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Abstract

Background: Prostatic adenocarcinoma is the second leading cause of death in males due to cancer. The prostate-specific antigen
(PSA) serum level is the first marker for screening such patients.

Objectives: The present study evaluated the comparison between the degree of staining of the PSA marker and some factors in the
prognosis of prostate cancer.

Methods: The current cross-sectional study was performed on 97 tissue blocks from patients with prostate adenocarcinoma
collected in 2019-2020 from the Pathology Department of Golestan Ahvaz Hospital archives. Clinical information such as age, tumor
size, grade of tumor, lymph node involvement, and vascular and perineural invasion was extracted from patients’ pathology reports
and recorded on a checklist. Then, PSA apical and intensity staining was studied using immunohistochemistry.

Results: The mean age of patients was 72.76 £ 8.19 years. The mean serum PSA level was 39.2 £ 8.90. In the present study, the
highest PSA staining intensity in the samples was related to grade 1 with a frequency of 39 (40.2%), and then it was related to grade
4 with a frequency of 38 (39.2%), while the lowest frequency of staining intensity was related to grade 2 was with a frequency of
9 (9.3%). Regarding PSA apical staining, 58 samples (59.8%) were positive, and 39 (40.2%) were negative. A statistically significant
comparison was shown between Gleason scoring and PSA apical staining (P < 0.001). The results indicate that increasing Gleason
scoring decreases the staining intensity, and this correlation is significant (P < 0.05). The mean age in samples with positive staining
of apical marker PSA is lower than in samples with negative staining of apical marker PSA but is not statistically significant (P =
0.38). In contrast, the serum level of the PSA marker is statistically significantly higher in samples with positive staining of apical
marker PSA than in samples with negative staining of PSA (P < 0.001). According to the Spearman correlation coefficient test,
the intensity of staining of the PSA marker decreases with age, and this correlation is significant (P = 0.032). However, according
to the Spearman correlation coefficient test, staining intensity increases with increasing serum PSA level, and this correlation is
statistically significant (P < 0.001).

Conclusions: Itis also suggested that in future studies with a larger sample size, the comparison between apical marker expression
and PSA marker staining intensity with clinicopathological factors, survival and mortality rates, response to treatment, etc., will be
evaluated.
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e

. Background

between countries and populations of different races,
ranging from 4 to 7 per 100,000 populations in Asian

Based on 2010 statistics, prostate cancer is the most
frequent cancer among men, with the highest incidence
(28%) and the second most important cause of mortality
(11%) after lung cancer (29%) (1). Prostate cancer is
responsible for 10% of cancer mortality in the United
States. The incidence of prostate cancer varies greatly

countries to 70 - 100 per 100,000 populations in European
and North American countries, and some studies have
shown differences of up to 90 times from one geographical
area to another (2). Due to its increasing trend, the
share of this cancer in relation to all cancers in the
country is increasing (3). The PSA is currently most widely
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used in combination with the Gleason score (GS) in the
diagnosis of prostate cancer, with limitations including
false-positive results. Patients with grades 2 - 4 never die
from prostate cancer, but most patients with grades 8 -
10 die from the tumor (4, 5). The current approach to
diagnosing prostate adenocarcinoma is that if the total
serum PSA is more than 4 ng/mlL, the patient should
have a rectal examination and ultrasound followed by a
biopsy if necessary (6). The combination of the rectal
examination, anal ultrasound, and serum PSA is a valuable
diagnostic triangle for early detection of prostate cancer,
but pathological confirmation is always necessary (7).

IHC is used as a prognostic or predictive marker,
as an implement in exploring new therapeutic targets,
and even in combination as a replacement for molecular
classifications and multigene prognostic panels (8). The
severity of the PSA marker position in the cytoplasm of
cells. Most studies have shown that higher serum PSA
levels are associated with higher Gleason grade and are
inversely related to the severity of PSA marker staining by
immunohistochemistry. Due to the prevalence of prostate
adenocarcinoma and the importance of measuring serum
PSA in screening for the disease and its comparison with
Gleason grade (4), the present study was performed to
evaluate the comparison between the degree of staining of
PSA marker and some factors in the prognosis of prostate
cancer.

