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BHE
HIEER © BHETEERIC S ORI CEREE 2 @Y FHii 3 2 & & I3 E SRR S
TH 5. FEHEGEREFHEo = — L F 2 &2 v X — FIZIFERTH 228, ZoREEDE
Db, B OFHIPCE =X Y v ZICITBE E v, T, FFEBICD Y 8K elastography
IZ X B IFREMRFRAEC FHRE A IR L 7228, 205 O E R I SERIESLE Lo
BRI D & OMENRFET 5. AL HrVIL, FHHEtic X - TH L 2 IME W
2O E IR % I REIC 3 5 729 1C, #7zIChlFE L 7= stacked microvascular imaging
(SMVD) O #HELEZWTE 2 L35 2 L TH 5.
T fE N 2B CHFE R % 2 7B ER R IEE 2 v b e — A e &
b7z SMVI R T — & Z b7 L7z, BFRRHE(L R 7 — ISR EE il 2> & 5 IR0 i T
L, METAVIR score I3 % 5 BfFIcp$H L 7= (FO-1Low, FO-1High, F2, F3, F4).
SMVT I microvascular imaging % infinite accumulation mode T 3-5 #[ul{FH) X ¢ 3
ZeTHfRL, MEFICXZERKTHLZ AT Y v ke N LHREZ w7z Al
(artificial intelligence) f#tTiE D 2 FEZFAFE L 7. X2 7 ) v 7kiE SMVI #i& 2> & fiF
MAEL DR T U 2 3 2 DRI B/ ME, MR, JEihiefT) 2 2 o
FEICX Y 0—2 fiChlEmiL, &alsi% SMVIscore & L7z, Al f#MTECld SMVI H{§
2> b convolutional neural network &7 L Z R4 L, BEME R IC X 2 IFRRAE(L 2 7 —
VOB EFEML, 2EDZWIEE % LERREE L 72,
MR LEo X7 4 v 7RSI DR, SMVIscore (2, B-mode score -2 I
PIRRAEL 2 2 7 & ik L €, FO0-1Low & FO-1High o #5lIc W T d BIiFTH -
7. iK% FO-1Low & FO-1High @ 2 DO #I#H R 7 — Y ICBRAE L 7= standard
deviation ratio (SDR) (¥, SMVI score |Z B-mode score (SDRy.;=0.54)ictb~, X V&
WA T — P EE(SDRe1=0.70) 2R L 72, £ 7z, ALfEHTTIE FO-1 & F2-4 O 534K
13 838%TH Y, HEICAVMESRFICL 2227 ) v 7iRHEE kbl - 7.
EZ : SMVIEIC X o TN oifett % /% L 72 £ £ 232 < & 23vfhe
L7z Y, BFHHUER OFRRIC B T 2 MERER O W o nf#LIC K L 72, R IR
HEALF o MUNME OZA L Z FRE ISR 2 bz 2 Lic X b, kD B-mode score
Fib-4 ® X 5 it 2 a7 L ki L <, Ra 7V v 7iEidEN - T O MHMEL 2T
REZ R L7z, —77C, ALNTEIEPEE o ERGIB IO L BN -2



BIE &

=113

1-1 BEARE o REBE

&M H (chronic liver disease: CLD) & 13, 7 4 A 2GR IERK 2 &1 X 0 fFIKIC %
FEAGE RS 6 » AU Lt 3 2 REEZ IR E ORI 2 V. FFlEICE U 2 RIED
i3 3 & 2 OB o < 3 X b, IEFRTFD & RIS MERF R, R Mr%,
FFEZE & AT L T, SO XS bR T — Y RT3 1co0, gy A7 13K
L, MRBELCOFARRICEZ LA LNT WS T L5, EICHHELR T —2 % T
WML T e THREZRDZ L CTHETH 5.

WF5ese D £ 72 G 713 BRUFR 7 A v 2 & CHRIFFR 7 4 Vv 2ic X 31807 4 v R
THo72h, CRBFRY AN RITX 3R A7 I3 RIEEEBIRITTY 4 L 2o &I
LOKIBICHALCTW2 29, Lal, IEEFAXRY v 7oy Fa—L-9RREc s R
AL BEE RS TERTE . (Metabolic-dysfunction associated steatotic liver disease: MASLD)
DX YVHEOFWERRT LY 005 5 Y.

1-2 BRHIFFERIC X 2 EBFERIRRMECTEE O FIR & R R

SR BT B 1 2 8L 2 7 — VEHE & LT D gold standard I3 IIAFAEMTH %
O, A b N EARD O MM L P RIEORE 22T 2 C &%, MR 5 B
M 8 SR FEVERR MR 58 72 &2 SB35 2 L A[HECTH 5 43 9, FFAEMIC T <
O DMEND 5. FHERIERENRE CH 5 720 KIHIMIC X ) MITEIRES AR LEIC 7k
5ZHHY,HEKITH0.01%EBEND DD, FHTEY R LEETLIHLELRH DD, Tz,
FAEMIIIFRE O TN i 2 RIT 2 /5iETh b, FIE iz & 0o 28 IFlEs
BERL TV EREINTVE, L Ladd, IET v a— BT R 7k &n o
DIFRE CIEFERE XK Tlda <Y, BT 2 50 C D ML A T — L DM I3 R4 5.
T Hic, R ZWHBMIEDH T MM R T — Y DAL —BUIA L 2 0.

A BAEE R T — % BW T2 L COERERBCTH 2 L ICi3LDY R, o
£ mRAR L %R 2 FREIRELOBSIC XY, JEECIRIFERO EmAFEIIE L <
WL Tna W,



1-3 EEEREEICE T 5 HHEK B-mode FHfiE OF] R & R R
A AR I F5 0 B I 2 FFRRAE (L TG & U C, B-mode FFifiikns & 5. Z duid AT

R, Wiz a—, FFREL w5 3 DDAV biHii$ 2 FikTch b 129,
FRHELER IR, TR IE B S #lic, WNET 2 —13¥—2 S, TFRITTE D &MY
ARICRD LS TnD 3 DOKE%E, ZOROME»oRaT YV I$52LT, b
5 P DRHELZ WIS ATRE & ey ST 2. il 2 0E, F3 LA L o #fE L&) <1t 62-66%
FREOZWIHED B % 23, IR (F1) Tlx 56 BIREDBZWIRE L M ST 2, ftho
WF7E < b [k, Z @ B-mode scoring system IZFFIEADBZRIICIZHEHTH 2 2 LIRS N
T3, RHOBMELEETIZS 2 Ll T hTwn 3 1319,

T @ X 5 I B-mode scoring system X ffiffcH 0, HEDHEMHEICHIALflibh
TR EMAEZHETH B ICHBb LT, FHEAEBNTH 2 2 &b, HIE DS
THHEIIMKARL Lo T\ b ¥,

1-4 BEFHRERICE T 2 elastography ORI & R &

JFEZE & 5 BEEDSR T X 50, BHEEICE T 2 ML ER IS CRBIT 5 2 &
DHRETH 5. T7b b, BIEN D DR 2 AT & AR X 2L DR L L C
AT B XL, TRV T 2 2 L A3A[HET, elastography Z i35 Z & TPk
ELCHEIEWEETH . BER TR ST\ 3% elastography I1C1%, transient
elastography, acoustic radiation force impulse, real time elastography, 2D-shear wave
elastography (2D-SWE) 7z & 435 3 19,

MRI % ~— % & L 7= magnetic resonance elastography [ fF &% #H i+ 2 c L A TX 3
Tehb, mOENMHECEWREL D 2 17, Lo L, EFICEETH Y, —HoERE
B ICEAR B DL DHTH Y, ERERR D 22025720, HEMECTEMT 5121
RILDID 5.

