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3) Arita J, Yamamoto H, Kokudo T, Hasegawa K, Miyata H, Toh Y, et al. Impact of board certification
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1. CEUSMAREREE, BRBUTRERE, BRUI DAILRAMOREZEED T
FRBEDENAIYU -V ITRRTH D, GELEE, TETYADEE B)
2. 3~6 HAERCOESBEREREZEHREL, BEY—N—AEBDAVCAIYU—
TUORMET D, HIREERELLEDESEMREICIX Gd-EOB-DTPA ZfER LT
MRI &fcl& dynamic CT DHABERET 2. GV, TESTVADEE B)

mE =

WA &, MIsEREEDZFE L WiETh by, BRIFRY A VA (HBV) BLXOCH
Fge7 4 VA (HCV) OG- L ATGEEEORBNIRENE SND, RIBITBVTBHHF
M B E DR 70% 1, B R D 5\ id CRUBHIFREERETH LY, v 4 VAT
WOl OGN &, FFREZE, Bk, s, 7oV —ViEI BME, R, e
Wikt BERBER ETH S, MRS — XA T 2 ADR G L HiEIZDOWTHRE L7z,
BYUAMIVT A TavIRAT—EATU B

2017 4ERRL (4R @ CQ2 DNFEZGIEHKE, A CQIIMER S N7z, S RIOYET
WCBRL, 45 4 ROt R LLRE 2016 457 H 1 H225 2020 4E 1 A 31 HIZ#FK S hiz
FICDOWTHREL, 849 WA S Nize TDLph 5 [ IR — MIFEDO A, HEHT
W7eixE <o BMRTIZOWTEL R Cox T2 LTWwE3d D, H50ITERCQICH
WYL LHB I N/ TF ) P ABLORINEHEBEEZRH] L) HEOTIZ—K
BINT 136 7, —RBIRTZOLDh0 TREHZICHERHALL, F4R09IREED
HTEH16 R E A L7

WFRIBLRE T — "4 5 ¥ 2T 5 ES ) 74122V, Singal & 13 TR HE 5
446 B % WG AT o 720 41 BIDSIEMINENE & W S, DB E D A, AFP It
M, WEPHT, FRFNRE 4%, 66%, 90%, FEFEE92%, 91%, 83% & Wik
L AFP OPIC & 0 REA ERAT 5 2 L 2835 LT 52, Chang & b IFHZE
B 1597 IO — XA 5~ 212B VT AFP, EEEE ML ) IWMEFITL B A
7)==y ZIZ X REDE (992%) T EEWMELTWEY, 72, AFP O
Ay AT TEUNORIKOED S 2R EO LA ZMZ 2 2 212X DEEED
683% 75 715% 2 L L7z R oM TcoMMEEIZE L T, Tzartzeva S IZHFREZ
FEBNCRIS % 32 OMFE A MBI A 5 T F ) ¥ A% AT - 720 13,367 BIONT Z 1T\, 3
) IEMEN T OB L CIEFE S R EM T 45% CTH - 72 b O AFP O P T
63% & EED LR B2 LR BELTWAY,
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EFMAEDEF ) 7 4122V T, Kim 5%, FFEZER 407 BlOH -1 5 0 2%
RS & Gd-EOB-DTPA % L7z MRI # FFFIZAT 95 2 & THRERED LK%
7o 720 43 IHEHE L, BRI, MRI 86.0%, HEERETE 27.9% T, BEITERY 30%
vs. 56% & MRI T 72¥, Pocha & 1d 163 B O HIF M2 B & 55126 4 B
WOEIEBEWE L 1 FHok CT OA AL TR RCT 247V, 43 6.6%%
WL TWBERT, KRE, FFREGETBEEIENET714%, 97.5%, CT #:T 66.7%,
94.4% LIRFEIZB VT 6 7 FEOEIBE NS ENTB Y, WA b EIEE Mk
BTERWZ EZ2HE LTV,

LR R OBV L 2B HREEROECERFT L2 RCT 252 RHE s
TWb, JFRARER 23R & L2EHBERICL T —XAL 5 2 AL 30 mm LA
TCTORFMEEE AR EEFMEE L L, 3AHAL 6 7 ABBOILIEKEZIT - 72 5
T, FEFMEBCAESRIRDT, SEFERICLEE -7 4 WAL 129
ARBONK AT 728D ME SN TBY, 47 AT 2 cm DU ORI HN
NIHEFID L Hr o 7288, 4 EROEFERICIABELEZBD 2 h o728, Han 513, 400
B O FFALIERESNC BN THAREOY —X A F Y AW TFHREOK LT 720 6 5
HURNOH =L F Y ATHEASINIZELEOH B EIZ/NE L, lead-time bias %
BLTOABCFRVRIFCH -2 LT w2,

W E

NFRIIERE S — XA 5 ZA0FMEERT20I2IE, WREZ T VT LI —_1 5
VARIBEATDLVEO 2BICH ), SR CE KT RS LETH S,
LAL, BEEFTOEIANEEE Y FAY —HAIZTS V¥ A8 01T L7220034E 8
LU 2004 AEDTFEA TN EN 1 5id DA T Dlth 2 OLMIEHT 22135
HENTORV, BEEOAENRE L, BEHEOSILEE KT 2158132 <
ENTWDA, lead-time bias DREDAE L %5, Lead-time OHEE X, HARBEHTO
JES DAFIMIERE & — XA 5 0 A TR I NS LR TRASNEREICBT 5
JEBREDOZENLFREIND D, MASNL T A —F OFRFEIRE TEIMERHREIKEL
R 51219 EHI 2 IR 5 A2 ) —= v 7 X o T, BN RE A
B s, BUABEICO MW, T2 PRUENRE D25 T RS 0D
COESHASIEI—RA T v AFIMHERSNDE L, HAHO CQL [H—x1 5
VAR S NDH? ] AR CQISHA SN

JEMITBIE T — XA 7 Y RATBW OB ERRAIC AFP 283528 T, kh%L<
D EEZD dynamic CT HAHWIEMRIIWC L BEEEZZITHI L b0, HENIC
K L AT 2139 THED, —HTHEEFIENT 2 2 &2 58RI RITKT
T2, =L 5 ZAOBBIOVTLEBET, LY ECHREIZT 513 EBGH0IC
FEBI NS CRAEINDIETTHLY, BHIEEATZ. LoT, KLY —
NRA TG VAL THL ENLEHEREOEVPBR ELEROD L2=THDH, TOE
HPHEEMTHIANCREIDEI)PLDPMEE b, 72, WHEOERER, M
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PDF

FED %1% BWiBr0H-—~fT722
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REEE LT, #3IIREBRET DIk o720 72721, IFHIKLNE O — B i s
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. FFHREOMBIEZHICEREEEY—Hh—& LT, AFP, PIVKA-I, AFP-L3 57E
EHRT D, GELER, TESVADEE A)
. \EHERREDEZMICBVTIE 2 BULDOEENY —H—ZAET D L ZHET D,

(GELVEERE, TETVZADEE A)

HE =
AIpcix, RO ES~—%—& LT AFP, PIVKA-II, AFP-L3 7o 3 ff
AR L 72 > TV B,

ZWH YOS~ — 7 — gL, HESHICHWEEE, =M F VA IZBw
TROTBELAND M) H—E LTHW LA b b, WHEZHis5E L7281
e, FEHIRRE OES ~ — 7 — (T WA TIE R e —T, =1 5V AICH
WHENLHER, HLBEEBAE JITRERERIED X HITEILT 2 A EE
TH Y, LR (positive likelihood ratio = &/ (1 — 4558 ) #igfEIcd 52 &
ALFE Lo 4l R OWBIZ NI A H 2 i~ — 7 — 2o W THRE L7z,
BYAMIVTATAVvIRT—RAU

ACQIF, HFAM®D CQ3, CQA #ME L TIER SN/, HF4MD CQ3 & FH Uk
KEHWT20164E7H1LI H25 20204 1 H 31 HIZHEEINTZm IOV THREL,
MALGEA S 7z, TREE, REEOW G 2HE SN Tw5, HEE I LI T
WAEDPBREEINTWD, T—)IVFAY & — FIREEPHE] v HEto TIc—k#E
WTI7R, ZKBIRTIRERAL, HAMICTIRHISNZ 11 READER 20 %
A L7z

5 cm MUT OFFHINLRE 20t & L7z 17 B O CIc B 5 KEE, HRE, ZWit v X
W, BHEERABRF L2V AT~<7 4 v 2L Ea——Tlk, AFPOKZEIX S v M+ 7
1l 20 ng/mL T 49~71%, S EIX, 49~86%, # v b+ 71l 200 ng/mL TIREJE 8~
32%, BRELE 76~100% Th - 72V, A Sh72BWit v XIid, 4 v M+ 74H 20 ng/
mL, 200 ng/mL TZNZ1 406, 699, FEtEIEEIZZENZN 245 585 Th -7z,
PIVKA-TI ®J&KEE, # v b4 714840 mAU/mL T 15~54%, JFEEIX 95~99%,

A1 v b 74l 100 mAU/mL CTEEE 7~56%, 455 72~100% Tdh - 72o A Sz
ZWrt v XL, v b4 74 40 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL TZFNhZ2h 21.31, 6.70,

L IZZF N2 1260, 491 TH o720 AFP-L3GHDKEX, H v b4+ 7

10% T 22~33%, 4FHEEIX93~99%, v M 71E 15% TIEKE 21~49%, FeHEE
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94~100% THh o720 A SNBWit+ v ZiE, # v M+ 7 10%, 15% TER2E
N 643, 1050, FPEEEILIZZ 2N 489, 1310 Th o720 2 HE O~ — 5 —%
MAEDLELGEOBM A v X, 620~5981 & 1 MO~ —H — DA & g
LT ELTWw,

