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JEHRaRE O SR TR L, 1970 FFRR K 0 S F SF LR HEAARIE L D % - Wi S h
T&E7z, HMFE, CT/MRI RBE R T ZHRBHEBICEL L TBLT, o5
fgs - TV 77 b7as4 ¥ (AFP) - Y ¥ F 77 4 - JEEIME RS EHRA T
JFFHIIERE ASE W S LTz €9 o IR 70 A THILE 3 5 TR DB OIS A
AABNTze 1979 SEICINHA SVIZ & » THE S IFBIIRZEHHEE (transcatheter
arterial embolization : TAE) (&, N O R FT#E: OHMIEDH] S 51 S N7z ik h)
DEFEELE VR D,

ZOH%IF, BEEZHEEOL R EHERI L > THRALENLENFEORE EH5
cm 205 2 cm N EBWIREEEAN ) L L 72K T 1, BEDE 2 B L 7230 & inmE o
BASEAT DN Izo 1983 4EITASTH & 2 I3 RE B REAT MR 5 © 0 LB HHIRIE i 2 © 25
PRT, My ) — VEREHENIZEAT AE#E (percutaneous ethanol injection ;
PED) % #ii L7z PELIZZORICELTHBERNA FIZX2GEROFT L W
RBUWRETH D, T/, PEORBWHHETRESRPTZY /) -V EMiTH o 7272
B, KORLOFTHFHRICHEECBIIAE Y, HVEHiiz 2 2EMEL Ro70 L
ML, FEREDAAAET 2 M T3, NS Y ) — v 38— I ZHEBee I ik
R RIS 2 R RERE D B © 720

Z9 L7 PELOREZ RS 5L, G0 L 72BN A @8I X ) JEES % 2R
SEDLHBEDBIFE S N7z B, SRHEBTHE SN TV < A 7 il 2 IS
W L7z~ A 7 a st (microwave coagulation therapy ; MCT) % 1994 412
Seki 575 HE L7zo 2272 MCT 12 & o TH—LEMEBEIHEOND L) Ik o72d
DD, BFL D ZERHPHIVN S W ERHERE R EOGIHED E o722 &8
MCT O#riTdh - 72

1995 4E 12 Rossi &Y 2/NFRINAHRE 16 LT T ¥ 4 Mg (radiofrequency abla-
tion : RFA) %17\, BAFZRGBHEHZ Wi Lz AFTIE 1999 4 LIRIC RFA 2535
ASH, 1 BER S 72 ) OB KE W &, MCT ICHRTEHES LR W &
5% ORiFZIZEHEIIAE o720 2004 44 A2 51X RFA bIRBOEM & 20, BifE

TIX RFA 75‘%%%%%&@1‘?&@%?@% LENBIZE ST WA,

F 7z, IR EA 2 EOMGEAN OHEAE RFA ORE#ESEOM FICkE L
HLL TV, SEEBEERAIC OV TIE, 1999 EICLARE R R, 2007 4EI2V F
A FOABHF WA & LR SN, @HEET A F T Tirbh s RFAICB W TRE
OO LAY D 72 5 E7z, Fusion imaging {2\ TIE, 2003 4EICHY AT 4 2
(Bl - B2 84E0) 2 517 S 172 Real-time Virtual Sonography (RVS)® 235:EK T @
ARXA=D 07 720I—=Thb, TNETHADMEBGIFERTH -7 EW L CT/
MRI @ volume data DEIMAMIT 0D synchronized image & L CHERISH W RE &
%0, FRRFTEBROEmRE L TR TR ELZWEE > Twd, F72, <
A70hT =T NVEFTA FTAY—DHERITL o T, EEOREME DA% BRI
IZZEH T % superselective TACE 250 fg& 72 ), RFA & OHFHMETE &4 2%
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W EDRCEIHEDSER SND LI 127k o7 SRIOYEETTIE, TACE & 2l R
WEOMAEDLRIZLY, KAFEOTHRIUET LI L IRFOILET VAL LT
BIME iz,

R P SIIER TN ADORSEE T A FERDEEEMOES R EEMFE - T
H% 52 BRFTn5, 5% EHRITHREICB T 2 MRS HfF s b,
B =Z3GH
1) ILHFESE, IgEe, AT EG, . BRI 1239 A Transcatheter arterial embolization ther-

apy—15 Fl OFEER—. FFI& 1979; 20: 595-602.

