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H—RASYRE, EDLSBITFETTIMN?

1. CEUSMARREE, BRBUTRERE, BRUI DA ILAMOREZEED T
FREDEMNAIYU -V ITRRTH D, GELEE, TETVADEE B)
2. 3~6 HhAERCOESBEREREZEHREL, BEY—N—AIEBDAVCAIYU—
TUORMET D, HIEERELEDESERECIE Gd-EOB-DTPA ZER LT
MRI &fcl& dynamic CT DHABERET %, GELEE, TESTVADEE B)

mE =

WA &, MR ZF L WiETh by, BRFRY A VA (HBV) BLXOCH
F27 4 VA (HCV) OG- L ATGEEEORBNIRENE SND, RIBITBVTBHHF
M B E DR 70% 1, B R D 5\ id CRUBMHIFREBERETH LY, v 4V AT
WOl OGN &, FFREZE, Bk, S, 7oV — VRN BME, R, e
ilF, BERBE R ETH S, MRS — XA T 2 ADRG L HiEIZDOWTHRE L7z,
BYUAMIVT A TAavIRAT—EAT B

2017 4ERRL (B4 HR) @ CQ2 DN ZGIEHKE, K CQIIMER S N7z, S RIOYET
WCBRL, 45 4 BUEoer R LR 2016 457 H 1 H225 2020 4E 1 A 31 HIZ%EK S hiz
B DOWTHREL, 849 WA S NTze TOLph 5 [ IR — MIED A, HERT
W7EIxE <o BMRTIZOWTEL R Cox T2 LTWwE3d 0, H50ITARCQICH
WYL LHB SN/ TF ) I ABLORINEHEBEZRH] L) HEOTIZ—K
BINT 136 7, “RBIRTZOLDh0 TREHZICHERHALL, F4R0O9IRKEED
HTEH16 R E A L7

WFRIBLRE T — "4 5 2 2T 5 ES ) 7 4122V T, Singal & 32 HE 5
446 B % WA AT o 720 41 BIDSIHEMINENE & B2 S, DB E D A, AFP I
M, WEPHT, FRFNRE 4%, 66%, 90%, FEFEE92%, 91%, 83% & Wik
L AFP OIS & D REA ERAT 5 2 L 2835 LT 52, Chang & b IFHZE
B 1597 IO — XA 5~ 212B VT AFP, EEEEHEME ) IMEFITL B A
7)==y ZIC X RED E (992%) T EEWMELTWEY, 72, AFP O
Ay AT TEUNORIKOED S 2/ EO LA ZMZ 2 2 212X DEEED
683% 75 715% 2 L L7z R oM coMMEEIZE L T, Tzartzeva S IZHFREZ
FEBNCRIS % 32 DM A MBI A 5 T F ) ¥ A%AT- 720 13367 BIONT Z 1T\, 3
) IEMEN T OB L CIEFE S R EM T 45% CTH - 72 b O AFP O T
63% & EED LR B2 L EBRELTWBY,
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EFMAEDEF ) 7 4122V T, Kim 5%, FFEZER 407 BlOH -1 5 0 2%
JEEE S & GAd-EOB-DTPA % L7z MRI # FFFIZAT 95 2 & THRERED LK%
110720 43 BIHFHE L, BRI, MRI 86.0%, HEERETE 27.9% T, BETERY 30%
vs. 56% & MRI T2 72¥, Pocha & 1d 163 IO HIF M2 B % 55126 4 B
WOEIEBEWE L 1 FHoke CT OA A% Z TR RCT 247V, 43 6.6%%
WL TWBERT, KRE, RFREGETBEEENET714%, 975%, CT #:T 66.7%,
94.4% LIRFEIZB VT 6 7 FEOEIBE NS ENTB Y, WA b EIEET
BTV E2HE LTV,

FEWRAR R OBV X 2B HREEROECERIF L2 RCT 252 RHE s
TWb, JFRARES 23R & L72EHBERICL T —xA T 2 AL 30 mm LA
TCTORFMEEE AR EEFMEH L L, 3A4HAL 6 7 ABBOILIEKEZIT - 723 5
T, FEFMEBCAERRRDT, SEFRICLEE -7 4 WAL 129
AREBONK AT 7R bME SN TBY, 47 AT 2 cm DU ORI HN
NIHEFID L Hro 7288, 4 EBOEFERICIABELEZ RO 2 h o728, Han 513, 400
B O FFHLIERESNC BN THRAREDOY —X A F V AW TFHREOK LT 720 6 7
HURNOH =L F Y ATHEAINIZEEOH B EIT/NE L, lead-time bias %
BLTOABCFRVRIFCH -2 e ML T2,

WE

NFRIIERE S — XL 5 ZA0FMEERT20I2IE, WREZ T VT L= 5
VARIBEATDLVEO 2BICEH ), SR CE KT AR LETH S,
LAL, BEEFTOEIANEEE Y FAY —HAIZTS V¥ A8 01T L7220034E8
LU 2004 SEDTFEA TN EN 1 5id DA T Dlth 2 OLMIIEHT 25135
HENTORV, BEEHEOAENRE L, BEHEOSILEE KT 2158132 < #
ENTWDA, lead-time bias DREADAE L 5, Lead-time OHEE X, HARBHTO
JES DAFIIER & — XA 5 0 A TR I NS LR TRASNEREICBIT 5
JEBEEDOZENLFREIND DS, MASNL T A —F OFRFEIRE TEIHERHREIKEL
B 51219 I 2 IR A A2 ) —= v I X o T, BN HFRIRE A
B Eh, BUABEICO MW, T2 PRUENRE D25 T RS D
COESHAS I —RA T v AFMHERSND E L, HAHO CQL [H—x1 5
VAR S NS H? ] AR CQISHA SN

MG — XA 7 Y AT BW OB ERRAIC AFP 283528 T, Lh%L<
D EZED dynamic CT HAHWIEMRIIWC L AEEEZZITHI L L b20, HENIC
K L AT 2139 THED, —HTHEEFIENT 2 2 &2 5B ANRIRITKT
T2, =L 5 ZAOBBIOVTLEBET, LY ECHREIZT 513 EBGH0IC
FEBII NS CRAEINDIETTHLY, BHIEEATZ. LoT, KR Y—
NRAFG VAL THDL ENDEHEREOEDPBR LEROD L2ETHDH, TOE
HPHEEMTHIANCREIDEI)LDPMEE b, 72, WHEOERER, MG
WRIFEEOR, RAERREOMER LI > TRINTE 2B/ NEBRIT R 25, W
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HEIZAFLEICL>TRESCELRY, L7zt THETITbh BT sh o % 2
DOFFARIBIIUTITDLZ & SHEEID 5,

FEEE LT, H3IIBREBRET Ik o720 72721, IFHIKLNE O — B i s
MaeEBT 5L, 3HHRMBOYF—_AL T 2 ZAMBEAHENTDH 5 THEMEIIBRIC D
BIIZZ L $72, GAd-EOB-DTPA % L7z MRI BFHIC & 2 1% - FEREZE DR
EATRENTA, MAEBAPEREEEDO 8~ THLI L E2ERT L L, DS
BHES TR EN L EFHMOERES & BE ) THEE LRV Wb E2 2820,
Db, PRI — A 5 v ZRARRCTHICHEL SN, KL fibhTwb 0, itk
PoDOTE BT L LT,

VTR AEEBEL |
O@HEY 1 [CHBMAAERE, BREBMITRBEE, LUV IMOFRESE
PIHRECERNZA V) —Z 2 IRHETHB] ICODVWTEBICLZHEDORER, BV

"’EH -

f1o2&% f1oce% fibhwz ez fibhnwc et
MHEY 3 RT3 BHET B MHREY 3
100% (22 &) 0% (0#) 0% (0%) 0% (0 &)

BEMRH 228 (COIICTEE:18)

@HEY 2 [3~6 VAR TOERBIIRELEREL, BEY—D—BEBHWIXY
J—Z>J%thed 3, FREEBEL EDHBSREMRE TIE GI-EOB-DTPA #{#H L 7=
MRI % 7= l& dynamic CT DAL EET 2] ICDWTEEBICLZBREDFER, MUOHEE

Kol

fiocex fI1oce% fibctwnwz ez fIibtwnwz ez
MHRET B 5 HERET B < HEET B MOHRET B
100% (22 &) 0% (0%) 0% (0 ) 0% (0#)

FERE 228 (COICTEE 1 8)

B SEE

1) Kudo M, Izumi N, Kokudo N, Sakamoto M, Shiina S, Takayama T, et al. Report of the 21st
Nationwide Follow-Up Survey of Primary Liver Cancer in Japan (2010-2011). Hepatol Res
2021; 51: 355-405. PMID: 33382910

2) Singal AG, Conjeevaram HS, Volk ML, Fu S, Fontana R], Askari F, et al. Effectiveness of hepa-
tocellular carcinoma surveillance in patients with cirrhosis. Cancer Epidemiol Biomarkers Prev
2012; 21: 793-9. PMID: 22374994

3) Chang TS, Wu YC, Tung SY, Wei KL, Hsieh YY, Huang HC, et al. Alpha—fetoprotein measure-
ment benefits hepatocellular carcinoma surveillance in patients with cirrhosis. Am ] Gastroen-
terol 2015; 110: 836-44. PMID: 25869392

4) Tzartzeva K, Obi J, Rich NE, Parikh ND, Marrero JA, Yopp A, et al. Surveillance Imaging and
alpha fetoprotein for early detection of hepatocellular carcinoma in patients with cirrhosis: a



PDF

5)

6)

7)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

ca1 @M

meta—analysis. Gastroenterology 2018; 154: 1706-18.e1. PMID: 29425931

Kim SY, An J, Lim YS, Han S, Lee JL, Byun JH, et al. MRI with liver-specific contrast for surveil-
lance of patients with cirrhosis at high risk of hepatocellular carcinoma. JAMA Oncol 2017; 3:
456-63. PMID: 27657493

Pocha C, Dieperink E, McMaken KA, Knott A, Thuras P, Ho SB. Surveillance for hepatocellular
cancer with ultrasonography vs. computed tomography——a randomised study. Aliment Phar-
macol Ther 2013; 38: 303-12. PMID: 23750991

Trinchet JC, Chaffaut C, Bourcier V, Degos F, Henrion J, Fontaine H, et al. Ultrasonographic
surveillance of hepatocellular carcinoma in cirrhosis: a randomized trial comparing 3- and 6-
month periodicities. Hepatology 2011; 54: 1987-97. PMID: 22144108

Wang JH, Chang KC, Kee KM, Chen PF, Yen YH, Tseng PL, et al. Hepatocellular carcinoma
surveillance at 4- vs. 12-month intervals for patients with chronic viral hepatitis: a randomized
study in community. Am ] Gastroenterol 2013; 108: 416-24. PMID: 23318478

Han KH, Kim DY, Park JY, Ahn SH, Kim ], Kim SU, et al. Survival of hepatocellular carcinoma
patients may be improved in surveillance interval not more than 6 months compared with
more than 6 months: a 15-year prospective study. J Clin Gastroenterol 2013; 47: 538-44. PMID:
23340065

Chen JG, Parkin DM, Chen QG, Lu JH, Shen QJ, Zhang BC, et al. Screening for liver cancer:
results of a randomised controlled trial in Qidong, China. ] Med Screen 2003; 10: 204-9. PMID:
14738659

Zhang BH, Yang BH, Tang ZY. Randomized controlled trial of screening for hepatocellular car-
cinoma. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol 2004; 130: 417-22. PMID: 15042359

Khalaf N, Ying J, Mittal S, Temple S, Kanwal F, Davila ], et al. Natural history of untreated
hepatocellular carcinoma in a US cohort and the role of cancer surveillance. Clin Gastroenterol
Hepatol 2017; 15: 273-81.el. PMID: 27521507

Midorikawa Y, Takayama T, Shimada K, Nakayama H, Higaki T, Moriguchi M, et al. Marginal
survival benefit in the treatment of early hepatocellular carcinoma. J Hepatol 2013; 58: 306-11.
PMID: 23063418

Mittal S, Kanwal F, Ying J, Chung R, Sada YH, Temple S, et al. Effectiveness of surveillance for
hepatocellular carcinoma in clinical practice: A United States cohort. ] Hepatol 2016; 65: 1148—
54. PMID: 27476765

Choi DT, Kum HC, Park S, Ohsfeldt RL, Shen Y, Parikh ND, et al. Hepatocellular carcinoma
screening is associated with increased survival of patients with cirrhosis. Clin Gastroenterol
Hepatol 2019; 17: 976-87.e4. PMID: 30616961

Atiq O, Tiro ], Yopp AC, Muffler A, Marrero JA, Parikh ND, et al. An assessment of benefits
and harms of hepatocellular carcinoma surveillance in patients with cirrhosis. Hepatology 2017;
65: 1196-205. PMID: 27775821



PDF

ED %1% BWBLOV—~AF>2

m FHlREE D2 (CHATER Y —O—(&Eh ?

2

. FFHREOMBIEZHICEREEEY—H—& LT, AFP, PIVKA-I, AFP-L3 77E
EHRT D GELER, TESVADEE A)
. \EHERREDEZRICBVTIE 2 BULDOEEY —N—ZAET D L ZHET D,

(GELVEERE, TETVZAMES A)

HE =
AIpcix, g lES~—%—& LT AFP, PIVKA-II, AFP-L3 7o 3 ff
AR L 72 > TV b,

ZWH Y OWES;~ — 7 — gL, HESHICHWEEE, =M F VA IZBw
TROTBEAND M) H—E LTHW DA O b, WHEZHis5EE L 728l
e, FEHRaRE OES ~ — 7 — (T WA TIE R e —T, =1 5V AICH
WHENLHER, HLBEEBA L JITRERERIED X HITEILT 2 A EE
TH Y, LR (positive likelihood ratio = &/ (1 — 4558 ) #igEIcd 52 &
MLFE Lo Sl BRI O #BI 2N A H 2%~ — 7 — 2o W TRE L7z,
BYAIVTATAVvIRT—RAXY

ACQIF, HFAMDCQ3, CQ4 #ME L TIER SN/, HFA4MD CQ3 & FH Uk
KEHWT20164E7H1I H25 20204 1 A 31 HIZHERINTZm IOV THREL,
LR S 7z, TREE, RHEEOW G 2HE SN Tw5, HEE I LI T
WAEDPBREEINTWDS, T—)IVFAY ¥ &F— FIEEPHE] v o TIc—k#E
WTI7R, ZKBIRTIRERAL, HAMICTIRHISNZ 11 HEADER 20 %
A L7z

5 cm MUT OFFHINLRE 2 0b 5 & U7z 17 B O CIc B 5 KEE, HEREE, 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%, SFHEEIX, 49~86%, # v b+ 71l 200 ng/mL TIEJE 8~
32%, BRELE 76~100% Th - 72V, Ha S hizBWit v XIid, 4 v M+ 74H 20 ng/
mL, 200 ng/mL TZNZN 406, 699, FEtEIEEIZZENZN 245, 585 Th -7z,
PIVKA-TI )KL, # v b4 714840 mAU/mL T 15~54%, JFEEIX 95~99%,

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

L IZZF N Z1 1260, 491 TH o720 AFP-L3GHDIKEX, H v b+ 71

10% T 22~33%, 4FHEIZ93~99%, v M 71E 15% TIEKE 21~49%, FeHEE
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94~100% CTHh o720 e SN=BWit+ v ZiE, # v M+ 7 10%, 15% TENR2E
N 643, 1050, MLz Z 2N 489, 1310 Th o 7zo 2 HE O~ — 5 —%
MMAEDLELGEOBW A v X, 620~5981 & 1 O~ —H — DA & g
LT EL T,

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

—F, LVWEITONIZVATT4 v 7L 2 —Tl, 49ROmLEZRAL,
AFP D& 59% (95%EHAX [ (CI):54~63%), HEHHE 86% (95%CI: 82~89%),
PIVKA-TI D& 63% (95%CI:58~67%), HF51 91% (95%CI:88~93%), AFP,
PIVKA-II ® ROC Mt Fiifk% T 2h 083, 077 LHELTwBY, 72721, W%
ZMERAE 3 cm LU, JESE 3 LA T ISR o 7285613, AFP &R 48% (95%CI ¢
39~57%), HFEPE89% (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 ZHlAGbEH
£® ROC M FHEAIZZ 2N 068, 084, 083 T, MAGbHEIZ L BHiRED
i I3 ER0 5o 720