Transient elastography (% FibroScan® (Echosens, Paris, France) CHH X LT\ 3 FikT
HY, BEWINCIE L 727y v 2 00 RIT X B BTN 28 T % Y 2 i & GHl S5 C &
<, JFEEEEECH % liver stiffness measurement (LSM) #5942 Z & Au[gETH 5. 2D
LSM & AR FHIRAMEL R 7 — P Z IR L 72 % < D A Z T3 Tb A CH 0, JWKpIC LSM



ORI L A 7 — V2 S CEE PRS2 2 L HRETH B 1), Lo T,
$3 E, FibroScan®AMEMEAFREIC B 2 IHRERIVHRMELZIIE & L C D gold standard &
toTWwa,

ZD XS ITEN LB WIRE 2 H T % FibroScan®TH 345, ZHICdH < D2 DR
v3® 5. BlzIL, MG, EORM LT, RAE, I, IHHE R SRHEL & I IRBIGR 7
WL OO T SN T B 20, FRcEEAMER, ERflofMEch 5. %
Wz LewsmEOHE F, FENTES LA 2R, F7b b8 2722 2t 5%E 2 0k
BEMCZTICLEIZ &L, ThHDOEFTIIRLN LSM EO#HEbIC X 21 &
WL 72 WIS A5 5 (Figure 1).

A&

J 2 MDA E)

Figure 1. Elastography 3884101 X 2 TEEE 2 R T 2 M b % K OBRT 15 3

1-5 MIEMREIC X 2 BRME(L FFAfis

AHR O F AT HE 72 L “F AR L~ — 7 — 13 K D0 B 2 A%, PLUAMEDS & o g HLIE
H/flAGbeafE e LTI, aspartate transaminase (AST), alanine aminotransferase (ALT),
AST/ALT ratio (AAR), platelet (PLT), prothrombin time-international normalized ratio
(PT-INR), AST to PLT ratio index (APRI), fibrosis-4 index (Fib-4), Mac-2 binding
protein glycosylation isomer (M2BPGi), autotaxin (ATX) #5215 5 h. 3.



Fib-4 137C4 Human Immunodeficiency Virus & Hepatitis C Virus L& o T #EL
Rl 2 2o BRI A bR-IFECH Y, Fil e BHABEREEH o5
3 ALT, AST, PLT ® 32007 XA =2 —%iflhérby 5 & CHRITRET, #ifE(biE
JBY R 7 B iBE 2 RN RIS 2 b i e 5 092,

APRI 3 AST & PLT ot Rzb 0 THh 3. Fib-4 XV BWilkiEI3% 228, HEBAET
v 2 m/NROMED S BEHATRECTH 2 728, MIEFN A4 A ~v—A— L ARSI
T\ 3 3830,

M2BPGi (AR b i B S S 2 EATH ), A ChiFI it
R L\ oA e —Hh—Th 5 35, M2BPGI 13181F B A CHBIFF R, 7 A4 v R FWER
EREOEME C BAFE, JET v a — VIR TERT RIS B 13 2 ITHRHE(L 2w, Bk &
itV 227, HHEEO FHRETHET 2 DICHERATH 2 LMEST LT3 37,

ATX INFARAEL 2 IS 2 EEN N A A~ —h — & L CRF S 7z 39, f@#F ATl ATX
P U S 2 BERERE CH Y BN BGMIAIC L Y iA 0 2 23, #rAEfLatER IcfE v
MHREDMK T 322 TED 2 VT 7V ABMKT L, M ATX IR LR35 39, F2-F3
&0 o 7z LEERIHRAME(L 233 L 72 SEBIIC B /D & T 5 40,

1-6 HEREORERD b4 U LFRBHEASHIEOLEYE -7 )=z xFav-

FEHOHET 2RI, BHEREEFOMMLE= 2 Y v L LT, BEERAE T
B-mode FFffii%, 2D-SWE, FibroScan®ic & 3 LSM %, IR <I3 Fib-4, M2BPGi,
ATX AL CHEAMICHRMELE=2) v 725l h>oT5. ITNHLOHAMNET K

i, BAEER 7 — 2 OHEE IZHIRINA S TSR T 5 28, LIE LIEA—Edl 2
BAxhz.

T T, A8l % Figure 2 1ICH&R 3 2. AERFICld LSM 13.9kPa & FFEZEAH Y o i
TERELTCWARICHEDL ST, HilY7A B-mode FEMiEL CIIAFEZ % "2 3 5 AR O

MZELIZFRO TIEFOHEECTCH o7z, 2D X5 BIEFOEE, £H 5 0fRESPIEL VD

D RRUCHEER: U, IERAECAER](FO-D it L, FHEZ(F4) & L CIREMALCL E 255
RZO1G2 L, HICHEZETH 512 H DO T, IEMMELIER & L QRN AD XA I v 7
ERTEILEHDHVIGS.



T XS REER EoREICK L, BEEERER IS < O 2 & #5772 ICHRMEL 70 23
TENIRERE RO e b e EZ N, TNUDPARMFROZEE Ino7=2 ) =hrs
IAXAFa v/ Th5b,

w(ﬂ/ml tm

Exam Type . 0 GR

E—*ﬁmﬁ " 212 19 =

INIIVERY

(mm) (ms)> O 20 40 60 80 (mm) (ms)> 0O 20 40 60 80 (MmM) (M)> O 20 40 60 80

IVERVERY

(mm) (ms)> 0 20 40 6 80 (mm) (ms)> 0 20 40 €0 8 (mm) (M)> 0 20 40 60 80

Figure 2. B-mode #¥fiik & elastography O#EERICE L TRl %2 2o 7= EF]

1-7 BRHEAL 0B CAE U 2 FFNIE o M SR E(L

BHEFEERICE VT, Mo cCHEMEAMBEORENEL Z 2 IH 256N
Tw 3 4. Baus bld, HEZOHEZIEABEHNES X VU7 7 v 7 AFEAEICK > TF
WIE ZBHZE L 7L 25, MIRCIFEIRD /MR RO I i@ L TR on g
bDTH o7z L L7z %2, Hano b1, HEZICE 1T 3 ME WG @MY R 2 Fv <
JRELSAMNCIRIT L, 3RITINIC T 7 4 v 7 PSR L 7= & & 5, MIIRGBOCHRAE, Wk, 43
BB O, FALEMEESR SN, LMk 2 XKoL~ e cicihz > <
WRHZEEHLICLE P, FRIC, YAFAS P I VERFEE T v b CIRAFEIR
KW T A LIEfTAEL 2 S bl I iz . T X 5 ITIRMEIFEERIC B 1 2 B
Lo CEMRIMERLEEZET 2 2 L IFAIS T2, BRISHT 2 132N g
BB TH Y, BIRNICIEIRA 74y FEDD I RTZDEHBLORBHRTH 5 7=,



1-8 BEWA 7 — ¥ 7 7 Bl O B EH

BEEBED 7 7 — F 7 7 RIEMREERICH o, BER VRT3 —kTRonTk
fREISERIEIR E, BER Y 7 7iE il onzdEE Rz Harabe 5 2 LT, Miicazo
JCev v 7332 ERARETHD . LELAES, ZOKDHT7—F T IKETIE
T a VT —F 777 FERET S LERICEREROMTIERD Ko Tz, Lz
T, JERDA 7 — F 7 ZETIHEREMR 2 il 3 2 < L W C, Eoliifiziktid 2
TR E RED D - 72

CD XS #E RS % 72 %I microvascular imaging 23 X #1172, microvascular
imaging (AR DB) BT WK FURINLTT 2 AR OB & ORI 2 i@t L <ol d 5 2 &
T, E—vav7T—F 7727 b2REICEIL, G7L—LL—FhoE 4 X2 L,
INECHEETH > ZKFED MK Z M ICHECELH LT 75 -FTH 2
(Figure 3). T @ microvascular imaging (3F5¢ X — /1 — &AL CTREFR2S® 72 ), Microvascular
imaging (MVT; [GE healthcare]), High Definition Color (HDC; [GE healthcare]), Superb
Microvascular Imaging (SMI; [Canon medical systems]) 7z EWEE LT\ 5, Figure 4 1@ H
D} 7 — F 77 & microvascular imaging % L L 72 Bk 2§81 3 5.