CHFRBEIIBIT S AFP OZWRICHL TRF LAV AT T4 v 7L a—
T, 5EORLERAL, 20ng/mL %% v M+ 7L L723a O RKEEE 41~65%,
FRFREEIL 80~94%, BRlE B 3.1~6.8, BRVERIEI 04~06 & #HiE LTw 52,

—F, LVRETONIZVATT4 v 7L 2 —Tl, 49ROmXEZRAL,
AFP DJEE 59% (95% X (CI):54~63%), KEHHE 86% (95%CI: 82~89%),
PIVKA-TI D& 63% (95%CI:58~67%), HF51E 91% (95%CI:88~93%), AFP,
PIVKA-II ® ROC Mt Fiifk% T 2h 083, 077 LHELTwBY, 72721, W%
ZWESAE 3 ecm LU, JEBEE3 LA T ISR - 7285613, AFP &R 48% (95%CI ¢
39~57%), HREPE89% (95%CI:79~95%), PIVKA-II ME&JE 45% (95%CI : 35~
57%), 95% (95%CI:91~97%), AFP, PIVKA-II 3 X 2N 5 &HlAGbETH
£® ROC M FHEAIZZ 2N 068, 084, 083 T, MAGbHEIZL BHiRED
I3 ER0 5o 720

734 BIOMYENT 2% - IFREEEE G E Lizak— MFEICBWT, FHBISIHM
3745 HHIZ 29 BUCHFSHE 2 7Y, AFP % v b+ 7Mfi% 20 ng/mL & L7354
DIEEEIZ 61.2%, FEHEEIE 783%, PIVKA-II D% v b+ 7% 60 mAU/mL & L72
B ORIEIF 414%, FFREIZ 909% TH 720 AFP O v M+ 7Mli% 40 ng/mL,
PIVKA-TI ®% v M+ 7% 80 mAU/mL & LLAS D 7354 OKEEIL 655%, 4
R 85% TH - 720 1,377 BIO R MLz B E & 355 Bl DB - FFAEZE B E % )
RLLr—2a2y Fa—UFERICBWT, 3cm KiGOEEICEHLTAFP O v +
F 7% 20 ng/mL, 100 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L7:3;& DKEIZZFNZFN 55%,
23%, 14%ThHH, FREIZZNEN 4%, 9%, 100% TH - 7o FAkEIZ PIVKA-
D%y b+ 7% 40 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL & L7236 O 2 2 41%,
21%, FEREEIE 97%, 100% T o720 AFP O v b+ 71fi% 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II
DAy MFT7ZE 40 mAU/mL & LA DR 254 OKEIL 82%, HFREIX 1%
TdH 7Y, AFP B X O PIVKA-II ® ROC Mhi# FHif§ix, 21 0887, 0812 T
HY, EEECTEIMELTHRE L2 A, Scm KiiOZWiEEICE L Tid AFP ©J
PHBECENRTEY, 5cmBOBKIHEICE L Tt PIVKA-TT O A EICERLTW
720 372610 CHRIFARZ ZRRE Lizar— MFRICBWT, 2F0REH%E
12 34 BNCHFFERE DS A H7zs AFP 20 ng/mL, AFP-L3 %l 10%, PIVKA-II 7.5 ng/
mL ®# v b 7T, EEIZZENREN61%, 365%, 39.2%, HRIEIZThZR
71.1%, 91.6%, 896% Td o720 AFP (# v 4+ 74# 20 ng/mL), AFP-L3 %l (% »
kA 74t 10%), PIVKA-II (v + 4 7Ml 75 ng/mL) @ 3 D& fllAhabErzf,
JEREIE 77% % T EA L7229 B RUEMEIF 2T BT 106 610 AR EE & 100 51
DX HARE % WA L 72WF%2Tid, AFP 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II 40 mAU/mL ®% v b %
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TET, RIEIZZNEN575%, 519%, FFHREE 880%, 97.0% Tdh - 72", 2,830 #
OB B BEDZM L 72 HHE Y — XA F 2 212B8WT, FENRD b7
14 B EEMA I TICK o T v F S 104 Bl 3G & L -5ETlE,  BkEE
AFP-L3 7MW D v b+ 7Mli% 7%, 10%, 15% & L72BEOEEIZZh 2N 394%,
163%, 115%TH Y, HFREZZNZNT7.0%, 96%, 100%Tho>72c AFP DA v

b 7% 20 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L72BRDEEI1X414%, 125%, 5FREEIL 904%,
99.0%, PIVKA-II®% v b 7fli% 40 mAU/mL & L7234 OEIE I 346%, 55
JE13 940% T - 2%, #E1fTb N7z 32D RCT 2 & 4 2 O X HFZED 689 1
DI H, WEEIRO LN 2018 <y F 872008 168 il 2 x4 & L7075 Tid,
AFP D% v b4+ 7% 5ng/mL, AFP-L3 73 HD A v M+ 7% 4% & L72& Z D
AEDEDRIEILT79%, FFREIZST%TH Y, &5 IZEHMGTHMmANM, HilHYy
WA + AFP, JE#H L WA + AFP+ AFP-L3 431 2 121 0 & 13 48.6%.
886%, 94.3% &, JEEBHEEHWMAIC AFP, AFP-L3 Mz Nz % 2 & TEED LA
L7z
W%

NA ZDOBHIC L B EHEHRL v Xid, MERNA v A X LERTRIND, Tl
D) A7 D b H OB OERIIERDS L2 10%THH L 2EZ DL, E20D
=S T v AR TR A SN2 MAETHERIEBBE L Z 5%, WAL v
ZE1955D 1 b, BT EREOMEDSEECTH - /1, Bkt v X
E, A% Eb 0501 BETTRTT 2720, B~ —7 =B THh - 25E1IC
TR ASEAET AR % 10% L RI23 5720120, B LER 5 DL ESLETH
o ZAUIHFRLEE 95% TIRIE 25% LA I, SRS 90% CIKEE 50% PL HICHI 4T %, §
bbb, Ay ME7MiEEOICEE L THRELELEZRH LEVRY, ASLERHER
AL, BHANSRIMET T 5, BEHEESEI %% &6 L T 5 EH TlE AFP
ORI, PR &by M 7% 100 ng/mL DL EICERET 2 LD
%o AFP-L3 43R PIVKA-TL iZ/NFRIBERE S 31 5 IREEDS AFP I 525, R
R0, BRI AFP L) bR TW L, H4E, #E7 o s /Eks
T BRIEBMHEITFREESB X OVY AV AEIC & 5 T SVR 23R L7z C AU %
BHEITB VT, AFP ORFRIENIN T2 L W) #iEdhd 21017, S5%Ih s 0BG
ZBWT, #ilzehy PETEEZBRETRELEEZ LN,

WIS, NFHRRECB VT2 o0E~ — 7 —Z2WET 2 2 L i, FRECKTIE
B/ANBRICHIZ 00, KEZN ESE5, 220U Lol ~— 7 —%2HAAGbE LA,
WBEENENOA v v+ 7%k [EE LR BRI EREE T2, 2072
0, MAEDEDIEE~ — 7 — OBAEMNT 5125 > TESLMIEE D EA$ 508
BIRDZ L D OFREIK TS 5. BHELERIZERE/ (1 -RE) cRshb:
0, BREOKTORBOHNPREL, =15V AORHE, NELEERED
B, ZWHEEICHWZEEE, BETOREBEENSIIE A LEVE W) R
L0 F, HRECKTZETA72DI121E, BMTHWS LD EWA Yy b+ 71l
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AT HLEND Y, FHIHEREOKW AFP O 4 v b+ 71, 20ng/mL £ 0 3
HRET HLEDND L. T2, MAGDLELEE~— 7 — 1IN TH S 2 LY
FL<, €OHTIZ AFP & PIVKA-TL 3RV 72D ICHEN A A bE & v
Z %o

BB LRI O) b 2RI AZT7F) Y ADMmXT, 1B
Ul & 0 JEEGE S I MRAR IS AFP 212 5 2 & TREN LR T2 LY, 19 151
PIVKA-II ®J575 AFP X 0 b JEEH 4 X, Af, RIS STWREICER TV
T ARSI,

R R DS~ — 7 — & L TR TR S N7z AFP-L3 70l 085 5
04U LA LTz FYEA Y3, TVYTOTFA VT3, FAFFRVF Y, &H
<4 71 RNAY, X512 centromere protein F (CENP-F)'¥ %> cytoskeleton-associ-
ated protein 4 (CKAP4)'”, MFG-E8'®, HCC-ART 227 ', y-GT/AST it %' 7%
ERMAATICOVTEROMED R SNTS, SHOBETLWEZEMICHZ 9
5 bDIERME L h oz, Pl RIFOEZHIB TR E 72> T2 3
DNESE~ — J1 — OEENIIEICHE T ST b,

Q%%ﬁ% .............................................................................................................................................................
@R 1 [FFHBECHBIZKICERLESE~—H—& LT, AFP, PIVKA-I, AFP-L3
DEEHETS] ICDOVWTRBICSLIBREDRR, BUWHEEL S/,

firzt% fioces fibcwnwzes fibhnwz ez
BMCHET B A< HIET B g5 HET B MCHET B
100% (22 &) 0% (0) 0% (0) 0% (0)