734 BIOMYENTF 2% - IFREEEE G E Lizak— MFEICBWT, FHBISIHEM
3745 HHIZ 29 BICHFSHE 2 i 7-Y . AFP @ % v b+ 7Mfi% 20 ng/mL & L7354
DIEEEIZ 61.2%, FEHEEIE 783%, PIVKA-II % v b+ 7% 60 mAU/mL & L7z
P ORIEIL 414%, FFREIZX 909% TH 720 AFP O v M+ 7Mli% 40 ng/mL,
PIVKA-TI ®% v M+ 7% 80 mAU/mL & LLAG D =354 OKEEL 655%, 4
R 855% TH - 720 1,377 BIO R MLz BE & 355 Bl DB 5 - FFAEZE B E % )
RLLr—2ay Fa—=UFERICBWT, 3cm KiGOEEICEHLTAFP O v b
F 7% 20 ng/mL, 100 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L7238 DKEIZZFNZFN 55%,
23%, 14%ThHH, FREFZZNZEN 4%, 9%, 100% TH - 7o B PIVKA-
D%y b+ 7% 40 mAU/mL, 100 mAU/mL & L7236 OB 22 41%,
21%, FEREEIE 97%, 100% TdH o720 AFP O 4 v b+ 71fi% 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II
DAy MFT7ZE 40 mAU/mL & LA DR 5E OKEIL 82%, HFREIX 1%
TdH 7Y, AFP B X O PIVKA-II ® ROC Mhi# FHifEix, #h 21 0887, 0812 T
HY, EEECTEIMELTHRE L2 A, Scm KiiDOZWiEEICE L Tid AFP ©J
PHBECENRTEY, 5cmBOBWIHEICE L Tt PIVKA-TT O A EICERLTW
720 372610 CHRIFARZE ZRRE Lzar— MFRICBWT, 2F0REH%E
12 34 BNCHFFERE D A H7zs AFP 20 ng/mL, AFP-L3 %4l 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 F 4 7Ml 75 ng/mL) @ 3 D& flAhGbErzf,
JEREIE 77% % T EA L7229 B RUEMEIF 2T BT 106 610 AR EE & 100 51
DX HARE % WA L 72WF%2 T3, AFP 20 ng/mL, PIVKA-II 40 mAU/mL ®% v b %
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TET, RIEIZZNEN575%, 519%, FFHREEIZ 880%, 97.0% Tdh - 72", 2,830 #
OB EBEDZZM L7 E Y — XA F 2 2128w, FENRD b7
104 B EEIMA I TICK o T v F SR 104 Bl 3G & L5 TlE, BkEE
AFP-L353W D 71 v b F 7Mli% 7%, 10%, 15% & L72BOEEIZZh 2N 394%,
163%, 115%TH Y, HFEREZZNZNT7.0%, 96%, 100%Th->72c AFP DA v

b 7% 20 ng/mL, 200 ng/mL & L72BDEEI1X414%, 125%, 5FREEIL 904%,
99.0%, PIVKA-II®% v b 7fli% 40 mAU/mL & L7254 OEIE I 346%, H55
FE12 94.0% T - 728, #ETh N7z 32D RCT & 4 2 ORI X HFZED 689 1
D5 H, WEEIPRO LN 261 <y F 872008 168 Bl 2 x4 & L= T,
AFP D% v b+ 7% 5ng/mL, AFP-L3 3 ED A v M+ 7% 4% & L72& Z D
AEDEDRIEILT79%, FFREIZET%TH Y, &5 IZEHMGT AN, iy
WA + AFP, JEEH L WA + AFP+ AFP-L3 431 2 1L 2 0 & 13 48.6%.
886%, 94.3% &, JEEBHEEWMAIC AFP, AFP-L3 Wiz % 2 & TEED LA
L7z
W%

NA ZDOBHIZ L B EHAEHRL v Xid, MERNA v X LERTRIND, Tl
FED) A7 D b OB OERIIERS T2 10%THH L 2EZ DL, E20D
P—RA T v AR CTHMBRE A SN2 MAETHERIEBBE L Z 5%, WAERA v
ZWE 195D 1 b, BT EREOMESEETH - 2 5H1E, Bkt v X
E, A b A050 1 BETTRTT 2720, B~ —7—2BETH - 25E1IC
TR RBRE ASEAE T AR % 10% L RI23 5720120, B LERR 5 DL ESLETH
o ZAUIHFRLE 95% CIRIE 25% DL I, JRLEE 90% CIKEE 50% LA HICHI 4T %, §
bb, Ay ME 7R FEOICEE L THELELEZRH LR, ASLERHER
BAEBIML, BRANSRIMET T 5, BEHEEEI % &6 L T 5 EH TiE AFP
ORI N0, PR EdH vy M 7% 100 ng/mL DL EIZERET 2 LELNDH
%o AFP-L3 43R PIVKA-TL iZ/NFRIBERE S 33U 5 IREEDS AFP 125 525, FRRE
R0, BRI AFP L) bR TW 5, 4E, #E7 o s /E%ks
T BRIEBMHEITREES X OVY AV AEIC X 5T SVR 23R L7z C AU %
BHEITB VT, AFP ORFRIENIN T2 L W) #iEdhd 21017, LB h s 0BG
ZBWT, iy PATHEZHRETRELEEZ LN,

WIS, NFHRREIC BN T2 o0E~— 7 —Z2WET 2 2 L i, FRECKTIE
/NBRICHZ 00, KEZN ESE5, 220U Lo~ — 7 — %A AGbE LA,
WBEENENOA v v+ 7% [EEO0RHH] B IGEEREE T2, 2072
0, MAEDEDIES~ — 7 — OBAEIMNT 5125 > TESLMIIEE D LA$ 508
BIRDZ L D OUFREIK TS 5. BHELERIZERE/ (1 -HRE) cRshb:
0, BREOKTORBOHPREL, =15V AOLHE, NELEERED
B, BWHEEICHWZSE L, BETOREBEENSIIE ALV E W) HE
2H7o0F, HRECKTZETA72DI121E, HMTHWSA LD EWA Yy b+ 71l
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AT 2LEND Y, FHIHEREOKW AFP O 4 v b+ 71, 20ng/mL £ 0 3
ERET BLEDND Lo T2, MAGDLELEE~— 7 — 13N TH S 2 LY
FL<, €OHTIZ AFP & PIVKA-TL 3RV 72D ICHEN A A bE & v
Z %o

BB LAERXD) b 2RI AZT7F) Y ADMXT, 1B
Ul & 0 IEEGE 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 STBWREICER TV
T ARSI,

MR DS~ — 7 — & L TARF TR S N7z AFP-L3 70l D85 5
04U AR 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, b, RIFOEZWIB VTR E 72> T 5 3
DNESE~ — 71 — OEENIPEIHE T ST b,

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

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

@HEN 2 [/NTHRBEOZHICEVW TR 2BLULEDEEY-H—2AET 52 & e #EY

SR 228 (COIZTHEE:18)

3] ISDWTEBICL 2 HREDHR, BOHEEL 7

f1o2e% f1ocex fibhwz ez fibhnwc ez
MY B GERNE -3 3 g B<HEET B MR Y B
100% (21 &) 0% (0#) 0% (0%) 0% (0 &)
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RS X OFOIBR T, HIYE L7z BESATE 4 RBR S 72 20 3 B 09 L B
WHETH DO LT, FhlEFHE FEiR{bEEERE: (TACE), SEWHE,
GHEEIETIE, BN AHE BRI X o TIrb B, 72, FFRAEL - IS
BT H AL - YIREPASE O @& OFEM I, WAV SRS, WI{RICZE 5
BRI E L, EROEBIZL D720 (AP Y X v, VEF F—VERL
), WA L% v, i~ — 7 —I2 X 2 BB EHED, Mg X 2505
HEZHEL D BTV THRE L7,

BYUAMIVT A TavIRAT—EAT S

RCQIE, HAMD CQ5 LIH—THb, SHOWETICHEL, 4 ML HEOMmEN
ZHAVT20164E7 H 1 H2 5 202045 1 A 31 HIZHEE S NGOV THREL,
522 @A S e BRI R H B i~ — 7 — %2 L T2 b 0D A%
LV O TIC—UGRIRT I E2 BN, “UGRIRCTARERAL, BAWD 8L
b TEH 12 ERA L.

WIRMER R (T 24 WPtk (RFA), 70.7%) AT S L7z 416 Bl % xt
Sk L7207 TiX, AFP, PIVKA-II, AFP-L3 WD 3D~ —H—DH b, H#F
#% o AFP 3 X O° AFP-L3 47l s (>100 ng/mL/>15%) ﬁfﬁ%&%?iﬁwé@ﬁL
72HFTHo 72V REA THHE SN2 54 F) GRFHES 72 ) 0t R & L72#F%E T
AFP OEH 7 H AW OMA L, FIRZHNIC X 2805 E &7 L 7= BTt élsﬁoﬁ
WHEFTH - 722, HWJI‘fﬁﬁi‘iﬁﬁé nz 714 PloFIEBEE 2 4 L Lithbh/:
521238\ T AFP, PIVKA-TI® % v b 7fli% 21 20 ng/mL, 40 mAU/mL
L LBoBRgoRELSRIE, 22N 803%, 996% Tdh -7z, H#HIDO AFP,
PIVKA-IL 13 6 7 A DINOFFEICBIE L T /225, 2 4E DO FRICIZEE L Tw i
o7z, KRS 165 BIDRTFYIBIERI 2 k5 & L 722058 T3, PSSR T AFP 28 IE%
b L e\ VIEBIAE BRI b o 720 LA OKE, WiERIL AFP H25A FIC 5
LR LT, 72 841 BIORTFYIBREE I 2 05 & L7z FABkDWFZET, 1M LN O
AFP & M I3 IS8 A7 B X O G EAE DML L 72 fa R T - 72%, il AFP il
(>400 ng/mL) T»H - 7z 280 BIDOFYIERREG] 2 x5 & L2852 T, itk 3 7 H LN
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O AFP EEHALA MRS A B X AR OST L2 fallFTdh - 729

RFA 25HiAT & 7z il 3 146 Bl 2 b 4 & L7ekiad Tk, |MEFEIZd 2 hb b
F AFP 25 L5 L CTWSERITIZ AFP 13 ALT MBI LT/, H%Ed %< AFP 3
FHRLTOVRWERTIX ALT b IEE TH o720 v M+ 7% 20 ng/mL & L7

D IEFERT AFP BBl O B SRR TEHRIE 722% TH - 720126k LT, HFERT AFP Bk
FIOBEBREHIERIE, 122%Tdh - 727,

TACE & % \ M U 2EMe 6 (transarterial radioembolization ; TARE) % 3\)
72125 &g & L7278 Tld, AFP @ 50% LA EoRANg, Wiffic & 2 0k e &
LB LT BTN Td - 72Y, TACE %513 72 376 Bl (7 AFP>20 ng/
mL, BCLC Stage B) #xf4 & L7:RDOMZETIZ, 20% L 1D AFP A H 417
DM L2 FHTPMWHTTH - 72" F 72, #ifi AFP &4 (>400 ng/mL) T TACE
AT o 72 14T JEBI 2 05 & L728F%8Tid, 30% LA L AFP A3 L 7= ¢ 57l
KT, Wif§l progressive disease & € S 7240 Th BIfF R FhemR L7210,

O TREREHESE 7 & ORI 2 AT SNz T2 W R S & L72E%E T, AFP @
20% VL E O TEFR X L7z AFP responder &, MW{% I stable disease & ¥]E &7z
BT B FhE R LY, AE%E%#F&&)ZW\ 35 TR & 52T 72 107 B
ExR L L ABROME T, 50% L o AFPIAE, BAIFR T e B L Twi?,

[ [
P—RAFVAZBWTCLIZLIEWEE R A2 L THAHD, AFPIIERITFOIFED
WEMEE ARICHBE L TWwb, 20720, BEERENICHEETE 2L b bR

IZBWTAFP BBEALL Z2WiED% | i“‘EHJEEIa;E(DAFP%«EUEL@\%HEE
ENb, —F, AFP-L3 % ?PWKAH@&?’“EW®%%%xT QALY
REORVIEE< — 7 —OWa13, GHREOWEM AN WG S O 85R 25 < Bt
bbb,

MG DR FEZ B LT, BEEF O AW R L S~ — ) — AR OF IT AR
MELCTwaEesh, FF—oEEThiuE, L EE~— 5 — ek
D720, LT LR B W TEE~ — h — OB R E IS BT 5
FREPEEAZ LN TFEENS, Db, KRIBOFEBHICB TR E 72> T
W5 3FEONER~ — 7 — ORENIPEHE. SN T W5,

kb, < — A —WEERNBHEICBCTRIZENTH L 720121%, HEE
< —H— D CT 7% EOWHEIMAED & 4 I ¥ 7 Pei R B I W 7 O FHRE W21
WHND ZEDBBETH DA, SR OLHEMBEOHEM TIEZO L) 27 A le %
o7z,

VT AEE BT |

@HREY [BEMICERE~Y—HI—HDPLFELTWBEMICSWT, BERICZOERE~Y—H—
FRAIET R 2 &, BEDRHTEDEZELTENTHS] ICDODVWTEREBIZLIBREDRE
R, BWMEREELE o,
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ZWHMOES <~ — 7 —WEIX, HEZHICHWHEGE, ¥—X( 7 Z2TBw
TROTEELAND Y FH =& LTHWAEEIIMT b NS, EIRZRIATEE L7
1, MRS OIS~ — 7 — W& ISHEEZ BN LHTIE R — 0, ="M F X
WCHWONLEEE, HrMMEE B E JITHREBMEENI LD L HITEIT 5508
EETH Y, BMELERL (positive likelihood ratio= &L/ (1 - FFRE)) ZEIZT 5
ZEDVEFE L,

Dai & ) AFP IZFfiEoEE~—h — & LTIES HWONTE 288, ZolllE
%, WE2ZT T ERFORROEHEDOEEE X 5, HEO BRFRIHT
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DIEBI T I HIH TR L 22 5720 F 2T, WEIFOIREIZIE Uz AFP O v
b+ ZEICOWTHRE L 72,

BYAMIVTATavIRT—RAU R
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SNz, [BEFROBEET > u 7 #8A%S TH 5 Wik CEF4£D SVRIZBIT 5 AFP
DIRPE - FREEZ G U722 A &) FEOTIC—RERICTT 352 #INL,
THERICBVTE KBRS N2 3R 2R L 720

I VT EVHIRE TR — A T v ZCHNY & R % 4T - 72 BRUIF %
H1S3L FlaxtRE Lz E -2 A M & Ik — MFETIE, 57 BlOFRHEIFED I,
2D AFP @ ROC #h# T A ix 085 (95%CI: 0.73~098) TH Y, kD
AFP /1 v b+ 7B 20 ug/L 5 &, [KJ¥ 386%, FFE1E 989% TH -7z, 6 ug/L
XDy bETHEHVD &, KX 80.7%IC LAT A0, FERE 804%I2
KT Lo =¥ 7 A VBB ONFEZMNICB VT, AFP 3FFRENE L, 8RO
Ay b THEED)BEN6ug/LEH VL L, EEE LIFHZLATEX S LEHERITH
hTwal,

FITVVELRI VT AN RS SN BRI REE 256 Bl & 4 & L7z
&2k — MIFETIE, AFP I3 GEICH L TG BABIKT LTz, 3B D%
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FEARRD BN, AFPIZ A v b4 7% 10 ng/mL IZiRET 5 &, KE 457%, FFHE
973% &, Bl 7 - v 7 BAIBG-H 0O AFP OFF5EE 644% 12 L THREIZ EA LT
w72,

A& =720 2% % SVR EREDFNEE 29 B (S 3 cm, FEHEL 3 L
), SVR #EKHZOIEFRNEEE 58 Fl, SVR IEERIEIEEE 2961 (3em, 3MLLT),
SVR FEERIEHE C BT BF 58 fla MR L Lz~ vy F K - y—A 2> Fa—)uif
7eTIE, CHRIFZ 4 Vv A SR BT A TEZ BT, AFP @ ROC i
MR AR 12 0.83, #o@ A v b A 7MEIZ 17 ng/mL TR IX 51.7% (95%CI : 32.5~70.6),
FFEEEIX 931% (95%CI:83.3~981) TH-72c —7, SVR #£%HE Tld ROC M T
Iif&i% 086, % v b 7fl 5ng/mL T, &KEIZ 75.9% (95%CI:565~89.7), H5ELpE
13 89.0% (95%CI:81.0~97.1), # v M 74# 17 ng/mL TiZ, KJE 241% (95%CI:
10.3~435), FEEEE 100% (95%CI : 90.9~100) T - 7%