Z @ microvascular imaging Z i 3 2 & T, EEAEEIRNES T2 2 & 722 By
oz ot 5 2 L3 TE 30T, TENEERIHI CRERICH O a[REM: 2 B8 3 2 bf

eI X TV 5 104,

motion
artifact

Intensity
Intensity

>
=
)
C
Q
-
=

L

B

Velocity Velocity Velocity

Figure 3. #€KD % 7 — ¥ 7 7 £ Microvascular imaging O [H{RULIE L



< Color (Power) Doppler > < Microvascular imaging >

Figure 4. fER D % 7 — ¥ 7 7 # L Microvascular imaging D HEER 2= R

1-9 XAROEW -V ¥ —F 7T XFav-

BEERICE T 2L oRER e L T4 L 2 FNME OKZE % microvascular imaging
ZHT s ickoTalffb L, ZDFHliE RS2 2 & B3 TENL, Hieafisis b
ML TS 2 2 & BSARETH 5. L 2L, microvascular imaging 370 — 7% CT»
HEED 1 WiAC BT 2 HFNME OWiHE RCw2icd ¥9, Wik i oEn
SRR & S I RS I BERE L 72

% 24 1F, H721C microvascular imaging Z HGREE T2 2 L2 EFEL, Eh o

- “RICHEHR % BT L 7. 2% stacked microvascular imaging (SMVI) & IET¥, SMVI i<
K BRI B T 2 MM WL DAL % 5l 7.

10




B2E KW
WFe I #HH Stacked Microvascular Imaging Zf#HR L 72
BB IC B 1T 2 ML X 7 — S 2WTRE D f# T

2-1 iROEFERB L HN

1R (chronic liver disease: CLD) (%, FiC 7 4 4 RJEGE, @D 7 2 — LB,
FRMTHERFEEEIC X o Tl Z R T3 9. IFITENBER) 2Ro03, BIEL fA %
VIR &, AT O AR ZE 3 . L2t o ¢, IEREICHRHME(LiEE %
=X ) VT 5T 0E, BEESIRE, e WRER O THEZ TH$ 5 LTk T
HIECTH B0, fHte=%1Y v 27D gold standard I3 L FFEMTH 3 L BRI LT Z
7228, ERUCITBEY, Mk v 7Y v T 5 —, FEHEEIC L AHBZHO IS 0% & s
EEBTEROREAD S V. @ERENTH ZHERORETE L LT, JWE FibroScan®
(Echosens, Paris, France) 1C{t3 & 113 %1 elastography 2355 L, [F#RHE(L 2 22Wi+ %
720 ORI ET MR EL S L CREH I AT 5. oA ICfEv, European
Association for the Study of the Liver (EASL) IZf#i® 2021 44 F 7 4 v DT,
FibroScan®% i\ 72 fFREEEAE (liver stiffness measurement: LSM) 3 Fib-4 7¢ & @ FFARAE(L
Fill~—7— b IR TE 254, FAEMAL TOERT LRt EzsHicE 3 &
WARTV3 5D, LadioT, FREMNREDHAADEIC X 2MHILoZk Iz, HETR
CLD OEHIC 5 W T CHIRZ YL EmT T e —FThH s Lz 3.

L2 L7&A 5, elastography €%, FHEMEDHEMIC I L ZREEBLETH B T L,
BHRIEL) S MABRETE R E, WS ODPDOREED B 27252 Fhbb,
elastography 1€ X 2 ##fE{L 2 7 — P R2WNE, IFEEOM S I WTE Y, HillicHiitic
FAWMEZRHRMEK LTI DI TR VD, MEOERICIZ T REELSLETH
%,

JREEALAEI T CLD I3 13 2R AINA LI, SUEIC X 2 IMEH E0FE D &, BEk
Wi %A 2 MBI PR $ 2 PR ET oK, bW 2 RS ET AP EIIRE Vi X - <
RO b s, MHHLAET T 2 &, MIIRE S X ORFFIR I ARAEERS G A X - CE
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b, FHIN2 X5 1Ckd 9, Fhbb, ML EFR CHFNIMAE D8 2 i 234 L
3.

VAR 2014 SETA D0, (KOOI T7—F 7 7HEDOLRIKTH %37 L > microvascular
imaging 23 FAFE I Nz, T OEEEEKE F 7 7313 HDC (high definition color; GE
healthcare), MVI (microvascular imaging; GE healthcare), SMI (superb microvascular
imaging; canon medical systems) 7z & & ME(ZHL, FRATOPUTHEZ HHREIC TR ICEME T %
%2 X5k o7z, SMI % MVIIC X o CHFNIME O r[ b %475 & C, LB~
FIRJBEVE 278 L 72 3R 5454 3 28 9559, Z'm— ZTH T 1 Wi o) b i) Bi{RCTH 2 =0 i
Wr R 72 A (R 23S 5, I oG 2 it 2 EcofSfEEkARe LR +aTdh
7z,

DL RER EORMBES A RIET 2701, 2 l1E MVI AN T 3 2 & c, Mg
FEOM A2 RHETEHLOR 794 A=Y v 27 %% L, ZDFiE%E stacked
microvascular imaging (SMVID) & @4 L7z, & i, SMVIiC &) 3 FFNILE OFi % € &
WICFHEi - 2 7202, 3 D ORI R IMEZA, $7bH narrowing /ML), caliber
irregularity (I %), tortuosity (FEHIFEST) 1% H L 72 SMVI scoring system % Z % L 7=.

Ao Hivix, CLD BEFEZNR L L, HEKD single MVI L & E#AE L~ — 77 — & LR
32 8T, FfHER 7 — VZWHC BT 5 SMVI DGR FITE % 374 L 72.

2-2 MR EIFE
2-2-1 ARDTFA v e BB OEE

AW (2R P M AR 12 B3V C 2019 4F 9 HA 5 2022 4F 4 HIickES ik ic X 2 07
elastography % 32 1J 72 i3 516 44 % ¥k L 7z cross-sectional study T 3.

CLD #iZ, 20 & B o8I BT 3 2 EHIMA ookBE L 72 8B & L 72, BRoMELHE
i, FPRBREK, %5t 72 I E RIS o e, 2UERFREE (ATL >200U/L), 044,
PETHEER M B, AT, BHEORRIE, PRI A B L, chbo7a—F % —}
% Figure 5 IO/ T,

AR e L 72 CLD &3 469 A (51 233 A, &tk 236 A, 4FEhad (il 66 % (P45
HPH[IQR] : 54—72 %) 23EEk X N7z, FFIREFIEEIC X 0 22T & N7 A8 METE R O FHIA 1,

12



184k C BT 7 4 A R RSy, 184k B BT 28 w7 4 U RGBS BERE & B g M T 2
(metabolic dysfunction associated steatotic liver disease: MASLD), REBEREREE 7 v o —
VBT B (MASLD and increased alcohol intake: MetALD), 7 b = — AP iF 9
(alcohol-associated liver disease: ALD), JEIKNAHH D HEHiERF . (cryptogenic steatotic
liver disease: cryptogenic SLD), H C AT % (Autoimmune hepatitis: ATH), JiFgMAR
PEAHE % (primary biliary cholangitis: PBC), HEHIMEFFfEE 3 X WHRINARHTH - 7-.