2) BilifEZ, &R, HERE, . BE g TR EE N T & ) — VIEAIC X B/ TR

DR I 1983 24: 920.

3) Seki T, Wakabayashi M, Nakagawa T, et al. Ultrasonically guided percutaneous microwave

coagulation therapy for small hepatocellular carcinoma. Cancer 1994; 74: 817-25. PMID:
8039109

4) Rossi S, Di Stasi M, Buscarini E, et al. Percutaneous radiofrequency interstitial thermal ablation
in the treatment of small hepatocellular carcinoma. Cancer J Sci Am 1995; 1: 73-81. PMID:
9166457
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Eq FNEFAF EDL SEREICITS DHETD ?

JEE R 3 LI TH 5o

2R R gk O 13 Child-Pugh 778 A & %\ 3 B D% T, HEEEE3 cm AT,

(GRU#ERR)

BE =

JFOIBR, R, IFEIIRIL A2t (TACE) oW b ANE1Tal heZe &
B L7258, T VT XA TIRIERIE LT, FER, 2R, TACE
DIIHER SN TV S, L h Y FTA4 & LCOERRFIHREOMESITIX, 77—
ANTAVTHLITFUE, Y—FF5 4 v ThHAHTACEL DR SN FHDEICL -
TREEND DS, TOTFHROEINERE LGSR o TELT 52 g s h
%o TR O IS & iR L O A & B E W RED AT L 720
BYAIVTATavIRT—RAU R

ACQIX 20134/ (553 /R) @ CQ32DF|EMETH A2, &4 3 & UK
ZHWT20124E 1 H25 2016 4 6 H F TR SN Z2BIMRE L7z, 636
DFFLA S 85 i & —UGERE LTHI L7z WIS [Hlh# (BIFR, TACE, best sup-
portive care (BSC)) & dHiiEr (5 v ¥ A {bibikiE (RCT), non-RCT) ##
M35 LOHRHEEDNDS 27 jFE Z UGBTI L, % 3o 12 7 & &H 8 ThF 39
RMERH L7z, 2O39ROEIHE, EHIC [FHNTEF Y A LNV [HERRD%
S L) e SO 12 R R IR L 72112,

RFA &S RHIBR D EHRI I % 1T 5 72 RCT 4 5 V2RISR T WML
FoTREZ2HOD, 3FOMLTREFCHLTAHEEZRDLEVET L —TT,
Huang? & OBE TRABHIRO T DS EAER DA BB TH - 720

2012 4E BAREIC 3313 B RFA LABHIBRICKTS 2 2 5 7 F 1) ¥ A0 TR 2 0
WA Sz, EOREMRRLE LTQI 571255 3D RCT O Tt
R AEFERICBOWTHBICRIFCTH o 72 (O F— FH 141, 5% E X (CD) :
1.06~1.89, p=002)o LA L, HHZEE 3cm K& 3~5cm 2V 77V — Tz
LTWARWE &SRB L 72T R S L Tw b,

JEG B & 22 TR rsge i % Hei L 72 non-RCT 122\ T, Zhang 5713 H% 3cem ULF
DIF MR L TREEEI = A 2 gt (PMCT) &4 RHE: (PMCT @ n=
68, A EHIER 1 n=122) ZIEL, SAFRIEIFEFETH 72, SFHIER Tl M
HHEPARICRBIFTH o7 (p=0006) EHEL TS, 72, HAAZHSRE LT
Hasegawa 5® I & — MMFZEIZEB W T Child-Pugh 0% A-B, 3cm ULF, 3MELUT®
FrfifadE (RFA :n=5548, #MEHIIBR 1 n=5361) MR L L7zL 25, AfFRiEs
BB CHEICRIFCH - 727,



