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1. BEE

BHY :
AWFFRORBNL, A F I v 7% CT &4 Rt Mgt + U 7 A1ER MRI &2 W7 AT o =5 o —
% LI-RADS v2018 (23S CRHMIE L, AT ORI 351F 5 EOB-MRI O IMIEIZ DWW THRETT 228 Th

2o
ik

FAF Iy 7 CT LA Rt Mgd bY U LR MRI O 5% 1 22 UNICZ T =B E 5L L,
2 4 O FUHREHEA LI-RADS v2018 740U X A IS T RIS 1 5 IR o 25 BT FL oo A 8 O RFAfh

BLXODT 2V —5HEMSL LT o 72, FFRRFIC W, P OIFIE & il L TR 5. SE5. KRGS
YA W g Wikt =it ABY
AR
ARFFETIL 61 B3 110 WENx R L0 55 88 AN LR-3, 4, 5 lIonf i, FHIRYE L OWWH
LiX CT %73 MRI LV A EICEHE CRO LI, (ZiLE4 75.0% vs. 58.0%. 60.2% vs. 44.3%), LR-3
PRSIV RS CIEL IR CTIRAE B O RSB 0 5 23 e LEHE B OFEIC I~ T HCC Th DBk =%
DRI E BIC @272,
AEam
IR GLYE MHLORMERIZ CT OF 237 K& Mg~ U o A% MRI 06 E, LR-3 (IS A
CId, R O 32 ZEET L RIARAR O ARG 55238 N3 A28 C A &2 LA O B OB RIRER S 3528
PTED,



WFEDE
Hﬂﬂiﬂﬁ#m% IZBWT, ¥ Ay 7iE% CT RO R Mg F MY A (Gd-EOB-DTPA) i&5 MRI (LA T EOB-MRI)
Z - B 2 W X B B 2 5 D 5, R VR IR . 3722 D B ENIRFR I3V TR/ s B & LTl
., PARRAE SO FH 2 33\ N CJE PRI 928 & b U CRR SR AL /ARAE 55 72 A5 BV, MRS O 7 Cli B 2
Wi Bz EarfeL s s t?,

JHARBEIE DU A7 D3 8 R SO JF I 28 0 ;R 1 2 35V A RS B O R AT & 0 7 =2V — Sy O REHE LA B IS
American College of Radiology (ACR) I % Liver Imaging Reporting and Data System (U4 F LI-RADS) Z/ERkL7=%, Z#ux
DB ORI ERS L, BRELDII 2= —2a ) — L ELTHOGNS, LI-RADS (X527 /LT A LT
X BAEDDIEYED A7 —% LR-1 738 LR-5 @ 5 BEpE I B2,

BERIZZIN 3\ VT, BIIRF T LI %L . YEV VL (washout) | BRIEREE &0 D T AR O T2 BEAT RSB K45,
W EOWETIX, CT & MRIIZETS LI-RADS OA 7TV —MIZIZN720 DA —E 8B5S fllfasMi it i 5 Al
I2E2 MR CT IO E W IERZRE /L TOHESH TS,

EOB-MRI (3% A F v 27 il IR O 5 4552 823 FIEC, MM RED M MBI WN % 5975, LLAT
@ LI-RADS v2013 i, MM E ALk L QU Zens- 7223, LI-RADS v2014 Tk EOB-MRI (285 H7 =Y
— P FEICFHEL T, B EORE TIE, LI-RADS v2014 Z W AR D223 T EOB-MRI L CT &[A/%ED
R 2R eSS TVBY,

3. BW
AWFZED BHIIE, CT & EOB-MRI & R\ = Tl A o0 3= B AT R0 —ErR % LI-RADS v2018 & IV CREmL . AFiAa
FEOZWNZH1T % EOB-MRI O AMEEIZ DUV TGS 228 T b,