HCV &35t HCV JifAfi#r & HCV-RNA ### <, HBV J&HtlZ HBV-DNA & & & HBs
PURCZW L 72, TEMHERERIC O WTiE, #HE D B-mode [fif§ & controlled attenuation
parameter (cut-off value >246dB/m) /7 O Btk R H-o s CEI TR R 0 2 %
f1o7. 5 2OLRBLEMEAFO 5> AR b 1 2RO EEEE X
MASLD, 7ra—naf8HLE 2 DfEfEATIC O vw T MetALD %7213 ALD, b0
fElg T % b 72 W HFREIAAE 13 cryptogenic SLD & Wi X 4#17-. AIH I3 HUEHUK and/or HT
TR A, 0 1gG i, RRcisEEZ ks d 5 © L Tzl a iz, PBC o
Wiid, Mg R8T L (ALP, ¥ -GTP) 413 b a v F U 7HikB o BT
RicHowcftbitiz, 3 XCOBFIIEHEMATcH Y, BWERIESFEL W & 2L
7z.

—J7, WS U CHA ARSIz 3141 (B 5 6, 2otk 26 (5, FEEaHiPH : 47-64 7)
13, AWFZEE A REERFER OF M IE £ 72 132808) OREE D729 1C elastography % 32 1F
72203, BOSINICIIAFBRRERE S 3 e B R L SN BE TH - 7=,

KD 7w b a—id, wRENSEEEEERES ORRES 220101) 1< X &
HEKRIN, RARICSML 2T _XCOBEEPOA VI r—LFavey ez, ~u
vvxES BRI, RO TAEZRRE T 245G - EERF5ICE T 2 GEIES (&
F1 543 H 27 H—¥BdE, 7 A 1 HitifT) 1cht-> CHEMiL 7.
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Inclusion Criterion
Patients (=20 years) who underwent liver elastography (n=516)

Excluded (n=16)
Peri—hepatic ascites (n=0)
Presence of multiple or large liver tumors (n=3)
Acute liver injury (ALT>200 U/L) (n=2)
Heart failure (n=2)
| 4| Cholestatic icterus (n=0)
Pregnancy (n=0)
Severe steatosis (n=5)
Inability to stop breathing during examination (n=4)

FibroScan® was not performed in patients with ascites, cholestatic icterus, pregnancy

v

Enrolled (n=500)
Chronic liver disease (n=469): persistent liver dysfunction for 26 months
Chronic HCV infection [HCV] (n=150)
Chronic HBV infection [HBV] (n=120)
Metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease [MASLD] (n=91)
MetALD (n=6)
Alcoholic liver disease [ALD] (n=61)
Cryptogenic SLD [steatotic liver disease] (n=2)
Autoimmune hepatitis [AIH] (n=12)
Primary biliary cholangitis [PBC] (n=9)
Drug (n=3)
Unknown etiology (n=15)
Control (n=31)

Figure 5. A EICSML -BED7u—F v —t

2-2-2 BERDWERE L FH&

i L -8 &2 W& 132 Logiq S8+FS (GE Healthcare, Chicago, IL, USA) T,
FibroScan® 2N X 1L C W 4 [REME 74 TH %. FibroScan® i3, B HIWICHFEIC 7' m
— 7Y CHRRERD Y, WYY T )V IR v ML= TREPN TS D, A
BEORICEWC LI LIEMEL 72 5. 2Dl ARIFFE CfEH L 72 Logiq S8+FS (% B-mode
BT 724 LB EZERR L 72285 FibroScan®Dib] 7 v 7)) v 'R 4 v b &%
EARET, EEMESEVETALTH S.

il D B-mode i # Tl C1-6 transducer (%L : 3.0MHz) & 9L transducer (JEREK
8.5MHz) @ probe ZfliH L, SMVI TIEAFRIACIRE L T3 2 7220, @& EREGH IS
%50 9L transducer (%L : 8.5MHz) DA ZfEH L 72,

14



2-2-3 B-mode ultrasound scoring system

kD B-mode ZH\C, ik , FEHT 2 —, FFRDOIEREANZ(L 25l L 72. B-mode
scoring system (%, LECD 3 DOBEENFEZ ZNEN 0-3 /'L — FICHHT 57-91C
FHoubnTws 2 La L, B-mode scoring system Tld, FEREDIHIERXY]Y 23721
70, BFEZMInidd 213 EEHEEMET 5. 22T, Rt CldaEoEME
) L X 572010 3 RIS L7 ¢ (1) HFfg(edge) : O=sharp, 1=mild dull, 2=dull;
(2) NEBx = —(parenchymal echotexture) : O=normal, 1=mild coarse, 2=coarse ; (3) AF
7 (surface) : O=smooth, 1=mild irregular, 2=irregular. &1 5 D &EEA 0-6 5% B-mode

score & L7z, Figure 6 ICARMZE CHIE ICH 72 B-mode HIERZ IR T 5.

0 point

Surface

Figure 6. B-mode scoring system O 7t AX Y =y 7

2-2-4 SMVIEDOFH

SMVI £ D E:ffE & 72 % microvascular imaging |3 HDC ZfliH L, ~¥v 20 R L B
IZBE ORI O XI5 U T 0.18-0.20 MHz I HBIMICERE S L7z, TR To L B0 T
H5 ()7 m— 7w R RE RO AT, FFIR O F X/ 3 X R 23 A < R
T& 5B ICE %, (2)microvascular imaging mode & L € HDC %;&R, (3)AFfi€® depth
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I 5cm & U, BAOHEIIIAFIEER IR 2> 5 2.5 X4.0cm IZ3E, (4) XA 25 HDC @ Infinite

accumulation %;ER L 72, 3-5 DB I1ED DRIC one sweep TW - D & F AL P X F ¥

VEfTolz. TRCOBERBREL, EHRERE O TR 15 FDOFEHEEH VT - 2.
RFEMN 7 3IER] CFi#E & 16, CLD #2225 2 0il) 122wC, MVI & SMVI Dy

=8 % Figure 7 IR 7.

CLD (F0-1High) CLD (F4)

==

Figure 7. Microvascular imaging & stacked microvascular imaging O E{RIVZER

2-2-5 SMVI scoring system D&

SMVI {5 % ZBUINICHER T 5 72012, #AE(CERICH S FFNUNLESRZE D 3 > DfF
REMVEFE, J 7D b narrowing, caliber irregularity, tortuosity ICiFH L72%%), Zh b5
FMDsREFIcHE D&, 0-2 HCIHliL7Z :0=7%L, 1=8EHYv, 2= (Figured). *
NENDFTRDOERFLAT O X 9 ICRE S N7z
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0 - Absent 2 - Present

Caliber
irregularity |

Figure 8. SMVIscore REED DD T AAV +~=y T

(/M (narrowing) | 1%, HF#EA2 5 lem OFEX OMEICH 3 5 KD H KWINE OF
P EE L. BEsid 0point: = 1.50mm, 1 point: 1.25—1.49mm, 2 point: < 1.24mm &
L 7.

