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SR HWOES~— 7 —E1E, HEBHICHVwIEEL, F—_"1 5 2BV
TROTEELAND Y FH =& LTHWAEEIIH T b E, EIRZRIATE L3
e, NHHIRR OERE~ — 7 — ISR BWIC LA TR R V. —H, =1 T Y ZAIH
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THY, BHLER (positive likelihood ratio= &/ (1 - HF8E)] #EIcTsZ L
EFE L, S0, FEHIE OB ZENICA 2 EE~ — 7 — 120w Tt L 720
B YAIVT ATV IRT—EXU

RCQIE, HAMTHZZICHESNIZ, § 3O CQ8 & Uiz % v T 2000
FETHTHAS 2016456 A 30 HICHES NIV THREL, 820 ksl &
N7zo [HGEE, FRRE, EEEOFMARERINTE Y, BHEEOFMIRI AT
5500RFM. ETHEELIAR—PTIE, 2ecm DT, 3ecm LFH AL, 5cm
DUTREDHTHIAEINTOARVDDIIIEL] L) HHOTIZ8HERM L.

5cm MUF O Z 5 & L7z 17 O Ic BT 5K, KR, Skt v X
, BULERERF L2V AT Y714 v 27 LE2—TI&, AFP O&EIX, # v b+
71 20 ng/mL T 49~71%, F5#EIX, 49~86%, 7 v b 71l 200 ng/mL Ti&kEE
8~32%, HFHEE76~100%Th -7V M SNABWA v X, 7y b+ 71l
20 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL TZh 2N 406, 699, FEtELEEIZZN2h 245 585 T
B o720 PIVKA-II OEFEWE, 7 v b 74 40 mAU/mL T 15~54%, FRREEIE 95~
99%, 7 v b 74 100 mAU/mL TR 7~56%, FFIEE 72~100% TdH > 720 #HA
ENLBWA v X, By b4 7440 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL TZh2h 2131,
6.70, BptELEIZZN 2N 1260, 491 TH o720 AFP-L3 W OEIEE, # v b+
Tl 10% T 22~33%, HFEEEIX 93~99%, # v b I 7ME 15% TREEE 21~49%, 5
JE 94~100% Th > 720 MESNBWA v XHIZ, Ay M+ 7 10%, 15%TZEh
ZN 643, 1050, BptELERIZZh2Zh 489, 1310 TH -7z

CRFRBEIIBIT S AFP OZWRBICHL TR LAY AT~ T4 v/ L a—
TIE, 5 EOmLZHRML, 20ng/mL 2% v b+ 7MliE L7284 O REIX 41~65%,
WRELEIL 80~94%, FEPELIEM 31~68, BaTE AL 04~06 L LT3,
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—), VWL bRAEVATITFA v 7 LEL—TIE, 49 mOmXeHRML,
AFP OJ&IE59% (95% EHEIX [ : 54~63%), 4F5IE 86% (I 82~89%), PIVKA-
II DJ&SE 63% ([ 58~67%), FFFE 91% ([ 88~93%), AFP, PIVKA-II ® ROC
M T iAE 2 22 083, 077 EMELTwBY, 727221, MR %2 MHE 3 cm L
T, B 3L TSR 23613, AFP ORKE 48% (7] 39~57%), 4FHFEE 89%
(If] 79~95%), PIVKA-II D&EE 45% (7 35~57%), 95% (I 91~97%), AFP,
PIVKA-II ® ROC B FHifG 13221 068, 084 Th - 7o

