG/PSMA PET
W BAZBET 12 N T RS A i W, fE— Lt
LT, FDG PET %} PSMA PET 2 W /i 51 fi o 58 &
S ELA B S, — 0T X r AR B4 [ B A 5T
B, X T Gleason W43 =8 43 Fll PSA>2.3 pg/L H.
PSMA PET YRR 83, #E—20 FDG PET £ GEf
BERE,

BEER 11 XA AR R G A 2 R B
F I PSMA PET/CT & & Kkt

EEEL 12, 6405 B IR 5 Bk 7 kR
F AREEIR A K&, Y PSMA PET/MR E0i 8 &
okt

EFERR 13 XHTFRIE R A 5 R R B E &
FRERY 4 PSA 1542 T, 85 PSMA PET/CT
i BhiZ W,

HEERL 14 X 05 R0 R & B 4 PSMA
PET/CT R IMERER | WU I E 7R TT

EERR 15 WP E AT ERGIATT
V1) B TG 1) 00 5, PSA 5 4E [T, #1 PSMA
PET/CT $i Bz Wi,

EFEER 16 X511 M i G 5 Ak 2 kiR
G T B REIRYY , # PSMA PET/CT 18 %34

(1) PSMA PET iZ2WirEAb S A B Beri s Btsie ikt
L, X TRIAHERTSI RIS PSA & T 0.2 pe/L
MR HEFEIEAT PSMA PET f2#™" , JEFrhEA
B [0 JB 1 97 2% 7R, Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT 7E Hij
FIRREARIA ARG A0 & B TP BT B A
2 HKH R PSA KSR, 0.2 pg/L <
PSA<0.5 ng/L.0.5 wg/L<PSA<1.0 pg/L 1.0 pg/L<
PSA<1.5 pg/L . PSA = 1.5 pg/L 4 FHHES ) 5843 51
9 49.12% .67.24% 93.75% 95.12%"* . %t T J§ifis
AL Kkt — I HTREYE 2 PO IR R G B R, % Ga-
PSMA PET 5 mpMRI B5 12 W7 Rl g &2 % 1 BH A
R Tl PET 8 mpMRI, Wi B G 7E12 WA &2
Ikt T EAT WA A (EERIL 11~13)

(2) PSMA PET TE2Wir b8 R Bkt iy
Wil SE5EREHTS AR I AR T X HE L AR SE 1817
FlECT WF 5T ( Observation vs Stereotactic Ablative Ra-
diation for Oligometastatic Prostate Cancer, ORIOLE)
Ilf PRI ( NCT02680587 ) E 5%, PSMA PET 15 F:#Y
YT RE R S 5L B M Wi A AR R RRE 1 e R AR AT
#1707 PSMA PET/CT Kt 45 5ak n] F T8 Sk
SEHT ARG ZWHE, P o, PSMA PET 458
SRR A E R Rk 14 R E R
ZHREW LS E HE T34 20 A H kB 5w ek 4
BT [, PSMA PET/CT A6 2 45 % il s
ST e BA 1R 5 L, LOCATE I R
4% (NCT02680041) UIF2E , PSMA PET #6 2% fE 52 Wi i
JTOR A48 16 OO DX gk e e Tl Y (R
Bl 14~16)

4. PSMA PET 455" Lu-PSMA J&J7. [ PSMA
RLT B SCIRYT et 2 SRt i 1) g 1) — 4%
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TRITEERE . W T2 SRS T A R 52 (AR RH I
YEIT IS TR 1Y R, 2023 4F NCCN 5 B Lu-
PSMA-617 I 78R 1 Jfid 2™ | 1Ak LA
i AN R 7R 90 & J v PSMA 3634 1 25 [i] 5+
JECPE R ) S B PE | i PSMA PET 75 —Fh AR A
PERAAR 2271, RERS I W4 B Rip 5 s 14 PSMA
FIRTEMI | B kR SUV 5" Lu-PSMA RLT %
W LA AR

ERRL 170050 8 # REIRIT 5 it
Ji& 3% PSMA PET/CT #E47F43

EEE W 18; | s B & 4T PSMA RLT
i, 3% PSMA PET/CT A5 T 471

HEE L 19 1005 M B & SU4T PSMA RLT
A, #2934~ H P PSMA PET/CT #fi 2 iR 77 114 .

EEE W 20; A7 g B W4T PSMA RLT
fF, PSMA PET/CT #FAf AT RAR HAS R 2E 7 PSMA I
%,

HEFER L 21 1005 M B # U417 PSMA RLT
i, 29 PSMA PET/CT #4797 50T .