= FFHERRECX T D RFA ERFEIRROETFERDLLE

e i TEBIEL - E£FER (%)
: &
BE \WRE | Sl | meavmrm) | ReavEF) | PE
Chen” | 2006 | RCT 90/90 5 C;;éT 67.9vs. 64.0 (44E) | NS
Huang® | 2010 RCT 115/115 =S/ BE 54.78 vs. 75.65 0.001
3) 2 AT
Feng® | 2012 | RCT 84/84 4om B 74.8vs. 67.2 NS
A 3cm AR
Fang” | 2014 | RCT 60/60 e 82.5vs. 77.5 NS

RFA & TACE ®H/IZIZOWT, Murakami 5% 238585 cm BUTF & % W13 3 cm B
T - 3L T OJFMINERE (RFA :n=105, TACE : n=133) ZXZRICRFTHEROK
HELZEZH, RFADPHEEICERTW (p=0013), 72, Kim 5”135 -2 cm
DT oMl (RFA :n=165, TACE:n=122) 22V THGI LA 25, &4
RICOWTHERIREN L -7 (p=0079) %, BFEBEHFFICOWTIZRFA T
HEIZRGFTH-72 (p=0.034)0
W%

EIMDOATA KT 4 2I2BWT, [Child-Pugh 7748 A & %\ 13 B O JFHEAE O i Bl
T, BEHEE 3 cm DLT, WS 3 MHULT | 238l Rk Ot Tdh - 72,

3em 22 B IEHI S BB LT, BAEICH 72 0 Sl R o L i G
BTH o7z PEL TR ROL A [3em BLF -3 MU T] THo70 F72, 3em
B2 WA TIEPEIORATEERIEE 25 LG S, —H CRABERETH
% RFAIZDW I 2Rl $ & B o9 = & CHlEm LIS EPE O IE KA RETH % 25,
LR L DB IR H R BT A PHED ) A 212 %o 72, %< ® RFA BE$tD
BEXIREPHDS 3 cm FEEEE SN TWVWDH 2 L ML T, RFA b & D750 /T HEE D@
DWW TH&HEE [3em BLF, 3MUT] #¥#yz L L7,

SRR & RFA OF#EE [RFfa Y b= V&85 L) BERTHLETH
%o LU, GRIBITHBEIEREEIKEL 22 e B~ -V v 2 TR T A2 L
WL 2B 2 Ens, WM, JEFER, W% HYOHRZ#ATRFA OHFEG
AEETRETH D, €D 2T, [FHRIRIHREAIBRIA D > THE—BIRDIEH
L0 ] LOMORFIZONT, GEPIGRHDR7 2% 45D RCT O
F—HLTwhv, X512, 2012 ELIFEICBIT 5 RFA EARHIBRIZH 35 470 2
¥ 7 F) Y AIZONT, 3TRIIHVEHIIBRAE B BAF RG0S, 1R IER
BRI OVWTHBEEDN LD 5720 WL OPOHE T, Child-Pugh 738 A, H3Eo 2
em BT & G2 BRET 5 L BHOIE BRAF GAEELSE 1 60~74%) THhbEIh
250 UL, PR BAF CRIMO TN 2 x5 & LA Th, SOflJRAr#E
EDIFIBRI A D o THE—RIROBI L 2 V1550 L OV OREGRIZHTW RV,

55 3T bR L7z Murakami 5% ORFELIET, 35 7 HIENIZBIT % RFA Bl
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E TACEHMOAEGRZIM L2 EF Y A LXIVOEWEHRXIIBE &g d o7,
Z07z0, H3ME RIS [3em BUT - 3MHELF OWIBAGEIF MR o L LT
TACE Bt E LRTRFAPEF L] LHI§T5, ThooZ enbh, HERIES
T, FRCROIERIE R [HRWIESE] LPuE Lz,