[HOEAEE (caliberirregularity) | IXIIEFFEOAE X CER I N, FFEHE S 1.5cm L
WICHLIE 3 2 MEmRIBOREALIC X o TRE X N7z, $ b b, 0point : MEFHZ DA
L, 1point: #iBI1%E O 50% KA, 2 point @ fHHIME D 50% LA 234N,

[JEMIEST (tortuosity) | (ZFiH S N2 ME DI TOREIC K o TERI N, OFEAE
& AIRRIC, HFIEERTHI 2> © 1.5cm AN OIME 2 TSR CBEL, LT ks icxaT bl 7.
b b, 0point: B (HEITZ L), 1point : 50% KO ME CIEITH Y, 2point : 50%
P EoMEICiETH b,

o O % Figure 9 ICi&Rd 5. 3 DOFiADO X a7 OG5 %Z SMVI score
& EF L 72(0-6 point),
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-y

¥/ b (narrowing) 2EAN%E (caliber irregularity), /& {T (tortuosity)

Figure 9. SMVI score #7E D 7z % @ FHAIER

2-2-6. =TI R 757 4 IcED K BRHELRIDE

SMVI 2 27 & [b#k 3 5 Lhigdk#e |3, ECHOSENS™ CiE # & 417z FibroScan®iC & 5 LSM
2> 5 HGE L 72 (Figure 10). Z @ interpretation guide (3JFKFIC cut-off fHSED HNTH
b, LSM & w5 I EE D SR RE ICHMEIL A 7 -2 2 THl$ 2 2 L 3A[RETH 5.
MASLD 2B L T, 2018 #FICFEIT X N7 HHTD interpretation guide % H\>C LSM % ik
5E L 7= 7. FibroScan®ix FO & F1 % BHREICEHNIC % 7\ 7z, 1EH LIRfE 5.0kPa % 77 v
FAZ7{EE L, LSM 2 5.0 K% FO-1Low, 5.0 LA E#% FO-1High & L7- %, #EHR &L
T CLD #£# 1% FO-1Low, FO0-1High, F2, F3, F4 @ 5 D OfgifE{b 27— F b sz,
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Quantifying fibrosis with FibroScan

onfounding factors

Figure 10. Echosens™ 2 5 23B ¥ 1 T\» 3 FibroScan @ interpretation guide. LSM 72>
5 IR IR 2 7 — Y % Pl % Z & 2A[HE. [INTERPRETATION GUIDE, Retrieved
December 18, 2024 from https://www.echosens.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/Interpretation-

Guide-2020.pdf].

2-2-7. MELHBREL TR~ — D —

MR 1 SMVI & [ H icfTb iz, &HHE 13 AST, ALT, T-Bil, PT-INR, PLT,
albumin, ATX, M2BPGi T& %.AST to ALT ratio ¥ AST/ALT & L C, AST to platelet
ratio index (APRI) % [(AST/upper limit of the normal AST range) X 100] / PLT & L
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T, Fib-4 index i% age X AST/ (PLT X+/ALT) & L CTEIH L 72 9.

2-2-8. WEEHfEMT

RO < Y I3hRfEE IQRTCH Lz, 72, 7TV TF—%13% (n) TE LD/ Hift
el 2 7 — DR ~ — 7 — ORI % RT3 5 72 912, Kruskal-Wallis 7€ %
7z, TR E S 2 BT 37201, —JCRES T ICEE D W TR AL, Wbw
% FEE 2= f5 % (standard deviation ratio : SDR) Z 5IEL L 7z ©0, #E[#] SD (SDgo) 1%, #°F¥%
b ORI OZE) & LCEFRE S, BN SD (SDwe) lE, BEEH D SD o Ve L ClHE X
N7z, L7243 T, SDRIZ SDpa/SDwe & L CatH &, Y059 2 — 2 DfllEHALIC 5
BN oHEEZE O &N B E %2 K9, SDR Of Z/KEE T —MZIIC 0.4 ICRE I T
W3 00,

% ET Y 27 4 v 2 [ESHT (multiple logistic regression analysis: MLRA) 1%, $E® 2 2
DIFECA T = 2 XR T 25GICHFLG L 9 2RTFEHER T 2720ICE MLz, mdE
HHEL A T — 2 (FO-1Low) & % 1LLASL i (FO-1High — F4) % X B 3 3 &L IRtR O
WA FET 272010, BHELR T —Y O AMEREZ LT O 289 350E L it 217> 72

(1) FO-1Low vs fth®4: 27— (F0-1High — F4), (2) F0-1Low vs FO-1High 1 [5E L 7=
B, BIHZSEIE, fElR, PE5, B-modescore, SMVIscore, Fib-4index, APRI, M2BPGi
DHDHEY, AT v 7T A4 REFGEREIC XY T T 2L 7.

SWE, LSM, AST, ALT, T-Bil, APRI, ATX, M2BPGi 7 & IEIFH i % Rm 385 A —
S % fT > 7=, Bk e LC, Fib-4 index 1¥, # O EEICEALE MG EEIET 27
Wi, PUSMIREE(QL, Q2, Q3, Q4)ic&ffaX L7z, SMVIscore R HIHRME(L & 2 LISk
DFEHEIL & X3 2 WO 1Z, ROC h# T 1fifE (area under the curve : AUC) & L CHFAf
L7z.

SMVI 2a 7V v 2k} 2 MEENE X CREER O 8081, BEAATH v~ R8E
FAWCEHT L 72, BEFR O —BUE1E, 2 AOHEEIC X > TEMmI 1, HIEHEZIT- 72
REMEHRAE L 3R 2R EEERRE LSRRI OER A LICHEST s TED—
BE % HTz. 7, MEENO L, FIEHED2 S 3 » AL EfGE L 2T, Yo
HIE 2 AT o 72 REBE WIRA 125, § T SMVI JifRIc 2w CTHEHE SMVI score % HE L
7z.
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T RCOFKEHRENT T, PHKERY 7 F StatFlex (OS—32 3 v 7.0 5 Artech, KR, HA)
T T, KL 0GR X, KNSR %2R OEWFeHEE ©H 2 TG EMD,
Ph.D) 23T - 7=.

2-3 #ER
2-3-1. B& %M (Patient population)

EBINEOREEH ICEH T 2t EM -7 A — % % Table 1 17, CLD BEHE X LSM
flIC X o TRREBICHRE S LR T =Y Ic X o T 77— 7 E iz, CLD &
FREDOREMZE DA M 1Z Kruskal-Wallis #0E g L, BERZEOMHEE 13 SDR 2 vwT#k
L7z. CLD & D 62.5% (242/469 N\) 7 FO-1Low DfffE{lb 27— icdh b, xHiEEE & [t
L CHREBEMICHEERED P o7, Lo L, Bt T— ol icon T, AST,
ALT, Alb, PLT, APRI, Fib-4, M2BPGi ic HE# % 517 (p<0.05).
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Table 1. &I - 2BHF OMEHEHER &L FEREFHR

CLD group Statistical
Fibrosis stage} Control FO-1Low FO-1High F2 F3 F4 SDR test
n 31 242 101 36 33 57 H=21.1
Age (year) Me(Q1~Q3)] 58.0 (47.0~64.5)] 62.5 (50.0~70.0)] 69.0 (57.0~74.3)| 68.5 (58.5~76.0)] 66.0 (61.0~72.0)| 68.0 (59.8~74.0)] 0.25| P<0.001
Female 26 (83.9) 135 (55.8) 46 (45.5) 18 (50.0) 10 (30.3) 27 (47.4) X=9.3
Sex Male 5(16.1) 107 (44.2) 55 (54.5) 18 (50.0) 23(69.7) 30 (52.6) P=0.05
n 23 218 9 33 32 55 H=5.0
BMI (%) Me(Q1~Q3)] 20.2 (19.1~21.7)| 23.0 (21.0~24.7)| 23.4 (21.5~25.8)| 22.4 (20.0~26.8)| 23.7 (21.2~26.8)| 23.4 (20.2~26.2)| 0.06| P=0.29
0 31 (100.0) 155 (64.0) 41 (40.6) 5(13.9) 1(3.0) 0(0.0) H=233.387
1 0(0.0) 54 (22.3) 23(22.8) 5(13.9) 1(3.0) 0(0.0) P=0.00000

2 0(0.0) 29 (12.0) 25 (24.8) 12 (33.3) 3(9.1) 1(1.8)

3 0(0.0) 4(1.7) 8(7.9) 5(13.9) 7(21.2) 4(7.0)

ﬁ(’:zde score 4 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 3(3.0) 4(11.1) 13 (39.4) s105 | M8

5 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 4(11.1) 4(12.1) 13 (22.8)