W&

P—=RA T RAZBWTLIELIZHELE 225 2 L THHH, AFPEIERITFON %D
WEIMEE EEICEE L TWb, 2070, AFP 3BT D %, HEOBRRIEIZ+
GERVR ol LA L, Piv 4V A3 X 0 IGEIEIF A S 7 RE Tk
#%ﬁ%#% MéhéMWiﬁT?étbAﬁ%®MW@ﬁ/Fi7ﬁfuﬁ

WL b =T, BERIMELS &b, 7y PF7HEZHRERLD D T IFHZ LT, &
@@L%ﬁﬁﬂb%o

BHINZ R 3ROmMLTIE, WIbFEHEHTICBWTEEkor vy b4+ 7
ETIZ AFP IR RED L, 2RTRR Ay M 7HZHRI VLTI 2 & TERES
FRAEELIEDNTELLE VIR TH 72, kDA v b+ 7Mli% v 5 L Bk
TERIIRKIETE2H00, BRENZFLIMIRT T2, 7y M T7HEZTIFAI L
THEEZ FASELI LR3I —R"L TV ACBVWTERYLEZOND,

; %i% .............................................................................................................................................................
OHEY [HRHFETICHENT, AFPDAHy hA JEERELY BTIFBZ LKLY, BE
BERERTZ] ICOVWTERBICLZ2BEDHER, BVWHEEL -7

T52t% To52¢&% Thtwzex Thhtwz e s
mHIET B B HIET B B HET B MRS B
14.3% (3%) 85.7% (18 &) 0% (08) 0% (0%)
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R ATHRREEDEZRID T8 (CIE dynamic CT, dynamic MRI, iSEEBERIREDLT
NHHEDHSND, I ULWLWIFNBEITAIEECH D5 S Gd-EOB-DTPA i&& MRI Z#
"I D, GELEE, TETADiES A)

HE =

FERIRRE D% < i, dynamic CT & %\ & dynamic MRI ®BIARIHIC BV Tk %R
L, MIIRFHD 5 WL FEHEAHIC T washout 27”3 2@ X 9 IHEI§RE, WA 7R3
¥ — YR ET 55 0% BAMIFHIENE & V) o A EE T 1~2 cm ORI &K
BETHRIES L &, EEAZHVIBEE, CT, MRI® S b 1 22 FHIlE I
BRI 72558 8 — R IEB TR T 5o

AR CQ TIZMABIFHINEOZBWICBIT S, KT T 4 OBWHEIZ OV THETT
5o
BYAIVTATAVvIRXT—RAU K

A CQIFHE 4D CQ6 #HEWL T 2D, 2016 FELEICTE T Y A LRV DWW R
FTFVIARYATIRT A v 7 LV a—2REEIN7-0, HEARTHRASI NG
LEAZTFI YV ARCEINEVIEF Y AZHMET AL B TH & X
U720 85 A USRI LA 2016 457 H 1 HA5 2020 4E 1 A 31 HIZEER S N5
LIZDOWTHEL, 4295 & 0 —UGEINT 24 fF 2 BN 720 ZRBIRTIRA SN2 9
MO LA L N TEV I HERVAZ8RE, FA4MD 6D ) bLELEbh
7211 Bk abeTI9RmZHRM L.

JFH a2 Wi B L € GAd-EOB-DTPA #&# MRI & dynamic CT O ZWrreltixz
17572287 F )AL B E, GI-EOB-DTPA #E# MRIIZCT £ D b AEIIHV
J&JE (0.85 vs. 0.68) 75’/71[/ FFREEIIM B ICENA LN H o 72 (094 vs. 093) s ROC
JEHTC 1 MRIDZWIAEIX CT & 9 b A BRI D - 72 (ROC Hi# F i 0.79 vs. 046) Y

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

FWRER LI L2 A7 T ) Y A&k % &, GAd-EOB-DTPA 3% MRI & &3 CT
OHEEIRIE 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) & 0918 (95%CI : 0.829~0.963)
Tholze COEFMEMICHETEI R o7 7221, NERWEZHTLEHE
EOMEICRET A &, Gd-EOB-DTPA ## MRILIZER CT XD BN TEBY,
EREIEIX 0919 (95%CI : 0.834~0.962) & 0637 (95%CI : 0.565~0.704), #fEHFEE
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1% 0936 (95%CI:0.882~0.966) & 0971 (95%CI:0.937~0.987) TdH - 720 Gd-EOB-
DTPA #% MRI & dynamic MRI ® H#ZIZBI§ % Mt <, #EE X 0907 (95%
CI:0.870~0934) & 0.820 (95%CI : 0.776~0.857), HEsEHFHIE1F 0.929 (95%CI :
0.877~0961) & 0934 (95%CI:0.881~0964) TdHH, Gd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRI ®
HERT WY,

2 cm AT /N NaIE 2 0f % & L7234 @ GAd-EOB-DTPA ## MRI & dynamic
CTOZMWiRez L7245 7+ 1) ¥ ZATIE, Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI i CT & It
L CEAE IS E o 72 (096 vs. 0655 p<001) 7%, HFRETIEEEZ RO L
A7z (094 vs. 098 : p>0.05)s Gd-EOB-DTPA # % MRI & dynamic CT ®¥ =<
1) — ROC Hh#R FHEif§1X 097 & 085 TH H, GAd-EOB-DTPA #35 MRI 0 i 05
WrEg Iz T W2,

Gd-EOB-DTPA 73 MRI & dynamic CT O IFHIEMEMRIBIEE 2 IR L7722 % 7 F
) ¥ AT, Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI &35 CT O IR BHIEEE X 086 (95%
CI:0.76~093) & 070 (95%CI : 058~0.80) T, Gd-EOB-DTPA 73 MRI 7% &
IZEWETH 572 (p<0.05)s Gd-EOB-DTPA 7% MRI & %5 CT DK IZHLEDS
INEL B BIZONTIET LAY, 3XTOY A BB WT MRIDEER CT DK
QRN =7 YA

DEORRIZZNLUF DAY 7F ) ¥ ADOREREFIFE LRV, F72, o
AT =Y VT HBVIZEFEISOWEICBVTH MRIZAHTH L™,

F 72, BWHMEEELE (SPIO) 3E3#1% M7z MRI & dynamic CT & DI TH
MRI 2MEN 5 & DFERTH 55 ZHE 1 em BT O/ E 2 FFERITLHE O A8
NHZ 2k s,

AN FFHIRRE D BWT 0§ 2 B EEMEO AN AR LA ¥ 7+ 1) T A1
I B L, EEBETWOBMIEIEL 086 (95%CI:0.79~091), FFHEEEIX 087 (95%CI:
0.75~094), Btk REEHIE 706 (95%CI : 1.64~30.36), F&PEAEE X 020 (95%CI :
0.14~028) THh o720 BWiA v X 3371 (95%CI : 20.34~55.88), ROC Hif T i
13 093 (95%CI : 0.90~095) TdH -7z,

T WONIEA 7 ) —= v ZOHF >V CIEE BTk 2 i e LT
R L7zwia & RCT 2BV, Mg RO TR 4 X1&, #EEE
(13041 mm ; 28 B) HIEEHBEWRE (16741 mm 5 26 ) IZHTHEITN
Ehotz (p=001D)"7,

R E P & dynamic CT O/MNFMITEREZWIREZ K L7z XA F 7+ Y Y RAI2L 2
&, mEMEWE dynamic CT OREEIF 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 B FTHAIX 091 &£ 089 TH Y, MEFDMICHAE MR IIRDO LML
Mol (2=023, p=082)'9,

TACE % DOFRAE £ 72\ S FE M OB W 81T % &% MRI OF HEZ MG L 72
AYTFY AT, #ER MRI OKE, FRRE, BHIUER, BELER, ZHit v
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A, 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 AR RE B T 12 381F 5 dynamic CT OR22F&EII R E v, BUFE, FEAL
DOHiFk < multi-detector-row CT 25 K% LTHE ), MRI & IRTEE L 7-WE 055
N, MERELEVREOEVEDLD S, 1 HORF v VB L E L, MRS
TEBRVIEBNIZ BV THEEDOHILAD %\, FBIIHE S /NHZ LA TIE MRI & #fh7)s
T\,

Gd-EOB-DTPA # 5 MRII3/NRZ % & o 72 FIIAE S W IS BN 7B WRE 2 R 7,
—757CMRIGEEEOFEA, MEFHZT A MHDH 5. 72 11FH72 ) OBARR b R
728, MiaxlZ & o TZFMlaREO® Y 2 7 i 2 2B MRI THRAT 5 Z L3 L v
2 6N5b, £72, GAd-EOB-DTPA ## MRLIZERE DB WRETH 5725, FHKICHE
WA AN IR G S 5 /0 & 70 M5 R 2 Mk o iR B NIRE S 2 S o
FANCHAET 2 LEDPD S,

SPIO &AM A TH 0, dynamic FIEATT & 77 EHFHIILHE O B Wi 12
BUIAEHRIIMENTH D, BHIESKT LAEMTIZI — PRI FY =7 4
(Gd) A O % BV 2 LEAH B 72, SPIO #HEAI % VT MRI 2179 2 &
EEELTD Lo

ERRBE WL CT, MRIICHAZ ERBIEICE 2 A%, MTEENRE & IR RE 2 5F
lig2Z ENUETH Y, FRCEIROEEAPBHTE S LI IR > ThHSILE
NZZZBWREPHROND LI IR TWb, TNV TNT Y <A 7 aNTIVIEERE
BEEOHECLPDOLITMHATE, EELTF 74 7F Y —MIUCOBEEDL I—F
TEHHIR GAd A L D B L0, X5 751 ¥ 2 OfEFTIRIEZE WO I
HEZWIHEIX dynamic CT & IR L T i#kfaze <, IR O BRIV % B{§RE &
LCHERTE B, 7272 LIBHEE 2 & CTIRRIBORE IR AW L W L b H B 720
EEPLETH LY,

MR OB 2 HiY & LTI fThbn b 2 L3P koTBY, FHl
B O LD B L7z BEIRMEMIREZ T CT (CTAP) B X OHEIRER T CT
(CTHA) % &Ll d 0B IFMIERE OB ICB W IR ICHHZMATIED
2705, WEIIR®D %\ 3 B FBEEI IR~ O IR 7 7 — 7 VI A LET D 5 720D
WA L IR L TRBITH 50 MOMALETEM RO 5 wI6%, TACE % Eih
WFH LI THifT SN A LEICREIRETH 5,

fEEmE LC, @S, dynamic CT, Gd-EOB-DTPA #5 MRI D Wi NLDOk
A WM OB A HTH Y, MO REL EHZ OREIZIS U Tl
YWhdOEBIRT LI EHRDOND, 7272, INMTHIAEHE IR L CTid Gd-EOB-DTPA
15 MRI OZ Wiig1d dynamic CT RERHEER LD bEAL TV L7720, [T HEET
57 51X GAd-EOB-DTPA #32 MRI 2B L TEETEREXTH 5,
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@HERE N [HBAIATHEIEDZR D 7= 8 (213 dynamic CT, dynamic MRI, & BZEEED

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

#ET 2] ICOVWTRBILLZRBOBR, BVHEREL 57

f1o2e% f1oce% fibhwz e s fibhnw et
MCHET B BHCHEET B < HET B MY 3
91.7% (22 %) 8.3% (28) 0% (0&) 0% (0 #)
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IBEFRRBEICHOVT, EF CT ICTHZMEZRITH
washout B+ SNIEVRZEICED K S ICHILT DH ?

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

(FELEERE, TEFVZADiES B)

s =
YR EEE BT 385 CT % & MBI IEEEHRAIC BT, Bk T
e L TR & P AH I A1) T washout & 9 208 & A7 G121%, I 2 )i

AREOBEBRIT R E VWZ 5, L2L2DS, g T3 washout 2¥id-> & ) L 3D
5 h&b‘iﬁ/a‘z’)%) D, MBS MR & OB TEE 2 50 BRI TR L
T GAd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRI IFHaAH TG 5 2 225 5 1 em LUT ORE T 52 i (f'ﬁ'1
P30 2, ELPE 2202 Zatgl L7z Tixy, IR o 16.7% (5/30),
D 50% (11/22) HSMPRAIC BT %5 washout ZFED B h o7z, DF D, ylﬂlli%m L,
washout 23% 51 F, DMK TRE 5 2R THUMEZ (1em BLT) 16 A5,
11 REHEIAS R, 5 AEE2FMIIEE CTH ) WA DRAET 5. 2O CQ TIEBIRMIE S %
IRTHHBEATE VW RYEZS & LI IE & S MR ZE 2 10D B0y, TR & o8l
12 GA-EOB-DTPA & MRIVPERH TH 502 £ 5 5,
BYAMIVTATAVvIRT—RAU

AKCQIE, 4o CQ7 [Dynamic CT/MRI THLEIRGHT /L % /R & 2 WIFHRE i O 1
i, M em PLEPOSITIDOPLEFE L ? | #5| XX, LD Question = HIFEIZT
H7-OICEKHEBIE L7 FEAMOMENREZHCT20164FE7H1HAS 202041 H
31 HiC %’é NIZGRSLTOWTHRE L, 584 mAH & iz, 205 5, [FL PR
HOBREIC DO W THA D L < XEHREHEZ reference & LTHRELTW2 b0 27

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

RIS 2720, CQ % [HFMINAE & 155 6 <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 72,
FHL7210/ED ) B 7TRIENEH CQ THUE S N7 M NE - 2 MMAERHE Tld v
DB L7 CQIEAHTE6mENY FH—FTHEML, REMIZFHIRERAL
770 WETREAIIBIT S voting ICTERM 2N, ZOEREKE LTARCQ 2535 C
F 7SN S MRL O W N O lifif e BE L Twb 2 LIk Zo%ﬁ%‘ﬁ’é A
FIF O N7, EFECTICHET S CQ XNEH L7,
© ZLMMHARRZE & DIERIT Gd-EOB-DTPA JEF MRI ZiE{Td 2 LIF#HEINDH ?

MRV RS XEIR-PIIRSEAE (AP > v ¥ b) OIBERLT VI —VEHRH IS
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ND\BBRAEE 72 LX), ¥ CT % & oM/ ESE ERAE TL MM BREN L
ELIFBIZE SIS, TN IIRIEFENICBEHEST 22 13 % <, BRWIZIES
MPEBIFE & —3E 0 I/ OWRREE 2 S b, IR & £ kAR ZE o B{gHT
FREHIZ DOV T Gd-EOB-DTPA 353 MRI % W CEHHE L 72 RCT 13A25 5
Lhrolze L7zhoT, MHEOEMIZOVTHRE XI5 M SBEMEL U TICE
L5,

TV 3 — VYRR ZE B E S B 5 % MBI 28 28 & 3 cm LU F 0% kT
MG 20 K28 & 5P R & L 72AET T, KEEIER 16 mm LR, JEHURAG CIR~SE75,
FIIRAH & BATHH DO W N B 5 W I )7 T washout 2 3o 7\, @ 3IHH A% 18
R % P 28 L2 TChY, SO 3HHDH L 2HH 2RO %ED
% VT LS B 0 BB W7 B VLI E 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 (11%%) & AP ¥ ¥ v b (159/%) Zade RYERHE 28 % (FEFRIM 2
BYERSHET 2 W& 2 &) LIFAIIONG 111 WA 2 x4 & L72#ES Tld, Gd-EOB-DTPA
TR MRIC X 2 BB O B Wi 1L 88 1 2NKE 95% (107/111), $EELEE 96% (27/
28) THLH 2 DKL 95% (106/111), HFRILEE 96% (27/28) 725720 —74, dynamic
CTZ & 2 WFHIBEHE O WAk 1L 8 1 AYKEE 84% (95/111), HF5LEE 100% (28/28) T
T 2 HUKIE 89% (99/111), HFELEE 100% (28/28) 725 72, #tie# 1 Tid Gd-EOB-
DTPA #5 MRI i3 dynamic CT & W EKEDEH 272 (p=0005), #ti# 2 DKE (p
=0052) BIUHEHE 1, 208RRE (WIhd p=0317) IZAEEZRD Do
729,

HEROEEE B3 5L MMEBIKRZE 3292 (K9 115 mm) & £ kil 123
W2 (CE¥ 164 mm) ZxRE LMETTIE, IR IBHE I L THEICY A
AHKE W, T2 MRG/AHGERE CRES 2 BT 28605, Mt CRES
RRTDEENLVE VI RERZ 572 (p<0.0001) o FFHIEHICET 2% & FEE
DRSS IFHLNE O A B, 0842 h v b A 7 E Lz8a, & 91%
(112/123), 4%2PFE 91% (29/32) 725720 F 7z, WLHCRFUEEE 5 2 s & £
VERBIRZE DB WTHHE T L 72354y, TRIE 67% (83/123), HRHLIE 100% (32/32) 725727,

2 cm LU N O MPEBIRZ 53 W2 & MG 44 WA EZ R & LoME Tcid, 240
Sl & BB L 72 5 BERS A © GAd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRI (BhIRAH T O#ge & i
A COMRAZ 5235 HE) & dynamic CT (BYIRMIT Ok & P T OIS 5
ABWIEHE) OBWIREZE KT 5 &, Gd-EOB-DTPA #3 MRI ® )% dynamic CT
XD HEEIE L, BRIFEICIAEEZRO R, o7 (GiE# 1 (Gd-EOB-DTPA %
% MRI vs. CT) : J&J¥ 93.9% (31/33) vs. 545% (18/33) (p=0.001), HFHEEE 92.6% (25/
27) vs. 96.3% (26/27), Fii# 21 & 90.9% (30/33) vs. 545% (18/33) (p=0.0018),
FRREE 92.6% (25/27) vs. 96.3% (26/27))o Az fHICIZAEEEZ RO L -7z (R
1:0975 vs. 0892 (p=0069), Fti# 2:0.966 vs. 0.888 (p=0.106)1" . JFUIRx=HEL
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FLER ORISR 42 9828 & 2 MM Z 11 WA 2 x4 & L7z Gd-EOB-DTPA
TR MRI OGS (BRI Ciege L C washout % 2O 2 WIHE DK R) TlE, Ik
A 7 & IEBRFG RS 5 DM AE DR DT H OEINA 725720 KE (54.8%)
BRI (345%) 13ARA o 72A%, KEREE (909%) & BERHhEs (958%) 2%
WEW) RS 725

© [MERE L DRI T Gd-EOB-DTPAEF MRI ZE{T9 9 Z LIEHERETNDHH ?