734 BIOBYERTF % - A BEHE 2R E Lzar— MFRICBWT, FHBISRNRH
3745 HHIZ 29 BIZHFSHE % 7Y, AFP @ % v M+ 7Mli% 20 ng/mL & L7354
DIEHE 61.2%, HEFJE 783%, PIVKA-II @A v +F 7% 60 mAU/mL & L72¥&
DIEIE 414%, FFEREE 909% TH - 720 1,377 BIONFHINEREEE & 355 BlOEPEIF% -
R BE 2GR Lizr— A3y O —VFZRICB VT, 3cm RiOEEICE LT
AFP @7 v b4+ 748% 20 ng/mL, 100 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L7:3;8DEKEIZZEN
ZFN55%, 23%, 14%TH Y, FREIZNZN94%, 99%, 100% TH- 7o [k
\ZPIVKA-TI® A v b+ 7% 40 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL & L7=3& DKz Eh
FNA41%, 21%, FERFEFEEE 97%, 100% TdH - 72Y. AFP 3 X UF PIVKA-II ® ROC
M FIEAE L, Zh2h 0887, 0812 TH Y, HHEFETREIMLL THREFLZL 25,
3cm K DOBWHEICE L Tld AFP O AERICENRTE Y, 5cm BOBHREICE L
TIZ PIVKA-TI O i B EICENR T Wz, 372610 C RIFMAREZ NG & Lza
A= MFRICBWT, 24EORBBIEEIC A BT FRE D A S N7z, AFP 20 ng/mL,
AFP-L3 471 10%, PIVKA-II 75ng/mL @7 v b 7T, EEIZZFNEN 61%,
365%, 392%, HEEIZZFNZNT11%, 91.6%, 89.6% Th 7%, B EIEVEIF4E
BT BT 106 B FFMBLHER: & 100 Flox B2 BE LR Tlx, » v b7l
AFP 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II 40 mAU/mL T, KEIZZNZN 575%, 51.9%, FFEE
13 88.0%, 97.0% T 72" 2830 HIDIBVENFH B BE BN L 72 MR B — <A
T YRIZBWT, FRENBOON 1461 7Ry T4 2AaATICEoTIy F
KR 104 B 2 1% & L, @K AFP-L3 00 4 v b+ 7fii% 7%, 10%, 15%
ELBOEIEL, T2 394%, 163%, 115%TH Y, FREIIZNZNT77.0%,
9%, 100%Tdh o726 AFP DO H v M+ 7% 20 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L 7zBE D&
1% 414%, 125%, FFEIEIE 904%, 99.0%, PIVKA-II O % v hF 7% 40 mAU/
mL & L7238 ORIEI 34.6%, FRIEIX 940% Th - 722,
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LB AHTDIBEETTRT T 5720, B~ — =2 HEMETH - 72581
WAL T AHERZ 10% D EICT 57201203, Btk EER 5 U ESRETH L, Zh
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T, AFP ORRENF LT 5 20 MiEdHH 25, S5%IW50BERITBVT,
Bizhhy VA IHEERETRELEZONS,
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K20 ENMBLT FYEH V3, TAYTOTA VT3, FATFREYFV, K~
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P & o T b 3HONES~ — 7 —OFBENIREICHEL SN TB Y, 5l&kmEIh
LEamRTLI L E L,

B =Z3GR

1) Tateishi R, Yoshida H, Matsuyama Y, Mine N, Kondo Y, Omata M. Diagnostic accuracy of tumor
markers for hepatocellular carcinoma: a systematic review. Hepatol Int 2008; 2: 17-30. PMID:
19669276

2) Gupta S, Bent S, Kohlwes J. Test characteristics of alpha—fetoprotein for detecting hepatocellular
carcinoma in patients with hepatitis C. A systematic review and critical analysis. Ann Intern
Med 2003; 139: 46-50. PMID: 12834318

3) LiC, Zhang Z, Zhang P, Liu J. Diagnostic accuracy of des—gamma-carboxy prothrombin versus
alpha-fetoprotein for hepatocellular carcinoma: A systematic review. Hepatol Res 2014; 44:
E11-25. PMID: 23834468

4) Ishii M, Gama H, Chida N, et al. Simultaneous measurements of serum alpha—fetoprotein and
protein induced by vitamin K absence for detecting hepatocellular carcinoma. South Tohoku
District Study Group. Am J Gastroenterol 2000; 95: 1036-40. PMID: 10763956

5) Nakamura S, Nouso K, Sakaguchi K, et al. Sensitivity and specificity of des-gamma-carboxy

prothrombin for diagnosis of patients with hepatocellular carcinomas varies according to tumor

size. Am ] Gastroenterol 2006; 101: 2038-43. PMID: 16848811

6) Sterling RK, Jeffers L, Gordon F, et al. Utility of Lens culinaris agglutinin-reactive fraction of

=

alpha—fetoprotein and des—gamma—-carboxy prothrombin, alone or in combination, as biomark-
ers for hepatocellular carcinoma. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol 2009; 7: 104-13. PMID: 18849011

7) Yoon Y], Han KH, Kim DY. Role of serum prothrombin induced by vitamin K absence or
antagonist-II in the early detection of hepatocellular carcinoma in patients with chronic hepati-
tis B virus infection. Scand J Gastroenterol 2009; 44: 861-6. PMID: 19391065

8) Kumada T, Toyoda H, Tada T, et al. High-sensitivity Lens culinaris agglutinin-reactive alpha-
fetoprotein assay predicts early detection of hepatocellular carcinoma. J Gastroenterol 2014; 49:
555-63. PMID: 24057163