4. Fik
(1) x5
AWFFEIE Y KFOBEN R E B S OAGRE S CIML Tz, BAMEWFETHY  ABIDOA 74— LRa 2 DR
FHIAME LT, 2009 42 7 A 7225 2014 4 3 A ORI L 1 RFE S HE P L CRIgR A2 1T o BB A% Al E
IR ET LT PR YET, (1) AT 3738 CT & EOB-MRI D 7% 1 7> A LANIZSZIFTTVAZE, (2) CT & MRI O
O HER TEHTEE LT,

2) Fik
CTﬁé\E
X9 _C 64 4] CT (Somatom Definition $72(% Sensation 64, BT — A A TRt ST, R/ 3T A—
X, &EE 120 kVp, FEHE 250-450 mA (automatic) . BT 0.9, 0.5 Fb/[Al4iz, field of view (FOV) 35 cm, ~hJwZ7 A
512 X 512 | AV A—a0.6 mm, FHERL Smm TITo72, Bl CT Z4RE LIRS, 3 HOX AT Iy 7iEE CT Ziig
L7z, AT Y 72059 600 mg 1/kg, EFANOEARFHIL 30 FP[EE ., &5 H L 3~5ml/ B> TTT 7=, BIfJRAE
DEAILTIIR =T ANT v 7z A, BRI T ORZE KBRS 100 HU IZBHEL T 22 BRI, M
JIRFHIE 70 #bt% | SFiFH I 180 RO TR ICHRIZ LT,

MEI 2

MRI X9 _T 1.5 T AT D% E (Magnetom Avanto: > — AL AR Signa CVi:GE ##) ZH W TR L=, £9°. Tl
SR (in—phase & opposed—phase Z & 1¢) , ARRHINH] T2 B AIRBE LI-RIC, XA I/ EREAIRB LTZ, TRY &
BT R DA E Y720 0.025 mmol/kg ZF% 5L, 20 ml DM AWK THMPLL-, EHANOEAEEIL 1 ml/f
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<, IR, PARFA . B HIARIZENE R 25 7D, 60 b, 180 D Z A3 7/ T8 Ui~ ITHRIaFE 1

#% 20 43 CRiBL

720 92 Bl CIIHLRORFIG 2R LTIV, b 1L 0 KT 1,000 sec/mm® & v iz, /ST A—ZDFEMITE 1 ITRT,

# 1: EOB-MRI O35 A —#

Magnetom Avanto, Siemens

Dual Echo Dynamic
A=Y % TIWI T2WI DWI* study T1-CE
VA GRE fast-SE EPI GRE GRE
ATA AL 19 19 32 72 72
ATAAJE (mm) 8 8 6 2.5 2.5
VIR UIER] (ms) 170 3740 5000 3.67 3.67
Ta—KfH (ms) 2.3/4.8 83 76 1.4 1.4
V71 (©) 75 170 90 10 15
HER 4] 7L 7L 7L HY HY
~hJw 72 173x256 144x320 72x128 154x256 154x256
fg i (mm) 360x270 360x270 360x270 360x270 360x270
ERNESEE IR A5 IE T R I T SN2 @ RO A5 IE RO A5 IE

Signa CVi, GE

Dual Echo Dynamic
A=Y % TIWI T2WI DWI* study T1-CE
VA GRE fast-SE EPI GRE GRE
ATA KL 19 17 20 48 72
ATAAJE (mm) 8 8 8 8 5
VIR UIER] (ms) 150 2500 5000 5.9 5.9
Ta—K¢H (ms) 2.2/4.7 75 e/ 1.3 1.3
V71 () 60 90 90 15 25
HNER 4T 7L 7L 7L HY HY
~hJw 72 256x192 256x160 128x128 256x192 256x192
tg i (mm) 350 350 450x338 350 350
ERNESEE IR A5 IE PR I T SN2 @ IR A5 IE IR A5 IE

CE: &%;GRE: /75 4= bxa—yk SE: A= a—ik EPL: —ma—7 5 —ik

*bfE 0 &N 1000sec/mm?