2. Methods

2.1. Case Study and Sample Collection

This analytical cross-sectional study was on prostate
adenocarcinoma, which was selected from the pathology
department, at Imam Khomeini Hospital, Ahvaz, Iran,
between 2019 and 2020. Hematoxylin-eosin stained slides
were studied. Patients with prostate adenocarcinoma,
sufficient tumor mass, presence of pathological slides
of lymph nodes, and perfect medical records were
the inclusion criteria. Exclusion criteria include not
measuring preoperative PSA and cases of elevated
serum PSA levels other than prostate adenocarcinoma,
including prostate inflammation, prostate infarction, and
preoperative urinary catheterization. The total number of
paraffin samples of prostate adenocarcinoma from 2019 to
2020 was used as a sample size. According to the inclusion
criteria, 97 formalin-embedded paraffin samples were
included in the study. Clinical information, including
age, tumor size, grade of tumor, lymph node involvement,
and vascular and perineural invasion, was extracted from
patients’ pathology reports and recorded on a checklist.

2.2. Immunohistochemical Test

Immunohistochemical tests were performed
according to the protocols used in previous studies
(5, 9). This study used 1 pg/mL diluted PSA primary
anti-mouse monoclonal antibody (clone RTU-PSA-28A4
Leica/Novocastra).  Simultaneously with the staining
of the main slide, a positive control (normal prostate
tissue) was used. Internal control of non-glandular tissue
was used for negative control. Positive staining for PSA
was interpreted as the presence of brown spots on the
cytoplasm of cells. The percentage of cells stained brown
compared to cells stained blue was evaluated in each
tissue. Apical PSA staining was scored as positive or
negative. Also, the intensity of staining of the PSA marker
based on the degree of cytoplasmic of stained cells was
scored to 4 grade zero to +4 as follows:

o Grade 0: The cell is not stained.

e Grade 1:1- 5% staining of cells.

e Grade 2: 6 -25% staining of cells.

o Grade 3: 26 - 75% staining of cells.

e Grade 4: Staining of more than 75% of cells

2.3. Statistical Analysis

For qualitative variables, frequency, percentage, and
descriptive statistics, including mean index and standard
deviation, were used for quantitative variables. In the
analytical part, the data were analyzed using chi-square,
t-test, Spearman, and other related tests. Significance level
P < 0.05, and all analyzes were done using SPSS software
version 25.

2.4. Ethics

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee
of Ahvaz Jundishapur University of Medical Sciences
(IR.AJUMS.HGOLESTAN.REC.1399.159).

3. Results

The mean age of patients with prostate cancer was
72.76 + 8.19 years. The mean serum PSA level was 39.2 +
8.90. Demographic and clinical information of patients is
presented in Table 1.

In the present study, the highest PSA staining intensity
in the samples was related to grade 1 with a frequency
of 39 (40.2%), and then it was related to grade 4 with
a frequency of 38 (39.2%), while the lowest frequency
of staining intensity was related to grade 2 was with a
frequency of 9 (9.3%). Regarding PSA apical staining, 58
samples (59.8%) were positive, and 39 samples (40.2%) were
negative (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Representative of PSA immunostaining in prostate cancer. IHC staining for PSA of prostate cancer was evaluated in apical staining and staining intensity. From the
above left: (A) Normal prostate tissue with intensity staining grade 4; (B) Normal prostate tissue with positive apical staining and staining intensity grade 3; (C) Prostate tumor
tissue with negative apical staining and staining intensity grade 3; (D) Prostate tumor tissue with negative apical staining and staining intensity grade 2; (E) Prostate tumor

tissue with negative apical staining and intensity staining grade 1.

In the present study, all samples with Gleason 7 score
were positive for PSA apical staining; on the other hand,
all samples with Gleason 9 score were negative for PSA
apical staining. Also, in samples with a Gleason score of
8, 19 samples (95%) were negative for PSA apical staining,
and only one positive sample (5%) was positive. In general,
a statistically significant comparison was shown between
Gleason scoring and PSA apical staining (P < 0.001, Table 2).

Regarding the intensity of PSA staining, all 38
specimens with a Gleason score of 7 had Grade 4 staining,
while for specimens with a Gleason score of 8,11 specimens
(55%) had Grade 3,and 9 specimens (45%) had Grade 2. Even
with 39 specimens with a Gleason score of 9, all specimens
were graded 1 for staining intensity.

Based on the Kendall correlation coefficient test, the
value of the correlation coefficient for the comparison
between two Gleason scoring variables with PSA marker
staining intensity was 0.984, which indicates that with
increasing Gleason scoring, the staining intensity
decreases and this correlation is significant (P = 0.001,
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Table 3).

t-Test results show that the mean age in samples with
positive staining of apical marker PSA is lower than in
samples with negative staining of apical marker PSA but is
not statistically significant (P = 0.38). However, the serum
level of the PSA marker is statistically significantly higher
in samples with positive staining of apical marker PSA than
in samples with negative staining of PSA (P < 0.001, Table
3).