@HEN 2 [/NHHRBEOZHICEVW TR 2BLULEDEEY - H—2AET 52 & e #EY
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3] ISDWTERBICL 2 HREDHR, BOHEEL o7

f1o2¢k% f1ocex fibhwz ez fibhnwc et
MY 3 RT3 BHEET B MR Y B
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72125 &g L L7278 Tld, AFP @ 50% LA oA, Wiffic & 2 0k e &
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O TREREHESE % & ORI 2 AT SNz T2 W R S & L72%E T, AFP @
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KT Lo =¥ 7 ENVHRBTONFEZMNICBW T, AFP 3FFRENE L, i8R0
Ay bET7HEED)BEN6ug/LEH VL E, EEE LIFHZLATEX S LEHERITH
hTwal,

FITVVERLRI VT AN RS SN BRI EH 256 Bl 2 W4 & L7z
& 2k — MIFETIE, AFP I3 GEICH L CHGBABIKT LTz, 3B D%



B %1% BWBL0H—~fT72

FEARRD SN, AFPIE A v b4 7% 10 ng/mL IZiRET 5 &, KE 457%, FrHE
973% &, Bl 7 - v 7 BAB G500 AFP OFF5E 644% 12 U THREIZ EA LT
w72,
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R ATHRREDEZRRD T (CIE dynamic CT, dynamic MRI, iSEEBERIREDLT
NHHEDHSND, I ULWLWIFNBEITAIEECH D5 S Gd-EOB-DTPA i&& MRI Z#
"I D, GELEE, TETVADiES A)

s =

FERIRRE D% < i, dynamic CT & %\ & dynamic MRI ®BARFHIC BV Tk %R
L, MRS 2\ I3 FEAHIC T washout 2R o 2D X ) ICHE L, WY& 8
¥ — w50 WA & v ) o FIZEE T 1~2 cm OFEHiAEE W
MAETHRI I N L &, EEHZ2HWZ8EE CT, MRIOS b 1 DA FMaEIC
WA 2 35 R/ — ¥ BRI EETH 5.

A CQ TIXMAIMIHILE DB BT 5, FEF Y T 4 OBWHEIZ OV THEST
5o
BYAIVT4T4vIRAT—MAXY

A CQIFEHE 4D CQ6 # WL T 2D, 2016 FELEICTE T Y A LRV DWW X
FTFVVARYATRT A v 7 L a—FREN0, HAMTRHI NG
XA TFIVACEHEITNEWIEF Y A2 MR T 501 LD TH XX R
L7z0 5 A WU S LA 2016 457 H 1 HA5 20204E 1 A 31 HIZER S N5
LIZDOWTHEL, 4295 & 0 —UGERINT 24 iR 2 BINL 720 ZRBIRTIRA SN2 9
MO HEFIAH LN TRV 1RERWZ8FE, H4MD 46D I LALEL Bbh
1 EEAHLETIIREHRIT L

JF a2 Wi B L € GAd-EOB-DTPA #&5# MRI & dynamic CT O ZWrreltixz
1727228 T7F )AL B E, GI-EOB-DTPA #E# MRIIZCT £ D b AEIIHV
J&IE (0.85 vs. 0.68) %ﬁ‘b R IIWH 12D AR DN o 72 (094 vs. 093) . ROC
AT Tl MRI DB CT & ) b A FIC A5 72 (ROC i IR 0.79 vs. 046) Vs

F-HERE 2 W EQL’C Gd-EOB-DTPA #&# MRI, dynamic CT, dynamic MRI

PRI L7227 T7F ) VALK AL, GAd-EOB-DTPA i MRI & 352 CT

OHEEIRFE X Z N2 0881 (95%CI:0.766~0.944) & 0.713 (95%CI: 0.577~0.819),
HERFREIXZNZ110926 (95%CI - 0.829~0.97) & 0.918 (95%CI : 0.829~0.963)
Tholzo COEFMEMICHETIEI R o7 72721, MERWELZHTLEEE
EULMZEICIRE T 5 &, Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRIIZ#EF CT L) BN TED,
EREEELE 0919 (95%CI - 0.834~0.962) & 0637 (95%CI : 0565~0.704), HEwEFFRE
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1% 0936 (95%CI:0.882~0.966) & 0971 (95%CI:0.937~0.987) TdH o720 Gd-EOB-
DTPA 7% MRI & dynamic MRI @ IEIZES 25T, HEEEEEE 0907 (95%
CI: 0.870~0934) & 0.820 (95%CI : 0.776~0.857), #f &4 FIE1Z 0.929 (95%CI :
0.877~0961) % 0934 (95%CI:0.881~0964) T# Y, Gd-EOB-DTPA 353 MRI ®
HERT WY,

2 cm AT /NI 2 0f 4 & L7234 @ GAd-EOB-DTPA ## MRI & dynamic
CTOZMWiiez Lz % 7+ 1) ¥ A TIE, Gd-EOB-DTPA #%5 MRI i CT & It
B L CIRIEAE EIZE Do 72 (096 vs. 0.65; p<001) 2%, KEHIE T3 EEZRO%
A7z (094 vs. 098 : p>0.05)s GAd-EOB-DTPA # % MRI & dynamic CT ®¥ =<
1) — ROC Hh#R FHEif§1X 097 & 085 TH Y, GAd-EOB-DTPA #35 MRI O i 056
WrEg Iz BN T W2,

Gd-EOB-DTPA 73 MRI & dynamic CT O IFHIEMEMRIBIEE 2 LKL 722 % 7 F
) ¥ AT, Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI &35 CT O IR BHIEE X 086 (95%
CI:0.76~093) & 070 (95%CI : 058~0.80) T, Gd-EOB-DTPA 73 MRI 2°4 &
IZEWETH 572 (p<0.05)s Gd-EOB-DTPA 7% MRI & %5 CT DK IZHZEDS
INEL B BIZONTIET LAY, 3XTOY A ZHICBWT MRIDEER CT KR
QRN =7 YA

DEORRIZZNUF DAY 7F ) T ADREREFIFE LRV, F72, o
AF=V VT H BRI OREICB VTS MRIGHHTH 5™,

F 70, WEEERELSk (SPIO) ###I% H\v72 MRI & dynamic CT & @K TDH
MRI 2MEN 5 & DFERTH B ZHE 1 em BT O/ E 2 FFERITLHE O A8
NBZ 2k s,

ANEURT TS D REINC R 3 2 e B E RO BRI L RET L2 A8 T+ Y AL
I 5L, EEBETWROBMIEIEIL 086 (95%CI:0.79~091), HFHEEIX 087 (95%CI:
0.75~094), Btk REEIE 706 (95%CI : 1.64~30.36), F&VEAEE X 020 (95%CI :
0.14~028) THh o720 BWiA v X 3371 (95%CI : 20.34~55.88), ROC Hi# T i
13 093 (95%CI : 0.90~095) TH - 721V,

B EEOMEEA 7 ) —= v 7 OoFAEIC O W CIERERBE R L RE LT
HE L7z & RCT (2B W, #EFERREOTH MG 4 X3, S e
(13041 mm ; 28 B) HIEEHBEIRE (16741 mm ; 26 ) IZHTHEITN
Ehotz (p=001D)"7,

B E W & dynamic CT O/NEMIEZERRZ KL A5 TFY Y RITL D
L, WEEEE L dynamic CT OEIEIX 075 (95%CI:0.70~0.80) & 0.74 (95%CI:
0.68~0.78), HFHEEIZ 091 (95%CI : 087~094) & 092 (95%CI : 0.89~095), #~
) — ROC M FTHIfEIX 091 &£ 039 TH Y, MHEDOMICHAE LM RIIAED SN%
Mol (2=023, p=082)'9,

TACE #O¥AF £ 721 3B R OZ W I B 1) 5385 MRI OF A2 B L7
AFTF) VAT, e MRI ORREE, FRERE, YR, B, Bt v
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XM, B LU ROC MM FEHEIE, 91% (95%CI: 87~96%), 93% (95%CI : 85~
97%), 1222 (95%CI : 5.62~26.57), 0.09 (95%CI : 0.05~0.18), 126.99 (95%CI :
34.76~436.99), 097 (95%CI : 0.95~098) Ta o717,

W E

ST P IR RE B T 12 381F B dynamic CT OR72F&EII R E v, BFE, FEAL
DOHiFk < multi-detector-row CT 25 K% LTHE ), MRI & IRTEE L 7-WE 055
N, MERELEVLEOEVEDLD S, 1 HORF v VBB L E L, RS
TERVIEBNIZBWTHEEDOHLAD %\, FBIIRE S /NHZ LA TIE MRI & #fh7)s
T\,

Gd-EOB-DTPA # 5 MRII3/NRZ % & @ 7= FIIRE S W IS BN 7B WRE 2 R 5,
—757CMRIGEEEOFEA, HEFHZT A MADH 5. 72 11FH72 ) OBARR b R
728, MiixlZ & o TZFMlaRE O R Y 2 7 il 2 2B MRI THRAET 5 Z I3 Lwe
2 5N5b, 72, GAd-EOB-DTPA ## MRLIZERE DB WRETH 5725, FHKICHE
WA RN RGeS 5 /0 & 76 M R 2 Mk o iR R NIBEE 2 L e o
FANCHAET LD S,

SPIO & AN M AITH 0, dynamic FIEATT & 7 EHFHIILHE D B Wi 12
BUIAEHRIIMENTH S, BHEIESKT LAEMTIZI — PRI FY =7 4
(Gd) A O % BV 2 LEAH B 72, SPIO #HEAI % VT MRI 2179 S &
EEELTD Lo

R E L CT, MRIICHARZ ERBIEICH 2A%, MTEENRE & IR RE 2 5F
lid2Z ENUETH Y, FRCEIROEEAPBHTE S LI IR > ThHSILE
NZZZWEPHROND LI IR TWh, TNV TNT Y <A 7 aNT VB
REEOFECLPDOITMMATE, EELTF 74 7F Y —MIUCOHEDL I—F
TEHHIR GAd A L D B L0, X5 751 ¥ 2 OfEFTIRIEZE WO I
HEZWIHEIX dynamic CT & IR L T i#kfaze <, IR QBRI % B{§RE &
LCHERTE S, 7272 LBREE 2 & CTIRERIBORE IR L W L H L7720
EEPLETH LY,