HEFREL 22 A5 B 1T PSMA RLT i,
AIRA PSA FIEET PSMA AR A7 RGPS R (re-
sponse evaluation criteria in PSMA imaging, RECIP) 1.0
WARITRL

(1) PSMA PET/CT 0] H ¥ i 5 9 R G iR )7
JE PR, 185 Lu-PSMA 3557 . Lu-PSMA
IRIT X FRIE PSMA [ HT 41 i 9 s kA 85, DRI L AE 2F
7 RLT Rijfdi FH® Ga/ " F-PSMA PET -1 9% PSMA
MR O, LA 6 5 3252 PSMA RLT B35,
#7 PSMA PET %A%, i kk SUV R sk ek k6, n]
AEF M) PSMA Rk T Stk | 28 4 X PSMA
RLT 8% JoRn . A EHEIG A 56 ( VISION ) %
AU ARk PSMA $EHUE & T AR b B g A
PRAE S (AR RS AN AR AR R R A7
2R NIE® Ga-PSMA-11 PET/CT % 5 JJEHE £
A5 AT R RF IE 4 15 PR A, {2 F-PSMA-1007
465 5 B Ao EHESME (4 S A% 500 0 AS 3 FH e 3
W S B (VA A, IR ERE IR b v 1 Sk i 3% RLT A&
BHISHREY Y (RN 17~20)

(2) PSMA PET J7PRCVFAt bRl AR F i 1]
BRI e e 1 X M R 3897 R B e
B BRAALPERE AN, i id PSMA PET SUV 2Bt PSMA
Feik w4 B i PSMA BEHUATR 2 AT 4 BhiR
I RLT M 1) (g ke R 3 — 301 22 v [l st
PERFFEXT L T PSMA PET S ok PEA, ok B AY SR

JEITSL PET iEMdnifE (PET response criteria in solid
tumors, PERCIST) | SZ A8 J7 00T M #5 7E (response
evaluation criteria in solid tumors, RECIST) 1.1 &
RECIP 1.0 Z£3LF PSMA PET/CT A W34 YT SR
PR, S5 5 R ARAL T HoAl bR v, RECIP 1.0 724 W
RO THEAS T A ] B M R UG ERR L
—TEEAE AT IR | B — BTN ik T BB A LA
AT I WA 8 1wy 14 8 TR PSA il RECIP
L0 SR3| THRAEMBUS A . (R 21 .22)
PSMA PET W82 Wi 1) s BAT 2 R AU
i RESEE PR T RIS I W R HERR T, S RS AR
S R IR YT A BRI R AR o AR IR ZH 4N
KB L LG SCHR & Delphi 325, S8 1 22 38 = /i 51 AR
RELAT 2 HUHE AR PSMA PET 2 B 30K 64
HI2YT H G B30 (AR R . AR BT i =
SRE WA PR S, = I 4 Ak G T Anar e i R b b
JH PSMA PET (52 k4E 5, [R B AT VSR i i i b 7k
I AT (%) T2 22 DT 4 S i 91 s b MR T
IR T
FEEMIE AR S ORI 25 vh 28
REESERS(RBRSFHRFE)  PRIEK (V5 BRI B
RRBE2ERL) s T UL (PR 2 5 5 PR R 4 k) i) s & — 1
(S BRERE AL B B B2 2 ) 5 BOR9 (b v 22 R 27 = 2 B )
JRA B BeR R 2ERY ) s 8 7 (I SRk B b st R B 2 Bt
TUUMRIEE BEAZ B 2R ) § 22 IR (A bRl K2 (8] T 12 2% B WY IR B il
BEBEAZ B 2L ) 5 2R (DU 1 R 2 A V8 R B % B 2 ) s A i (R
2R BE AR BE 2 e b s bR I e % S 4 RL ) s R A (
T35 KA B2 B MR A S B R 25 R ) s VE R (28 B2 (R K 2E 5
— M) B B AL R ) s A (AU T R IR I B = ) ) 5 sk 2
(ARl A ) 5 I 2 B B P 0 B B A% =2 )
SIEEE R XA (1A A 2 e M R A B IS e A R 25 )
PUE VAL (I 5038 A I 2 e B {0 B B A% B2 24 R ) 5 SR
( LIGZEE KA B B MR AT B B A% BE 2R ) 5 25 T i ( U )1] KA
VHEE BB 2R ) s BB (L3I A R4 Bt MR A U BE BE i bR
TR PNEE (U)K 2T R e P G B Py ) s 25T 3 (T
NI 24678 B2 B A% B2 4R
HIARSERE(GRBRBFTHRFE )  FRECE (R 5 0 B2 B W
DREL) 5 FAR (11 58 38 K 2 IR 2 B B I A 0 1 B WS DR A} ) 5 B /NS
(PR SGE R — B E B 2R ) A (U R 5 — BB
WEEEZERL)  BEoR (R BRI K R B R AR ) 5 STER S (/s Tl
H—BEBEWIREY) s B (S ERE R —WE E R EER) ;=
WA (AP RhEE K 2 T B I 2 Bt B R 5 B A% B 24 RV ) 5 25 T3l
(PN RAEAEVE BEBEAZ BE 2R ) 50 B 5 (L ¥ 3838 R R 4 B [ IR
(PR EBEAZ AR ) 5 X (2 R BE B 3 — s 2 P A% R 2
) 78 G (11 A8 38 K I A i I T A 0 1 B W PR B ) 5 SR A
(B2 BRER e B2 B A% B2 2L ) 5 B AR (DU 1R 24 AR 1 I e % =
SR S TER (B R ERFE — R E B E R ) ; T (Rl
H—BEBEEFR) s TRHCE B R B B R s T (h
TEFWRE = B BE i PRAME} ) 5 5 5 B (A A2 A B e 36 — B2 b A%
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