EUROPEAN UROLOGY 76 (2019) e79

available at www.sciencedirect.com
journal homepage: www.europeanurology.com

a8l

European Association of Urology

= *,_._m.
EUROPEAN

UROLOGY
it | &

Reply to Byung Kwan Park's Letter to the Editor re:
Baris Turkbey, Andrew B. Rosenkrantz, Masoom A.
Haider, et al. Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data
System Version 2.1: 2019 Update of Prostate Imaging
Reporting and Data System Version 2. Eur Urol
2019;76:329-40

We thank Dr. Park for his interest in our article [1] and for
raising several key considerations. We recognize the
importance of these nuances of Prostate Imaging-Reporting
and Data System (PI-RADS) v2.1 and appreciate having this
opportunity to clarify certain aspects of the system. First, for
the example of a 2-cm transition zone (TZ) lesion with a
T2-weighted imaging (T2WI) score of 3 and a diffusion-
weighted imaging (DWI) score of 5, the overall PI-RADS
assessment category in PI-RADS v2 and v2.1 would be 4. In
this case, the DWI score of 5 would elevate the score on
T2WI to a final category of 4. The size of >1.5 cm would not
further elevate the final category to 5 from an initial score of
3 on T2WIL. That is, the score for a lesion would only be
elevated a single time, and a size of >1.5 cm would only
serve to elevate the lesion category if the lesion were to
otherwise receive an upfront score of 4 on T2WI. Regarding
the question about a TZ lesion showing definite extrapro-
static extension, in both v2 and v2.1 such a lesion would
receive a score of 5 on T2WI, and thus an overall PI-RADS
assessment category of 5, on the basis of this definite
extraprostatic extension. For both of the above aspects of
PI-RADS v2.1, we note that whether a lesion receives a
PI-RADS assessment category of 4 or 5, management will
usually entail a targeted biopsy. Finally, regarding the newly
introduced component in PI-RADSv2.1 of a DWI score of 4 or
5 elevating TZ lesions with a T2WI score of 2 to an overall
assessment category of 3, Dr. Park’s letter does not note a
specific concern or point of confusion. Nonetheless, we note
that in such instances, the lesion score would only be
elevated a single time to a final category of 3, and would not

be raised further for a T2WI score of 2. As was the case for
PI-RADS v2 when it was first released several years ago, the
revised decision rules in v2.1 have not yet undergone
rigorous assessment, and we welcome data from the
prostate imaging community regarding the system updates.
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