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ASEE2x B Gleason W70 TR A G FHAEAEAS KOG RG 0 , JX PIARAS R BEAR 55 A8 LTS AHOC , JUHJEA S B A= 1k
S0 TSGR R fE P B B T MR YT O7 58, MUBEAR Je AN RO LR A=, 3 e B AR AP Bl . 0CERIR T ARG
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Influencing factors of the upgrading of Gleason score and adverse pathological features of positive

incisal margin after radical prostatectomy
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Abstract: Radical prostatectomy is a common clinical treatment for localized prostate cancer. Surgical pathology is

an important basis for follow-up treatment. However, the surgical pathology can present with adverse pathologic features,
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including the upgrading of Gleason score and positive incisal margins, both of which are related to poor prognosis, especially

postoperative biochemical recurrence. Understanding the relevant high-risk factors can help to provide optimal individualized

treatment, avoid the occurrence of postoperative adverse pathology and improve the quality of life of patients. This paper

reviews the influencing factor of the upgrading of Gleason score and adverse pathological features of positive incisal margin

after radical prostatectomy.

Key words: prostatic neoplasms; radical prostatectomy; Gleason score; positive incisal margins

P 2020 4E Globocan Fi 1", 4B Aif 51) i
(prostate cancer, PCa) R liT 140 Ji i, FET-24 37.5
Jifl, PCa E AR 2020 AF LS 2 4 L
Je o BEAE TS IR S EPUR (prostate specific antigen,
PSA) G AGR A HR LI, BRI Z 1) Jm BRI PCa
HBHizWr, X FRBEYEPCa, #IatERTSI IR DIBRF AR
(radical prostatectomy, RP) f&Ilffi K # ATk, RP
A Je iR FEE H PR Gleason #F43 (Gleason score, GS) Ft
HA)Z FHPE (positive surgical margins, PSM) 25 A8 [
WERSEJRy. BRAEREESETT R, RP ARJS 30%~50% &
#HHFLGS FHE®, 14%~23% B PSMY, Xl
AN ELRELER 5 BRE IAN RBUS AR, R R S ARG
H:Ak & % (biochemical recurrence, BCR) AH5¢. HEHRAAY
ARFTPEAL 242 5 8355 O FTRDE IR Y7 SRR A 2T
B, FEALHE— MG RAFAE . BT8R 2E TS A AR | g
et AT AR RG22 . RIHYH SRS T AN
HUHH LGS THF S PSM S5 AN B B AR SC 3R, AR
X E AN SCIRYE—273R .

1 —RRiERHFAE

1.1 A%k

PCa 1) 4 % HAT B S R A 25 520 2020
4F Globocan e it!" - FIE P, JLERFIPERK , hi# kb
T IR AT >4 | JESE MR IEPCa i R i iy
SN FNAG AR 95 R AR AR , v 55 [ R0 im0 L v b IX 1)
N MR R Bk i o Jalloh 45 Xt 9 304 H AR
[Fl % PCa 8 RP RJGHEEGL T/ T B, Fhi S
PSM KA R Z AL CHK  AE PN 2= APSM & AE %
A AR R T, AN [N (] GS TH ) e/ 25 5
P 3 AT RE S 48l ] L R 24 22 A 56, e alt — DA
SR AR B B | O LA (R PCa KUK
o ANERAC S 2 A5 B R v A ROTE A5 1 X = [
PCa FFAFS B R 1 GE T ST o
1.2 S

PCa if & THAHE, Wi E 25 ik A%
WAL, AR XA RS20 . Gershman 25
XF U AR Gleason PE43 6 70, KA >70 % H

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

H GS FFHA: b <50 % 3 R 6.25 fiF. Vellekoop
U R IAR R >60 % )& GS TH Sk AR 43 1
FE9% )k 5z 5 25 G 100 R 2R (OR=1.28~1.67) -