ZEIFHIARE SR 2 IR RIROIRI E 72 2 T ¥ F ¥ AR OLEMED S, A
TE it L MIC & %5 SURF B * 25 Jili S LT %, SURF #klR & (2T 4% 58 R &7
(Child-Pugh A2 27 7 }iLLF) %2 3cem, 3MHELT DS 4% fii 72 3 W 5 AEH] % xF
L LT, WY& RFA OF X BEET 5 RCT Tdh %o 2009 44 A2 5 Blgs S
72 SURF ikBRIZ B M CIHER B SR 2 i A BIRMIEP TH 5, ThE ToOWZEIZ
FHLWINOFT— 5 TH LI ENSRIEOERELZ KL 72D Tl WD, AI
BEOITEFT VAL LT SURF iBEOREREN T 2N 5,

B SEG

1) Chen MS, Li JQ, Zheng Y, et al. A prospective randomized trial comparing percutaneous local
ablative therapy and partial hepatectomy for small hepatocellular carcinoma. Ann Surg 2006;
243: 321-8. PMID: 16495695

2) Huang ], Yan L, Cheng Z, et al. A randomized trial comparing radiofrequency ablation and sur-
gical resection for HCC conforming to the Milan criteria. Ann Surg 2010; 252: 903-12. PMID:
21107100

3) Feng K, Yan J, Li X, et al. A randomized controlled trial of radiofrequency ablation and surgical
resection in the treatment of small hepatocellular carcinoma. J] Hepatol 2012; 57: 794-802.
PMID: 22634125

4) Fang Y, Chen W, Liang X, et al. Comparison of long-term effectiveness and complications of
radiofrequency ablation with hepatectomy for small hepatocellular carcinoma. J Gastroenterol
Hepatol 2014; 29: 193-200. PMID: 24224779
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450~7. PMID: 24172183
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versus liver resection for single hepatocellular carcinoma</=3 c¢m with Child-Pugh A cirrho-
sis. Eur J Surg Oncol 2016; 42: 690-7. PMID: 26995115

7) Hasegawa K, Kokudo N, Makuuchi M, et al. Comparison of resection and ablation for hepatocel-

N

lular carcinoma: a cohort study based on a Japanese nationwide survey. ] Hepatol 2013; 58:
724-9. PMID: 23178708
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8

=

catheter arterial chemoembolization for hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma: rate and risk
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=
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109: 1234-40. PMID: 24935276

Xu G, Qi FZ, Zhang JH, Cheng GF, Cai Y, Miao Y. Meta—analysis of surgical resection and radio-
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22897815

Ni JY, Xu LF, Sun HL, Zhou JX, Chen YT, Luo JH. Percutaneous ablation therapy versus surgi-
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*SURF #%# : Efficacy of Surgery vs. Radio—frequency ablation on primary hepatocellular carcinoma trial
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494 patients. ] Cancer Res Clin Oncol 2013; 139: 2021-33. PMID: 24072235

12) Wang Y, Luo Q, Li Y, Deng S, Wei S, Li X. Radiofrequency ablation versus hepatic resection for
small hepatocellular carcinomas: a meta—analysis of randomized and nonrandomized controlled
trials. PLoS One 2014; 9: e84484. PMID: 24404166
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R R & LT RFA 233383 h s, (GRUVH#ERR)
HALEZRILDEH SN B A I ALK T RFA £ PEL Z#IRO—DTH 5,
(85L \HEER)

BE =

R SR TR E 1980 4R PEI 2> S 46 % 0 fESZEERRIEA (PAD X PMCT % #%
T, BUETIZ RFA 232 OEIHR EMED T ST b, 402N S ERTRED
BIRICOVTHE L7z T2, RRIREOH LWl & LT, @ik
X 57N ADEKM N4 R—F — RFA (CelonPOWER®), W[ZMEMmET (VIVA
RF system®, %HAL MCT) Rofifsmlf#i#EsE#EE (Cryoablation), AWK %L
(irreversible electroporation ; IRE)) 23Z&IiF o5,
BYAIVT4TAvIRAT—MAY K