Gd-EOB-DTPA &3¢ MRI TidJHFHINasE LI O3 25 T D BRI IR ViR G 2R L,
BATH 2 S A 2 TR IR L TIRES 22T 5, Wb b pseudo-
washout appearance * 234 Z & 3%H 1), EEFIIHEI KGRV IRLEERT
high—flow ML E &/ NFHITENE & OFMNHBME L 25 2 A% v, L L%ed5 Gd-
EOB-DTPA 5&35 MRI % i\ 72 18 I & e o> 8l e 2 Hirli & \2#RET L 72 RCT
EINFETIA TR TRV, L2 5T, MEDENICOWTHET SN AIE
BIIREZDTICE LD 5,

Nam 512 & 5 Gd-EOB-DTPA i#3% MRI |2 T pseudo-washout appearance % 7R3
FHZAE 20 mm A high—flow ML HE 43 B 50 A& & 2 M/ NFRIILHRE 62 51 113 5
fizrg L LtEd <, high-flow MR IEZ MR /NFRIILNE & FE L ChiionR
%72 53K ® 5 N7z apparent diffusion coefficient (ADC) B & O T2 #ii{4 05 KD 5
172 contrast-to—noise ratio (CNR) PVEEIZEHW I EAVRENTW5S, ADC #Hn
72 W O RIHEIL ROC HiAR FHEAE T 0995 (95%CI : 0.969~1.000, RKEE 98%, 4F#
FE973%) TH Y, T2 @5 CNR % -85k, ROC B FHEFE T 0915 (95%
CI:0861~0953) Itk THBIENZ A MESIN TS, —7, EEMEHR
FAMINZ BT H ILHEEHR G 2 ol F o f il ae1E & < (ROC H#R T i 0.988~
0.999, KM 90~94%, JFEE 982~100%), FimEHO—HEIH VL I TWS
(ki 0.80) 7

FARIZ Choi &12 & A2 20 mm LU EOMEE 20 FEHi, RIS o1 #4555, W
IR 27 K58, RATUNHE O /EHE, WRYEIFIE O K58, 2ol 5 HEOE 161 #1 161
G &2 X% & L7 intravoxel incoherent motion (IVIM) & diffusion-weighted imag-
ing % Bt L 72 GA&-EOB-DTPA & MRI 12 & 2GS Tid, M HE & B EEER & o
[ ADC & IVIM (2813 % molecular diffusion coefficient (Dy,,,) A EICEL > T
BY, WHEOHEHGEIX ROC Hi# FfE< ADC 230907 (95%CI: 0.850~0.948, &S
90.0%, 4FEE 80.9%), Dipw 230933 (95%CI : 0.882~0.967, JEKEE 95.0%, 4FHEJE
838%) TholZ LI Tnb, —7, HWEMES DM TIE ADC, Dy \2H
IR LN ho 72,

—7, MRSV Gd 3B RA 2 v 72 MRIFT R % % 5 10 2 2T L 72 F5EIc X %
&, BhIRAHIE YL % 328D % A% washout 25& & L7 WIEHEI R ITHIIERE 1 B W L EoR
ARG EE 5 & WEBRR I e AR IEAE & JERT IR DA TH - 72Y
W E

Gd-EOB-DTPA 35 MRIZ & % s & 2 M2 2 o 8 12 B9 2 i 13w
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FETAICRINTIRENE WD, ZHEZRT D DD washout 3 H % WIFZ LT
FRE L D D BEOHEDNE {, Gd-EOB-DTPA ## MRI iZEWVW#ZHiez A L Tw
H5E9ThHb, MBFEOENZHI L L7251, GA-EOB-DTPA #3% MRI 55 CT
IVERTVDEVIMEEHE75, MOES ) 74 GERIETEEIORE, Mgyt
WP MRL 72 &) LR L TIESMED LIENR TV S & v ) ERRIUE C  E
TIORENTELT, SHROBGETREEEZ OGNS,

WERINEHE & MAENE & OIS 2 E 5 7 1 HOBWREREIT W F 2+ &
NTW VDS, ILFEEF G A2 T2 2 LA5CTE& 2 MRUZEIRIDICEH L WZ %
b Lz, WHEOHEN%EHE L7261, GAd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRI O Z#iiE
ZMoES ) T4 GEEMEIE SRR, MRSNETEER MRI 22 &) OFWRe & EH#%
W L 72t e vwas, B2 5 IXBIIRAH OB 5 &) R A%58 < PiAH & 37l < & 2 Mg
AME SR MRI © 5% GAd-EOB-DTPA B MRI L W EEN L & E 2 b b,

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

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

f1rzk% firces fibswnwz es fibhnwzes
MCHET B Fa<HET B G5 HET B MCHET B
28.0% (7 %) 72.0% (18 #) 0% (0) 0% (0 )
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IBIEHREEREDIZMITREICEDKL S [CHHT DH ?

7
a. IEMIFRBEEEOISMMEREDBIICSUT Gd-EOB-DTPA &8 MRI g
nashnh?

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

GELEER, TESVADEE B)

b. EMHARBREEDIEZMIEREDZEICHE WV TENFREHRRTHRINDID ?

Gd-EOB-DTPA i&& MRI (ZFTfzld dynamic CT) ZRAVCIZBEHEEHIET 5,

(GEVER, TEFVADES B)

BE =

PR BB ICBT 2 PR THIRMTIIZ ML RS S, "V 7Vv7y o=
4 7 aNTIVEERBE WD 5\ ik GA-EOB-DTPA 345 MRI CI1E% % FF bk fE 2 A
SHWVREISRIE S NS Z e AR, MR ORBREERE I b 2 LS T
&7z

HZL MEDHREDL ML (L) BT 5 iE 2011 4£0 Kumada 5 DA &
BV KL SN TED, COMEDNHELIMICE > TREZVEE > Tk
Vo 209 H Gd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRIFFHIEH T 5 2R3 b o3 S h s
<, OB OEREFE» SHILY X7 BRBEN5 7290, LI-RADS HBA
Working Group {2 & 9 “HBP hypointense nodule without APHE" A%&0E X 1722,
AFTIE, BWRREZEDRWIHELR [ZMERE] L IFEhb 2 E0hb, Th
5 OIFEIZIZFE DL EBERE D2 ld > THIME - ZitEOBERIICH 5 b DA
BEEINDTHAHH 2L, RUREORINEIES YV T AL o TRELZLEE
B3 5L FLMUHE" PREEEZILND,

2 MV ARG (2 FE 26 L R ERS B ASBEAE L 2235813, B L e WIE IR
THEBRBRDO TFHRIE N EAVRENT WYY, LIRS, 93 29k
LR EDOEN%1T) S L INETHLEEZOND,

B BB MO R 7 ) —= v 72 BN E L7 @ 0109 72 Wi 253
RINTWD, T, BHEFEEREOFNIZHR S N72IEL Mk DI D3
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BHEHE TEBE CHIF DS CT Wi MRI (&, eGFR h' 30~60 mL/min/1.73
m? Tl Gd-EOB-DTPA &8 MRI, 30 mL/min/1.73 m? ki Cld SPIO &5
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BOWBELETT 2720, H5REIOOAZ V. FEEERTHEZICBVT
dynamic CT % dynamic MRI D17 % % &9 5 B, @Y 2 S 52 A R AL o0 # IR %
EARERMIEE R (estimated glomerular filtration rate ; eGFR) (2t U CTHET L 72HF32
EART5TH 5,

FFHEREAC T B H 2B 5 GA-EOB-DTPA ## MRI 1%, —ZEOAHHMEAR ST
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MAEV A7 2GS L72) 2T, RU2GT GdEEAZMEH L 2T R 520w
A121E, NSF BIEREDLZ WA K7 I FARAMWR A FRY T MRV X 7V I Uk
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BT ERZICBW T, WA MO dynamic CT %\ L dynamic MRI @i
T2 MY DK, WY 2RECH AL DEIR % eGFR 26 U THRE L 72F78 1341
BTHbe ZDID, KHTA K4 VIZBITAHERIIEEN R LDIZE YT 5, eGFR
7330~60 mL/min/1.73 m* Tl&, NSFFHE) A7 BHF ) H w2 HEL T,
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C HEHREN SO EETEE U CTHETED/aRAR

17 fan?
C EUBMATS - (18N C RFFIEEBRE QRSB THIC HCV BifE B E LIy 1 LR
BEEHRET D, (GELE, TEFVZADEE B)
s =

C BUBVEIF 25 - BFREZSIE, AFRIC BT 2 MO R KOREGREETH 5. Hiv A
WV ZAFREN & B HCV HRBr s C BUB VT B> & D8 2 A & & 5 2 Miat L 72,
WY AMIVTA4TAVvIRT—EXU

ACQITHEAMD CQI8 B FIT/ER I N0 2016 7 H 1 HA25 202041 H 31 H
ICHES NG LITOWTHEL, 462 mahit sz, [Tz 3EF2x =y PR
AV MELBEEZRHTA] &) HEOTIZ, —UKERT265/, ZUKEIRT 15
MR S N7z, BE, CRRBICHTH0E#EIL, 1 vy —7xzu >y (IFN) 79—
D DAA DPHAB L OWIHDO T4 K54 VIZBOWTHR SR TV D, ZKBEIRTHRA
ENZFHLD 9D B IFN-based A% 13 4 5%, IFN-based % 7213 DAA #&ED 50, DAA
HRITZOMThHo e HAMUICTIRH SN UiREAGLE, FF29RERMA L,

A v —7x0 VR, CEBMIF% - EM C BUFRIZED S DFHY A 7 2K
L&D, 3DODRAFTF T AIBWT C I % - AT C BTFEZ I3 %
4 vy =70 YHEE, HEICEIE) A 2R 887210 Pl 4 v ARy
AV AR S 7z SVR B & JE SVR fl% bl L 7235 <id, wihd SVR H1
KBV THBRRERIMET§ 2 2 LA ShTw 27, Darvishian 513
46,666 Bl & x5 & L7z 3R — MIFRICBWT, HREBEOY A Z1E7 4 )V A AR IH
(spontaneously cleared HCV) & Ib-X, IFN {&#EAREIIHE T3 — KL 1452 (95%
C1:9.83~2147), FEEFERETIINY— FI 585 (95%Cl:4.07~841), IFN {&#FE %Y
AWV AR (SVR) TN — K 249 (95%CI:152~4.06) TH5H LWL
72

DAA iHE#E, CHEMBYERJ - AUEYE C RUIFEZE 2 S OFHE ) A 27 R S8 5,
Carrat 5913 9895 Bl (DAA i&## 7,344 f - IR 2551 H) %3 R & LS kit
[FIHTIA) & WFZECH - PR - R LA I 2 & 2 FE L 7o i@ R & L C DAA 6%
3 ONF— R 066, 95%CI: 046~093) BLUPITRTHORKIZEBEE (N
F— NIk :048, 95%CI1:0.33~0.70) DY X 7 # FHIKT S/ & #i5 L7z, Singer
52013 DAA iBHE % 4T L 72 30,183 18] 2 IFN iG99 12,948 #35 & OSFEIAHE 137,502 ] &
B L, ARG - PR - R 7 S O T & ST 5 & DAA IGHRER I IR
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BIOIFN BRI L CHBICRIE ) A7 KT L7222 L 2R Lz GRENY—F
1084, 95%CI: 0.73~0.96 3 X OFEE N — Kt 0 069, 95%CI : 059~0.81), %
DAl 3 5% T L DAA FBHET SVR 235 & N 729 B T O F 4 AL T AR S 7z,
Cheung 52V13 DAA BBANAT S N7z FEAEYE C BUITFRIZE 406 612 FEiGH#E 261 6 &
B X B L, 6 7 HROIHESIE DAA BHEE - BB TE HIT42%TH h 32
BRDONLD o722 L 2WE LT

IFN-based ¥ 7213 DAA {&# % fif7 L 7E 2 i L7225 i BWw T, Li 5%
IFN {9 3534 B - DA A 9% 5,834 18] % JE TG 8468 Bl & JLHK L, JGHAEIC BV TDAA
EREL IEN B L IR LSRRI FSETH Y OV — NI 1 1.07, 95%CI 2 0.55~
2.08), F/-iHEEE (DAA BXOIFN) (3IEHFEEE & ik U CH ISR R Al
THolZ L 2HE L7z, EMNOWZE T Nagata 5% %3 IFN-based (& 1,145 1 -
DAA G 752 Bl DWW THRIEZRIE DAA B & [FN-based {6 CTHEZEZ RO LW
T L #R L7z, Toyoda 57713 SVR %31 L 72 DAA % 1,086 61 & TFN A4 1,533
Bl% L, 5313 DAA-SVR #£C 6.23%, IFN-SVRAET301%TH Y, v A
WV AL Ot - ML - AFP - IFHE( LRI (F3-4) o8BS 2 Y A
o 237 OWAEFNFIAH I IFN-SVR BEICH W2 & 235 L7 (841% vs. 55.6% p<
0.0001) o Z 1 2 3H22 THH Y A4 N 2E: (DAA BLUIFN) #1617 L SVR %1%
B EICE D BIERMMET 5L, SVR &I L CHAEILER - 486 - 7V T

U - MR e EAFENE L BIE T B AR S
fE B

HARREFERIC THCV HEbrZ B E L72Pioy A W ARG ] 12OV THWIESE S L
720 AT DAA WGROFFERIHIRRIZOVWT, ToET T 23 hwEid
HEINTWE, TOHOKIEL 38— MIFFET DAA EHIC X 5 HCV HERR2s C
TS5 - RMEN: C FMABEZ ORI L P56 2 LA RE N7z, —F DAA
B TIE 90% LU EOJERIT SVR 25 515 b DD, DAA i&# 611 IFN-based 159
& HRE G - FPRRAE LB 05% <, SVR ROIIEICOVTTHIERT 5 2 Lok
ECThbo SIIRHENIGL D% { THT A IV ZIREEPIIGR w5l - B - PR
LR S ) (F3BLUF4) - M/MRIKT - 7V 7 I VK F % EORT23H 2 54513
SVRAHON B EHMICIEA 2 ) —= v FiRE a5 2 LRI N T
Who $7-DAABEHTIESVR 2185 2 EHEETH D, DAA BEHARIIBITIE X
DEELZFEAZ Y —=V7BLOSVR # HIF L7-FHEEOREPLETH 5, &
BIEREN CRIFHEERE IOV TIE DAA HENBEZIAH T L VW) T ET U
EHEETIE RV,
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ver S IZE MR R IFUI 2 E TEMENTWBERY, SHAZT7FY YA (155
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Lk ahTtwad, ThoOWELZEE 2T, CVPIRTIdImWIEREE Lz, L
L, BRUEBEA~NOZE IOV TOREIEALNT, HUBRTMLEIZLS CVPIRT
EOFGIZOWTOMFTDLETH S,

Hanging maneuver (& 2001 4F 12 Belghiti 5 2545 L 72 FFUIBER W 5 HETH
%o BERRIECERME L7 BRSO LA 24T - 728312, AL BT, T
EBFKEIRATE 2> 5 - HIFEIREA SIS T — 7 2@ LIFRMCHEEL, mh Lk
B30 HUIHE 2 ATV T REIR ICE)Z R, GRS X OEIFFEIRO LB O O B I3
FH LIRS X G =AM M % #EE % 56T, EEE s oRERGED ) A
JEBOLITIEEREHWELTWAS, D%, hanging maneuver 7% N+ —FH T =
ELR A B % 3 G AW e L C & 2o ED A5 7 F ) Y AWIZRCT 258, #5
MEWIE 145 (TEFY ALV 1b 2%, 2a5%, 2b8%, 3ali) I2X5H0T
HY, TETFTVALNNVIEECD OO, HEBEFES FF—Filiz R ICELHED
HBONBEZENPOEVHEIELE L, EEETHUBRICEBWTH I AT~YT1 v 7L
Ca—D1E@A6N5500Y JEGEAD %, HK (hanging maneuver 7 L) 2%
TOHETHY, THLRFMATE LD o770, SENEEE T H TR O A0
"L L,

F 72 IR A U1 5B <2 FF IR IR o0 BRI 3 LR 5-  IFB B ¢ o BF IR EE BT 1 Pringle
FEORIARTHRIIME DD %2> 72 & D RCT 15 (80 5 vs. 80 ) DSA Sz
2 ZOFEOMIEE SOV TS BRA P LETH L.