According to the Spearman correlation coefficient test,
the intensity of staining of the PSA marker decreases with
age, and this correlation is significant (P=0.032). However,
according to the Spearman correlation coefficient test,
staining intensity increases with increasing serum PSA
level, and this correlation is statistically significant (P <
0.001).

Based on the results in specimens with
lymphovascular invasion, the highest frequency in terms
of PSA staining intensity was related to Grade 4 with a
frequency of 61.5%, and the lowest frequency was related
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Table 1. Demographic and Clinical Information on Patients

Variables No. (%)
Gleason score

7.00 38(39.2)

8.00 20(20.6)

9.00 39(40.2)
PSA marker staining intensity

Grade1 39 (40.2)

Grade 2 9(9.3)

Grade 3 1(1.3)

Grade 4 38(39.2)
PSA marker apical staining

Positive 58(58.9)

Negative 39(40.2)
Lymphovascular invasion

No 84 (86.6)

Yes 13(13.4)
Perineural invasion

No 29(29.9)

Yes 68(70.1)

to Grade 2 with a frequency of zero.

While in samples with negative lymphovascular
invasion, the highest frequency in terms of intensity
of staining of PSA marker was related to grade 1 with a
frequency of 35 (41.7%), and the lowest frequency was
related to grade 2 with a frequency of 9 (10.7%). The
chi-square test presented that there was no statistically
significant comparison between lymphovascular invasion
and intensity of staining of the PSA marker (P=0.289).

In 68 samples with positive perineural invasion, the
highest frequency in terms of intensity of staining of the
PSA marker was related to grade 1 with a frequency of 32
(47.1%), and the lowest frequency was related to grade 2
with a frequency of 5 (7.4%). While in 29 samples with
negative perineural invasion, the highest frequency in
terms of intensity of staining of PSA marker was related
to grade 4 with a frequency of 14 (48.3%), and the lowest
frequency was related to grade 2 and 3 with a frequency
of 4 (13.8%). The chi-square test showed no statistically
significant comparison between perineural invasion and
intensity of staining of the PSA marker (P =0.199, Table 2).

The results show that in 13 samples with positive
lymphovascular invasion, 8 samples (61.5%) were positive
for PSA apical staining. While in 84 samples with
negative lymphovascular invasion, 31samples (36.9%) were
positive for PSA apical staining. The chi-square test

showed no statistically significant comparison between
lymphovascular invasion and PSA apical staining (P =0.92,
Table 2).

The results show that in 68 samples with perineural
invasion, 25 samples (36.8%) were positive for PSA apical
staining. While in 29 samples with negative perineural
invasion, 14 samples (48.3%) were positive for PSA apical
staining. The chi-square test displayed no statistically
significant comparison between perineural invasion and
PSA apical staining (P=0.290).

4. Discussion

The present study compared Gleason grade, serum PSA
staining intensity, and apical staining of the PSA marker in
prostate cancer. In the present study, most patients had
a Gleason score of 9 with a frequency of 39 (40.2%) and
then a score of 7 with a frequency of 38 (39.2%), and the
lowest frequency referred to Gleason 8 with a frequency of
20(20.6%). The highest staining intensity of the PSA marker
in the samples was related to Grade 1 with a frequency
of 39 (40.2%) and then to Grade 4 with a frequency of 38
(39.2%), while the lowest frequency of staining intensity
was assigned to grade 2 with a frequency of 9 (9.3%). For
apical PSA staining, 58 specimens (59.8%) were positive,
and 39 specimens (40.2%) were negative.

In general, the results of the present study showed
that as the Gleason score increases, the rate of positive
apical markers and the staining intensity of the PSA marker
decrease, which is statistically significant. On the other
hand, the results of this study showed that the serum level
of the PSA marker was statistically significantly higher in
samples with positive apical PSA staining than in samples
with apical PSA staining. The PSA marker staining intensity
also increases significantly with increasing serum PSA
levels. This question has been examined in previous
studies, and the results of some studies are consistent
with the results of the present study, and some results are
inconsistent with the present study.

Farajian Abbasi et al. evaluated the PSA marker staining
intensity using an immunohistochemical technique.
Results showed that tumor grading ranged from 2 to 10,
and the highest frequency of grading was associated with
grade 7, and as the grade of PSA staining decreased, serum
PSA levels gradually increased (P = 0.017) (10).