9) Wong GL, Chan HL, Tse YK, et al. On—treatment alpha—fetoprotein is a specific tumor marker
for hepatocellular carcinoma in patients with chronic hepatitis B receiving entecavir. Hepatol-
ogy 2014; 59: 986-95. PMID: 24123097

10) Kim GA, Seock CH, Park JW, et al. Reappraisal of serum alpha—foetoprotein as a surveillance
test for hepatocellular carcinoma during entecavir treatment. Liver Int 2015; 35: 232-9. PMID:



ED 1% BHBIUY—~4F22

24576055

11) Minami T, Tateishi R, Kondo M, et al. Serum Alpha-Fetoprotein Has High Specificity for the
Early Detection of Hepatocellular Carcinoma After Hepatitis C Virus Eradication in Patients.
Medicine (Baltimore) 2015; 94: €901. PMID: 26061310



cQ4

m BRI DB BT 2 B FOBEY—N—EAET 3
T EFEAD?

AN OB B W TE 2 MU LS~ — 7 —2WET S Z LRI

%o (5L \HELR)
mE =
I T, BRI OIES ~ — % — & LT AFP, PIVKA-IL, AFP-L3 57H® 3
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ZWHNOWES ~— 7 —ll8i, EZHMIIHVLIgEL, =47V AIZBw
TROTBELAND PYF—L LTHWREEIIGT oG, WEZH5RELH
T, HHIRRE ORER: ~ — 7 — I 3HEEZ M I TIE R Ve —F, =14 TV RIH
w%ﬂé%%i,%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁxtk%~Wﬂ%%$#&®;5K§WT6#ﬁEE
THY, B ER (positive likelihood ratio = &R/ (1 — 45 REE) ) #iREICTH 2 &
MEFE Lo 2B EOlEE~ — A — & 25 FHIRNE 2 W2 A 2 2 S L 7z
BYAITATavIRT—RAU K

ACQIE, FIMDCQ LF—TH 5B, 4HOWETITEEL, # 3 ME FEOMmER
ZHWT20124E1 A1 H25 2016 4E 6 A 30 HICR RS NG LIIO2OWTHREL,
688 Al S M 7ze [IREE, FRREE, EEEOFEMARHINTEY, 22200k
DIEF< — N —IZOVTRBMENT VL DOREHRM] L) HEOTITH 7212 4
AR, BEIMDI/EAEDLETEH TRERA L.

5cm LFONHIIEE 2SR E Lz 17 ROmLICB 285, HRE, Bkt v X
W, BHEERERF L2 AT~<YT4 v 2L a—TIF, AFPORREX, 7 v M4
71 20 ng/mL T 49~71%, JEEEIX, 49~86%, & v bF 71l 200 ng/mL TREE
8~32%, HFRJE 76~100% Th 72V, WA ShzBhi+ » i, 7 v M+ 74l 20
ng/mL, 200 ng/mL TZNZ 406, 699, FEPEILEIZENZEN 245, 585 THo
720 PIVKA-TI D&KL, & v M+ 7440 mAU/mL T15~54%, $FREIX95~99%,
71w b4 74l 100 mAU/mL TR 7~56%, FF5REE 72~100% Th - 72, e SNz
Wt v Xid, 7 v M+ 748 40 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL T#hEh 21.31, 6.70,
LI IZE 2N 1260, 491 THh o7z AFP-LIWOIKEL, v M4+ 7148
10% T 22~33%, SFEEEIL93~99%, v M 71E 15% TIKEE 21~49%, FREE
94~100%TH - 720 HEINZBWA v XL, Hy b+ T 10%, 15%TENLE
1643, 1050, BEMELEIIZZENZN 489, 1310 TH o7z, 2HBEOEE ~—» —%
HAEGDRGEOBWA v A, 629~5981 & 1 FHOMEE~—H — D& & [Lig
LTELTWw,

—J, KOREIATONIZIATIT4 v 27 LEa—TIL, 49ROmLERAL,
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AFP OREFE 59% (95% 5 HEIX [ : 54~63%), HFEEE 86% (7] 82~89%), PIVKA-
IT DRSE 63% (I 58~67%), FEHEE91% (i 88~93%), AFP, PIVKA-II B LT
Wi# % M A G bE7854 0 ROC I FHfEZ 221 083, 0.77, 0.88 Lili#H % A
RS VBMEIEN TV EHELTWEY, 22720, W2 HEHE 3 cm L
T, BB 3L TSR S 241, AFP OREEE 48% (7] 39~57%), JFHJE 89%
(If] 79~95%), PIVKA-II D&EE 45% (7] 35~57%), 95% ([ 91~97%). AFP,
PIVKA-TI B X U 5 Za‘:-fﬁ&/\b-&ti% » ROC H# FHif 21241068, 084,
033 TH D, MABHLEIZLZZWREDN LIZFED NG Do Tz,