MR OB 2 HiY & LTI MThbn b 2 L3P koTBY, 4HI
B O LD B L7z BEIRMEMIREZ T CT (CTAP) B X O EIRER T CT
(CTHA) % &Ll d ZuA PR OB ICB W IR ICHHZMATIED
2705, WEIIR®D %\ i3 B BB IR~ O IR 71 7 — 7 VI ADSLET D 5 720D
WA L R L TRBITH 5, MOMBETEM RO %62, TACE % Eih
WFH LI THifT SN ALAICREIRETH 5.

fEEmE LC, @&, dynamic CT, Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI D Wi NLO
A WM OB A HTH Y, MR B OREIIS U Tl
YWhdOEBIRT LI EHIRDOND, 7272, INMTFHIAEHE IR L Tid Gd-EOB-DTPA
15 MRI O Z Wiig1d dynamic CT RERHEER L) bEAL TV L7720, [EfTWHEET
57 51X GAd-EOB-DTPA #32 MRI 2B L TEETLREXTH 5,
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@HERE N [HBAIATHBEDZR D 7= 8 (213 dynamic CT, dynamic MRI, & HBZEEED

WThhrPEHS5h3, 2 LWThBHEITRIRETH % 4 5 GAd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI %

#ET 2] ICOVWTRBILL ZRBOBR, BVHEREL 57

f1o2e% f1oce% fibhwz ez fibhnw et
MCHET B GoRNE ;3 I < HET B mHEY 3
91.7% (22 %) 8.3% (28) 0% (0&) 0% (0 &)
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IBEFRRBEICHOVTC, EF CT ICTHZMEZRITH
washout B+ SNIEVRZEICED K S ICHILT DH ?

Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI [CKDIEEZITD T L =HRT D,

(FELEERE, TEFVADiES B)

s =
YR EEE BT 385 CT % & MBI IEEEHRA IS B W T, BRMH T
e L TR & P AH I A2 F T washout & 9 208 & A7 G121%, I 2

AMREOBEBRIT R E VWZ 5, L2LRMS, g T3 washout 2¥id-> X ) L 3D
5 ﬂ&‘/‘i’ﬁé\ﬁ‘a‘f) D, MBS MPERIRE & OB TEE 2 50 BRI TR L
T GAd-EOB-DTPA 55 MRI IFlaAH TIAE 5 2 225 5 1 em LUT ORE i 52 4 (f'ﬁ'1
P30 2, ELPE 22 0% EatGl L7z Tixy, IR o 16.7% (5/30),
D 50% (11/22) HSMPRAIC BT % washout ZFED B M o7z, DF D, ylﬂlli%m L,
washout 23% 5 F, DMK TRE G 2R THUMEZ (1em BLT) 16 A5,
11 RIS R, 5 AEE2FMIIEE CTH ) WA RIS 50 2O CQ TIXBIIRMIE G %
INTHHBEATE VW BRI ZS & LI e & S MRS 2 10D B0y, TR & o
12 GA-EOB-DTPA & MRIVPERH CTH 502 £ 5 5,
BYAMIVTATAVIRT—RAU

AKCQIE, 4o CQ7 [Dynamic CT/MRI CTHLEIRGHT i % /R & 2 W TS i O 1
i, M em PLEPOSITIOPLEFE L ? | #5| XX, LD Question = HIEIZT
H7-OICEKHEBIE L7 FEAMOMEREZHCT20164FE7H1HA»S 202041 H
31 HIC %’é NIZGRSLTOWTHRE L, 584 RAH & iz, 205 5, [FL MR
HIOBWEEIC DO W THA D L < IXEHIREHEZ reference & LTRE LTV b0 27

“(521%?)_\'117‘:0 TURERTIEIZD) B 10REHRH L7z €D, Question & &

RIS 2720, CQ % [HFMINAE & 155/ <0 % i VA% 2 72 & o RYE D % ik
WA DOE IOV T GA-EOB-DTPA #i5¢ MRI 23R S % 5 &9 H JITIBIE L 7z,
FHL7Z10/ED ) B 7TiRIENEH CQ THUE S N7 M NE - 2 MMAERHE Tld v
DB L7 CQIEAHT L 6mENY FH—FTHEML, REMIEHIRERAL
770 WETREAIIBIT 5 voting ICTERM 2N, ZOEREKE LTARCQ 2535 C
F 7SN S MRL O W N O lifif ez BE L Twb 2 Ltk Zo%ﬁ%‘ﬁ’é A
FIFO NI, EFECTICHET S CQ XNEHL 7,
© LMMRRZE & DIERIT Gd-EOB-DTPA JEF MRI ZiE{Td 2 Z LIF#HEINDH ?

MRV RS XEIR-PIREAE (AP > v ¥ b) OIBERLT VI —VEHRH IS
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ND WA 72 LX), ¥ CT % & oM IS ERAE TL MM BREN L
ELIXBIESNG, TN IRIEFENICBEHEST 22 L3P % <, BRWIZIESE
MPEBIFE & —3E DI/ OPR R EE 2 S b, IR & £ kAR ZE o BgHT
FREMIZ DOV T Gd-EOB-DTPA 353 MRI % v CIEHHE L 72 RCT 13A2 5 5
Lhotze L7zhoT, MHEOEMIZOWTHRE XI5 SBEMEL U TICE
L5,

TV — VYRR ZE B E IS B 5 % MBI 28 28 & 3 cm LU T 0% kAT
MG 20 K28 & P R & L 72AaT T, KEEIAR 16 mm LR, JEHORFAG CIR~%E 75,
FIIRAH & BATHDO WD B 5 WU )7 T washout 2 3o 7\, @ 3IHH A% 18
A% P 28 L2HTChY, SO 3HHDH B 2HH 2RO %D
% VT B B 0 BB W7 B 1 IKE 92.9% (26/28), HFELEE 75.9% (22/29), IE£% 84.2%
(48/57) TH Y, 3HHTNTRD7HEITIIIRIE 60.7% (17/28), FEHEE 100% (29/
29), 1EZH 80.7% (46/57) Tdh - 727,

MERE (119%%) & AP ¥ ¥ v b (159W%) Zad RYERHE 28 2 (FEFRIMN 2
BYERSHET 2 WA 2 &) LIFAIIONG 111 WA 2 x4 & L72#E Tld, GAd-EOB-DTPA
TR MRIC X 2 TR O B Wi 1d 88 1 23K 95% (107/111), HEELEE 96% (27/
28) THLLH 2 DKL 95% (106/111), HFRILEE 96% (27/28) 725720 —74, dynamic
CTZ & 2 WFHIBEHE O STk 1L T8 1 AYKEE 84% (95/111), HF5LEE 100% (28/28) T
T 2 HUKIE 89% (99/111), HFELEE 100% (28/28) 725 72, ftie# 1 Tid Gd-EOB-
DTPA #5 MRI i3 dynamic CT & W EKEDEH2-> 72 (p=0005), #ti# 2 DKE (p
=0052) BIUHHEHE 1, 208HRE (WIhd p=0317) IZAEEZRD Do
729,

HHROEEE B3 5L MMERBIRZE 3252 (CF9 115 mm) & £ kil 123
W2 (CF¥ 164 mm) 23R E LMETTIE, BRI BHE I L THEICY A
AHKE W, T2 MRG/AHGERE CRES 2 BT 28605 v, Mt TGS
EETLHEEVLVE VI FERE 57 (p<0.0001). FFHIRBAHIC BT 2% & FFHEE
DR AT IFHLNE O A B, 0842 v b A 7 E Lza, & 91%
(112/123), 4¥5EE 91% (29/32) 72-720 F 72, WLHCRFUEEE 5 % AR & £ i
VERBIRZE DB WTHHE T L 72354, TRIE 67% (83/123), MR 100% (32/32) 725727,

2 cm LU N O MPEBIRZ 53 W4 & MG 44 HEEZ R & LioMETcid, 240
Sl & BB L 72 5 BERS Al © Gd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRI (BhIRAH T O#ge & i
A COMRAZ 5 0B HE) & dynamic CT (BYIRMI T & P TORAE 5
ASWIEHE) OBWIEEZE T 5 &, Gd-EOB-DTPA #3¥ MRI ® )% dynamic CT
XD HEEIE L, BFRIFEICIAEEZRD R, o7 (GiE#E 1 (Gd-EOB-DTPA %
% MRI vs. CT) : J&J¥ 93.9% (31/33) vs. 545% (18/33) (p=0.001), HFEEE 92.6% (25/
27) vs. 96.3% (26/27), #ii# 21 & 90.9% (30/33) vs. 545% (18/33) (p=0.0018),
FFREE 92.6% (25/27) vs. 96.3% (26/27) )0 Az HICIIAEEEZ RO LD -7z (FE
1:0975 vs. 0892 (p=0069), Fti# 2:0.966 vs. 0.888 (p=0.106)1"c JFUIRRHEL
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LR ORISR 42 9828 & 2 MM Z 11 WA 2 x4 & L7z Gd-EOB-DTPA
FER MRI OGS (BRI Ciege L C washout % 2O 2 WIHEDSHR) TlE, Ik
AR & IEBORFG RS 5 DM AE DR DT H OEHNA 72> 720 KE (54.8%)
EREPER R (345%) 13MERA o 72A%, KEEEE (909%) & BEiHhs (958%) 2%
WEW) RERES 725

© [MERE L DRI T Gd-EOB-DTPAEF MRI ZHE{T9 9 Z LSRR NDHH ?