6 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(1.0) 1(2.8) 4(12.1) 33 (57.9)
n 31 242 101 36 32 57 H=326.2
SWE (kPa) Me(Q1~Q3)| 3.87 (3.73~4.18)| 4.18 (3.93~4.45)| 5.46 (4.67~6.51)| 7.16 (5.84~8.07)| 9.26 (7.89~10.3)| 11.6 (10.6~12.7)| 2.89| P<0.001
n 31 242 101 36 33 57 H=396.8
LSM (kPa) Me(Q1~Q3)| 3.8 (3.5~4.0) 3.8 (3.4~4.3) 5.8 (5.3~6.4) 8.1(7.6~8.9) | 11.3(10.4~12.9)| 22.8 (18.6~34.9)| 3.03| P<0.001
0 31(100.0) 123 (50.8) 8(7.9) 1(2.8) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) H=236.5
1 0(0.0) 56 (23.1) 35(34.7) 6(16.7) 2(6.1) 0(0.0) P<0.001

2 0(0.0) 45 (18.6) 40 (39.6) 8(22.2) 6(18.2) 2(3.5)

3 0(0.0) 16 (6.6) 14 (13.9) 12 (33.3) 8 (24.2) 9(15.8)

:h(ﬂz; seore 4 0(0.0) 2(08) 4(4.0) 9(25.0) 15 (45.5) 18316 | 0

5 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(3.0) 17 (29.8)

6 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(3.0) 11 (19.3)
n 24 238 99 36 33 54 H=98.3
AST (ULL) Me(Q1~Q3)| 20.5 (18.0~25.0)| 22.0 (18.0~27.0)] 25.0 (22.0~33.0)| 30.5 (21.0~51.0)| 38.0 (22.0~47.3)| 42.0 (30.0~56.0)| 0.63| P<0.001
n 24 239 100 36 33 57 H=38.0
ALT (UL) Me(Q1~Q3)| 16.0 (12.5~18.5)| 18.0 (14.0~27.8)] 23.0 (16.5~39.5)| 28.0 (15.0~54.0)| 28.0 (17.8~45.5)| 31.0 (21.0~43.0)] 0.29| P<0.001
n 22 233 99 35 33 55 H=33.4
T-Bil (mg/dL) | Me(Q1~Q3)] 0.70 (0.60~1.00)| 0.70 (0.60~0.90)| 0.80 (0.60~1.00)| 0.80 (0.60~1.10)| 0.70 (0.60~0.93)| 1.10 (0.80~1.50)| 0.32| P<0.001
n 23 237 100 36 33 57 H=89.1
Alb (g/dL) Me(Q1~Q3)| 4.40 (4.10~4.68)| 4.40 (4.20~4.60)| 4.40 (4.10~4.55)| 4.30 (4.10~4.50)| 4.20 (3.90~4.50)| 3.80 (3.40~4.00)] 0.72| P<0.001
n 24 236 100 36 33 57 H=1155
PLT (x10%/mm®) | Me(Q1~Q3)| 216(160~243) | 214 (178~257) | 210 (175~246) | 192 (162~230) | 150 (108~198) | 105 (74~148) | 0.74| P<0.001
n 19 221 87 34 31 54 H=94.7
PT-INR Me(Q1~Q3)] 0.99 (0.94~1.05)] 0.98 (0.95~1.02)] 0.98 (0.95~1.04)| 1.00 (0.97~1.07)] 1.05 (1.00~1.13)| 1.14 (1.08~1.31)] 0.33| P<0.001
n 23 239 100 36 33 56 H=13.2
AAR Me(Q1~Q3)] 1.33 (1.04~1.57)] 1.17 (0.90~1.50)| 1.13 (0.84~1.47)| 1.39 (0.87~1.65)| 1.18 (0.93~1.43)| 1.34 (1.15~1.68)] 0-20] p<0.05
n 24 236 100 36 33 57 H=145.8
APRI Me(Q1~Q3)| 0.28 (0.18~0.33)| 0.27 (0.21~0.34)| 0.32 (0.25~0.39)| 0.47 (0.28~0.65)| 0.61 (0.44~0.91)| 1.04 (0.54~1.54)| 0.95| P<0.001
n 23 237 100 36 33 57 H=152.4
Fib-4 Me(Q1~Q3)] 1.48 (1.00~2.00)] 1.47 (1.02~2.03)| 1.73 (1.23~2.42)| 2.18 (1.75~2.88)| 2.94 (2.13~4.57)| 5.51 (3.37~8.05)| 1.05| P<0.001
n 3 185 73 25 26 40 H=93.9
ATX Me(Q1~Q3) 0.90 (0.75~1.13)| 0.94 (0.78~1.30)| 1.11 (0.90~1.29)] 1.22 (1.07~1.48)| 1.92 (1.54~2.28)| 0.86| P<0.001
n 8 208 81 27 26 46 H=135.4
M2BPGi (mg/L) | Me(Q1~Q3)] 0.46 (0.37~0.59)] 0.72 (0.52~0.94)| 0.93 (0.67~1.39)| 0.90 (0.70~1.54)| 1.79 (1.07~2.38)| 5.56 (1.92~7.95)] 1.35| P<0.001

2-3-2. Bz 2HEALERRE I3 5 SMVI BT R
e 2L R T —Ic BT 5 30D SMVI i o434 % Table 2 12773, FO-1High #f
TIZ 9 TIT 92.0% I f/ MU (narrowing) 23320 i, FRHEL DEFT & & b ITHRAKMIT 1324
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i/ MU (narrowing) 235328 & vz, A% (caliber irregularity) (2B L 1%, FO-1Low #f
T3 10.3%1C L 385 b7 2> - 7225, FARECTIE 89.5% I3 L 7=. JE##EST (tortuosity)
ICBAL ClE, FO-1Low #f T2 chefr A3 7 < EMAN 2 ME EfT 2R D 7223, F4 BTl
80.7% ICHE# G T-HH S 2> I ME T 2 80 77

B b 5 DOMHEA T =Y IcB VT, Zhs o SMVI F REIREE I3 2o cha
7 % §8% 72 (Kruskal-Wallis #05E © P<0.001). %7, FO-1Low BRI E L7z L &, &if
& ® SMVI score D73 TR THETH - 7z (Dunn HE : P<0.001).

Table 2. LSM T4 & L7z 5 D DML 2 7 — it 1 3 SMVI BT R 04316

Fibrosis stage

1) (2) (3) (4) (5) K-W test
Score
FO-1Low FO-1High F2 F3 F4 p value
n= 273 n=101 n= 36 n= 33 n=57
Narrowing < 0.001
0 155 (56.8) 8(7.9) 2 (5.6) 0 (0) 0(0)
1 66 (24.2) 46 (45.5) 13 (36.1) 9 (27.3) 4 (7.0)
2 52 (19.1) 47 (46.5) 21 (58.3) 24 (72.7) 53 (93.0)
p-value: (1) vs. (2-5) P=0.00 P=0.00 P=0.00 P=0.00
Caliber irregularity < 0.001
0 245 (89.7) 79 (78.2) 12 (33.3) 8(24.2) 6 (10.5)
1 24 (8.8) 16 (15.8) 17 (47.2) 16 (48.5) 27 (47.4)
2 4 (1.5) 6 (5.9) 7(19.4) 9 (27.3) 24 (42.1)
p-value: (1) vs. (2-5) P=0.01 P=0.00 P=0.00 P=0.00
Tortuosity < 0.001
0 273 (100) 96 (95.1) 29 (80.6) 19 (57.6) 11 (19.3)
1 0(0) 5(4.9) 6 (16.7) 10 (30.3) 23 (40.4)
2 0(0) 0 (0) 1(2.8) 4(12.1) 23 (40.3)
p-value: (1) vs. (2-5) NS P=0.00 P=0.00 P=0.00

3 ORI RICBHL ¢, FTR OB T 02 HEZIRY DT T3, 0=FfR7Z& L, 1=R%
HY, 2= Y. P1HElT Kruskal-Wallis i E & Dunn BRE#{HHL T3, ONOE(HEIZ ¥

—+t v b,
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2-3-3. SMVI score & fti D FF#RMEL ¥ 5 X — £ & D % ZEBE Tl

FO-1Low fff (=1, fhD#HEL A 7 —'=0) % HRVAEICERE L T MLRA i L 72 &
Z %, FO-1Low ff & fhofitt o XNCEHE T 25T A — 2%, 5WIEIC SMVI score (G v
R H=2.61;95%CI=2.00-3.39), B-mode score (1.80; 1.41-2.30), Fib-4 index (1.66; 1.20—
2.29) TH o7 (Table3A). [H}EEF A% H V72 FO-1Low % [XJI| 5 2 &K1 22 K5 FE 13 %28
HAUC=0.903TH Y, fl & D5 X — 2 D4z HE AUC & IEA 5 SMVIscore = 0.864 ,
B-mode score = 0.823, Fib-4 index = 0.724 T - 7= (Figure 11A).