(3) it
R AFHT

2 NOI#FHED CT & MRI %, 1 >3 ORI A 2215 Chll 2 \ZFHM L, EDHT AT, 2 NOFE RN 58
BIEEBICTRIE LTz, FF, FEE LT OHERFHE A PD T2 2R LT AR ORIE , M o = 2T b
(AR Y PRV, Bisi i) o A7 2 3 L 7=, EOB-MRI O¥ev L DR Tl I/ o S4B 1A 7112 &
DGR BE T2 ISP Clrd7e<, PRI O A CREIIL 72, CT TOBW L O, FIRFE R KON
firFHC1T o7, F72, LI-RADS v2018 D7 /LAY XA FE SN TINAE 5 BEFEICEHEL 7= (LR-1: M EICEME, LR-2: 8
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O BYE, LR-3: BYESFAIRuE O R, LR-4: 32O M, LR-5: e 521 MAas) o @IFTIE, LR-1 = LR-
2 DATIAV—ZRETHIECOHR A, LR-3, 4, 5 D73V — IR O E BT RO A THRE L, I
FNZHWTC, D RE LR L TElE . FE 5, IRE 5OV T I TResi Lz, AWFIECIE, B g Lo bk
EAT TR | R OA B IETE 125 O TR,

A AFBT

R T D — BRI Ml A VT T572(0.00-0.20: AR EL, 0.21-0.40: 00 EL, 0.41-0.60: P45 0.61-0.80:
ELAF, 0.81-1.00: FEHIZ B AT, CT & MRI ORICH1T5 LR-5 7213 LR-4, 5 DR D Ll i3~ 7 Rk~ — e & Hu -,
CT & MRLIZIS T DI O = 2T OB X~ 7 1~ —E CLuig L7, JFHIRaM ComfE 5o o % /RIE 5
(2B BRI DO BSER P RIT T s v —E TR LT, Fiat 070 A BT PAED 5% K& Uiz, it
1% EZR V7 by =77 arZ Aversion 1.33; BIBER KFIW-FEE L Z—)2HAWT{T-7,

5. fER
e

AMFFRITIL, 61 A 110 JWENG EILTWD, T 40 B, 2k 21 B, SEX)E 67.6 s T o7z, ME T RITR 2
2" F s CT 23 MRI Z0HRIATHON =D 48 BT, A MO H#T 16.7 + 8.1 H Th -7z, MRI 3 EIC T
7ZDIX 12 BT, AR OV B E0 10.5 = 9.6 H TH-72, 1 B[R HIC CT & MRI 231,

110 WZEDD S| 59 i ZE DN FLF RO E 2 WrSauic (BT 57 WS, 26 2 9WZE) o NERIE, JITHIAQIE S 50 W2 &
DADIENEDS 3 W2 (RARUITIRE 2 2, Vo SIE 1 IRZS) . B 6 WA GETZAKL 128, IFIAE IE 1 928, fE ik
HUE LI (RS 3 JWAS) Tz, 80D 51 WA DI G | 11 A DGR AR L2 W i Tz, BRIRAY7Z232 M
I, B EEREST A — 7y T ERIZEE DWW T T, RIS ARBFZEICI T RIRE DS 61 S 5 AL TnA,

2110 ZEORKEXIT ) 21.1 mm T, Fe/h 4 mm, 5K 135 mm Tho7o, FHIFE CH 72 61 INED KESILF
#J 25.8 mm T, #x/N 5 mm, fx K 135 mm ThH-o7=, ZDHH 18 JHZEAS 10 mm ARili THY, 23 FKHZEHS 10-19 mm, 20 J5
253 20 mm LA B ChoTz, JERFRICR2 WS AL RIS 50 I D LRI, sl 11 96 ZE, Harqk 36 WA, (K
b 2 JRZAE T, RN O 1 IR TR R EE T - T,

CT, MRI [{] T LI-RADS X=7

CT BLOMRI TENEND LI-RADS H 7TV — S BAS NI 5ia % 3 1R T, 37 HiZE(33.6%) T CT & MRI T
AL 72 LI-RADS OB 7 2Y—(F 785> Tue, 2095 CT OATFY—73 MRI KD E2-72D7 25 JHZETHY ., 759
D 12 J5251E MRl DF 28 CT KA T2 — 2 Eh -7, LR-3 3L LR-5 ~D /M TlE, CT X MRI LEb#L T LR-5
(S AVABHEE A i< (31.8%[35/1101%F 22.7%(25/110]) , LR-3 DAL DMK 7 (42.7%[47/110]%F 53.6%[59/110])
(#£3) (1)