Gd-EOB-DTPA &3¢ MRI TidJHFHINaE LI/ O ZE T b BRI IR ViR G 2R L,
BATH 2 S B2 TR SR L TIRES 22T 5, Wb b pseudo-
washout appearance * 234 Z &3 1), EEFIITHEI KGRV IELEE RT
high—flow ML E &/ NFHITENE & OFMNHBME L 225 2 A%, L Led5 Gd-
EOB-DTPA 5&35 MRI % 72 18 I & - o 8Bl g 2 Hirli & \2#RET L 72 RCT
FINFETIA TR TRV, L2 5T, MEHEDENICOWTHET SN AIE
BIWIREZDTICE LD 5,

Nam 512 & 5 Gd-EOB-DTPA i#3 MRI |2 T pseudo-washout appearance % 7R
R 20 mm A high—flow ML HE 43 B 50 A& & 2 M/ NFRIILHRE 62 51 113 5
fizrg L LM <, high-flow MR IEZ MPE/NFRIILNE & FE L ChiionR
%72 53K ® 5 N7z apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) B & OF T2 #ii{4 0 5 KD 5
172 contrast-to—noise ratio (CNR) PVEEIZEHW I EAVRENTW5S, ADC #Hwn
72 WE O RIHEIEL ROC HiAR FHEAE T 0995 (95%CI : 0.969~1.000, RKEE 98%, 4FH
FE973%) TH Y, T2 @iiE®D CNR % -85k, ROC B F1HEFE T 0915 (95%
CI:0861~0953) LIk THBIENZEAMESINTVE, —7, EEMEHR
FAMINZ BT H IEERHR G 2 H ol F ol 1E & < (ROC H# T ik 0.988~
0.999, XM 90~94%, FFEE 982~100%), FiwEHEHO—HELH VL I TWS
(ki 0.80) 7

FARIZ Choi &1 & AIHZE1E 20 mm Pl EO M HE 20 FEHi, RIS o1 #4555, W
IR 27 K58, RATUNHE O/ HE, WRYEIFE O #5E, 2ol 5 HEDE 161 #1 161
G & X% & L7 intravoxel incoherent motion (IVIM) & diffusion-weighted imag-
ing % Bt L 72 GA&-EOB-DTPA & MRI 12 & 2GS Tid, M HE & BB & o
¢ ADC & IVIM 281 % molecular diffusion coefficient (Dy,,,) SAHICEL - T
B, WHEOHEHGEIX ROC li# FfE< ADC 430907 (95%CI: 0.850~0.948, K
90.0%, 4FEE 80.9%), Dipw 30933 (95%CI : 0.882~0.967, JEKEE 95.0%, 4FEJE
838%) TholZ s Tnb, —7F, HWEMESE DM TIE ADC, Dy \2H
FRIRO LN h o728,

—7, MRSV Gd 3B RA 2 v 72 MRIFT R % % 5 10 2 2T L 72 F5Ec X %
&, BhIRAHIE YL % 328D % A% washout 25& & L7 WIEIIY R ITFHIILRE 1 B W L EoR
GRS 5 & BEBRR I e AR & JERT I DA Tdh - 729
W E

Gd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRIZ & % s & 2 A% 2 o 85 12 B9 2 M 13w
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FETAICRINTIRNE WY, ZHEZRT D DD washout H3H H % WIFZ LT
FRE L D D BEOHEDNE <, Gd-EOB-DTPA ## MRI IZEWi#ZHiexz A L Tw
5L ThHb, MBFEOENZHI L L72E12, GA-EOB-DTPA #3 MRI 255 CT
IVERTVD VI MEEHE5, MOES ) 74 GERIETEEIORE, Mgyt
WP MRL 2 &) LR L TIESMED LIENR TV S & v ) HERRIUE I  E
TIORENTELT, SHROBGETREEEZ OGNS,

WERINEHE & MAENE & OIS 2 TS 7 1 HOBWREREIT W E 2+ &
NTW VDS, ILFEEHF G A2 T2 2 LA7CTE& 2 MRUZEIRIICHEH L WZ %
b LNz, WEOHEN%E K E L7261, GAd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRI O Z#iiE
ZMoES ) T4 GEEMEIE SR, MKaSNETEER MRI & &) OFWRe & %
W L 7=MEtE e vwas, B2 5 IXBIIRAH OB 5 a8 A%58k < PiAH & 37l < & 2 Mz
AME SR MRI © 5% GAd-EOB-DTPA @ MRI L W EN D L E 2 b b,

PEhaETE 2, &% CT I2TE iM% R 9 2% washout 23 H N WIHZEIIH L C,
Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI ZBINitifT79 5 2 & 13EIRTE %,

;Q%;’%% .............................................................................................................................................................
@HIEX [GA-EOB-DTPAEF MRIICLZBEEETOIZE2HET S| (CDVWTEREICL
ZHWEDRER, FWHEEL - 7

f1ozk% firces fibswnwzes fibhnwz es
BMCHET B Fa<HET B g5 HET B MCHET B
28.0% (7 %) 72.0% (18 #) 0% (0) 0% (0 )
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7
a. IEMIFRBEEEOISMMEREDBIICSUT Gd-EOB-DTPA &8 MRI g
nashnh?

Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI [CKDIFEZITD C L =HERT D,

GELVEER, TESVADEE B)

b. EEHRBREEDIEZMIEREDZICHE WV TENFREHRRTHRINDID ?

Gd-EOB-DTPA i&& MRI (FTfzld dynamic CT) ZRAUVCIZBEHEEHIET 5,

(GEVER, TEFVADES B)

BE =

PR BRI BT 2 PR THIRMTIIZ ML RS S, "V 7Vv7y o=
4 70N TIVEERBE WD 5 ik GA-EOB-DTPA 345 MRI CI1E% % FH bk fE 2 A
SHWVREISRIE S NS Z e AR, MR ORBREENE I L Z LIS T
&7z

HZL MEDHREDL ML (L) BT 5 iE 2011 £ Kumada 5 OHE A &
BV PR SN TED, COMEDONHRIELIMIC L > TREZVEE > Tk
Vo 209 H Gd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRIFFHIEH TEAE T 2R3 b o3 S h s
<, OB OEREFE» SHILY X7 BRBEIN5 720, LI-RADS HBA
Working Group =& ) “HBP hypointense nodule without APHE" A% X 1722,
AFTIE, BHRREZEDRWIHELE [ZMERE] L IFEhb 2 E0hb, Th
5 OIFEIZIZFE DL EBEIE D2 2d > THIME - ZitEOBE R H 5 b DA
BEEINDLTHAHH L, RUREORINEIES Y T AL o TRELILEE
B3 5E FLMUHE" PREEEZILND,

2 MV A HE (2 FE 26 L R ERS B ASBEAE L 2235813, B L e WIE TR
THEBRBEDO TFHRIE N EAVRENT WYY, LIRS, s 59k
LR EDOEN % 1T) S L INETHLEEZOND,

B BB MO R 7 ) —= v 72 BN E U7 @ 0100 72 Wi 253
R"INTVD, T, BHEFEEREOFNICHR S N72IEL Mk OIRE D3
BIgE LITHE SN A7 — R E L, RIZ, IEL MMRE 5 W S VRS
BIO/ERZEEEZTIREPENPIIONT, FORPEEMIEL 72 RCT 1A 295
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AT 44%, FHIFHIRERE A% 20%, &5 SRAMEREFIAS 275%, RERBEAT B X O
FEREHTAT 8% T 5o BINNA 7 2033 5 DS & M ITTHEIR R & T 5~ X LTI
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EREDOKRE S0 (TH, T2 mFAGS X OCBRAG TEES 22T 52 L1319,
T OREAD ) T1 MG TEES 22T 28RN, ) A7 TRT
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Gyoda 57 OIFUIEI 2 1% & L2 A0 X RET T, FEZMMIRZED 522% 134
FIATFED BT 3 4F B LI IRRNE IR LTz 72, FEL MRS & Bk 2
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BOWBHRELETT 2700, H5REOONZ V. FEEERTHEZICBVT
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mL/min/1.73 m? Kl OB AL T B H B VT T — FERAIR G2 L 5 E0HE
FEDY) A7 M EH4 5 [[Contrast Media Safety Guidelines 10.0] (http://www.esur.
org/esur-guidelines/) Jo MEWRIG - BAK + 9 o MPEOAE - I - 70 bl E - NSAIDs
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A121E, NSF BIEREDLZ WA NIV 7 I FARAMWR A FRY T MRV X 7V I Vb
J%,
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7% 30~60 mL/min/1.73 m* Tl&, NSFFHE) A7 BH T Y HL AnI L2 HEL T,
FZWIHED V> GA-EOB-DTPA # % MRI % #3%3 % eGFR %% 30 mL/min/1.73 m*
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C EUBMATYS - (18N C RFFIEERE QRSB THIC HCV Btz B E LIy 1 LR
BLEEHRET D, (GELE, TETVZADES B)
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RO S N7z, BE, CRRBICHTH0E#EIEL, 1 vy —7=z0 >y (IFN) 79—
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BHIE6 R TH o7z FAMICTIHRA SN UREADLE, FH29REHRAL 72,
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BV THBRRERIMET§ 2 2 LA ShTw 2, Darvishian 5%13
46,666 Bl & x5 & L7z 3R — MIFEICBWT, HREEOY A 21E7 4 )V A AR IH
(spontaneously cleared HCV) & Ib-X, IFN {&#E AT Cl3 Y — KL 1452 (95%
C1:9.83~2147), FEEFEHETIINY— FI 585 (95%CI:4.07~841), IFN {&#FE %Y
AWV AR (SVR) TN — K 249 (95%CI:152~4.06) TH5H LWL
72