A study by Qin Xiao et al. showed that as Gleason
scoring increases, serum PSA levels increase, and positive
immunohistochemical staining of PSA tumors becomes
weaker. In general, their results showed that the Gleason
score was directly related to the serum PSA level and
inverselyrelated to the staining intensity of the PSA marker

(1).
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Table 2. Comparison Between Age and Serum Prostate-Specific Antigen Level with Prostate-Specific Antigen Marker Apical Staining

PSA Marker Apical Staining (%)

PSA Marker Staining Intensity (%)

Variables P-Value P-Value
Negative Positive Grade1 Grade 2 Grade3 Grade 4
Gleason score < 0.001 < 0.001

7 0(0.0) 38(100.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 38(100)

8 19(95.0) 1(5.0) 0(0.0) 9(45) 11(55) 0(0.0)

9 39(100.0) 0(0.0) 39(100) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Lymphovascular 0.92 0.289
invasion

Negative 53(63.1) 31(36.9) 35 (41.7) 9(10.7) 10 (11.9) 30 (35.7)

Positive 5(38.5) 8(61.5) 4(30.8) 0(0.0) 1(7.7) 8(61.5)

Perineural invasion 0.29 0.199

Negative 15(51.7) 14 (48.3) 7(24.1) (13.8) 4(13.8) 14 (48.3)

Positive 43(63.2) 25(36.8) 32(471) 5(7.4) 7(10.3) 24(35.3)

Table 3. Comparison Between Age and Serum Prostate-Specific Antigen Level with Prostate-Specific Antigen Marker Apical Staining
95% (Confidence Interval) P-Value
PSA Marker Apical Staining Number Mean t SD Standard Error
Lower Upper
Age 0.195 6.81 0.38

Negative 58 74.1724 + 8.89 1168

Positive 39 70.6667+ 6.58 1.05473
Serum PSA -16.46 -11.90 0.000

Negative 58 33.5862+ 5.29 0.69569

Positive 39 47.7692 £ 5.91 0.94695

The study by Lakhtakia et al. showed that tissue PSA
staining was strong (+4) in benign lesions (except atrophic
glands). Serum PSA levels increased with Gleason scoring,
while staining decreased (12).

Based on previous studies, PSA measurements provide
useful information about prognosis in patients with
prostate cancer, in addition to the high sensitivity and
specificity known for prostate epithelial tissue (6). Few
studies have compared PSA marker staining intensity and
clinicopathological factors in prostate cancer. Staining
intensity and signal-to-noise ratio depend significantly
on the type of reagents and experimental protocol used.
Therefore, data from previous immunohistochemical
expression studies for most proteins analyzed by different
research groups are very variable (13, 14). The selected
experimental method expresses a range below which all
staining will be "negative" and above which all staining
results will be "strongly positive." If staining causes
"dark brown" tissue elements, a concentration ten times
higher than the protein of interest will no longer lead
to stronger staining (15). In general, recent studies
show that the level of PSA expression in prostate cancer
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cells is one of the strongest prognostic factors in this
tumor. On the other hand, the reason why tumors are
more aggressive in cancers with reduced PSA expression
is not clear. Researchers have suggested a protective
role for PSA in tumors (16). However, PSA production
may be one of the most important functions of normal
prostate cells. Therefore, it can be speculated that the
lack of measurement of this function could be a sign
of facile cell differentiation. Normal prostate glands
have strong PSA staining at the apical cell border. Loss
of this physiological function of apical PSA staining is
directly linked to poor prognosis (17). Successful analysis
of more than 12,000 prostate cancers showed that even
when undifferentiated (Gleason score greater than 8),
more than 99% of prostate cancers expressed PSA at
levels detectable at higher antibody concentrations (15).
Previous studies have shown that one of the reasons
why PSA markers in samples containing Gleason 7 are
negative may be due to tissue damage before analysis,
for example, insufficient or prolonged stabilization of
formalin. Immunohistochemical expression of PSA can
help identify the origin of the prostate in small cell
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carcinomas. Analysis of more than 2,800 non-prostate
tumors showed that PSA-positive staining was not entirely
prostate-specific. =~ However, cancers express various
proteins extracellularly (6, 15).