Herlemann 26 " % FUAE#S =75 & 2 GS FF 1 ~T
fGk R & (OR=1.90), =75 % ¥ GS JH 94 <70 ¥
HBH R R (46.6% vs 27.9% ), JoH R mR S
# Gleason PF43R 6 43 B 2 AU BH S 42 5o TR)AE

Herlemann 25" R k=75 % BE <70 F BEH
R 5 1B PSM (40.3% vs 26.7%) . % T ZE il Gleason
WA 6 43 H st PCa B35, 3220 Wil sl Wl 28 4 13 5
PR OT DLk Gt BE VAT o SR s AFE S 2 BT
VRS R B RM, HBLGS THEAIPSM XU
SR, o B A AT LS 4 SO T TN A
BA Y i PCa JH HEAT 30 A5 7%

1.3 H4kJRZ 454 (body mass index, BMI)

i 2 A 3 i v, RIS AR LU A5 ) 4, iy
561 BMI X PCa AYSZIR ., Vora %5 U F 55 & BR
R BMI J&GS AT fa e I 2 (OR=1.036),
BMI A4 1 B0, GS FRRRS R 3.6%. XIJH
25 050 FH BMI>28 kg/m” S GS TH4 iy <7 5 6 [H

(OR=2.66) , JTPSM 5BMI By AT A 4,
Castle 25" % BUIEEZH PSM & A IXUR: I N JhE 4 114
2.02 5. Patel 25" & IBMI &R J5PSM [l ~7 Fiiil
% (OR=1.044) ., NEPE A G AR E AR 228 | 2%
AR R 2 P9 5 1) 3 7 TR I AEAE S0, 3 R e ff
T AREAE AP P 0 A A B 25 BMI
Hahn, PSM &R 2 TR . SRR, Wiltz 20
5T IER G0 AR R E A ALY
PSM KA Jg (4351 17%. 17% F1 22%) o AERES
PR HERCR KT BEAR DG, Tl B A1 S2 R S 5 sl
e REPCa L

1.4 W AR E

2 AR AR B N R B AY 52 e B A P Ik
Newton 2517 % FH/IN Fi 41 Ji J2 5 20 S0 ek o 114y B 2 0
K& (OR=0.94), JF5EEAIMZIL . PSM FHOC, HET
ZFRPR PGS <6 M BIRFFE 45 R, Qin 25" LB FT S R
<3243 mL 5K GS JHiE £ =8 /5 PIH %,
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Seisen %5 & B A4 AL >40 mL 5 GS FH L
FH: (OR=0.66) . [AIFE, Seisen 25" % PR 41 i i
>50 g /&GS FFAA S R4 I 2 (OR=0.656) . TiijF1l
PRSI 1 VT 0 2R 2 (R ol A MK R A1 L 1R 281
S8R ARG A PR e & A At R, S 30GS FHEURUES 3 i
WA/ DRI AR RTE IR/ i R i fl /5
B, Ngo %5 WXt HLPCa FHEL AT, T2 K LA 434
B, & IAAE T e 433/ IMAFR T 51 R 55 i i A
JIE Z [AFAEIR 28, 7ET2 B LA B4 op ik = SRk

Petel 25 1 38 A 51 IR AR L 5 PSM i 35 A1 56
(OR=0.976), HiZ BB il B AR 5 PSM % 24
. Link 2820 43047 T 1 847 G115, RS
Ji <30 g 2 & PSM XU BH I = T i i >70 g 41
(34.8% vs 21.2%) . Yang %52 % P11 R4 AR /MA
FUZPSM [yl s7 fa 5 [ 25 (OR=0.572), Hiig R4
<30 mL B PSM &A% JE>60 mL Y 10 £, HiI5
PR AR BRSNS 7 e AR LK, AR B 43 0
15 R A 5 I IPSM,