MBI T B U a2 (IR o SRR IR E Lz h 7 — T Ve Tk
R EREALTHIHEOA M2 #Z29 % bile leak test 234 T Ao 72 & @ RCTY
HA NS, WIRE & WO R CEERTRABH RIS E T A RS H 5. F72,
T A MEAT 51 Bl 21 B (41%) 12BWT, T A M TR KR Sz BHE 2 515



PDF

cQ23 @R

L, MEMRE 36 (6%) ODATH->7zeMEEINTWDE, —k, RO Y 27
A3E Y central hepatectomy (FROE 2 XIS BIBR, wiXIbIBR, PIEIIXIEIR:, 2 sic
PR 128 T bile leak test THHIFIEAERR S NGER] (42 ) ([2BWTHBHE
(HIEF 2 — 78E) LR, IHE2S 10 SIS L7z & oI & Bl 7
HoBH I L5, bile leak test & Z DX ALIZ X Y itz HHTEAFGT 2 IEBILdH 5 & 2
bNbo %8B, bile leak test IZHFMERD T M 7% & CIMRET 2 EREIH L &
Z2oNBb00, BIHELLZBO L WIHEORIMICIIENTH 5 2 LITIIRE
RETH5b,

5;%1% .............................................................................................................................................................
@R 1 [FFRALRER S BPENSRDICENTHS] ICDVWTEBICLDEE
DIER, BNHEREE L - 7,

fi1oce% fI1oce% fibewnwz ez fIibtwnwz ez
MHRET B 5 HEET B < HEET B MHRET B
95.0% (19 %) 5.0% (1) 0% (0 ) 0% (0#)

YERE 1208 (COIICTHEIE:18)

@HEN 2 [HFOEERE (CVP) BT RIFIBFHMERDICHEN TH S| ICDVWTEEIS
L EIREDIER, BMWHEE L o/

firzt% firces fibcwnwzes fibhnwz ez
MCHET B A< HIET B g5 HET B MCHET B
100% (20 &) 0% (0) 0% (0%) 0% (0 )

SEME 208 (COlICTEHE 11 8)

@32 3 [BIRET B AFHIRRIC L) T hanging maneuver (ZFFYIEhH M EH D ICEZI T H

3] ISDWTEBICL 2 REDHER, BUVWHEEL -7
f1o2e% f1ocex fibhwz ez fibhnw et
MY B RT3 B<HEET B MR Y B
0% (0 &) 100% (20 &) 0% (0%) 0% (0 &)

B &

BEMRH 208 (COIICTEE:18)

1) Man K, Fan ST, Ng IO, Lo CM, Liu CL. Wong J. Prospective evaluation of Pringle maneuver in
hepatectomy for liver tumors by a randomized study. Ann Surg 1997; 226: 704-11; discussion
711-3. PMID: 9409569

2) Scatton O, Zalinski S, Jegou D, Compagnon P, Lesurtel M, Belghiti ], et al. Randomized clinical
trial of ischaemic preconditioning in major liver resection with intermittent Pringle manoeuvre.
Br J Surg 2011; 98: 1236-43. PMID: 21809337

3) Makuuchi M, Mori T, Gunvén P, Yamazaki S, Hasegawa H. Safety of hemihepatic vascular



PDF

EED ssas F i

4)

5)

6)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

occlusion during resection of the liver. Surg Gynecol Obstet 1987; 164: 155-8. PMID: 3810429
Fu SY, Lau WY, Li GG, Tang QH, Li AJ, Pan ZY, et al. A prospective randomized controlled trial
to compare Pringle maneuver, hemihepatic vascular inflow occlusion, and main portal vein
inflow occlusion in partial hepatectomy. Am J Surg 2011; 201: 62-9. PMID: 20409520

Kim YI, Fujita S, Hwang Y], Chun JM, Song KE, Chun BY. Successful intermittent application
of the Pringle maneuver for 30 minutes during human hepatectomy: a clinical randomized
study with use of a protease inhibitor. Hepatogastroenterology 2007; 54: 2055-60. PMID:
18251159

Moggia E, Rouse B, Simillis C, Li T, Vaughan ], Davidson BR, et al. Methods to decrease blood
loss during liver resection: a network meta—analysis. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2016; 10:
CD010683. PMID: 27797116

Fancellu A, Petrucciani N, Melis M, Porcu A, Feo CF, Zorcolo L, et al. Usefulness of Infra-hepatic
Inferior Vena Cava Clamping During Liver Resection: a Meta-analysis of Randomized Con-
trolled Trials. J Gastrointest Surg 2018; 22: 941-51. PMID: 29508216

LiZ, Sun YM, Wu FX, Yang LQ, Lu Z], Yu WF. Controlled low central venous pressure reduces
blood loss and transfusion requirements in hepatectomy. World J Gastroenterol 2014; 20: 303-9.
PMID: 24415886

Hughes M], Ventham NT, Harrison EM, Wigmore S]. Central venous pressure and liver resec-
tion: a systematic review and meta—-analysis. HPB (Oxford) 2015; 17: 863-71. PMID: 26292655
Lin CX, Guo Y, Lau WY, Zhang GY, Huang YT, He WZ, et al. Optimal central venous pressure
during partial hepatectomy for hepatocellular carcinoma. Hepatobiliary Pancreat Dis Int 2013;
12: 520-4. PMID: 24103283

Zhu P, Lau WY, Chen YF, Zhang BX, Huang ZY, Zhang ZW, et al. Randomized clinical trial
comparing infrahepatic inferior vena cava clamping with low central venous pressure in com-
plex liver resections involving the Pringle manoeuvre. Br J Surg 2012; 99: 781-8. PMID:
22389136

Kato M, Kubota K, Kita J, Shimoda M, Rokkaku K, Sawada T. Effect of infra-hepatic inferior
vena cava clamping on bleeding during hepatic dissection: a prospective, randomized, con-
trolled study. World J Surg 2008; 32: 1082-7. PMID: 18246387

Belghiti J, Guevara OA, Noun R, Saldinger PF, Kianmanesh R. Liver hanging maneuver: a safe
approach to right hepatectomy without liver mobilization. ] Am Coll Surg 2001; 193: 109-11.
PMID: 11442247

Li H, Zhu B, Huang J, Chen X, Wang J, Wu H. Liver hanging maneuver versus conventional
approach for open hepatectomy: a meta—analysis. HPB (Oxford) 2019; 21: 802-9. PMID:
30606685

Rhaiem R, Piardi T, Kellil T, Cagniet A, Chetboun M, Kianmanesh R, et al. The liver hanging
maneuver in laparoscopic liver resection: a systematic review. Surg Today 2018; 48: 18-24.
PMID: 28365891

Si-Yuan F, Yee LW, Yuan Y, Sheng-Xian Y, Zheng-Guang W, Gang H, et al. Pringle manoeuvre
versus selective hepatic vascular exclusion in partial hepatectomy for tumours adjacent to the
hepatocaval junction: a randomized comparative study. Int J Surg 2014; 12: 768-73. PMID:
24907420

Tjichi M, Takayama T, Toyoda H, Sano K, Kubota K, Makuuchi M. Randomized trial of the use-
fulness of a bile leakage test during hepatic resection. Arch Surg 2000; 135: 1395-400. PMID:
11115338

Ishii T, Hatano E, Furuyama H, Manaka D, Terajima H, Uemoto S. Preventive measures for
postoperative bile leakage after central hepatectomy: A multicenter, prospective, observational
study of 101 patients. World J Surg 2016; 40: 1720-8. PMID: 26902629



PDF

_CO |
24

cQ24 @IEN

IR BEMIEAEE S U THEREB DK ah ?

&>
1. (FEMNTURR COERE R —VBEDEEE, H - ETHREEDURIZEEELT
ARET Do (GELVEE, TETYADEE A)

2. FIBREOFMESIABREATHNERORSHE M 24 HEF TZHET D,

GEVER, TETVADESE A)

mE =

BAME T HFYBRICBOCHEE L -V BBRLE,? ] L) CQTHhoe
A, SROWETTIHEE L — U FEZTTid s, BEEICHH 2 FEICHET
5CQIEHTHIE LR ST,

B YAIVTA4TAVvIRT—EXU

2000 4E 1 H 1 HA% 2020 4E 1 A 31 HIZRE S NGOV THREL, 624 T
S, —RBIRT 16 FEEIR, 205000 FMIER, WEGIHENDEEL
BUTICANIZZE T VAL NLVOE W LREER L 102 ZREIR L 720 $72564
DT EF Y AL NUHBEN 12E8B L UONY FH—F 1 &b Tit 23 %2 A
L7z

RO OB OEE F L — VBB L FEREDORCTIZES E, V—F VDK

L— U BBEALETH LY, BaTHLEOMENHL, FL—VEBEICIY, F
L — VBEAPHE, BUTRAPHE, BUE R RGER AR OMENE < 20, EkH
HAAH BT 2 2 e E LTRITFONTWw D, —F, MIREICHEREZ D
FREZEREBNC B CTIEERE F L — VB2 X 0, ARSI B L 72 A BHE AR A
L, ERHEAEL 5720, FL—rRBEz2hos®EdH5Y, $7-, MiHE
ROV 2 7 DEVIER % B 72 5E B bwfiﬁ%bv CEHETRETIE RV
EOWENASNLEY, K512, FL—VIERBEEICBWTERSZMEICHS 2 &
& B EFBIEMHREB DA SN L OWEL H BT, FL— VBB X BHTRPE
AR R X B iR B Lo FHTESY, FL— ViRt Ve ViEEE= )
Y X AR MO W RO T A e, HEHBENR EE Y Y
B, WP ARRAERRS 2 SRR O REREICH TORAELZ#HO L2 HE D H
W, F7m HARFBA NS —FWEBRTIE, B N L S — VIS T ARV E OHES
%5120

FATEHALIEG: (SSD) TRiTHIE DI G-HIICE LT, Mifid oG (ks
L) BECATETD SR 3 HEB 582, B X ORI 2 Si51% 6 RERI 5.8 (1 HE)



PDF

B ssai F i

EELIC2HMEEG L3 HBEZ KL/ RCT IZBWT, WwWiihd SSI DHFEIZE
FASNER 728 F 72 BT IFUIRRG, RS T IG5« OFETH L
T SSI B & OEBIMIEG OB I ZITALNT, PRI 24 KM F TS
DY TH D LWE SN TR,

W E

JFUIBR (AL D WIS &7 D Tl & 52 0, BYEIFREE 2 o T 5 2 & 3% <, L,
JEAHR LR K ISR BT 2 LD 5 RN F L — v EOZFE
22T, 1990 4825 RCT 2SHEfT ST 585, FEBIED A v 2 & RLaFifivk
WZHEDS AR LN HED D Y, IAFET 2 B E ORER UMK 2 Z 5 L 72 REED 32
WCTH Do HBRENIHAT S N D AR - —FMIIE & ) EHE ISR D 5
M, FEERML TS EEE TIHRICB VTS, FL— U RHEORIEZMRET
LUEND L, TNOHEWEL, FFENFURTORERE L - Y REOF L, M|
i - PR EDY A7 ZE B L TRET LI M dHETLI L L L7

CDC (Center for Disease Control and Prevention, KREREHFEit > ¥ —) @
TR T OFTA R4 T, DL FLV—UPREL L, L - %
BHL, TERZTRMCHET 2] S LRI TR, FL— v odkkrm
WCBLT, BREOMIRZ: EICHED TS, W2 H2 WL 3 HUHNOKENE
L\ & DDA 5N 2,

FRIVIRER G BT 5 RCT X, 79E5t7 1 g 2015 SMATHPHGHE Witk
5722 1) 95 L Akimi A S 4k # 3 H 4z 5-#F 95 Bl o ik T, SSLiZZnZh 75%,
138% (p=0235) THY, #EEEGIENZEN21%, 85% (p=0.100) TH-o7/zLk
DHENHASNDY, F/2, 70EX L7 1 g &tk 6 Bl F TG L7z (1 HEE) 232
Bl E5IC2 HM E TG L7 (3 HER) 235 6 & ol (GEHMER) Tid, SSILid
ZNEN95%, 98% (FEHMEp=0001) THH, HHEIHFMELIZZNZN 6.9%,
94% (FEHTEp<000D)W EHE SN T WD, FBAMENETH LD, 77 0—
FR (BAET, MERESET) Ak 24 R £ CoORGRE L i 3 HM o 58 %, I
AAT =y F 7R FGTHE - B LERICBWTY, SSI B & ORI &G
IZEEALN o2 TNSDRENS, FIREDO TR R TR D
WO HMEIIME 24l ECTEdr 2 e 2RI LI & LT

Jt4E, ERAS (enhanced recovery after surgery, MitgEim#E 7o 75 24) 254
YIBEBNZ D EA SN, RCT, A ¥ 75V Y AR, MirREMMEORL S THE
FEOREZ WD SR EMGEEINTVRYP, 205 TAMERIEELZNTTH
», IV-PCA (intravenous patient-controlled analgesia, #FFHIRAYE CREHE )
(SRS VRI 3 LIES Y T o 72 & O A D 2% ERAS IEESREE ORI b o
Lh3bTcD, Gtk AHMTHIERTLHLEEZOLNL DD, ERAS #FEMET 5729012
WERERHER I A 74 AV L QBRI LETH S Z LR, HIFHTIZ ERASD
NEHEE T TOMERA SN L Z LA 5, SRENIHEIESCTID LiF %o 72,



PDF

RERER

@HEN 1 [FFHENTUIRRTORE FL - BEOFEE, Hll - BHREENDI XV EE

BUTRETS] ICDVWTEBICSLZBRENRER, MOHESL -/

f1o2k% f1ocex fibhwz ez fibhnw et
MY 3 RT3 B<HET B MR Y 3
91.3% (21 &) 87% (28) 0% (0 %) 0% (0 #)

BEMH 238 (COICTEE:18)

@R 2 [FHYIRREOFHAREFRHMERDIRSHE LM% 24 BB T2 H#ET 3
ICDWTERBICLZHREDHER, BUOWHEEE -/,

fioces fioce% fibcwnwz ez fibhwnwz ez
MHET B 5 HEET B B HEET B MOHRET B
91.3% (21 &) 8.7% (28) 0% (0%) 0% (08)

FEME 233 (COICTEE:18)

B SEE

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

) Belghiti J, Kabbej M, Sauvanet A, Vilgrain V, Panis Y, Fekete F. Drainage after elective hepatic
resection. A randomized trial. Ann Surg 1993; 218: 748-53. PMID: 8257225

) Liu CL, Fan ST, Lo CM, Wong Y, Ng IO, Lam CM, et al. Abdominal drainage after hepatic resec-
tion is contraindicated in patients with chronic liver diseases. Ann Surg 2004; 239: 194-201.
PMID: 14745327

) Sun HC, Qin LX, Lu L, Wang L, Ye QH, Ren N, et al. Randomized clinical trial of the effects of
abdominal drainage after elective hepatectomy using the crushing clamp method. Br J Surg
2006; 93: 422-6. PMID: 16491462

) Kim YI, Fujita S, Hwang V], Nagase Y. Comparison of abdominal drainage and no-drainage
after elective hepatectomy: a randomized study. Hepatogastroenterology 2014; 61: 707-11.
PMID: 26176061

) Fuster ], Llovet JM, Garcia-Valdecasas JC, Grande L, Fondevila C, Vilana R, et al. Abdominal

drainage after liver resection for hepatocellular carcinoma in cirrhotic patients: a randomized

controlled study. Hepatogastroenterology 2004; 51: 536-40. PMID: 15086197

Arita J, Sakamaki K, Saiura A, Konishi M, Sakamoto Y, Hashimoto M, et al. Drain placement

after uncomplicated hepatic resection increases severe postoperative complication rate: a Japa-

nese multi-institutional randomized controlled trial (ND-trial). Ann Surg 2021; 273: 224-31.