The present study’s results showed no statistically
significant difference between staining intensity and
apical staining of the PSA marker with clinicopathological
features such as lymphovascular invasion and perineural
arrhythmia. The comparison between the PSA marker
and clinical pathological features has been examined
in previous studies. The study by Chen et al. in 2008
was carried out to examine the expression of the PSA
marker by immunohistochemistry in bladder cancer.
Their results showed that the cytoplasmic response to PSA
was observed in 6 cases (1.4%), 3 with low staining and 3
with high staining. There was a significant comparison
between PSA expression and multiplicity, large tumors (3
cm), and muscle invasion (Pt2) (9).

Overall, the results of the present study indicated
that as the Gleason grade increases, the apical marker’s
positive rate and the PSA marker’s staining intensity
decrease, which is statistically significant. The results
of the present study showed that PSA expression could
be used as a prognostic parameter in the diagnosis of
prostate cancer. It is also suggested that in future studies
with a larger sample size, the comparison between apical
marker expression and PSA marker staining intensity will
be assessed with clinicopathological factors, survival and
mortality rates, treatment response, etc.

4.1. Conclusions

The results showed that the degree of positivity of the
apical marker and the intensity of PSA marker staining
had a significant comparison with the Gleason score and
serum level of PSA, while it had no significant comparison
with age, lymphovascular and perineural invasion. It is
suggested that in future studies, the expression of apical
markers and the intensity of PSAmarker staining in benign
prostate and other cancer tissue samples be evaluated and
compared.

Footnotes

Authors’ Contribution: Study concept and design: S. B,;
analysis and interpretation of data: A. F, and M. T.; drafting
of the manuscript: A. E; critical revision of the manuscript
for important intellectual content: E. M., A. E, and P. K;;
statistical analysis: M. T.

Conflict of Interests: The authors declared no conflict of
interest.

Ethical Approval:  The Ethics Committee of Ahvaz
Jundishapur University of Medical Sciences accepted the
study (IR.AJUMS.HGOLESTAN.REC.1399.159).

Funding/Support: This article is extracted from the
final thesis of A. D for his course of internal medicine
residency with registration number CRC-9928. This study
was supported by Ahvaz Jundishapur University of Medical
Sciences, Ahvaz, Iran.

Informed Consent:  Written informed consent was
obtained from each patient.

References

1. Rawla P. Epidemiology of prostate cancer. World ] Oncol.
2019;10(2):63-89. [PubMed ID: 31068988]. [PubMed Central ID:
PMC6497009]. https:[/doi.org[10.14740/wjon1191.

2. Kensler KH, Rebbeck TR. Cancer progress and priorities: Prostate
cancer. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev. 2020;29(2):267-77.
[PubMed ID: 32024765]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7006991].
https://doi.org[10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-19-0412.

3. Danaei M, Haghdoost AA, Momeni M. An epidemiological review
of common cancers in Iran; a review article. Iran J Blood Cancer.
2019;11(3):77-84.

4. Ben Jemaa A, Bouraoui Y, Sallami S, Banasr A, Ben Rais N, Ouertani
L, et al. Co-expression and impact of prostate specific membrane
antigen and prostate specific antigen in prostatic pathologies. | Exp
Clin Cancer Res. 2010;29(1):171. [PubMed ID: 21189143]. [PubMed Central
ID: PM(C3023682]. https://doi.org[10.1186/1756-9966-29-171.

5. Kraus TS, Cohen C, Siddiqui MT. Prostate-specific antigen and
hormone receptor expression in male and female breast carcinoma.
Diagn Pathol. 2010;5:63. [PubMed ID: 20863373]. [PubMed Central ID:
PM(C2954973]. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-1596-5-63.

6. Adhyam M, Gupta AK. A review on the clinical utility of
PSA in cancer prostate. Indian ] Surg Oncol. 2012;3(2):120-9.
[PubMed ID: 23730101]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC3392481].
https://doi.org[10.1007/s13193-012-0142-6.

7. Song]JM, Kim CB, Chung HC, Kane RL. Prostate-specificantigen, digital
rectal examination and transrectal ultrasonography: a meta-analysis
for this diagnostic triad of prostate cancer in symptomatic korean
men. Yonsei Med J.2005;46(3):414-24. [PubMed ID: 15988815]. [PubMed
Central ID: PMC2815820]. https://doi.org/10.3349/ym;j.2005.46.3.414.

8. Mehta S, Shelling A, Muthukaruppan A, Lasham A, Blenkiron C,
Laking G, et al. Predictive and prognostic molecular markers
for cancer medicine. Ther Adv Med Oncol. 2010;2(2):125-48.
[PubMed ID: 21789130]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC3126011].
https://doi.org/10.1177/1758834009360519.