{EAF— 4RSS, RIS AR R IR R sh A8 1k,
I 71 348 A R e 2 2 B A7 45 AN AH ], LA AN T R IX
RB PCa 2 W EA EEZ/EH . Porcaro 5™ 2 Hi iy
B PR AR FH 45 %% ( Prostate volume index, PVI), & XK
TR B AT PR S A1 R IR AR OB . AT ] R BLPVI
5 PCa FF AR | e £ i 2 Sk 56 . PV AT RAEN
— XU T, B A R I 2 R A S 8 R
Tk
1.5 PSA #PSAD

1 51 i 5 53 PE P s (prostate specific antigen,
PSA) Z&¥iif PCa (WEHZEA YR EY), 5EMRE K&
TG AHC, HAT A H8 bR 5 R S PR IR 2 7 (PSA
density, PSAD) W) 32 i F Filfi K. Seisen 25" % Fi
PSA>15 pg/L &GS FH T ks [ % (OR=2.635)
LAY, Vellekoop %57 & IPSAD>0.15 ng/ (mL-cm’)
AIEN GS FH kI A B T+ 14 5 A ST S G
A% (OR=1.50) , Kang %™ K I AFTPSA &PSM
7 T R 25 (OR=1.03) . Patel 25 & B AT PSA
>10 pg/L & PSM XU J& <4 ng/L HEH 3.8 1%,
Yang 5% K BIPSA>20 pg/L ZHPSM kA% 38.1%,
W .75 T PSA<10 pg/L 41 HIPSA 10~20 pg/L 4 (435
H 25.6% 1 27.3%) o PSA JKF-T+ i BB R H1 I 1 Kz
Y EBEIEIR , U6 I SR 28 i, X2 25 B IR
58, 25 5 FEPSM KA o BE PSA IR AR E IR BAR
BRI K Gleason P44, LGS TR Tt = o
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T SCHE B AT A AR A /NSO RO ERAF DG . X/ IMACRR
HIGIRRT S , AE R PSA (HARRI N S PSAD, X 1T
AL B = B R v RE . S ULIRIR, m S AR A
FUE K 5PSA Fhmyals T Z R PR RAR G, ffi15
HH2WoIRIAYT .
1.6 KIEFRAF

HRP R 20 R - 9K A0 LU (NLR ) & — 1
T4 B G N AR AR B, RINLR SR 5K
FIMIETE N ZFEPEMRE A RIS R % . Ozsoy
4 PINLR=3 5 RP ARJ5 Gleason P43 TH4¢ i 2 4H &
(OR=1.39), [F] i 1x 35 H % T 25 5 H B Gleason PE47,
FIEAMZAL . R EE AL FIPSM., 1B i T RAEFE RS2
VFZ 2520, NLR 7EPCa 12 b0 254 SEPRie % i
FTHIH7
2 BIFIRRFRIERA

2.1 FHIRAZ

FHRIMEEEASEHME S 2 Fho 2 Fhes
FEE AR PCa SVAKS HRARLL, VF 2 WA T AT 12 0]
WA 2 0 R B HRAL, 54 H
FRAH L , 254 BH 25 30 B A2 X6 G 470 A S e A6 1 R
7, XM AR K, AR S I PSM™, PSM
A5 =5 p A PR e (8 AR A B R, e DL 43
HRTHIIRAR TR SLHLIES , He P 4B bR 5w WL, i
2o I 2R i B4 1T LIS 0% BURT MRS s, 45 A1)
TAEAR PRI FRITBE R HTEE T 43 2§98 PSM
KA
2.2 PI-RADS #%