DAA iHE#IE, CHEMBYERJ - AUEYE C RUIFEZE DS OFHE ) A 7 R S8 5,
Carrat 5913 9895 Bl (DAA i&## 7,344 f - IR 2551 B) %X R & LSkt
[FIHTIA) & WFZECHw - PR - R LA IR 20 & 2 FE L 7o i@ R & L C DAA IG#%
3 ONF— R 066, 95%CI: 046~093) BLUPITRTHORKIZEBEE (N
H— NIk :048, 95%CI1:0.33~0.70) DV X 7 # FHIKT S/ & #i5 L7z, Singer
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BIOIFN BRI L CHBICRIE ) A7 KT L7222 L 2R Lz GRENY—F
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& HRE G - FPRRAE LB 05% <, SVR ROIIEIC OV TTHIERT 5 2 Lok
ECThbo SIIRHENIGHL D% { THY A IV ZIEEPIGR w5l - B - TR
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KR & SRS BY U TR ORI ED s S, 3 7 7 e & B o 2 RS
WEENTWE, TROHDORKEZRETAHE, I35 /7 HEITHVONAS5 cm LT H
HHLE3emUT 3MUTOHMEEZDHLBEFT TIHAL T, FSOBHBEA
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AKCQIIFE AP CQ34 DFZMETH 570, HFABMOMFEIZ 201647 A 1 HH»
520204 1 H 31 HE TICHRE SN ZBIRE Lz, mEBEAX LD Eh7: 68
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HR DR E
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Nizo F/z, AIBTIE TEFEREBIR BRI 5 ) (&b TG ER RN E
Jite (2015 AEETH) VA5 RECICLY & L CRESN TS, FHIRFIEEOR 51 E

WA RS L TRE L 72
BTV TavIRT—MAU B

AKCQIZHAMD CQ35 DFIEHMETH 57250, 4 4 OMEKIZ 2016 427 H 1 HH
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WD 5iEE—UGEIRL, 2512CT & Gd-EOB-DTPA #% MRI, #EE# &K% L
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720
© BT MRI

Koda 5 OHEY i, 86% D#EfHilz BT RFA 412 ablative margin 25 TIWI T
FES rim & LTSNz, 72, Bt MRI & dynamic CT #lgL7-& 2 5,

ablative margin FHiilC oW T BIF R 258072 (k£25=0.716).
© Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI (EOB-MRI)
Granata 571%, FBFMICEH X7 RFA B OREHRE (42 1)
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Gd-EOB-DTPA 3% MRI & dynamic CT Z K L72& 25, Gd-EOB-DTPA &5

MRI (RFA# 14 H) TIZEKE 92%, FR8EE97%, BEEfdhE 92%,

et s
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BWT, 3~4
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Kudo 5 DEIZ X 2 & defect re-perfusion imaging O F-H; % F v U3 5 46
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RENTWD, 721, R LMEI LB bS8 54258 F v ADERI
VETH b,

BERORRE R ORFR R B L AR CEETH S, LrL, I—FT7L
NE—=RW R EOT LV F—HREOBA, BN OB % iEH T3 CT/MRITO
R 2 I L 2 U % © e RIS, B2 S ERRHEE (nephrogenic systemic
fibrosis ; NFS) (Z MRI @4 K1) = A& (Gd) &RANERN S % B4 RIS BHE
Thb, BHRIERESGERNTTHY, GFR GREkRANER) 30 mL/min/1.73 m* £
TR E U ORI R S, ERLo X ) ISR L W& To
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WG ETITERANCBT 280HEY A2 0307, B2 - a5 A b -
B HEE AL TWb, £D7%, CT/MRI Tl partial volume effect 12 & - TH§
WTERVWINREZ EEREETIIMBTE L L T2MENL W, 72721, Zhou 5%
W03 5 X 912 RFA THR S 728853 B € — MR CTRIFINCAPINGC 7 5 1
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CQ36 [FEHRE: & 5 TR IRSE % BE T 2 DI@E A ? | 122 W TIZE 4 B CQ4l 5] & fkwv
72CQTHBHH, H4MTIE [FERMREL S TFEMEROHIZ, AFPHEROREZRT 505
BRHEBRID 2 O THIE L 2 v (BHWIHELE) | L LTWab 0% 85 lTid [FERHRE L 5T
BEREBREOPNZ, TH) 2L E2EELTH v EHWHELE) | LHEPLEIRTWD, TN
BAROKER LY B EICY T 7 2 =7 & TACE/FEIRERIE (TAE) OBFAFREICHT Y
FUADEREIN, SEFMREEZRTIEIITE LYo 72 0 OOMHREALFHM %2 TR L 723
BEHRONIZZ &, SRS SICHHEEOIIIC L 2G2S 28 TN 5 2 L~
D M) ZLEEELTH v LodERE2RIRL 7
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CQ37TTED L) AT TACE R EEZ 500 ? [ IZDOWTIHHERDONE BRI 4 o CQ42
CIZIZFBTH B0 7272 LEE 4 IO RICHIRT 2 E RIRDLEFITOVTHREEDSSEAZZE 7V A
AR EhTwd (CQ37: 3CHk 26 OPTIMIS #B%). — 75 OPTIMIS kB IS A O 1)
AATI Y F Y T EHCIZRBRTH 5720, HERIERBRTIIERRG IR L EOLIRETH D
EDEICE 72,

TACE/TAE T2 U7 v RIMMBENCHFIEI N TV 2 Db D% wvas, HEKRIH L Wik
WCTH L0 FEMBHE L OBHR, 5T HENEENORITZ Bk L7z TACERISDOBEZIZDOWT
FESWCBIETE T AOWENIET LTV REETH Y, HAMRPE S M TIREHVIERL ¢S
BB olz b TADD Do SHRBERINBIERIZE o TX L Y BARMK 2 S0 BN HESEE AV
L ENHFEEIN S,
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? TACE/TAE [FED KX DIFEEICITO DOHEYIH ?

1. BEEHA4ENLESULLE 1~3 ETESED 3 cmi8, Child-Pugh %8 A~B
T, FMAEN DOFREFEEDNR EESTEVS MM HIEICN T DiaBAE U

THIET D, GELVEE, TETYADEE A)

2. MiRiEZSEZEE I 2ZMEHIZEDS B, FMAREERICHT DAEEEUVLTEE

LTk (B5LEE, TEFTVADIEE C)
s =

KAA RFGAVDBFET NV TY XLIZBWT, TACE/TAE 3T, 5 T4 %
BEROETE (RFA), SEMFHEIERER) 2 BRI L LB S Twb, —#iC
TACE/TAE DGHR G & % 2 O BIIR &% CIES G = A 3 % % Mk R
THY, WHAIEMIE (b e, EaEEFREE) b L <o R
WEENLD, EERTFOATRBHERFEEOAT =V VTV AT Ao
TRIRBORIRZ 4TI NE TH Do BUKTD TACE/TAE D EHEIRICOWTHET L 72,
WYUAMIVTATavIRAT—EATU B

A CQIEE 4 MO CQ37T DL EXBIMIIKE LD TH S, SHIOWETITHEL
B4R E FAREOMRERE VT, 20164E7 H 1 H205 20204 1 H 31 HISsE S hiz
LIS DOWTHEK L, 557 Mo S M7z, 20 7%570 5 [TACE/TAE O#EIZD
WCikmm L7Zm RIS 2] &V HEHOTIC—KBIRT20 M, [TEFyALAR
VOBV XERHT 2] L) HHOTICRBIRTARER IR L, &5
122016 4E 7 A UBRICHRE SN 452N Y FH—FI2TINZ, FH4BTHRHE SR
16 D% SHBIRA SN 10 EADET, BRI 18 M EZHRM L 720

FRABE DGR FIHE O R & 72 & 2 VAT AN 163 % TACE/TAE E
WK % b B HE I 20 YRR & 72 o T W B 1Y, 2000 4F AL AT IF M B (20 B
TACE/TAE i3 P EICHES T2 05 v ¥ 2 fbleigikE: (RCT) 2t sh
7239, Wy Okuda 2 111, Child-Pugh 7% C 34 E L22@XLTH D, 2
W H 7 — 7 VAT, FEEHBIFABROBEE DD % LA ER AT ST W5
TARITO TACE/TAE D F:eZEDbL SRVl WVZ D, Camma bD AT T FY ¥ X
THY, &fRo 2 EFCCHRIS MR & A I TACE/TAE BED S A4 % (F »
M 1054, 95%EFKM : 0.33~0.89, p=0015) & #Hif &Nz, Lencioni 5D %
FRITA v LEL—TRY, VEF PNy arb¥sF 02Ky V2L
7z Lip-TACE O AAF MM g iz 194 # H, 13- 54EEH313 703 - 404 - 324%
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THolzo ToAERHGITELE B, W, Bl Wk, EOERBREMRE (47.7%)
RATHEREIIE (52%) OBHENR D o 7285, A4 1.0%, FEEFHRIZ06% TH - 72,

KI5 1% Takayasu H 12X 0, FUIBRASRE IR (2R3 % Lip-TACE OV #IA)
FICHESTHHEFICET S, HARHEIZES O 2 E S S i 8 B A O KB
R & 3k — MFGEAT 2 B S 2™, 1994~2001 4E 0> 8510 SEFI DML AT H
N7 TlE, OARBISIYBRABEIRINIE R 5 a7 EHE T 5 FELFIT 25%
THY, OFEHEFEFICL M L2 FHFUMN T, ) FFREEERE, i) Stage 58,
i) 7v777=x 7054 (AFP) (401 ng/mL DL or Kiii) TdHh o725 2000~
2005 4E 0 4,966 FEBI DM AT b NG L TIE, D5 FEAEMERIT 34% & LR L, QI
HEBEIZ L MV L - PR TR F IR, Stage 08, AFPIZMMZ, PIVKA-
I A5 - 72