734 Bl OBV 4% - Hﬁﬁ%@%&%%ﬂ%t L7zak— MRICBWT, FHBIEIRH
3745 HHZ 29 BIHFSsHE %2 32 72Y . AFP @ % v M+ 7fili% 40 ng/mL, PIVKA-II
DAy bF 7R 80 mAU/mL & LM AEDRELYA OBREIL 655%, KFEEIE
855% Td - 720 1,377 Bl NN EE & 355 BIOMBMENF 2% - WA EZEEZ R E L
72 —Aay ba—VHFRIZBWT, AFP O % v b+ 74li% 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II
Dy M 7% 40 mAU/mL & LA D E2EE OREIX 82%, FFEEIX 91%
THos 372610 CRFRLBEZ R E Lz ar— MFEICBWT, 24E0858
BRI 34 BN HT SRS A BTz AFP Bl &EEIZ 5 » b 4 71 20 ng/mL T
61%Td > 72755, AFP-L3 4 W (# v b+ 74 10%), PIVKA-II (H v M+ 7fl75
ng/mL) & 32%MAGDbELLE, 77%F TEA LY, BRBEFABEE BV
T 106 Bl FMKaHERE & 100 B Ot HHE & #at L7F%8Tik, & v b4 74l AFP 20
ng/mL, PIVKA-II 40 mAU/mL CTEEIZZNZNHRTIZ 575%, 51.9% TH -7
2, MAEDEDL I LIZE>TT83%FTLA Lz —75, HFEEIL88%, 97%H 5
85% DI TIZ & &% - TW72%, 2830 HIOMRVERTH L DB L 72 WFH s 4
NRA TG VAZBWT, FREFEDOONZ1046E TuRy 574 2271255 T
<y F SRR 104 Bl a2 G L LSBT, EIKE AFP-L3 50O A v b4
7% 7%, AFP® % v b4 7% 200 ng/mL, PIVKA-II ® % v s F 71l % 40
mAU/mL & LMASDEZHAOKER, 606%, FEREE76%Th 72",
W E

NI IC BV C 2o~ — 7 —%2ET 5 2 L, FHFREOKTIZRE

Wz oD, BEZNESES, 220U E0EE~— 7 —2HAAELELYE, B

ENENDHy A TEE [EH 00D BAIEGEZHLEE T 5, 2020
HMAE DR LWES~ — 7 — OBABIINT 5125 > THEMFIEED L3275 év?k
DI LBV OREREIIET T 5. Bt LEEIZIEE/ (1 - 4R cRENL 20, §F
BREQKTOMEOHFRKEL, $—=~1 52 2A0%EE, EERRHRREOH,
BWECIZH WAL, BETOIMERMEERNI B E LA LV EWIHRE D
59, MREOKTZET 7201213, HMTHWS L) bEWA Yy M 7HEZ R
THLENDY, FHICHEREOKW AFP % v b 7filild, 20ng/mL £ ) &<k
ETHUENDH L, Tz, MlAGDOEIELE~—H —IHANTH LI EPEFT LS,
Z®H AFP & PIVKA-TL 3 H B MR 720 ISP il A b & W 2 B
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BT H A - VIRE PR OMRIR O I, FiERESHvo b, WHICK
HIEHRNRNER, HRORBIZLBE{bD/D (AP ¥ v b, VEF F— VL&
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ACQIF, HEIMDCQI LFE—THhb, SHIOWETITEL, % 3 M & FEOMEL
(CQ3~5 THtil) ZHWT 2012451 H 1 HA 5 2016 4F 6 H 30 HICRE S izim
WZOWTHRER L, 688 fmasiliii S 7z [T EIEE~— 7 —2H L T3
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BUAIZER R (5 94 WRer#e: (RFA), 70.7%) % #if7 S 17z 416 B % %
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%o AFP 3 X O° AFP-L3 43 ifii (>100 ng/mL/>15%) A3F56% Fll§ 2857 L
72T TH o 72V, RFA THAE S N7z 54 I GREE S 72 ) 23k 4 & L7if%E T,
AFP O3 7 B K# O AL, MRZWIC L 2801w & M7 L - EJBEF0F
WHET-TH o727 FBRHT S N7 714 BlO IR BEE 2 0% & LTitbhs:
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PIVKA-TI {13 6 7 A LI DI IZBE L T 7228, 2 ELBEOFRICIZBE L Tw»
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# 3o CQL0, 15, 17 ZfA L TA CQIMMER S N/ze S OYETICHL, 3
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WZOWTHEL, 467 mAahih S iz, 2oahns [V VA4 RO EEEEE I
MRS % & — 27y P L@ 70 23— L CHIE SN 7238 CT B L U Gd-
EOB-DTPA # 5 MRI O R WM o Meih, ZWiiklcBI L < RCT & % & non-
RCT ZEWHMAT 5] LWV O FIZ—REIRT 73 5%, ZIRBEIRT 5 mOmLE
Bzl CBRAL, £3MCQIOD 16 /A LR L1l E abeTat 26 WA M L7