ST ZBRWRERE (mpMRI), K IR A 58O
SO AR SRR D T —Fhb s iy A
HEFH TR 2 B3 Fn o 2, BRSO IR AR 4ty R 42

(PI-RADS) . Woo %5 fiff 5% ##ii PI-RADS 143 <2
SYHREARIGGS BT REMER . B LAY & B PI-
RADS ¥4 3 /ARG GS TR Z o 1~2 434l
[ 4.84 £%, PI-RADS P-4 4~5 Zr 22174y 1~2 434
i 26.93 15, Kornberg 25" fff5¢ i PI-RADS 143
4~5 S 5RJG GS FHAE . R KB K Bl Gleason
P4Y 6 434 IFPI-RADS>3 0 AR J5 HIBLGS FH& 1T fig
PERK, If HPI-RADS PF4rii i, PSM Al ek
Shoag %57 & BIMRI 75 28 il 5 PFAG e EEAE T, X L
JCMRI K 857, AT 98 3% MR A £ B35 RS GS
TH% A ek B R (OR=0.78) . ZEfilRi5E3 MRI A
TR RGN0 4 o R A e 2 0 e A, 4t v 2 ) %) T
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P, BEIRGS TR
23 FhRIBEX

RIS B 22 kPR A, TR i =X B )
Gleason PEAMMERM M . 4 HTIE R b # R B 248 7 5 |
TR HMEL I ZERTERE, SRX AT B8 ki 4
SRR KA AN KGR |, B A 22 S0 35 4% (mpMR1T)
FEAR K R FH il AT X6 T S 2 A (10 A0 1 2 0 3% A
BCA P RE. T MRI YRS R ) 28 50 22504 3
FpJr=C: MRI HE25] 5 F AT AR ¥ ) 28 0] . MRI 5
25 FLIA R P AR Rl R ) 2 AR il 4 1 2
Siddiqui % WFse 4, SESEMEFSTIS T RaH
SRR EE, 56 MRT HE i) 28 500 (1 75 2 i ek A 2%
K 67%, MG IR BIRGE HE BRAIR 36%., — T & Hh
OIFFE & 022 G0 P 2 A0S 1) 28 0 GS TR RS B J
ThE (OR=2.47), TifE GS [ 5 i Wi # 0 i F 1k
5 De Luca 255 WFgE % AL S R G0 2 RITG K6, fib
AHR A 20 R RP RS GS THUL AR 38.8% F
F%Z 1.8%. Ahdoot 57 it b R Ge bk 2 il FIEE A MRI
A 2], % BLIBEA MRT I i) 27 0 28 55 0 i) i 6 1
R & T RS AL, BEE MRIFE ) 28 41 241 RP
RIGIRIETEH R A= R B (14.4%) , RG PRS2 0%
PRFH R A R i (41.6%) o F T2 RR I, & K
T4 E B i N BETFF R MRI 519 R 28 B AR F il A 2
L, DA 2 2 224 ] R T e 28 8 A ) 2 i
ZERIRTSE MR AT, 254 MRI 25 R A5 S T
TERINE R AR AN R
24 F R4

I 2 2O 6 £k, (E R A H R A
B, FREHEGZ 0T RE -5 A RS R G
Guichard %5 WF5E s ZEAIET 50 12 6T EE 6 1At iR
Ko 235 T 22%. Seisen 281" %f FL 2R 6, 12 1 21
%, RIRP RJ5GS AR AAF530 R 71.3%.
50.1% 71 48.7%, 51505 GS FHA W& HHICHE, 5KAH
HEAE e BT BRI ARG B 3R B R O
XA G R Ry [ RE AR 1) I A R AAR P o5 L s>, 3
IR ZEIE A . L, REARYE PSA A A 25 S AT 5]
PRARTR, SRR 2 BT 55, B = 2R A T2 i ERA
P, kst e S PO AL

3 RIEBIRE

3.1 FEHEF R 44
PCa A& kMg , BEVE SR B0t £ | 32 m ikt
O ARSI )T R T s R FRURI R £ fe . Porcaro

(€)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

A TOL o S 2R B AT B <3 BHAR L, i B B4k
>3 BT B R 2R IR XU T . Qin A1 [RI B
IR R, SARJEGS RIARABE ML, THHAL FEYE
ZE BT HR S BE P 2 AT B0 43 LU B R, P ST
fa b H & (OR=3.16) . Yang %5 % ¥ 28 il PHME 41 4%
>3 FHERFE ARG HEPSM B RS 55 <3 411 4.403
fifo TR IEN K B BH PRS0 2 LR RP RS
PSM f 7 5K [ 3 (OR=6.00) . IIfi PR T4 28 0 B
FREEAE AN —24, BHMEER B0 43 L T AHERR ST 4K
FL R S MR IR O
32 MWRBUREE