AKCQIFHEIMD CQ33DGFIEMETH B7280, #3MOMEIZ 2012441 HH 5
2016 4E 6 A E CIZHRINIML e B LEM L 72 MRERUITOWVTILHE 3 E FH—
DHOEH, 636 FHOGMLA S 10 /2 —UGERE LT L, #atFikz v
Ty R EIT>TW5 5hE ZUGERIRTHRHL, £ 3MD 4R EAEHLETE 197
ALY,
®RFA & PEI DJBELEER

AFTFY Y AR o i L 2 R R B2 AR L7z Shen &V I3AATE & JHHTH%
EHICRFA CERTWZEHELTWS, $72, Yang 52 ®#E Tld European
study 3, Asian study 4 4, African study 1 fFIZ/FTA & 7 1) ¥ R THRE L
72& 25, RFA OAEF L RTEREOMFIZOWTHEMNEIVR SN0 Asian Study
Tho7
®RFA & MCT DiaREEEER

Facciorusso 5% ® * & 7 F1) ¥ 212 & RE T, SE&BEHIRIIOVTHEEITA
Dlahoiz kv X112, 95%CI: 0.67~1.88, p=0.67)o JRFTBREREIZOVTDH
FEEE o7 Ky X101, 95%CI:053~187, p=098) H DD, LIEKKK
E R ORATIE MCT 28 RFA X DER TV (N — FH 046, 95%CI:0.24~
089, p=002)o 3EEFETOHEEZEIE RV (v X095 95%CI:058~157,
p=085)%%, RFA THWHMTH -7z, 72, BPIHEICOWTIE, AETHRWAHA MCT
TRRE o7z (v A 163, 95%CI : 0.88~3.03, p=0.12),
® RFA & Cryoablation MAEE

SHEFHMICOWT, Huang 50 A% 75 ¥ AV L Wang 50 RCTVZ & 2 L
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BRI CHEAIZRO Do 72 LA L, BATFESEICHE LT, Huang 5V TIZ RFA T
HE A ho72h, Wang 513 RFA THEICHE» o728 HELTW A,
e AHIEIC DT

Bertot 512X 5% A 7+ 1) ¥ AT, FHRIHRESERDOETEIL016% (95%
CI:010~024) Th Y, HEFEHNTIERFA, MCT BX U PELIZOWT, ZhZh
0.16% (0.10~024), 0.15% (0.08~0.23), 0.23% (0.0~058) TdH 7. HELRLH
IEDFAENT AT 329% (243~428) TH Y, {HEEN TOESE 2G5 IHEOHEIX
RFA 41% (33~5.1), MCT 46% (07~118), PEI 27% (028~74) THh-72. %
72, Germani 57 ® X ¥ 7+ ¥ ZATld, RFA & PEIOAHEDHE IS 2w (F v
1121, 95%CI:089~163, p=022), —7, Shen 5V X 5 & PEI & i LA
IR WAS, RFA THEIHEDSZ WEIAITH -7z OV — Rk 204, 95%CI: 081~
5.15, p=0.059),

W&

PET (2RI L THEB N OB RRE LIS T & ) — VO ET 5 2 13 X<
MHENTBY, ZO7OMEEIKE 512565 T PEL OBGAMEAMK T 9 2 @112
H%o —FTMCT %R RFA T35 2T AMEAES % MEH5 R Pl % ) CHIAL % 3538 ©
XL LIEIRELABMTHAS, RFA & PEI LIEEILE L7224, RITFEREBLY
HAFIZH L C RFA OB Z R CORB T 23000 % CH &b, E512% 72
V— TR T 2 cm DL E OISR THIBREOEARE WHITH - 7217, 72,
RFA & MCT ® % % 7+ ) ¥ A TRIASOHEBIRTH - 72 L HE) LTWB25, ]
HENZRCT D LROATH S Z & & AT 2002 4 & i Z LS DF L DR T
Hbo ZD72H, MCT HRFA 2 BT ZRHE Lo 2 13RI Z Lw ey
W35, 72, KFTIIFMIERE~OFHHEE L CTHRIRPGEE S Ty 72\ Cryoablation
RIREIEALTIE, WINb FZHLWRRETH DI EHRMEZE T ¥ AOEHPL
WLz D, 52, SHOKETIZIRFA OF /N4 AW TOHRBRRE 2 L L 720
R INTE LT, ZORICHELTLSHROMFARETHAH, ThonZ Ly
5, AL LT RFAZHER LT DRI ET VAN D S0 HESRE Lz,