EERE LRI A 20 2 [EEME D & L, FO-1Low vs FO-1High iICfREL T 2 2D
HHIRAHEL R 7 — Y % X B3 % 72 % D second analysis Z1T o7z, WE DO XANICEH S L 7251
BHZ %013 SMVI score (2.26 5 1.70—3.00) & B-mode score (1.53; 1.16—2.02) TH -7
(Table 3B). %7z, REFEFr0%%ZE AUC IZ 0.804 T, 4D T X —xDHiZE
AUC 13\ JIEA 5 SMVI score = 0.764, B-mode score = 0.665 T - 7= (Figure 11B). <
NoOaHTIEAk L LT, SMVIscore O FHHBHE( 103 2 BHE 22 THIE FATEZ /R L 72,

Table 3. MLRA ic & 3 BHARMEIL R 7 — P DENICHFE T 357 A — X DRE

A.
B SE (B) z P OR 95% Cl
Age 0.0128 0.0132 0.969 0.3327 1.013 0.987-1.039
Sex -0.1587  0.2648 -0.599 0.5490 0.853 0.508-1.434
B-mode score  0.5889 0.1235 4.768 <0.001 1.802 1.415-2.296
SMVI score 0.9582 0.1338 7.161 <0.001 2.607 2.006-3.389
Fib-4Rank 0.5059 0.1627 3.110 0.002 1.659 1.206-2.282
B.
B SE (B) z P OR 95% Cl
Age 0.0259 0.0143 1.815 0.0695 1.026 0.998-1.055
Sex 02960  0.2734 -1.083 0.2790 0.744 0.435-1.271
B-mode score  0.4259 0.1407 3.027 0.002 1.531 1.162-2.017
SMVI score 0.8136 0.1418 5.739 <0.001 2.256 1.709-2.979
Fib-4Rank 0.1704 0.1692 1.007 0.314 1.186 0.851-1.652

A:F0-1Low & FO-1High L Eo#ffEL A 7 =Y % XBlT 2 2004 EREA YV X T 4 v 7 [1]
Rt (n=486). %24 AUC o [nlli & EiE#IEL 0.903 (95%CI = 0.877—0.930) T
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& - 7=, Fib-4 index 1ZPUSHLIC ) F 572 (Q1=1.20, hufEi=1.78, Q3=2.69).
B:F0-1Low & FO-1High Otk 2 57— % XT3 -0 D% ZEBu Y 25 4 v 7 [Hll@sy
W (n=360). %%Z& AUC i X 2 [HIFoEAEREEIL, AUC 28 0.804 (95%CI : 0.755—

0.852), AIC 2% 352.6 T® - 7=. Fib-4index IZPUSALIC/ T Sz (Q1=1.055, A
1.56, Q3=2.125).
Abbreviations: AIC: Akaike’s information criterion; AUC: area under the receiver operating

characteristic curve; Fib-4: fibrosis-4 index; SMVI: stacked microvascular imaging.

FO0-1Low versus FO0-1High

> >
Z =z
= -
= =
2 7
= =)
) )
N 2

© © P by MLRA Y . © P by MLRA
Age ’ p 5 Age
B mode score 0.2 ; B mode score |
SMVT score SMVI score
Fib-4 ‘

0.4 0.5 0.6 ).7 0.8 0.9

- specificity
Figure 11. BHIMRMEAL % T3l 2 W0 E B3 3 ROC &7
A : FO-1Low vs. FO-1High-F4 (n=486).
MLRA I X 3 %% & AUC=0.903; SMVI score: AUC=0.864 (95%CI=0.833—10.896); B-
mode score: AUC=0.823 (95%CI=0.784—10.862); Fib-4: AUC=0.724 (95%CI=0.678 —
0.769).
B : FO-1Low vs FO-1High (n=360).
MLRA 2 X %3 %% & AUC=0.804; SMVI score: AUC=0.764 (95%CI=0.714—0.815); B-
mode score: AUC=0.665 (95%CI=0.599—0.731).

Abbreviations: AUC: area under the receiver operating curve; CI: confidence interval; Fib-4:
fibrosis-4; H: high; L: low; MLRA: multivariate logistic regression analysis; SMVI: stacked

microvascular imaging.
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ZONWHERZEMNT 272012, REMNZR 5 2 ORMELIREIC O W TIEL 2 7 — 21
DEEDIRE % 275 74t L 7= (Figure 12). 542D E#ICIE, 520D 2T — Y FXTofH
H(SDRg.4) & FO-1Low & FO-1High #£[5(SDRo.1) @ 2 2 DA CEHE X Ju7z SDR fHA3TR X
T\ 3. SDRy Tl, B-mode score (SDRy4=2.00) 235 b 5 <, K \»T SMVIscore (1.56),
M2BPGi (1.37), Fib-4 (1.05), APRI (0.97):#:%, WFhd HENKE 0.4 2B 2 Tz,
—J7, g% FO-1Low & FO-1High @ 2 D DHIHI R 7 — 7 (SDRe-1) ICIRFE L 7254, SMVI
score |3 B-mode score (SDRg.1=0.54) 1Tk, X b & 2 7 — V0 #E(SDRe.1=0.70) % 7R
L7z, —J7, BV D320 E~—N—13 T NdHEELIFHZEIIED b o 7.

SDR.=2.00 SDRy.=0.54 SDRy.=1.56 SDR,_=0.70

B-mode score (%) SMVI score (%)

SDR,=0.97  SDR, =029 SDR,=1.05  SDR,=0.2- SDR,,=1.37  SDR,=0.40

o ek e

o | e

0.5 1 2 3 456 1 2 4 6 810 14 16 25 5 10 15 20 25
APRI Fib-4 M2BPGi (C.0.I)

Figure 12. 5 2D DMt~ — B —ic X ZRHE(L R 7 — 2 FHIBE D L

WL 2 7 — 0B O I SDR ZH\WT 5 2D R 7 —Y 4T (SDRe4) & FO-
1Low & FO-1High fi] (SDRo.1) ® 2 0@ fjikcHK L7z, b SDREIR 04 L L2 HE
L, %7770 LICKTFOBFTRL.

Abbreviations: APRI: aspartate aminotransferase-to-platelet ratio index; Fib-4: fibrosis-4
index; FS: fibrosis stage; LSM: liver stiffness measurement; M2BPGi: mac-2 binding protein

glycosylated isomer; SDR: standard deviation ratio; SMVI: stacked microvascular imaging.