i 2 20 5 2 2 EL ) (% ) B3 R 41 20K
B (mm) 2955 BB AR DV 2 0 41 20 I g 7 £ 19
PrifE. Vellekoop %5 ) DAk JiRg 21 2R K JEE S0
A A B FE A5 , bR 21 2K >200 mm
5 GS FHFAE R A& (OR=0.56) o 175 K HURE R
WAV Z IR 705 URE, T DL R AR GS FHgenT
e, B TR EEE A TAER . M TS
LUK, Seisen S5 K BUAREF 28 I 6 4G iR 4121
K >5 mm JERP AR5 GS FFZ A fe K 37 i R 2
(OR=2.938), $7r I 2 2 Lb A5 e, Jiebo e P v
Kang 555 & B F-ARAERA H g (BT i Eb i) PSM
1) E B P (OR=46.71) o 72 g8 £ fif A A4 o7
IR BT T R, G A PR e R AR
3.3 Gleason A 4 %

Gleason 73 2% J& 4 |if b FH 450 )12 (0 4L 2L 2# P
PCa R A L, &I Wi I A= 0447 S R YT RNE
FIEEMNE ., 2005 iitGleason PE4M S R G sk
T 3, 4 PR LBUFRHEE L ABSUG I — 2R
SORHE S T SR RP AR5 BT 4> — 3. Lotan
SRV % BB ARG R 22 BT O SR AR JS A PR
— BT 28%~68%, TAE U5 A A 5T 0 AR I s B
PP —2 ki 58% #2153 76%. Corcoran 28 [rig
£ Gleason PFor 1 —201E, A& 251195 P Gleason T
55 7 57 5 RP RJG SR — Stk i s, M TIT
1 6 5 8~10 411 B T 25 ) i Bl Gleason 41281k
Herlemann 26" 18 L ABLAY 4518, R JGTESrGleason VT
4y 4+3=7 —EPER R, T Gleason P43 3+3=6 —E(E
A, R B 3 Gleason 143 6 FH R i T
1o FEF Gleason PF43 42 H BT Y ISUP 432 R G WA AE
PP —E NG o BRBAACAE [l B o3 Hr 22 30 2
FGERISUP 404 J RP A J5 ISUP 434% T it 7. 350
K%, it kI 57.4%ISUP 4320 <2 B # AR J5ISUP
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OYTV S, AR 2 B> SR A & AR S T
f AT REPERR R o 3XORAT IR PR & LAY, X T Gleason 1
IME R G5 T 2 R HEITAG e JXUR: , e o i
B FARIGIF AL
3.4 Gleason 745 PSM

Gleason PF4rli g, g A= < 1 5 LA R FEHR R
AE kg, 5 PSM &/EAMISE. Yang % P2 F5E K R
Gleason 1147 <<6. 7 fll=8 #£¥ PSM & 4K HA W
WESE, 3N 13.0%. 32.2% 1 44.8%, £ Z 31t
2t B2 B 22 35 B Gleason PE47 42 RP AR J5 PSM [
FEH A F. Qin U 5% & ML GS T+ 4l PSM KL
BB AR TN 4 fi5, RIFAL B E BCR KAEHN
15.44%, MPETHRAI BCR K AEFN 57.38%. AR
GS FH B E TS HIPSM LU K UG AS B AT .
3.5 JARELSH

PSM & A= JXUIS: Bifi 5 V96 43 490 0 AN ) T A7 78 22
5t Stolzenburg 5™ & H pT3 YA G PSM KR Ky
34.3%, .= TpT2 WY 9.8%., Novara 25 [a] kL%
AR 53 I PSM A= 22 22 e W B, pT2 W PSM &2k
9%, pT3 WIH 37%, pT4 WK 50%. T J7 a1
R I, RJIGHEET 70 R PSM kA= ST G [
% (OR=3.814) . AI UL, B Mied 43301 i, PSM XUSS:
U SN 3 =T
36 REEZR