LR-5 SHIEZ I D HCC L2 WS LA 1%, CT 23 88.6%, MRI 7% 92.0% Cdh~7z, LR-4 72V L LR-5 &
HIESNIIRZEN HCC LZWESNAB PRI 11T, CT 28 88.7%, MRI 78 91.2%Tdh 7=, HCC E2MrEIVI-IRZEN,
LR-5, L0 LR-4 F/2id 5 LRSI IL, CT & MRI TH E72 11380 B/ > T12(LR-5 Tl CT 50.8%%f MRI
37.7%, P =0.061, LR-4 £721% 5 Tl CT 64.0%%} MRI 50.8%, P =0.099),



#:2: BEYR

EI=N=R
H &5

BEE (n=61)

Filin ()™
PR CEAE : 1)

JF B 5 D JiU [
C M2
B R %%
B RUfF4 + C AU 2%
T — LTI
B TR+ T va—)v
CHIFR+ T La—)L
T LT — UENENIIT 2%
AV e
JE R A BH o i i

Child-Pugh 43%H
Class A
Class B
Class C

HCC BEVRHIE
iaR=] S
JFEIFR K OY RFA
TACE K O* RFA
TACE
RFA
TRFHEZ R L

67.6 £ 10.0 (range, 44-84)

40:21

24

12

© = B~ DN =

56

N RN

51

34
16

— = = o

39.3%
11.5%
1.6%
19.7%
1.6%
3.3%
6.6%
1.6%
14.8%

91.8%
8.2%
0.0%

6.6%
1.6%
3.3%
3.3%
1.6%
83.6%

55.7%
26.2%
13.1%
1.6%
1.6%
1.6%

O+ PEERE, #iPHZ RN LTC

TACE: transcatheter arterial embolization; ATEhR{LFZER0T
RFA: radiofrequency ablation; 7 ¥ A BT



%3 : CT KU*MRI 28T % LI-RADS W7 = U —RIDIREE

MRI T® LI-RADS A73')—

CT T® LI-RADS A73')— 1 2 3 4 5 CT &t
1 9 1 1 - - 11

2 3 1 3 - 1 8

3 2 1 39 3 2 47

4 - - 5 3 1 9

5 - - 11 3 21 35

MRI &t 14 3 59 9 25 110

— X2 T TV YT HRENEN L2 ERT S

1. CT T LR-4, EOB-MRI T LR-3 LH|ESH ., JRE AT L2 S - SE B

ab \

a. CT #hRAH b. CT FfirtA

b . , AT o .

c. EOB-MRI #EhfkHH d. EOB-MRI FqfJictH e. EOB-MRI JiF#nfa+H

CT TIZENRAE TR, PHAR YW LZCED 10mm KOFEEATRD S, LR-4 125 HEN -, MRl TIXZ O
B FHIR IR OIVT, PR TRV H LSRR B2, LR-3 120 HE N, HHHH'MHT_ FEETIX BRI
KA oz,

LI-RADS 1235171 S TR #3227 42 il 52,

P T O —BoRIE, IR I RAR, e H LT R RD R S 15 1 X % % CTh -7, CT & MRI ©
MIFTLR-3, 472\ L 5 1T SV 88 JWZE I\ T, REIR YL L L ORI UL CT D5 MRI KB A E
%7357~ (75.0% [66/88] vs. 58.0% [51/88], P < 0.001; 60.2% [53/88] vs. 44.3% [39/88], P = 0.014), —J5., %EZH%T%JE
CT & MRI ORI THE =T RONA203 77 (14.8% [13/88] vs. 10.2% [9/88], P = 0.343) (£ 4),