EBEREIC DWW TIE, 45 3 CQ TOMENITHIA Germani 57 & Shen 5V DA T B
FZHEHE (RFA, MCT, PED) MICBWTHAPHESRDOBEIEEZBD LD 72,
L2, FFMERE e s & 395 £ 9 BB AIE — IS A PHEISRZ ) 7
<9, BRIZ, WLASZEILIE PEL L LRT RFA ICS S THE DY, ik o
RS BIEHI TIIHLERILOERIEDE WY . 2070, FEIPLHEShE£ L
DHAIME RSV T, DX REMTBWTATLEAT RFA % PEL 2179 2
ETRIFREHEREZ BT TV b, 200 LERAEE S B EMIC LTiE
ANTLfEARE PEI 23832 & L, TEF Y RAERL WDl WiEEE L,

B SZ3G

1) Shen A, Zhang H, Tang C, et al. Systematic review of radiofrequency ablation versus percutane-
ous ethanol injection for small hepatocellular carcinoma up to 3 cm. J Gastroenterol Hepatol
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ZRBAMEEICTACE ZHAT A ETCTFRZNRNETED
h?

FT& %,

R R DR BERIRTE Z B § 5 551218, TACE & Off TP & »3

(55U \#EER)

BE =

BELIEEORATHIIC TACE 2479 2 &1, MEIZ X 5 cooling effect 2 iR55 & 4,
BEHIPH 2 IR T 5 Z AT E B, BENIHREIC TACE 20§ % 2 & oS Hiiusg s
DT HEWEHET HPIZOWTRE L7,

WU AIVTA4TA4VvIRT—EXU

ACQIFEIHMD CQ3M DFIERETH A0, H3MORIEIZ 201241 Hr b
2016 4E 6 H F CICRBREINTm LA MRBLEML 720 BERICOWTIEE S E F—
DLDE, 636 MOGMXP S 172 —KBIRE LTHIBL, MEFFE2HNT
T—=F R EZfT-o TS 11 EE ZUEIRTRAL, E3MOSREEELETE 16
RERAL 72119,

o FIVEEIC DT

Kitamoto 5 @5 T, TACE+RFA %74 RFA HMEE L MR THFICK X 48
FEH A B N7z (TACE+RFA #, RFA B O BERHIPH O Bff & HAEFIMH : 399
mm, 323 mm vs. 346 mm, 260 mm : p<0.05),

Morimoto 5?12 & 1id, TACE+RFA H¥ & U RFA HphBECHEVIHIPH O K% & 51
BONIEHNZFNZFI 50 mm, 41 mm & 58 mm, 50 mm (p=0.012) & TACE +RFA
HEC RFA BB ICHIE U CH EICBELIHEPH O RS 3 6 7z,

e EFICDNT

2012 4ELLFE TACE + RFA i & RFA R Bk % Jl L 728985 Y 2 RIOR T &
HEERPRLS5DDD, TACE+RFA {G#H RFA BMANE & AR THREIZEFEREDR
RIFCTHo7 T OMENIRERTLLODEZRD Lo THHEN1FT
BHotze T, THOXYTFHI Y AGHLYOFRTIZBWT TACE+RFA HTH
BICRIFREFTH -2 eHMEIN TV S,

W E

%473 % TACE OWEATIFINIICOWTIZRHE 25 2 7 AUNE SFEETH AP, K
6 OMETIZ1I A ALNE TS ED0% N,

RFA IZ TACE 2%47¥ % 2 & THRNHHOI AR D 726 3N b 2 L idgmED—
BL-RBTHY, ZOBENBOIKIZE > THENESLBHTHREOBIICEET 5
LI E N B, HHIC Morimoto 57 DMIEIC L B &, EFEL v ¥ 3 Y E (TACE+RFA
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