RS NS % A BIEBIZEER L T2 MED D 5 b DD, IFHERER E R E O
SEMEATES (RENESERZ AT 5EH% 10 cm ML Lo BERIHMEREER) Td
TACE/TAE ZHulv & L7-Ahia#ek & oL TR RES A HE ShTw
290 F 7= MBRBESAR & 0 O AT TN (S x) 5 5 TACE/TAE i P #1 EICH S
THELLEXAZTFY) Y ADEET B W, 13- SEEFERIEART2 4 1%Th
) best supportive care (BSC) & It L CTRIFT, HEEEHALSOHEIZ 1% TH o
720 FMIR—KGFFE TICE EEBEAITE S FEEFFIZ6% T, MIRASHICER
THEA (0%) LHBRLTRIFCTH-72 (p<0.001),

W E

TACE/TAE OE# AR & 7% 2 BRSBTS R A3 5 % Ik
FFfifasE<H Y, RS (Pofel, Ko LRSS & LIk—HoR
MR e $ 5, WAV CTIRS b B BCLC AT — Y ¥ 7 Y AT LITBIT 5
TACE/TAE @)t iE, Child-Pugh %8 ®» A~B, performance status (PS) 0 ®
Stage B (intermediate stage) DAL 2N 3Y, ZHIZHEAMDHT A FF4 L I2BT
% Child-Pugh 778 A d L <1 B THEEE 4 MU L (RE3Z2Mbhv) LI
1~3 fH CHEE AT 3 cm % 2 5 HERILNE & (ZIZFKBETH 5o — K, 2005 4 LUK
X GHEBN T L TAT b N2 #ES I RICET AT E T Y A LRIV OEWEHSCI B Tw
%\ 72®, Child-Pugh 573 C D JFHEREA REIRHFIMERERIZ B 17 5 TACE/TAE
o 5h iy,

BATOHA ¥4 2B % TACE/TAE OIS IES N T, IFPites bIL
Wi % &, WZIZX ) BRI TACE/TAE QMG 2 HRET 5720, WL D00
BT TN —TDRADEENTWBEEY, 0 X9 2@lEs 5, TACE/TAE @
IS ILHENTH > THRKMBORI RIS U WHERE, 7705 TACEAHEOME
PRIBEXNTVEHY ZORUHICOWTIHIEF Y ARFHE 45 TH D EiEn
AW, HEILITIIMEZ TRy,

DR NRES e % £F 9 IFAIEHE 12 1& TACE/TAE SN 2 B B %o SE W ## 12 2S5l s &
ho BYFREL ORI TIE T VA LNRVOBVERCAHLE LV E, ke o
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EEREICOVTERNE PRERIDBIRIEIED K ST
34 OHEIH?

ERBECBVTIE, MERZESLIEUES R—IL® (3— RMbT VihiEmEETFILT
ATI) EZAMETSF UHi%ZER U conventional TACE (cTACE) &$3UL\&,
BAHMOIRIRE2YE &ALV TACE (DEB-TACE) ZH#3Ed 3,

GHEWVHEE, TESVADEE B)

BE =

KATA FTAYOEET N TY ZLIIBWT, FERHREITYIBRAGE AR (20 L
TIHDONDEHRTH b0 REFEIILBHRCIIICERRIC b7z TiThh b 2 &
7% <, MR B OREPICB W TRIRS N BEO S W IEHIETH 5. AT
RE 72 B R YVRA D EED D, ZNOOMAGDLEIEEHIIEHKEL D, 2DX
I L HOEFHERIED D % 70T, ERWELYHA OEIRE £ X 51247 H) OB
FVHPBETT %0

BB, RFIBWTTAE i) ¥t F—L"RETF ARy VM, £LE
T T YRR ERIRERYE 7 & O SERYE & H TR O AR I R 1 % k3
%6, TACE &7 oW E 2 M H 3 2 BICHUEA 2 FRICH W 2R3 L
T 5, F72, ¢cTACE LIZPgEAIZRAE LV ELF F— NI a v EL4HAMNET
F UK EMM L7 TACE 2453, 72, BRIRERYIE AT 2014 FFIRBRIGR E 2 1,
HANA B ECIRZERYE (drug-eluting beads : DEB) # i\ 7z TACE (DEB-TACE)
B WVIZERIRERYWE DA TP TAE (bland TAE) 25 gL o T 5,
BYAIVT4TAvIRAT—MAXU b

ACQIZHE4MD CQ38 5| EMNZCQTH S, SROYUETICHEL, HAREN
RO EZ T, 2016 47 H 1 H2*5 2020 4 1 A 31 HIZHEESINZ@mLIZon
THFEL, 269 WA SN7ize TORhph o [Hix 2 ERUED 5 P H
DEBIZBIT BEEREOLIRZIT > TV BRI, HHLMHEROREVIZE B
BAROHEZIT> TV LML EHRAT 5 1L ) FEOTIZ—KEIRT 35 77 2 %R
L7ze & 51T, ZUGEIRTREGINIZER RS £ 30 FILLT ORijn & R BT 8 iR %
BH, N R —FICGERLZZ1REMA, %4 R 47 FH 5 16 7 z HIBk LEF 40
MR L7,
o ERMEBEDER
1) UEZ R=L® BLUZIAHEESF U

2008 SEICHEINLARFICB T BT 7 — MER#ETE, YEL F—L" 1
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TACE #10 90% UL LT S TB Y, A TIE TACERIZY ¥F F— 1" % i
T2ON— MM TH -7V,

VEF RV E5F VARV VMR 20 L7 TAE TE S F Y ARV VMK
DHREMH L7z TAE & AEFRPGEICELF L W) @22 ShTw s,

B, 2006 4E1C, HALREHBINEROREOERWETHLLILEEYS T
Uk R lmm & 2mm: Yo bos— b)) PRI E 20, BERESF X
RUYTVHIFICEZ TCEIMESF U RPHWORTWE, ES5F VARV IVMIF LS
LMY 57 VRO B ERR R R RIVEH OFBIRIZREN 2 W E VI BESNH BV,
2) RIRERYE

DEBIZERMETH 5 — XK 2 H 0 LOFR S, EBICFEMIERT
LWEEFHT 5. ZO7-0PEAAMEENICEIREIRA L, MM L e
72 DPIREANC X 2 &G HORIWER D % CHIRIR OB WIRIETH 5 & O F ik
ATV 2Y,

DEB-TACE & bland TAE O ERERTIE, bland TAE & ik L T DEB-TACE
TIIA BIEE RN E V& QWG DH 5%,

%72, ¢TACE & DEB-TACE O lEGREB CII &4 MEICHE L Tl Rwvwe ¥
BHBAMERENL VT, SEERHFITM L TIE cTACE VA EITHE W &V R
I X WF5e03d 519,

HEHL O TIE cTACE O SIS S 2 Fii Al 2% v & X1,
DEB-TACE & B LT cTACE IZBW TR R L L OERBEER O HIUTA
TR RS20 T AR ) 554 13 DEB-TACE TS WY L v ) A o5 h
TWa,

Y= XD 4 X EHEBHREOBBORETIX, 14— —E—=ZX"1ZBWVT, 100~
300 um & 300~500 um DI TIFRERFIZEZ LR VWL OO, /MMED 100~300 um T
FERRRIEBEREDSS D e o 22V EHE SN TV D, &S 5I/MED 75~150 um & 100~
300 um DL TIX, BRHHIRIZEITILZWDHOD, L) /INEOR T THERDAEIHEDNS
S ALNIEHEENTWED, —J, A2 747122V TIE cTACE ICH~N 3
A~ OHHEH O TIPS, Gk TH 5 50~100 um & X 0 /MED 30~60
um ORF-H OEFR RO IZ % ShTwnY,

%3, BKMIZHF 5 DEB-TACE & ¢cTACE O3 2 MADEK T, Wiz
SAHRFEIA LN TV ARVS,
© TACE TER T $FAFIDZER

QHFORL APUEA (TEVE Y Y vs. FRYNMEY V) LY EL F—
IV Ya YEAR EIF VAR VM TERBEE T 72 RCT TR, W

WCEITERA OZIZED T, ) R 7B TREEDAFRNRFTH - 72 (p=0.018) 28
ERTIEME R EZRD Ty,

BEHEREIATSFVERFYNEY Y ZHWEYEF F— VT2V Y g YiEAR,
E (BESF VARV VBB, 5 31%, B35 50%) L7ER TOEFERLEET
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3, WESBRFICH L THEICRIETH -7 (p<005)% L 0#iErd 5, YRR
AT SN S 2 BEN S A 75 F v BAIZ V2 ATIF v - YEF F—
HARY Y 3 O BECFEEOA AT 2 MEDT L AL LA, Wb
IEFVALNIVDOEWHDIE RV,

VATIGFU N EF R VP ARY Vg VIZLEBTACEE FFULVEY Y - ¥
FR—=NH ARy TV g VI2E 5 TACEDQRIKTIX, Y AT I T ORBERRIEREI
EWETAWMERY L EEAIEVET A 2D B,

VATGFY - VEF PV H ARV Y 3 VBT F Uk R EE T F U AR
YOI X B EEZBINL7Z TACE Tl&, #4274 LOFEIE LA E0S &I T
FONEPEND &) WiENDH 5D,

BETY) EF F— L  IREBE LR T WIS FFHATH LIV FSF 2 AL
72 TACE L T¥ VY Y ¥ 24 L7z TACE % ik U 7z Rl & M Clamig o & 4E 4
WRICHEZEZAD NP5 72705 I T 5F  TIREWEH OFREBEEAE WV & v )
FHRIE STV B,