CT T LR-3IZHHSie AT JWEDY S | A TIRAE 547~ L7z 82.0% (20/28), A C%/ mifE 5o R~LT-
10.5% (2/19) OIRZEDINTF RIS Tdh-72 (P < 0.001) (£ 5) . FERIC MRI T LR-3 IZ40 S V72 59 WA IZH VT, T
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FHARAH OAE B AL FE | > TR OB M P SR I/ B =N b2 RIE 5 70.0% [28/40] vs. % /{55 10.5%
[2/19]; P < 0.001) (F5)(1%2,3),

#4 : LR-3 U RIZHEEN-REIZEIT D CT,MRI <D HCC D FEEFT R.OMEEE D Lk

s CT MRI PiE
R G 66(75.0%) 51(58.0%) <0.001*
Peun L 53(60.2%) 39(44.3%) 0.014*
[BAEEHIES 13(14.8%) 9(10.2%) 0.343

~ 7R~ —REE W TRRIT L=,
* FEEHY, P<0.05

#£5 : LR3 L HEINEHEICOWVWT, A TERETOREL., ER2VLEEFOREICRIT S HCC
DIEPE D Eri

HCC HCC L4t P {&
CT PR ARARAE 20 8
p p— <0.001*
(n=47) | AR~ E1E = 2 17
MRI | JHHRBEAERAE = 28 12
p P — <0.001*
(n=59) | AR~ E1E = 2 17

* HEZHY, P<0.05

X|2. CT, EOB-MRI 5 C LR-3 &40, WE R RI RS L2 Wi S = e Bl

c. EOB-MRI #hjk+H d. EOB-MRI [H}RFE e. EOB-MRI JFHiate
CT. EOB-MRI @} 5 ¢, @Rt TR YLE5 13mm KOFEEiNFRBD HiLT-, CT O Fffirkd . EOB-MRI O FHRIEC
WL W LIRS BT, 5T LR-3 L4 ¥aS 7z, EOB-MRI O FMARFE TR RS SR Sz,
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X3. CT. EOB-MRI W5 T LR-3 L4y B A

a. CT BhfJRFH b. CT “EfirkA

c. EOB-MRI #hjk+H d. EOB-MRI PH}RFH e. EOB-MRI JFHHiate
CT. EOB-MRI @M J7 CHREIEYLENS 17Tmm KOFEEINZHZOONE, CT O, MRI OFHIRFE TIEBE  H LW
fERE S I T RBARE C, LR-3 &4 EE7-, EOB-MRI O TR CIX B FART 2 L4865 2 I &7,

6. BE

LI-RADS [ XJHF AR DY A2 3@\ EFE (2 361T HWAERY i 2 s AT 5 15 Cdo B LR-5 DI A8 1T e F2 LI Al s
LRI, BT O TIIRES IS, AMFFETE LR-5 L4 FHS LV mZE DS HCC &2 Lﬁéﬂé[‘% PERD X, CT
723 88.6%, MRI 7% 92.0%& Fi 4R, 7 HCC EZWISIIIRZED | LR-5 LS AEEIL CT & MRI O CHE
T RSN 5T, Joo BhE-, CT & EOB-MRI IZHV VT LR-5/5v DIELE [ ZH B 2N~ T S LT A9,