PMID: 33064385

Kaibori M, Shimizu J, Hayashi M, Nakai T, Ishizaki M, Matsui K, et al. Late-onset bile leakage

after hepatic resection. Surgery 2015; 157: 37-44. PMID: 25262215

Kyoden Y, Imamura H, Sano K, Beck Y, Sugawara Y, Kokudo N, et al. Value of prophylactic

=

~

=z

abdominal drainage in 1269 consecutive cases of elective liver resection. J Hepatobiliary Pan-
creat Sci 2010; 17: 186-92. PMID: 19727544
Tanaka K, Kumamoto T, Nojiri K, Takeda K, Endo I. The effectiveness and appropriate manage-

=

ment of abdominal drains in patients undergoing elective liver resection: a retrospective analy-
sis and prospective case series. Surg Today 2013; 43: 372-80. PMID: 22797963

Torzilli G, Olivari N, Del Fabbro D, Gambetti A, Leoni P, Gendarini A, et al. Bilirubin level fluc-
tuation in drain discharge after hepatectomies justifies long-term drain maintenance. Hepato-
gastroenterology 2005; 52: 1206-10. PMID: 16001662

=



PDF

B ssai F i

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

Hirokawa F, Hayashi M, Miyamoto Y, Asakuma M, Shimizu T, Komeda K, et al. Re-evaluation
of the necessity of prophylactic drainage after liver resection. Am Surg 2011; 77: 539-44.
PMID: 21679584

Liu CL, Fan ST, Lo CM, Chan SC, Yong BH, Wong ]. Safety of donor right hepatectomy without
abdominal drainage: a prospective evaluation in 100 consecutive liver donors. Liver Transpl
2005; 11: 314-9. PMID: 15719390

Hirokawa F, Hayashi M, Miyamoto Y, Asakuma M, Shimizu T, Komeda K, et al. Evaluation of
postoperative antibiotic prophylaxis after liver resection: a randomized controlled trial. Am J
Surg 2013; 206: 8-15. PMID: 23706259

Takayama T, Aramaki O, Shibata T, Oka M, Itamoto T, Shimada M, et al. Antimicrobial prophy-
laxis for 1 day versus 3 days in liver cancer surgery: a randomized controlled non-inferiority
trial. Surg Today 2019; 49: 859-69. PMID: 31030266

Shinkawa H, Tanaka S, Takemura S, Amano R, Kimura K, Nishioka T, et al. Giving short-term
prophylactic antibiotics in patients undergoing open and laparoscopic hepatic resection. Ann
Gastroenterol Surg 2019; 3: 506-14. PMID: 31549010

Mangram AJ, Horan TC, Pearson ML, Silver LC, Jarvis WR. Guideline for prevention of surgical
site infection, 1999. Hospital Infection Control Practices Advisory Committee. Infect Control
Hosp Epidemiol 1999; 20: 250-78; quiz 279-80. PMID: 10219875

Mitsuka Y, Yamazaki S, Yoshida N, Masamichi M, Higaki T, Takayama T. Prospective validation
of optimal drain management “the 3% 3 rule” after liver resection. World J Surg 2016; 40: 2213-
20. PMID: 27138885

Hokuto D, Nomi T, Yasuda S, Kawaguchi C, Yoshikawa T, Ishioka K, et al. The safety of the
early removal of prophylactic drainage after liver resection based solely on predetermined cri-
teria: a propensity score analysis. HPB (Oxford) 2017; 19: 359-64. PMID: 28117230

Noba L, Rodgers S, Chandler C, Balfour A, Hariharan D, Yip VS. Enhanced recovery after sur-
gery (ERAS) reduces hospital costs and improve clinical outcomes in liver surgery: a system-
atic review and meta-analysis. ] Gastrointest Surg 2020; 24: 918-32. PMID: 31900738

Liang X, Ying H, Wang H, Xu H, Liu M, Zhou H, et al. Enhanced recovery care versus traditional
care after laparoscopic liver resections: a randomized controlled trial. Surg Endosc 2018; 32:
2746-57. PMID: 29234943

Wang C, Zheng G, Zhang W, Zhang F, Lv S, Wang A, et al. Enhanced recovery after surgery
programs for liver resection: a meta—analysis. ] Gastrointest Surg 2017; 21: 472-86. PMID:
28101720

Kaibori M, Matsui K, Ishizaki M, Iida H, Yoshii K, Asano H, et al. Effects of implementing an
“enhanced recovery after surgery” program on patients undergoing resection of hepatocellular
carcinoma. Surg Today 2017; 47: 42-51. PMID: 27165267

Hausken J, Fretland AA, Edwin B, Andersen MH, Dagenborg V], Bjornelv GMW, et al. Intrave-
nous patient-controlled analgesia versus thoracic epidural analgesia after open liver surgery: a
prospective, randomized, controlled, noninferiority trial. Ann Surg 2019; 270: 193-9. PMID:
30676382



PDF

25

CQ 25

FYIBRDMTEIELEIS B RN ?

it 52

FHEfRED T EREZ BN E UTCMBIEUEIFHERE LIEU,

(LR, TETVZAMiEE C)

HE =

% 4D CQB[HFYIBREHCHIBIEZ AT ) A ? J 2 G EMVZCQ o T\,
B4 TOIIBRBROTHREES HE LAttt e LTt 200
T 7%h o7,
WY AIVTA4TAVvIRT—EXU

SEOYETIZEEL, B 4AME MoK Z AT, 2016 427 H 1 H7A*5 2020 4
1 H 31 BIZBRSINIZFmLITOWTHREL, 262 Byl sz, 20%0h50, I
EIBRHT OB E O H FIVEZ BGET L7223 L2 D Ad, —UGRIRTIE 47/, ZUGER
TR 1REHLZICRAL, BAMDI 5D 16 M abE TN 7 ME RN L
AL MBI LR L LCHEIT L, 2O EREEL 77 v R
LNV DR WHEEIZIE & A SO v TR LA & LT TAE/TACE % Jitif7
L7ze, HECTIITFEEOKT b b3 h CAIHER BRI, TEEEIE RN
BIZX Y, EATIHIE CUIBRREZ I LSS5 H 555, PHREED ROV
TIR—EDRRIBE SN TR Gk 1~4: A%y, STk 5~15 : %) 7, i
B FREIC OV T, BRI AEROLF I T 2HMEFRD LN TWE
b\w)o

F 72 Li o1&, PIIRAEIIESAR 2 A 9 2 M L2 o0k 3 2 Al BB M 98 o A 5h
ZARES L, ATHTBCR SSRGS A TRE CIFYIBR B O RS8R B K OV e i B A8 a3
<, MIIRAEIESAR % A9 % AT HFHIRHNG 1203 2 O MG A + IR BR o W BT %
HELTWS,
W

TAE/TACE Z i liph b & LA E 3 2mL D13 & A £75 2000 4EHi #
FTCIREEINTVEY, TEFVALRLVOBWIRCII R, —F, #E¥ET3
AL, 2000 FELIBEDO T U A RS2 RCTRA S TF U VABEITNTEY,
—ED RN T ARV D ODORETHIEILA R & LT3R L 2h o 720



PDF

REED #a

RERER

O@HEY [FMREDCFERAEZ B E L LMAEREAISHEL V]

Tl

ZEDIER, ThhVwZ EICHT 25 WHIEE & 5 7,

ICDOWTEREBICL 2

122¢&% 122&% ThhwZezr ThhwZ ez
HCHEET B B HERET B BHEET B HCHERET B
0% (0 ) 0% (0%&) 100% (24 ) 0% (0 )
ST 24 7
B &G
1) Minagawa M, Makuuchi M, Takayama T, Ohtomo K. Selection criteria for hepatectomy in

2)

3)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

patients with hepatocellular carcinoma and portal vein tumor thrombus. Ann Surg 2001; 233:
379-84. PMID: 11224626

Choi SB, Kim KS, Park YN, Choi JS, Lee W], Seong J, et al. The efficacy of hepatic resection after
neoadjuvant transarterial chemoembolization (TACE) and radiation therapy in hepatocellular
carcinoma greater than 5 cm in size. ] Korean Med Sci 2009; 24: 242-7. PMID: 19399265

Zhang Z, Liu Q, He J, Yang J, Yang G, Wu M. The effect of preoperative transcatheter hepatic
arterial chemoembolization on disease—free survival after hepatectomy for hepatocellular carci-
noma. Cancer 2000; 89: 2606-12. PMID: 11135222

Di Carlo V, Ferrari G, Castoldi R, De Nardi P, Bergamo C, Taccagni G, et al. Pre-operative che-
moembolization of hepatocellular carcinoma in cirrhotic patients. Hepatogastroenterology 1998;
45: 1950-4. PMID: 9951846

Kang JY, Choi MS, Kim S]J, Kil JS, Lee JH, Koh KC, et al. Long-term outcome of preoperative
transarterial chemoembolization and hepatic resection in patients with hepatocellular carci-
noma. Korean ] Hepatol 2010; 16: 383-8. PMID: 21415582

Paye F, Jagot P, Vilgrain V, Farges O, Borie D, Belghiti J. Preoperative chemoembolization of
hepatocellular carcinoma: a comparative study. Arch Surg 1998; 133: 767-72. PMID: 9688007
Harada T, Matsuo K, Inoue T, Tamesue S, Inoue T, Nakamura H. Is preoperative hepatic arte-
rial chemoembolization safe and effective for hepatocellular carcinoma? Ann Surg 1996; 224: 4-
9. PMID: 8678616

Choi GH, Kim DH, Kang CM, Kim KS, Choi JS, Lee W], et al. Is preoperative transarterial che-
moembolization needed for a resectable hepatocellular carcinoma? World J Surg 2007; 31:
2370-7. PMID: 17912587

Yamasaki S, Hasegawa H, Kinoshita H, Furukawa M, Imaoka S, Takasaki K, et al. A prospective
randomized trial of the preventive effect of pre-operative transcatheter arterial embolization
against recurrence of hepatocellular carcinoma. Jpn J Cancer Res 1996: 87: 206-11. PMID:
8609071

Zhou WP, Lai EC, Li AJ, Fu SY, Zhou JP, Pan ZY, et al. A prospective, randomized, controlled
trial of preoperative transarterial chemoembolization for resectable large hepatocellular carci-
noma. Ann Surg 2009; 249: 195-202. PMID: 19212170

Wang X, Li J, Peng Y, Dai Y, Xu W. Influence of preoperative transarterial chemoembolization
on the prognosis for patients with resectable hepatocellular carcinoma: a meta-analysis of ran-
domized trials. Hepatogastroenterology 2011; 58: 869-74. PMID: 21830407

Shi HY, Wang SN, Wang SC, Chuang SC, Chen CM, Lee KT. Preoperative transarterial chemo-
embolization and resection for hepatocellular carcinoma: a nationwide Taiwan database analy-
sis of long—term outcome predictors. ] Surg Oncol 2014; 109: 487-93. PMID: 24293372

Zhou Y, Zhang X, Wu L, Ye F, Su X, Shi L, et al. Meta—analysis: preoperative transcatheter arte-
rial chemoembolization does not improve prognosis of patients with resectable hepatocellular
carcinoma. BMC Gastroenterol 2013; 13: 51. PMID: 23509884



PDF

14)

15)

16)

17)

cQ2 @2

Jianyong L, Jinjing Z, Wentao W, Lunan Y, Qiao Z, Bo L, et al. Preoperative transcatheter arte-
rial chemoembolization for resectable hepatocellular carcinoma: a single center analysis. Ann
Hepatol 2014; 13: 394-402. PMID: 24927610

Si T, Chen Y, Ma D, Gong X, Yang K, Guan R, et al. Preoperative transarterial chemoemboliza-
tion for resectable hepatocellular carcinoma in Asia area: a meta—analysis of random controlled
trials. Scand J Gastroenterol 2016; 51: 1512-9. PMID: 27598831

Mathurin P, Raynard B, Dharancy S, Kirzin S, Fallik D, Pruvot FR, et al. Meta—analysis: evalua-
tion of adjuvant therapy after curative liver resection for hepatocellular carcinoma. Aliment
Pharmacol Ther 2003; 17: 1247-61. PMID: 12755838

Li N, Feng S, Xue J, Wei XB, Shi J, Guo WX, et al. Hepatocellular carcinoma with main portal
vein tumor thrombus: a comparative study comparing hepatectomy with or without neoadju-
vant radiotherapy. HPB (Oxford) 2016; 18: 549-56. PMID: 27317960



PDF

BED k4% F i

26

FHBRTE (CX I DI B EDEREEL D ?

it 32

INEMEEZ#SIZIS /BENGDIVEZIS /BENTHERRE S cm LIAH DIE
525 ELARD D AFP 500 ng/mL LT (5-5-500 &%) DT flfafECx U ZtEZ

ZEI D,

(GEVER, TEFVADES B)
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I 20k 2 IR, B2 0 b DD & R IR L 7% > TW B T
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ORMBGEIIARTH 0, BN 2 BAHEISE B0 o BRI S LT 7z, 1996 4212 Maz-
zaferro B, MIATHERAIC BT 2 B OKRE S LWEKIC—EDH#E (RER
YRR L, BB TIEEE S em LUF, £38 T EEE 3 MUF CHEEED 3
cm PUF) 2§52 LT, L 0L Tl L AEOBMBELITR S
NBZEZPSMILEY, oI 5 LM ELIFIER, BRI IS
FRBRBEIED T—IV KRS ¥ ¥ — FEoTWh, AIBTH AR &G IR
FFREZEIE, 39 7 IS A T L 2B RR ) IR 2 2 Tz, 35/
AL, PR OR X & LA E V) Ba BEZFMT2 2 L2k, 20k
WA ER T X 5 2 L 2R L2 T, WRIICE R R EETH 572 Ll
— T, WP G WThERs i A 7 & AR L 72 BAE ORI IS B VT, 1990 4EAX
LRBOREMEE ZDE FHUTIEIDTI VAL W) HIENRR, I T/ FuEHIRICIFZH
NG E L2HETHD 2L, EEE LSRN+~ = — % ERIOR T % M4
EbEBI LI SILEFETIREOSWEBHMEICEEZ/ERNTE 2D T2V
eV HIREr S, FMBE IS T 25 LW BREICRENFERINTE /2,
BYUAMIVT A TAvIRAT—EATU B

B2 M, 2016 467 H 1 HA5 2020 48 1 H 31 HIZAR SN 72 646 Fi & L
720 MAATICEFGTREZ T 2 IV 7238 TH B 1 L, 3 5 7 3 & o WBORAS LR
ENTVD LV BLEDS, —UGRIRT 11 28R L, UGBTI 35 23R
L7z F72, 2017 4ERURIETR (45 4 BURISTI) ISR S hTwz 17 525 15 5%
BAL, SH1I7TRERA L Q1 RIEE 4 TR E ).