FOULAE R 2= 5 | A R O 558 5 ] i 22 T B O 25
AR5 RGP IC T S, — TR 9T 4038 T W IR &
b PR S A 2 [a]— 20 R 77.9% (1=0.54), JRBEREE A
H BBl 77% (1=0.66) 7, s BB A 2 [f] L)
K H B —Fk 25 5 BE T Gleason P48 AL JRA
Kvale 255 % 305 F- R i v B0 AR 10— Bt
1550 R RIRY X 3l 36 U S B R i PR — Bk Y
AT ), 3 AN T IR B 2 > Bk BT B LB R th A
s 24,

4 FRAFRXIPSM HIENH

¥ TG D) B AT SR s HE — R R Oy 200 He
HAbFARIr A PSM &AL W 8225 . Novara 551
ZRR I, GBS G ERLE NR BT
AREIPSM A R PAT W25 5, T HLZR R A i sl
HEIBEAN A S, Ao 28 10 SRR JE 4 sl I ) B A B 114
PSM A=A A, IR R g1tk
SHIMBHEE T ARG WA FAREBOR, SR
B TARGE A5, PSM & A AR, 51 RAET
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BOA AR ILAPSM #AL, £ J7 A S 459 )
GRPATEAR RN - (1) JHR0 B AR, S TRk A
B FEPLE | B A A OC R ), R N
(2) gm0 aI B , AR A 2 100 5 (3) AR IRIE
A ZAE, e L PRAE VI IE 2 580 i 968 5k B A9 DXL
B 2R LAAE, SR PSM 34 3% [ W5 R 25 A4 501«
HRHEE A= b PR H ARSI Sy 8 B SR A IR I R 25
UTHTFIRIREDIBIRIE o el UL, PSM Z 4P A
AR TN N , 5 T AR T7 2RI A

5 JRTTIRRES

GS FHH1 PSM 3G N AR J5 BCR AU .
Gleason 43T =1 P RE R R 5 75 ZEBUIA T I R E IR
TP, 2 28 5195 B Gleason P43 6 478% 7 43
I fE B AT 9 R L TR DSR4 7 7E Gleason
AT R G N R 7 Al i F AR 2, KA
IR TT RS ok R B Z MR TEIG YT . AFAEGS T
G v 16 RS B B A B Rl A AE AR S PSML Y =

G 2, [FIIGS THEAR B PSM 1 fE A
Z—o GS FFHANPSM KUK = B vl LIS AR iA 1 F
AP MR ELLEH A, HEAZBA B BIIAYT 5 43
IBIT . XHTPSM B KUK 3, AR RTHTH BAYT vl LA
FEAIEPSM &A1 I FAR R 2R 7 SR
H—I, ARG HBEPSM , B 1N 25 FEHOTT A S N 93
WNATT , HE B s . RAEXTPSM %
HEATCTT A SR FER BT A s, (R BT T DUE K
AJFBCR Aif [ % 5 A 773525 2 ik AR

6 4iE

MR TE RS IRVIBR AR IS GS FH4% 5 PSM 1Y A
BERZE, RIS A I REFE | B AR 2 RAS A
PR AT AR Dy R BEPRE 2 07 T 5 —VEAG , &5 52
K Z R HE R BB TEAEGS THE 5 PSM B fa UG, GS
THE R F W E 25 BPSM. F40 /307 AS BL 95 BEAH 56
TGN, 22 R R LA KU DA ik AR SE Fim Y
TEIRH LRI, JE e PR oy — 2k, i f G
W 2 IR B L YA = A~ AL, B AR 5 AN R
FRELL A MR R TG , e AR R AR

Sk
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