9. Chen JC, Ho CL, Tsai HW, Tzai TS, Liu HS, Chow NH, et al.
Immunohistochemical detection of prostate-specific antigen
expression in primary urothelial carcinoma of the urinary bladder.
Anticancer Res. 2008;28(6b):4149-54. [PubMed ID: 19192675].

10. Farajian Abbasi M, Mousavi SA, Zare S. Prostate specific antigen
staining intensity in prostatic adenocarcinoma correlates with
serum prostate specific antigen, Bandar Abbas, Iran. Hormozgan Med
J.2012;16(5):349-54. Persian.

1. Xiao Q, Yin H, Lu Z, Meng K, Zhou X. [Gleason histologic grading
of prostate carcinoma in relation to serum PSA, PSA in situ and
immunohistochemical expression of 34 beta E12 and P504S].
Zhonghua Nan Ke Xue. 2004;10(5):362-5. chi. [PubMed ID:15190830].

12. Lakhtakia R, Bharadwaj R, Kumar VK, Mandal P, Nema SK.
Immunophenotypic characterization of benign and malignant
prostatic lesions. Med ] Armed Forces India. 2007;63(3):243-8.

Shiraz E-Med ]. 2023; 24(4):e127269.


https://ethics.research.ac.ir/ProposalCertificateEn.php?id=184463
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31068988
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6497009
https://doi.org/10.14740/wjon1191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32024765
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7006991
https://doi.org/10.1158/1055-9965.EPI-19-0412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21189143
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3023682
https://doi.org/10.1186/1756-9966-29-171
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20863373
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2954973
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-1596-5-63
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23730101
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3392481
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13193-012-0142-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15988815
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2815820
https://doi.org/10.3349/ymj.2005.46.3.414
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21789130
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3126011
https://doi.org/10.1177/1758834009360519
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19192675
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15190830

FayazpourAetal.

13.

14.

15.

[PubMed ID: 27408008]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC4922757].
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-1237(07)80145-6.

Hanamura T, Ohno K, Hokibara S, Murasawa H, Nakamura T,
Watanabe H, et al. Clinical significance of serum PSA in breast cancer
patients. BMC Cancer.2019;19(1):1021. [PubMed ID: 31664946]. [PubMed
Central ID: PMC6819570]. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6256-2.
Xiang Q, Zhu Z, Luo L, Wang |, Liu Y, Deng Y, et al. The
correlation between PSCA expression and neuroendocrine
differentiation in prostate cancer. Biomed Res Int. 2020;2020:5395312.
[PubMed ID: 33029516]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC7532369].
https://doi.org[10.1155/2020/5395312.

Bonk S, Kluth M, Hube-Magg C, Polonski A, Soekeland G,

Shiraz E-Med ]. 2023; 24(4):e127269.

Makropidi-Fraune G, et al. Prognostic and diagnostic role of PSA
immunohistochemistry: A tissue microarray study on 21,000
normal and cancerous tissues. Oncotarget. 2019;10(52):5439-53.
[PubMed ID: 31534629]. [PubMed Central ID: PMC6739211].
https://doi.org[10.18632/oncotarget.27145.

. Buhmeida A, Pyrhonen S, Laato M, Collan Y. Prognostic factors

in prostate cancer. Diagn Pathol. 2006;1:4. [PubMed ID: 16759347].
[PubMed Central ID: PMC1479371]. https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-1596-1-4.

. Williams SA, Singh P, Isaacs |T, Denmeade SR. Does PSA play a role

as a promoting agent during the initiation and/or progression of
prostate cancer? Prostate. 2007;67(3):312-29. [PubMed ID: 17143882].
https://doi.org[10.1002/pros.20531.


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27408008
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4922757
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-1237(07)80145-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31664946
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6819570
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-019-6256-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33029516
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC7532369
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5395312
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31534629
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6739211
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.27145
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16759347
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1479371
https://doi.org/10.1186/1746-1596-1-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17143882
https://doi.org/10.1002/pros.20531

	Abstract
	1. Background
	2. Methods
	2.1. Case Study and Sample Collection
	2.2. Immunohistochemical Test
	2.3. Statistical Analysis
	2.4. Ethics

	3. Results
	Table 1
	Figure 1
	Table 2
	Table 3

	4. Discussion
	4.1. Conclusions

	Footnotes
	Authors' Contribution: 
	Conflict of Interests: 
	Ethical Approval: 
	Funding/Support: 
	Informed Consent: 

	References