W%

YEF F—® ik, BEIMES X ORI N T v 7S ERT 5720, Uz iR
HLZVEF F= VIV a YiERIy ZFUNY =Y A7 A28 B0
RRZLTOREF, T2 RIETIE, BORIERYE AT 2014 4000 X 0 H5 8 PR
MErE UCTRBIDGR E 2 0, 3B OIRIRERW B REL 2o T b, HEHIAE
IEE% b 7272\ D13 bland beads, A HAEEZ Db DX DEB &SN 5, I
HBYE 20 L Cld bland beads 12 & % bland TAE & » 3 DEB % H\»7- DEB-TACE
B TDH %,

TACE & TAE O RBIZBI LT, 20024ED % & 7 F 1) ¥ A Tl&, #ATHFHRE <%
3% TACE S TAE IZH L THEFRVPRIFTH L L ORFRIFBONTV RV, TOJ
We LT, #tRE %5 TACE &, 1ZIZENFICHAT & iz 7z O IBREERITALE O B E 5k
X G LATRMEAZT S5 5% RITILEINN D 5 W IR ¢ TACE Ol
THRERTHY, BEOEFTACEZREII LAY TFI) Y AOKEEZE0F F#A
FTH5ILIFTEYT, BURICHIL 72BN ETH 5,

BB, RIFTRIRKEOZOMHATE RVD, N—F @B TH 2 PYttrium
ZHH L 72 BRIRZERRME % Fl o 72 S8R BRI O B 28R 983 (transarterial radioem-
bolization ; TARE) &I, ZERBNR & HEE N2 © O BUEHRRIE & M A b 72280
72 SERARIE L L CEICHCK T L2203 5%, ¢TACE & DRI TIZ, ARMiE
F%ThHo72b00, L) ZMMEOWEID 4 W EERPIREREE k- 7287 To
BRAREIIE ST 5,

AFETIZY €A F=V® 2] L7z cTACE #*ETH Y, FkKid DEB-TACE %
THAHD, TNZENOEHEICHL 2R EVIZRBE TV RV, S HIZERFRICBW
T, /N BRI L3k L CARE H I 0 Btk o8 61& ¢ TACE 2, EK
72 PRI L2 03 % 964 98: T3 DEB-TACE %479 7 E i 3 HuMb9 Tid 7 < FEF
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WIS LTV SN BEED E v, Lidio TEREETHITT 2 EZEWHIZOW
TIZY ¥F F—® & DEBORIZEL DR WVIRIL E LT, MFEOWThH) %2 =0y
ELTHWD Z L RHEIRE L,

VYL F= e VVare LTHERASNIIUERIEZEVEY v, FFYLE Y
Y, RAMNIAYYC, VATIFY, AFAANF ) Ry FLUBHOp e x0T
BRHEAIPHEHENTE72. SHIEKRIETIRABEEE RO BTN Y AT 5 F 2 BHI
2004 4E0 5, VEF F— L ICBRB LR TWISFFRATH B I Y 75 F 952010
FEIVFIHENRTVEY, TRHERDENIZL S TACE DEMEDEIIMHRE SN T
W e F 7 RAEOENIIZOVWTOIE T Y ALNLVOEWIRENE S
TWARWI RS, YUEANIbEHTRE TH 2 HHRE N TIRHER T X S g o PuEH
e WIRETH 5.

YEIRB AT BRI D & HEA2 1T\, ¢TACE %%\ X DEB-TACE #4179 &
E xR HESET B Z EARIRS N7z AT 2PN OV TR T REFFED D
DOWR V7D, WIS DESRTITHEIESLE LTIEBHL 2w L7,

Q%%ﬁ% .............................................................................................................................................................
@HEREY [ERBEEACHV TR, BRI EEELAVES K=" (3— Fts P miElEET
FILTRTIV) EZFAMETF % ER L 7= conventional TACE (cTACE) & 3\,
FHEHMOIIRELME £ AV /- TACE (DEB-TACE) %##3¥ 3| I(CDWTHREBILE

BHREDIER, BOHREEL S,

firzt% fioces fibcwnwz ez fibhnwa ez
MCHET B A< HEET B G5 HET B MCHET B
100% (24 ) 0% (0#) 0% (0 ) 0% (0 )

IEME 124 %

B ZZ3GR
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95%CI : 1.02~1.19), 54 (v XM : 118, 95%CI : 1.08~129) DAY &
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CyA I3 2BBENEHVIGE, MO AT 2 E8iE L, BERI, e
RA Y MBS CyA DI & 45 FEER 2 5 BEA (trapezoidal rule) 12 &
h, MR OB MR TR (area under the blood concentration time curve ;
AUC) #R®, BBBIGHHTHRLZDOEARFETTCIIERSATWEY, [
V=T, CyA (7981) &% ruaY)anAx (Tac) (60#) %&bE2HBMIIT, CyA
220 ng/mL < L C Tac 10 ng/mL ZBfii & L 7z [FARDENT 2 47>, CNI ISR %85
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EEOILERBNIN G INTYE D OOMFIIEEAN SN TEBY, EHUSICET
5 EER1d 2 v Rodriguez-Peralvarez 513 3 5 7 FH#EPNIZ BT 5 5 EFEIEHIL CNI &
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W E
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AR RENMER L EZETL, 403 mTOR HEROFHEZ LRI ATET
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SEBEWHNC X B BGIED ) A 7 2, BHEEERE 2 EORIER OFRH 2 MII#ET 5 72
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ZEEIT D, (F5LVEEE, TET Y ADiEE C)
2. mTORBEEFIEFERFIICBVTIIRERZEEZET D, (ELEE, TEFTVAMES C)
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4RO CQ55 EMkD CQ THh b Ml AP IFA &3 5 A
DI —E DR CTIHAET 22 DHEFEIC OV TR EN D DIE AR v, TR
BEORE L FRIMMTHBEFEPREIND, UTFORAT— X ¥ MIFFEHZD
FIIHT 2 AR BRI A, &) BT U7,
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L. FRHROS TGRS 5 2B 0%k A N SRR 4@ 2 R L7221,
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VI 7 =T HATHBES N 76613 L < 1 mTOR HEIEAPEH & L7z 68 Bl 4
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SR (hyefif) 13RI 16.1%, WHILE#YE 18%, KMEEE 225% T, LM%
R 0% ThHo720 BIEHD2D, 428% I FWEILEL S, 319%ITHEI S Tw
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W7D, ZOMHCH L TIEEZEE L TWb, EFIIOVWTREOH - 72 8 1
TIRAT S 7z 1AEAEHIZ63% (18~90%) LML Tw b,

LD X7 7F U ¥ ADO%IIXu 5, FHINNE G OHIFRIZE 33 5 AR %
IZHRENHZEE L CmTORERETHAL IO L ARMH L 20> 72ERIZB VT,
FHEFRRICY B ) A AR GICEE L/HEFI CTIIET L ho R & ) 3 HREZO
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F 72 Jung 5V, FFRHEE O NI SRS 5V 9 7 2 =7 L mTOR M
Sof kL, WAOMHOERET 4B (WHPS % L 139 #, mTOR HEED A ;
1661, VI 7x=70k: 540, WHIESHY 1 236)) 150 THERE 21T,
FREBAEAUMIEY 97 2= 7H G50 ETIRE TR N o7 NP — Rk
1.25, 95%CI:091~173, p=018) %%, mTOR MEHEE G TIIAZICLEL (N F—
FH : 225, 95%CI: 158~292, p<0.001), %7: mTOR RHEEZGIICBITEY T
7 2 = 7 HG O BT BB GRAEMNIMICE R o7 (p=026) LG LTWA,
W%

AL, HREORL O T EDOTMTH 2T GO/ 2R L%k
WCIRFTEICEIR T 2, EOBICRD SN L FRREL, BICMAIIAAAE LT 7z
JaDTEHMEDIRETH B EEZ BN T WD, 7272 LIFNTFEIIZZ ORI Z O —B
B, 757 MBI B ROEMR, HENOMITIZHED de novo FHEO W HEN: D 15
L X\, AR, BRSO T 2 HHmGE b EM L o255 0% RCT K
BULHTIN S WFZE 13 20 LR X D, SIORAGRIE, wiERHE S hizh s m & #His
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HmAMEMIE2RmEBML, [0 ER] & L

EHENZA D EFN D L <SOR3 5 YIRS R b ERL T Wz
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ThiuL] ERFE L. FFWNIEBEISH LTIk TACE OEBRENE L, T0ET
X RFA OHEDERLo2H 2, WINLEELGIHEOREGIE VAT, FFBHIC
BB HEEETIL, BEREYEOAL O TIHEREY & TbI TV 2R b4
Bl LX), TACE, RFA (ZARE RIS 20 & O F 2 A 00 2 47 < Wikt
bHETEL WD, ZTOHEZRUMERL I L b o7

A EF LD > T B4, BRI X 2 &5 bk L ) b 5 T4
WEHRETH LY T 7 = =7 OF AR AT R Td - 7275, BERO 729
WD LI IR 2 2B 5 WER D ME SN TW5, T/, REMHEELE LT
mTOR BLESEZ G L7236 O M R i BAF & o b H D, mTOR MF
SEIEMABIC BV TIE mTOR HERHFHANOZEHELZE LTI EZ LD, L
ML, VI 7x=7% mTOR MEEDOHMHIZHET LM% 5 ITHEREIIE. L
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BHRTREEYEOWMBUC L), FRARERFRICB T 2HHICE L TH SR OMER
DERE FHROMEDVBLETH S,
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MHEY B 5 HEET B B HEET B MHREY B
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