JFREZE 38 C AFP 2R 4 128 L, 853 TR 2 M S 286 T dE 2
B9 Y, LRI RE LRE, —BINR A2 ) —= v ZRAETdh 5 Iy
Wel2 & 2 Z ks o AL BTN & SRS B 0 G B IR, v V1 RO
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RABI R ST RE T 0 Y, BTN & SRR E OB A & OGB4,
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EOB-DTPA 75 MRI 255\
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INTwb,

JFRRERE R 7 ) — = ZIZlE Ao Al e LCi, 8&3, CT, MRI
D B LW TR S v, fs R H % fEH L 72 dynamic MDCT
W& D EEiAf T b S, ZIUIIFHIBRE O LB BERE B W TG & BRITFEE O
BNCEIIRIMGE, PINRIMGEDORAGAENSE LA Z EZFHL TV S, 72720, EERAE
i, SRR ES RO 2 5 AR, DTl REZ AT 54
BT, REEANIMIEEHEC & 2 BT & BAKE T OZENIE At — N —F v T2
L, WEDOHEEBWICBIT LEINIIRALD 5, HEZ, VF VA N EREE
%, Gd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRI 2 X 2 5Fili 3% < ATh T %o JHHH TN O ML EH
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) CONEEINIMEEE, #ZmEH (Kupffer #l) 2B 2 ERAIR D AAFREZ
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2 BH TR T2 EW TH 256, WEEEEHRIA 5L 0,
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(5L HESR)

BHEBEDMKT L CT R MRIASHEAT T E 2 WEFHITB W T, ILiisRg L &

D72 MRIR Y F VA RO EEE SO BERIE, e iTTE, HTH

5o (3L \HESR)

(Child-Pugh %% C #1245 O IR T BE B 233 CT/MRIIZDOW T, Mt
R 1E R O WY 7 BB 5 258 IEA T TH 5.)
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BREREIK T RE IS BV T I — FIEEAIR Gd AN ATHIBR S, AR
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L, 257 i@Asili & ize 20 %hh s [HFFEL Lo s v 2 LRV TEHGE
BIOAY 74 2RHAT 5] &) HEOTIC—UEIRT 31 H, ZREIRTZD %00
59RO LEHIHA L. BIWD 65RICOVTIE, FHELTFEEHVWE1ME
RIS B X A THRIVL, SRERL. ARt 42 L7

PEHGEFRIEEEMRIZ EET 52 LI TERVWHOD, —EDOHHMEIRENT
WA BERHERHITH ARV TN T Y A4 70T (VF A FY) R
FEME MRI &/ TaH 5 SPIO (V) VE R M) 1%, BRI ERZ 52T, Bkt
B Z2EIEREMB SN TRy GRESGESR)

BN BEICBIT S Gd-EOB-DTPA (EOB: 7 EL A +Y) o2 V75 v AIHE
IR 29 218, WEEOMBMHELETT 2970, H5 3OOV, B
R T A 2B W T dynamic CT % dynamic MRI OJiifT % & &3 5 K, #Y)728&EH
%UW;%*&@;S_E_%R%?ﬁmﬁ‘ﬁﬂw}@ﬁi (estimated glomerular filtration rate ; eGFR)

2 U TR L 729813 AR 143 CTdh 5.

Hﬁ%‘%ad&?%%kmm Gd-EOB-DTPA ## MRI &, —EDAHMMEATREN T
57500, KIS 2 HEAEIMT LY, FEREDE W IE B MREAL T
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Mtz L e MEt L729) 2T, RT3 Gd @A 2 A L 210 % 6w
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