LI-RADS v2014 O A7) —IZE> T IHED T U NI AR ZE TS, Tanabe HiE, LR-4 (2SI Z X, LR-
3R LR-2 L0 LR-5 F720d LR-M IZHETT T BBEEE A2 e AR LTZ1Y, LISRADS OF 72 —3481% CT & MRI M
FT#HEND0, ITEORE TIIEL VT A TR —ENHLIENREIN TNBEY RBFZETIL, LI-RADS OB T
TV —F 110 P2 37 JZE(33.6%) T CT & MRI I TAR—ETHY, 37 4 25 AT CT OFH MRI LV EN AT
V= SN, FDH R, LR-5 IZHFESIAHEEIL, CT OF 0 MRI X0 Eh -7, ZO@EW TR o 5
TR OM A CT & MRl CHRARHZETHER SN AREMEDR &5, LI-RADS O 7 2 —I%, JHZS B T HE RS
D 3 SO T BT R (RIIRYL e L, WSS 22D IR SN A, ABFFECIE, SRRSO =RIZ CT & MRI
[ZEEITIED T3 BHIRGUENHH Lo ERIE CT 57 EOB-MRI X004 Eih -T2, 2SO P RAMEZ B
I TV =T 7 7V —RIZE 3570, IEFWICHE TH S, Hope b, FHIEYIX CT OB &G
LCWA(CT 90% vs. MRI 63%, P < 0.001) "V Joo B, Tav MHL2S CT TLORRHHIIZEHMEL TS (CT 87.0% vs.
MRI 69.0%, P < 0.001) @, HRFENMgF N7 ATHEE D WA R) =0 ABO OB COT —F 77 7 0802,
BTG ZOUWCIEM AR M 52 A O BAR R R EE 1272 > TOD DS LALZR W, W LIZ DWW T, & A
AN DB IRE TR SO RETH D, FRXFEMEFTND AL, PR DI ~ORIAZ NG EY | 4
I COMRIE 1 FZPEN L ST RS20, Zick» T, CT & MRI ORHERICZENEL200b L,
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AWFFECIE, LR-3 I/ FESNI AT H\W T FHIRE 00 2= ST UM O IRAE B 283~ 5 &, T iasE o
[ ERT] qﬂz@&iaﬁz%u‘:o LI-RADS v2014 Tl FFARGAHOIRAS 5 1 Z@IT oo 12 &L THO b T4, Choi Bk
EOB-MRI C LR-3 ({2 ES IR D 94%A3, 7 41— T v IR W TELD 20, H1LL iﬂad\w_k%&ﬁ%ﬂ\éw
LR-3 Db ZWEIRIEMGE R T THY |, ZAHIT IR Y ZB 0 503, Yo\ LOIFHIaFE COIRME 52 b7,
Chen Bid, FHHARRE O £ ZHT AT RIRFR OFT A2 M2 AT ET, R (RFFLI- £ F, BEE LIF A28 T&
BHEFELTWAY, B AFRIFZES OHEE 422 W7 /L2 U X LT EOB-MRI IR ICEEARREIZ R CnbHeE
L T217,

AFFENNTNLODDOHIRER BB, £7°, RAREX DT THLID | BERINOASAT AEE A TS, MEEHFIT 1
A LINIZ CT & MRI Ol 5521 T, ZOM AR DOEIL T A MBI A 72 B {g 2 R JIEFI 232\, ARBFTE

DRERAE B T D70I21E, KBRS e LB THL, 2 DB, HEHEAZ LN TN ETHD, Fhx
D% CIEE 2 OFIR AT X CUAEREITHZ LI T, IRERE DX XL, 3 A IC LR-3, 4, 5 DA 7V —434
DSHAEHE O EFFT RO A TIRESNCNDBIETHD, BTV —DT v 7 7L —ROBEIZ, T CTOFEIHT 7o IE e
FHIEEEL O, 207260 A NI OIK(E B I E K 5T, 4 3 HIZ, LI-RADS 072U — 3812 HE K OFF
%5 A TVRNWZETH D, BRRIN IS K OF BIZEE CTHLH, T X CORFIZLRIOE B3 H 500 Tz
W, FDT2D | AR E — O Wi R A TORMEIC EARZ E Y 2, 12, EOB-MRI COERF DX A 7 1AW 5

TIHEESILTERY, CT & MRI OERAE T O TR R0 I FIREMENH 1Y, BT, 3 T AT MRI % # % ]
V2 EOB-MRI TI3& A FIv 7 CT LHRL T, T OITEIR{L 72 i o 2 Lo B<HRETEs 2 &
RS SNV I

7. REwE
FLHAR YLV L O ERI1Z CT @ 5728 EOB-MRI J0% EW, LR-3 (124 3ES IR 28 Tl s o = 25T 5,
WA PRAR DARAE 52 189 52 & TR & 2 LA D IR ZE DRI RE A T A2 LN TX 5,

8. BEE

A L& e SEDIZHTZY, THICITH DL RSN X EL A TR BRI D I ELE L B £,
FARMN e 2 HED DI DT, MR  AHIREA 272V 2 G B T AR TR - L E
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