35 REEFRRIC RIS & BRI DO WL LT, 65ecm LTHIZED LI
3 cm PLF 3L CHEBEOMAT S cm MLF (UCSF %)%, K% 5 cm ML F A0
HEBE KL 5 M PA (Tokyo 2:#8)% | S AEE 7 cm LR A5 7 LN (up—to seven
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HH)Y 6 em LTS L IE5em MUF 3L T CIEEEOMDIcm UL FY 2% &0
PRIEHET, I T 7 Rl L FASOBMEEIHE SN Tz, 72, MEEE LK
DA DORETF & LT, AFPR PIVKA-TIAFRHHO PR PR T & 425 2 L5010,
FEE5 1% & BB RS AFP & %\ 3 PIVKA-TL 2 Ml &b 72 B ALE IS S e A3 S
Tz, HFIZ, AFP ZH#lA AN @IS LN 2 H OIS RoOWMERH Y, 37/
e L W L 72 PR TPUROIN EAVRE R TV F 72 RIRO MR 1§
B HEARIFRBAHEG OBET IS B W T, MR IRE R 2 320 2 W IESE 5 cm DL,
HES 05 LA 2> AFP 500 ng/mL BLUF (5-5-500 #&##E) OfEFICBVWTI T /3%
# L HSEORV RS, BOAERERLLPOMINE 22 BB ERKEICTES S
L A% 2019 4RI HE Sl
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A RERE (R 3 2 AR 2 64§ A i b B R ERIE, BHEOFMIERTET
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Bho BIEEDT—IVRFAY V¥ —FEhoTWwh I T 3R, —EOMEE L HE
ORGSR UL, RIFRBHBEEIHONDL L 2W OS2I LM THE
FETHbo L L, 2 EROREMELBEOTEIRBMIH NS Z LT, ARBHTREZ
FEBIASEIAA E 7> TLES> TV AR D EZ b D, S0, Hik L 7 5
KR & SRS BY U TR ORI E D G S, 3 7 7 e & B o 2 DS
WEESNTWE, TROHDORKEZRETHE, I35 /7 HEITHVONA5 cm LT H
HHLLIE3em T 3MUTOHMEEZDHLBEFTTIHAL T, FSOBHBEA
BONLEEMEEE V. L2, CoRET CEERLEEEEZILATE 2 0IIo0n
T, HEICXVMENDHD, WELRICEREZ-RL WAV, —F TR, wiho
WECTHRHRE o TVE I T REOBRAFIIRIFCH Y, TOHRAMEIELDT
MRINTVD, SOX) 2HEEE 2T, BN TORKELE L BEZICHET 2
BRBISIEEL LTIEI o RIS NS LR L7

#iEi o AFP % PIVKA-IL BB O FHBER T & L CEROBREDH L, 0
7o, INOIERY— A — AR L MAGbEL I EICL), SHITHE
D CFEHLE IS HEHE D VEE AR DT WD, 2 AFP I LT, HEECEE
BeoMAGHLRIZEY, I35 /7 RELIKL TPE TSN EST A2 L2, i
X2 EOTHEHBEE SN, 2o AEICHER S 72Nb, 72770, &GS
HBMBEIGE LTHWAS AFP O v M+ 7o dE iikid—f#cidn <, —%Lx
FEHEAR D 22\ F 72, PIVKA-TLICEI L TiE, WCRTHIE L TW A ED A W20,
RIFH S OHFEAKIRS T, AFP 1T Bk & I L TEAR R P %2\ Y Eofk
R 5, AFP b L < IZ PIVKA-TI Z BHEZEHE TN Z 5 C & TR @ &\ B Sk ik
ZIER LD 2 REMEIEH B D DD, BWEHA N T4 IR B IR R & b
ENsze Lo L, HAWBAIZES GHHARBHTS) 12X 5 ARFH O FFHHE
T % RN 965 BIOMGTHIC B W T, JEEEE 5 cm ICHE L7229 2 CHEHE
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AFP %3 L2 A AN D BEBDBEL  holz720, AFP BSIRA SNz, F
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Q%ﬁfé% .............................................................................................................................................................
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f1ozt% fioces fibcwnwz ez fibhnwa ez
MCHET B A< HEET B G5 HET B MCHET B
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DRI R LRMRTER 21T, SN E CTETELX T (WY v A7—Y
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T WEIEANE DS B W FEPED B % o
BYAMIVT4T4vIRAT—MAY K
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VTFTHRILNEETH D, @QF T VAT =V Y TEIHITIEI T N ORER] &
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BEFLTEHDOTELRY, EWVWIHIFEZRL TS, Thbb, FY Ly AT—T
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DHEAMEFN TOMRIN TV D, —FT, TUHOWEEMRNT 512dh7-> T,
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FFREAIIE FITHRIE B — T2 v TiTb i, BRI IS SR O RBIC 2 20b 5 F
B HEATHE D A TRALEIGASIE SN D, TNOHDOMETYH, WREFOLEIEZ
Child-Pugh 7% A ORMEMEIEE DB, b L < 1Z Model for End-Stage Liver Dis-
ease (MELD) A7 15 HUFTH 5. —H, BIL FF—DARRL T B ARIFTIE,
JFFRRIE AR B = TiTb i, R OBAEISE I 7 7 JEEND L35
5-500 JEHEN DD IEACEMEIFZE 2 Lo TORIERITH B ZDEHN S, FEEMEIF
T2 %Pk A O MR BE 2 MR L LT, AEOBMATGEILE ORI
TV 2HHPITOVTERAWTH Y, FEBEDSRTE E 2 256D D72,

U EDERENS, KFIZBWTEMATGRES RO PHREUET 5 LMW 5
T Ty AR ERER L.

@HEY [HEEI FESN TVWBITHIREICH T 2RBRHEEL V] ICDVWTEEBICE
BHRENVHER, THhHEVIEIIHTIHVHREE Lo

f1rzk% fioces fibcwnwzes fibhnwzex
MCHET B Fa<HIET B <Y B MCHET B
0% (0#) 0% (0%) 87.5% (21 &) 125% (34)
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® 3 M TRCT =47\, fusion imaging # TR EIMEWED (72720, 8%
L) XhHbI L, HHEDOE VI R LI THIC fusion imaging BHH TH 5 =
ERELTWD
W E

FWEHRINRN TN T Z v 70Tz E ), QEORHT ML) T
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ZFRIRABELADOMRYEICE, dynamic CT/MRI EH#IET B,
(GEL R, TV AD5EE B)
mE =

B O G R Rk s fL#e & L€ RECISTYAA K v b Twa,
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HaRa 1209 % 2ER R T2 B W TSR I IGEHE 1R INEIRDFRAF T 5 2 & h b iaHE

A% RECIST TIELCHIET 5 2 L3 L v, 207280, IFHIfaERE

HR DR AH E

2O T NESE OBFER) F % 2 12 HL Y A7z modified RECIST?® 23Sk T
Nizo Fiz, AIBTIE TEFEREBIR BRI 5 i (&b T EER RN E
Jite (2015 AEETH) VA5 RECICLY & L CRESNT WS, FHIRFIHEEOR S E

WA RSB L TRE L 72
BTV TavIRT—MAU B

KCQIZHAMD CQ35 DFIEHMETH 5725, 4 4 OMKIZ 2016 427 H 1 HH
520204F 1 H 31 H £ TIZHR SN2 BMRE L7z st v il 72 310
WD 5iEE—UGEIRL, S512CT & Gd-EOB-DTPA #% MRI, #EE# &%
LU0 2 e “RERTHRA L7z, HAMD IREGDLETENLEEZHRAL

720
© B MRI

Koda 5O Tl, 86% D#Efilz BT RFA 12 ablative margin 25 TIWI T
FES rim & LTSN, 72, Bt MRI & dynamic CT #lgL7-& 2 5,

ablative margin FHiilC oW T BIF R 258072 (k£250=0.716).
© Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI (EOB-MRI)
Granata 571&, FBFMICEH X7 RFA B ORERE (42 )

M IZ DWW T

Gd-EOB-DTPA 3% MRI & dynamic CT Z MK L72& 25, Gd-EOB-DTPA 5

MRI (RFA# 14 H) TIZEKE 92%, FR8EE 97%, Bkt 92%,

AR

97% CT&H Y, Gd-EOB-DTPA %32 MRI 254 22 dynamic CT & kX CTRIFTH - 72

EHELTWS (p<0.05),
Imai 5813, HIAEN RFA BOHERREDY —~4 52 (97 6]) |

BWT, 3~4

1 B &R CT & GAd-EOB-DTPA &2 MRI OB %175 T%Hﬂliﬁ”ﬁ’%’é@’l‘ﬁ
HASBE &2 R L 720 Bl o i Jefiliid 385 (86~1,141) HTH o7z, 48 BIICRD
N7z 66 HMOHIFHEDH B, # CT 126 #1 (542%), 34 9% (515%) %*ﬁﬂfnt
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Gd-EOB-DTPA # MRI 2°4 &2 dynamic CT & lERTRIFTH o7z L W LT
% (p<0.001).

o EHHBER

Kudo 5 DEIZ X 5 & defect re-perfusion imaging O F-H; % v U3 5 46
DT VESTH Y, BECT THRWTE L o /MMEHICOWTH IR E 0%

WidsT& 72,

Zhou 5912 X % RFA 0 B £ — FRIZBIT 2 B R ORENZEL ORI TIZ
RFA ¥ H, 3H#, 4 H% 5 H&HOEERROMMERITIZNEN652%, 54.3%,
435%, 39.1%TdH o720

Kong 5'W1Z, RFA 12555 CT & A % o Caesh 4 2 B L 72 (60
Bl)o ZORE, RFA# 1A A %LU 3 7 HORSIZHIT B EEKHIIE, #E#CT
LIERRER L O TEE AL, PORGFAHEEZED L (P=0617).
mE

PP OTRRN HH E TR ~ — ¥ ¥ 2 SO WG 12 51 2 HBIER B
DG 2 HE T B LFEMD S dynamic CT/MRI # EARPkA & UCHERT 5, F 72,
HRFRITEFT Y AOKELNRLEED R0, HERIERBOHKEORKRIHED
&, pl&mE [HWiER] Th b, £ < OWFETIE dynamic CT 28T — IV KX ¥ ~
F—FELTHOWOLNTWS Z L RARIBTOMERL DB KIRIA S dynamic CT »*
PEHERRAT L L CRLE D 5 b, GAd-EOB-DTPA 3% MRI oAl L Tl
Granata 5712 & o TH#EIEHZ OMIIZIE dynamic CT & ) Gd-EOB-DTPA #% MRI
PENTVSEZE, Imai 5Y2E > T Y EMICH2 RFA BOFREHEDF— X
45 ¥ 2BV TH dynamic CT & ) Gd-EOB-DTPA &5 MRI 2SN T W5 Z & A%
RENTWD, 2720, BRELAEILB N bS8 545 v ADERI
VETH b,

BERORRE R ORFR R L AR CEETH S, LirL, I—F7L
NE—=RW R EDOT LV F—REOBA, BRSO % iEH T3 CT/MRITO
TR W L 2 U © e RIS, B S ERRHERE (nephrogenic systemic
fibrosis ; NFS) (& MRI @4 K1) = A& (Gd) &ERANERN S % B4 RIS BHE
Thb, BHIERESGERNTCTHY, GFR GrEkANERE) 30 mL/min/1.73 m* £
TR E U ORI R Shb, ERLo X ) ISR L W& To
REMAE L LT, Bl MRI R&E B EHRIEE R SN 5, il MRI Clfktkko 2
Y N T A NIREED SRR & B A E R E NI Sh A E b S v, F 72,
WG E TITERANCB T 280HEY A2 0307, B2 -3y S A b -
B E AL TWb, D78, CT/MRI Tl partial volume effect 12 & - TH§
WTERVWINEEZ PG ETIIMBTE L L T2MENL W, 72721, Zhou 5%
W03 5 X 912 RFA TER S 728853 B € — MR CTRIBFINCAPINGC 7 5 1
D %o RFA BB H CRIEEERD 1/3 OREHICAMETH 1, EEESHL ALY
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CQ36 [FEHRE: & 5 TR IRISE % BE T 2 DI@E Y A ? | 122 W TIE 4 B CQ41 5] & fkwv
72CQTHBHH, H4MTIE [FERMREL S FEMEROHIZ, AFPHEROREZRT 505
BRHEBRID 2 O THIE L 2 v (BHWIHELE) | L LTWeb %85 lTid [FERHRE L 5T
BEREBREOPNZ, T 2L E2EELTH v EHWHELE) | LHEPLEIRTWD, TN
BANOKER LD B EICY T 7 2 =7 & TACE/FEIRERIE (TAE) OBFAFREICHT Y
FUADEREIN, SEFMREEZRTIEIITE LY o720 OOMHREALFHIM 2 TR L 723
BEHRONTZZ &, ShESICHHEBEOIIIC X 2GMEE M 2 TN 5 2 L~
FPD M) ZLE2EELTH v LodERE2RIRL 7
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CQ37TTED L) AT TACE R EEZ 500 ? [ 12DV TIHHERDONEHMERIZE 4 o CQ42
CIZIZFBTH B0 7272 LEE A O RICHIRT 2 E NI D LEMFITOVTHREEDSEAZZE T A
IR E N TwD (CQ37: 3CHk 26 OPTIMIS #B%). — 75T OPTIMIS kB IS A D)
AATRYF YT EHCIZRBRTH 570, HERIERBTIIERRB IR L LOLIRETH S
EDEICE o7,

TACE/TAE ICHT 27 v RIMMBENCHFIEI N TV 2 Db D% wvas, HEKRIH L Wik
WCTH L0 FEMHHE L OBHR, 5T ENEENORITZ Bk L7z TACERISDOBEZIZDOWT
FESWCBIETE T  AOMENHETL TV LEETH Y, HAMRES M TIRIHVIERL ¢S
BB olz b TADD Do SHRBERINBIERIZE o TX L Y BARMK 2 S0 3B HE S AV
LI ENHFEEIN S,
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? TACE/TAE [FED KX DIFEEICITO DOHEYIH ?

1. BEEHA4ENLEDULLE 1~3 ETESED 3 cmi8, Child-Pugh %8 A~B
T, FMAEN DOFREAEEDRREE SIEVS MM HIREICN T DiaBAE U

THIET D, (GELVEE, TETYADEE A)

2. MiRiESEZE I 2ZMEHIRED S B, FMAREERICHT DAEEEUVLTEE

LTk (B5LEE, TEFTVADiEE C)
s =

KAA RFGAVDBFET NV TY XLIZBWT, TACE/TAE 3T, 5 I 4 %
BERORETE (RFA), SEWMFHEIERER) BRI L LB S Twb, —#iC
TACE/TAE DGHR G & % 5 O BIIRE 2% CIES G = A % % Mk R
THY, WHMAIEMIE (b e, EoEEFREE) b L o R
WEENLD, EERTFOATRBHERFEEDAT -V Y TV AT Ao
TRRBRIRZ 4TI NE TH Do BUKTD TACE/TAE O EHGEIRICOWTHET L 72,
WYUAMIVT A TavIRAT—EAT B

A CQIEE 4 WD CQ37T DL ERBIMIIKE LD DTH S, SHOWETITHEL
B4R E RO MZRERE VT, 20164E7 H 1 H205 20204 1 H 31 HICsE S hiz
ALICDOWTHEK L, 557 Mo S M7z, 20 7%570 5 [TACE/TAE O#EIZD
WCikmm L7Z@ RIS 2] &) HEOTIC—KBIRT20 M, [TEFyALAR
VOBV XEFRHT 2] L) HHOTICKBIRTARER IR LZ, &5
122016 4E 7 A UBRICHRE SN 42N Y FH—FI2TINZ, F4BTHRHE I
16 D% SHBIRA SN2 10 EADET, BREIIC 18R EZHRM L 720

FRABE DGR IHE O R & 72 & 7 VAT AN 163 % TACE/TAE &
WK % b B HE I 22 VR & 72 o T B 1Y 2000 4F AL AT M B 20 B
TACE/TAE i3 P EICHES T2 D5 v ¥ 2 bleiikEr: (RCT) 2 mHtssh
7239, vy Okuda 2 111, Child-Pugh 7% C 3R RH E L22iXTH D, #
W H 7 — 7 VAT, RO E DD % WLFER AT STV 5 5
TARITO TACE/TAE D F:eZEDbL SRVl WVZ S, Camma bD AT T FY ¥ X
THY, &fRo 2 EFCCHIS MR & ARG I TACE/TAE BED S A4 %0 (F »
M 1054, 95%EFKM 1 0.33~0.89, p=0015) &#Hif &Nz, Lencioni 5D %
FRITA v ZLEL—TIRY, VEF PNy arb¥sF 02Ky V2L
7z Lip-TACE O AAF M g iz 194 # H, 13- 5 4B 70.3 - 404 - 324%
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ThHolzo ToAERHGIIELE B, R, Bl Wk EOERBREMRE (47.7%)
RATHEREIIE (52%) OBHENNR D o 7285, A4 1.0%, FEEFRIZ06% TH - 72,

KI5 1% Takayasu H 12X 0, FUIBRASRE AL (2R3 5 Lip-TACE O #IA)
FICHESTHHEFICET S, HARIHEIIZES O 2 E SS9 8 B A O KB
I & 2k — MFGEAT 2 B S 72", 1994~2001 4E 0 8510 SEFI DML AT
N7 L TlE, OARBISZYBRABEIRINIE R 5 R HEHE T 5 FELFIT 25%
THY, OFEHEFEFICL M7 L2 FHFUMN T, ) FFREERE, i) Stage 58,
i) 7v777=x 7054~ (AFP) (401 ng/mL DAL or Kiii) TdH o725 2000~
2005 4E 0 4,966 FEBI DM AFTb NG TIE, D5 FEAEMERIT 34% & LR L, QI
HEBEIZ L MV L - PR TR F IR FRER, Stage 08, AFPIZMMZ, PIVKA-
I A5 - 7=

RS NS % A BIEBIZEER L T2 MEDH 5 b DD, IFHERER E R E O
SEMEATES (RENESERZ AT 5EH% 10 cm L Eo B RIFHMEREER) Td
TACE/TAE ZHulv & L7-Mhia#ek & oL RIS RE A HE ShTw
290 % 7= MARBESAR & 0 O AT TN (2 x) 5 5 TACE/TAE i P #1 EICH S
THELLEXAZTFY) Y ADEET B W, 13- SEEFERIEART2 4 1%Th
) best supportive care (BSC) & L L CTRIFT, HEEEHALSOHEIZ 1% TH o
720 FMIR—KGFFE TICE EEBEAITE S FEEFFIZ6% T, MIRASHICER
TAHEA (0%) LHBRLTRIFCTH-72 (p<0.001),

W E

TACE/TAE OEH# AR & 7% 2 FFATRE SAFEhIRE S5 TSR A 3 5 % Ik
FFfifasE<H Y, RGOS (Pofel, Ko ERF#MRE) & LIk—HoR
MR e 5, WAV IR b B BCLC AT — Y ¥ 7 Y AT MBI 5
TACE/TAE @@t id, Child-Pugh %8 ® A~B, performance status (PS) 0 ®
Stage B (intermediate stage) DA E 2N 3Y, ZHIZHEAMDHT A FF4 L I2BT
% Child-Pugh 774 A & L <1 B THEEE 4 MU L (RE3Z2Mbhv) d LI
1~3 fH CHEES AT 3 em % 2 5 HFRILNE & (ZIZFKBETH 5o —F, 2005 4 LUK
TR GHEBN T L TAT b N2 #S I RICET AT E T Y A LRIV O WS Tw
%\ 72®, Child-Pugh 573 C DJFHEREA REIRIHFIMERERIZ B 17 5 TACE/TAE
o 5h ey,

BATOHA ¥4 2B % TACE/TAE O @S IES N1, IFPites L
Wi &, WZIZX ) BRI TACE/TAE O#S 2 HRET 5720, W D00
BT TN —TDRADEENTWBEEY, 0 X9 2BlEs 5, TACE/TAE @
IS ILHENTH > THRKMORI RIS WHERE, 77405 TACEAEOM S
PRIBEXNTVBEH ZORUEICOWTIHIEF Y ARFHET45THD EiEn
AW, HEILITIIMEZ TV,

DR NRES e % £F 9 IFAIIHE 12 1& TACE/TAE SN 2 B B %o SE W ## 12 25l s &
ho BYFREL O TIE T VA LNRVOBWERSCAHLE LV E, ke o
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f1rzt% firces fibcwnwzes fibhnwa ez
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95.8% (23 &) 42% (1) 0% (0 ) 0% (0 )
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EEREICOVTERNE PRERIDBRIEIED K ST
34 OHEIH?

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

(GHEWVLHEE, TESVADEE B)

s =

KATA FTAYOEET N TY ZLIIBNT, FERPREITYIBRAGE IR (20 L
TIHDONDEHTH Do 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 HOEFEIRIED D 5 70T, ERYELYHA OEIRE L0 X H1247H) OB
FVHPHETT %0

BB, AFIBWTTAE &id) ¥t F—L"RETF v AR VM, £LME
T T YRR ERIRERYE 7 & O SERYE & H TR O AR I R I % %3
%6, TACE &35 oW E 2 M3 2 BICHUEA 2 [ I 2R L
T 5, F72, ¢cTACE LIdPgEaIZRE LV ELF F— VT a v EL4HAMNET
F UK EMM L7 TACE 2463, 72, BRIRERYIE DT 2014 FFIRBRIGR E 2 1),
HAA B ECIRZER Y (drug-eluting beads : DEB) # w7z TACE (DEB-TACE)
B WVIZERIRERYE DA TD TAE (bland TAE) 25 gL o T 5,
BYAIVTATAvIRT—MAU b

AKCQIZHE4MD CQ38 #F| EMNZCQTH b, SROYUETITHEL, FHAREF
RO Z T, 2016 47 H 1 H2*5 2020 4 1 A 31 HIZHEESINZ@mLIZon
THZEL, 269 WAL SNz TORbph s [Hi 2 ERUED 5 P H
DEBIZBT BEEBEOILIRZ T > TV BRI, HHLAVHEROEVIZE S
BRANROHEZT> TV LML EHRHT 5 1L ) O TIZ—KEIRT 35 77 2 %R
L7ze 51T, ZUGEIRTEGINIZER ST 30 FILLT ORijn & R BT 8 iR %
BH, N R —FICGERLZZ1REMA, %400 47 FH» 5 16 7 % HIBk LEF 40
MR L7,
o ERMEBEDER
1) UEZ R=L® BLULIAHEESF UM

2008 SEICHEINLARIICBIF BT 7 — MERHETIE, YEL F—1L" 1
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TACE #10 90% L LT S TB Y, A TIE TACERIZY ¥F F— 1" %
T 20N TH -7V,

VEF F=LVO" e E5F VARV VMR 20 L7 TAE TE S F Y ARV VMK
DHREMH L7z TAE & AEFRPGEICELF L W) 272 ShTw s,

B, 2006412, HALREHBIEIN-EROREOERWE THLLILEEYS T
Uk B lmm & 2mm: Yo bos— b)) PRI E 20, BERESF X
RUYTVHIFICEZ TCEIMESF VRDPHWORTWE, ES5F VARV IVHMIF LS
LMY 57 Y RO RN ERR R R RIEH OFBIRIZREN 2 W E VI BESH 5,
2) RIRERYE

DEBIZZERMETH 5 — XK 2D 0 LOFR S, ERBICFAMIERT
LWEEFHT 5. Z D7 0PEFAMEENICEIREIRA L, KM Lz
72 DPIERNC X 2 &G HORWER D % CHERIR OB WIRIRETH 5 & O F K
ATV 2Y,

DEB-TACE & bland TAE O ERERTIE, bland TAE &l L T DEB-TACE
TIIA BIEEE RN E V& O DH 5%,

%72, ¢TACE & DEB-TACE O lEGRB CII &4 MEICHE L Tl mwvwe§
BHBAMERENL VT, SEERFITM L TIE cTACE 2VH EITHE W &V R
i X WFse03d 519,

HEHG O TIE cTACE © 5 S S S 2 Fii Al 2% v & S h1Y,
DEB-TACE & W L C cTACE IZBW TR L L OERBEER O MIUIA
TR RS20 T eSS ) 554 13 DEB-TACE T WY L v A H o5 h
TWa,

Y= XD 4 X EHEBDREOBBRORETIE, T4 —3—E—=ZX"1ZBWVT, 100~
300 um & 300~500 um DI TIFREFFICEZ LR VWD OO, /MMED 100~300 um T
FERRRIEBEREDSS A e o 22V L HE SN TV D, S 5I/MED 75~150 um & 100~
300 um DL TIX, BRHHIRIZEIT WD OO, L) /INEOR T THERDAEIHENS
S ALNEHEENTWED, —J, A2 747122V TIE cTACE 12N %
LA~ OHHEH OFHNII D s, Gk TH B 50~100 um & X 0 /MED 30~60
um ORF-H OEFR RO LI 2 ShTwnY,

%P, BKMIZHF 5 DEB-TACE & ¢TACE O3 2 MADEK T, Wiz
SAPHRFEIA LN TV ARVS,
© TACE TER T $FAFID=ER

QHFORL APUEA (TEVE Y Y vs. FRYNMED V) 2 LZY EF F—
IV Ya YEAR EIF VAR VM TERBE AT 72 RCT TR, W

WCEIERA DZIZED T, ) R 7 B TREEDAFRNRFTH - 72 (p=0.018) 28
ERTIEME R EZRD TV,

BHEBEIATSFUVERFVYNEY Y ZHWLEYEF V2V Y g YiEAR,
E (BSF VARV VBB, 5 31%, B8 50%) L7ER TOEFERLEET
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3, WESBRFICH L THEICRIETH -7 (p<005)% L o#iErd 5, YRR
AT SN S 2 BEN S A 75 F Y BAIZ V2 ATIF v - YEF K=
HARY Y 3 v OFFBECFEEOA AT 2 MEDT L AL L, Wb
IEF YV ALNIVDOEWH DI RV,

VATIGFY N EF R VP ARY Vg VIZEBTACEE FFULVEY Y - ¥
FR=NWH ARy TV g vI2E 5B TACEDRIKTIX, Y AT I F v ORBERHRIERE
EVETAWMERY L FEAIEVET MY 2D B,

VATGFY - VEF PV H ARV Y a VIZEIWME T F U R EE T F U AR
YOI X B EEEBINL7 TACE Tld, #4274 LOFEIE LA E0S &I TE
FONEPEND &V WiENDH 5D,

BETY) EF F— V" IREBE LR T WIS FFHMATH LIV FSF 2 AL
72 TACE L T¥ VY Y ¥ 2 L7z TACE % ik U 7z R0 & M Tl o &4
WRICHEZEZAD NP5 72705 I T5F  TIREWEH OFEBEEAE W & v )
RIS TV B,

W%

YEF F—® ik, BHEIMES X ORI N T v 7S ERT 5720, Rz iR
HLZVEF F= VIV aYiERIy ZFUNY =Y A5 A28 BB
BRRZLT0EEF, T2 RIETIE, BORERYE AT 2014 4008 X 0 $5 8 PRt
MErE UCTRBIGR E 2 0, 3B OIRIRERWE S HEHIREL 2o T b, EHIE
IEE% b 7272\ H D13 bland beads, #AEHAEEZ Db DX DEB &SN 5, I
HBYE 20 L Cld bland beads 12 & % bland TAE & 9 3 DEB % H\7- DEB-TACE
B TDH %,

TACE & TAE O RIIZBI LT, 20024ED % & 7 F ) ¥ A Tl&, #ATHFHRE <)
3% TACE A TAE IZH L THEAFRDVPRIFTH S L ORIFBONTV RV, TOM
We LT, ftRE %5 TACE &, 1ZIZENFICHAT & iz 7 O IBFEERITALE O B E sk
X G LATRMEAZT S5 5% RITILEINN D 5 W IR ¢ TACE Ol
THRERTHY, BEOEFTACEZREIIL/ZAYTFI) P AOKE L ZE0F F#A
FTH5ILIFTEYT, BURICHIL 72 ETH 5,

BB, KIETERKEOZOMHATERVD, N— 7@ TH 2 PYttrium
2R L 72 BRIRZERRWE % Fl o 72 S8R R 1T O B S8R 83 (transarterial radioem-
bolization ; TARE) &I, ZERBNR & HEE N2 © O BUEHRRIE & M A b -8
72 SERARIE L L CEICHCK T L2203 5%, ¢TACE & DRI TIZ, ARMiE
F%Tho72b00, L) ZMMEOWEID 7 W EE R IREREE k- 72T To
BRAEIIE S Tw 5,

AFETIZY €A F=® 2/l L7z cTACE #*ETH Y, Fkid DEB-TACE %
THAHD, TNZNOEHEICHL 2R EVIZRBE TV RV, S HIZERBRICBW
T, /N BRI 3k L CARE H I O Btk o8 61d ¢ TACE 2, EK
72 PRI L2 0§ % 964 98: T3 DEB-TACE %479 7 E i 3 HuMb A Tid 7 < FEF)
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WIS LTV SN BEEDE v, Lo TEREETHITT 2 EZEWHIZOW
TIZY ¥F F—® & DEB ORIZEL DR VIRIL E LT, MFBDOWThH) % Ehmy
ELTHWD Z L ZHERE L,

VYL F= eV Vare LTHEASNDIUERIEZEVEY Y, FFYLE Y
Y,RAMIAYYC, VATIFY, AAANF ) Ay FLUBHOp e T x0T
BRHEAPHEHENTE72, SHIEKRIETIRABEEE RO BTN AT 5 F v BHH
2004 4E0 5, VEF F— L IZBRB LR TW I SFFRATH B I ) 75 F 052010
FEIVFIHENRTVED, TRHERDENIZL S TACE DEMEDZEIIMHRE SN T
W E F 7 RAEOENIZOVWTOIE T Y ALNLVOEWIRENE SH
TWARWI RS, YUEANIBEHTRE TH 2 HHRE N TIRHER T X S SR O PuEH
% WIRETH 5.

WEIRB AT BRI D & HEA2 1T\, ¢TACE %\ X DEB-TACE #4179 &
E xR HESET B C EARIRS N7z AT 2PN OV TR T REFFED D
DOWR V7D, WHEICE DESRTITHEIESLE LTEBHL 2w &I L7,

Q%%ﬁ% .............................................................................................................................................................
@HREY [EREEACHV TR, HERIEEELAVES K=" (3— Fts P miEREET
FILIRTIV) EZFAMETF % ER L 7= conventional TACE (cTACE) & 3\,
FHEHMOIKIREALME £ AV /- TACE (DEB-TACE) %##37 3| I(CDWTHREBILE

BHREDHER, BOHREL S,

f1ozt% firces fibcwz ez fibhnwz ez
MCHET B A< HEET B ga<HET B MCHET B
100% (24 ) 0% (0) 0% (0 ) 0% (0)

IEME 124 %
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4RO CQ55 EFMkD CQ TH B Ml AP IFA T3 5 A
DI —E DR CTIHAET 2 A2 DHEFEIIOVTREN D DIE AR v, RO
BEORE L FRIMMTHBEFEPREEIND, UTFORAT— X ¥ MIFFEHZD
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SEOYENTEL, #F4 M e RkROMmENXLZHWT, 201647 A 1 H2 5 2020 4
13l HEFCTOMICEEINTWmLIZOWTHEL, 108 HAE sz, 204
P51 E—UGRIRL, RRIMICEARTIRHE > TWDL2MDOATTFY VA
L, FRHROS TGRS 5 2B 0%k A N SRR 42 R L7221,
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#1 A, best supportive care (54 ) T33HHEHEL T 5,

Mancuso 5D * & 7 F 1) ¥ A Tid, BAEHZOHETFMEE SN TEY 772270
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¥ 72 Jung 5V, FFRHEE O NI SRS 5V 57 2 =7 L mTOR M
SoF ML, WFOHHOERET 4B (WHPS % L 139 #, mTOR HEED A ;
1661, Vo7 x=70k: 540, WHIESHY 1 236)) 150 THERE 21T,
MREBAEAUMIEY 97 2 =7 &G5O ETRETRD N o7 NV — Rk
1.25, 95%CI:091~173, p=018) %%, mTOR MEHEE G TIIAZICLEL (V-
FH : 225, 95%CI: 158~292, p<0.001), %7: mTOR RHEEZGIICBITEY S
7 2 = 7RG O BT BB GRAEMNMICE R o7 (p=026) EHMELTWA,
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AL, HREORL O T EDOTMTH 2T GO/ L%
WCIFFTEICEIR T 5, EO®BICRD SN L FRREL, B IIAAAE L T 7z
JADEHIEDIRETH B EEZ BN T WD, 7272 LIFNTFEIIEZ ORI Z 0 —B
B, 757 MBI B ROEMR, WHE~OMITIZHED de novo MO W HEN: D 17
LA\, AR, BRSO T 2 MG b EM L o255 2% RCT K
BUHTIN S WFZE 13 20 LKD), SIORAGRIE, wiERHE S hizh s m & i
T LD AZTFY Y AMA, mTOR BERMSEH & IFEHEROTRICER L
mAMEMIE2RmEBML, [0 ER] & L

EHEINZA D EFN D L SO RT3 5 RS R b ERL T Wz
25, WX, IR, BEERLEHEONS T AEZEL, #HERLTIE [
ThiuL] ERFE L. FFWNIEBEISH LTIk TACE OEBHRENE L, THET
X RFA OHEDERLo2H 2, WINLEELRGIHEOREGIE VAT, FFBHIC
BB HEEETIL, BEBREYEGOAL L TIHEREY & TbIN TV 2R b4
Bl LX), TACE, RFA (ZARE RIS 20 & O F 2 & 00 2 47 < Wikt
bHRETEL WD, ZTOHEZRUMERL I L b7

B EF LD > T B4, BRI X 2 &5 bk L ) b5 T4
WEHRETH LY T 7 = =7 OF AR AT R CTd - 7275, FERO 729
WD LI IR 2 2B 5 WER D ME SN TW5, T/, RENHEELE LT
mTOR BLESEZ G L7236 OB M R i BAF & o b H D, mTOR MHF
SEIEMHBIC BV TIE mTOR HEERHFHNOZEELZE LTI EZ O, L
ML, VI 7x=7% mTOR MEEDOHMHIZHET LM% o ICHEREIIE. L
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