7272 L, TS OZWRED ENT 1Z elastography % reference & L CHpffE(L 2 7 — 2 % 3%
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L7 E7%w. 374hbb, elastography IIMELZ T 2R L T s b Tl vz, C
DIFHEIL R T — ¥ S-SRI AL 0 BREEE % Xl 3 5 SMVIscore D EOHES) & KWL L T
mWHHEMER D 5. 2D X S Bl 5, SMVIscore DIVEZWIRESHT & LT, Figure 13
IRT XIS, D 6 D DT~ — 7 — Dfiik SMVI score ® 0—6 fix #7757 Y —T
Y77 —7{ L, SMVI score [ D XHI| OFEEE % F5 U SDR(SDRo6) & L CEHE L 72. SDR.
61%, B-mode score (1.43), SWE (1.40), LSM (1.47) D 3 -2 DB ¥ iR B EFHZE < [FFLRE
ICEECH o 7. —J, IMHEHRAEIEH CH % APRI, Fib-4, M2BPGi ® SDRy 12, # 1%
10.78, 0.73, 0.90 & CRENL RV TH 572, X 51 SMVI score {KAEM D 0-2(SDRy.»)
ICPRGE L CHEBIZ ORE 2GRS 2 &, BERRERED B-mode score, SWE, LSM ©
SDRo-2 13 3_T SDR>0.4 OHE/KEZHZ Ciz—J7, 3 DollEHRERE~—7—0
SDRgz (&3 X CEEL FTH - 7-.

SDR,.,=1.43  SDR,,=0.59 SDR,,,=1.40  SDR,,=0.59 SDR,=1.47  SDR,.,=0.63
i

B-mode score (%) SWE (kPa) LSM (kPa)

SDR, = 0.78  SDR,,=0.21 SDR,=0.73  SDR,,=0.14 SDR,,=0.90 SDR,,=0.26

oy T A

N !ﬂl}’tﬁw . s . Ja
R - \ - . . SMVIQ e

T t I ‘3%{_1_.“ B

Lt

2.5 5 10 15 2
M2BPGi (C.0.I)

Figure 13. FFRME(L D 6 DO DRRHEILIERR TN 52 SMVI score DEZHHIER

HFRAfEL D 6 DD~ —H —DfE% SMVI score DFEEIC X > TH 77— 7L 7= SMVI 0
—6 TOHAMMZR L7, HROFEIL 50%HIH, ZohoftitizhRfEzR L, HfE
HERIZE OB A AT ICT 5720 ICH TR A 72, Kruskal-Wallis BEIC L D, 6 DDXT R
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— X T RCCHEBEAHBERE® 5Nz (P<0.001). 7 BFED SMVIscore I F 1) % E WD
K& X% SDRo, EKMEHD 3 DDRaTICE T 5EDKZ XFSDRo2 & LCEHEL, &
7770 kictgR L7z,

Abbreviations: APRI: aspartate aminotransferase-to-platelet ratio index; Fib-4: fibrosis-4
index; LSM: liver stiffness measurement; M2BPGi: mac-2 binding protein glycosylated
isomer; SDR: standard deviation ratio; SMVI: stacked microvascular imaging; SWE: shear

wave elastography.

2-3-4. KA B 72 SMVI score DFFEL

4 CLD JEff 2> & HBV, HCV, MASLD, ALD ® 4 >0 FH 74 fiKlofa%z it L, FEKIic
21T SMVIscore & B-mode score % Ml U 7= (Figure 14). HCV, MASLD, ALD & 3 -
DR A T =Y —Tlk, SMVI score I B-mode score & LiK L TR A a2 THEDOE| & 255 5
27z (2021 P<0.001, P<0.001, P<0.05).

40 60 ) ( ) 10

SMVI score (%0) B-mode score (%)

Figure 14. 4 2D £ KA B 1F 5 SMVI score & B-mode score D HLEL
LB 4 D DJFERIC BT % elastography ICHD HRHEL X 7 — 2 D9 1, T Bt :SMVIscore
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¢ B-mode score D434 % g L 72, Mann-Whitney #E <13 HCV, MASLD, ALD i
> T SMVI score |3 B-mode score & D d HEITMEAERICS 7 F L T2 EBHL L
2 7.

Abbreviations: ALD: alcoholic liver disease; HBV: hepatitis B virus; HCV: hepatitis C virus;
MASLD: metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease; SMVI: stacked microvascular

imaging.

2-3-5. SMVI score D ER

BB RERN: & REPEHEIE 2 RE 3 % 72912 weighted kappa B2 EH L7, $4b
b, WEFSHENEX 2 A\oBEEHEOHED —KE L L<, MFENEENZ 1 [BIH O &
2 [WH L LD 3 7y AR OFHEOMIC 1 AOBREZ T 72 E 0L LCitE
Iz, SMVI @ 3 D D& RIC I 1T 2 Bt ] — 88 (3P MU (narrowing) : kw 0.89 (95%
CI=0.81-0.89), {4 % caliber irregularity): kw 0.73 (0.44-0.82), Jil#hlEfF (tortuosity):
kw 0.78 (0.64-0.79) CTH - 7z. [HERkIC, BIZEN—ZE 138/ MU (narrowing): kw 0.89 (0.82—
0.90), MEF#E(caliber irregularity): kw 0.72 (0.56-0.69), J&HIlEfT (tortuosity): kw 0.78
(0.64-0.79)CTH - 7=.

2-4 E%
FFRIMETEREZEL % BRE CHRH S 52 SMVI O Fi%

kD MVI o552 wikd 37201, HZAFZFALFZF ¥ vE—FICT 3-5 PRIDOHE
1% % Ef& 3 % stacked microvascular imaging (SMVI) Z F#lIc % L 7=, SMVI (TN
'EAER o7z 2 RoTER" e LCKET 5729, CLD BT 2 FNIMEREO WL ZE
BT e TE 3,

R L2 Ic 3510 5 SMVI o E &iHiliZ n[fEic 3 2 =i, A IR Lic s 3
) 7 IS 2L 2 BT RO R a7 U v 73 % SMVIscoring system Z E%X L7z, Z
DT 7r—FORPLIE, FFHEHELIC 35T 2 FENILE OEFTIHEZLIC B3 2 LUT AL
HRICH 2. BBEICHAT 2 &, 77V VB OETHERME L TN ED V=7 Y v /i &
Y, FCEHYEE D IR DS EHE L AR N <l - BRI X, & 7 FRAERS IR o
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- R B R T 3 oD, IR HIPRYRZEM b PR O & A 2 2R AZ T T,
O XS BFNIME DS IT T T, HHHCERESBICH W 2 XX EELRRFHTH 5.

ZI2T, Thod CLD LB 2 AL OMBARAIR 2 & &1, SMVIERICHE N2 3
D ORI 7 FFN I O REMZAL % 0—2 &1 (H5F0—6 1) TH#E{L L, SMVIscore %
B L7z, CLD £ 469 Ah 5155 1172 SMVIscore 7> 5, /MU (narrowing) 255 % - <
B, KT OEAE (caliber irregularity), % L I ##EST (tortuosity) 2k icHin g < &
DO DT o7z, TD X 5 ICHHRHEL S ET 3 2 1con ¢, MEEOZIT X ) LT
BHEIC R B 2 LRI NI,

flh D FFRRME(L~ — 1 — L LB L 7= SMVI 2 2 7 D2 HikE

2K D B-mode scoring system & #i#l SMVI scoring system (% & & 10, &H{RIC 35T 3T
FRAEL DRI 72 I D C 0— 2 point © 3 BERSETAfiE % FvC\w 3. L2 L, B-mode
scoring system (¥, ZNZNOEIEEZHREIEERILT 20 ThH Y, FBINCHREHE
MIES > E K E ., WIEMRIC, SMVIscoring system 13, 27'L— FEIOERA X Y W
KB eicky, ERBENE X CREROFEME (kw:0.72—0.89) #EBIL 7.

SMVI D RIA R ICBI LT, MLRA %#{T-> 72 & &5, SMVIscore #° B-mode score %
fh D IMFEF IR L~ — 71 — L RBR ISR L 2 7 — P E BB ICHB L w3 2 L 2B 5
IZ L7z, SMVI score @i b B e ifEE, ftho~—7— &L € FO-1Low & FO-1High
XA 2 DIREEA N Z L TH o7z, T OOWRERIE, HUHXIC BT 2 R HEofRE &
SDR % b 18 & 117 (Figure 12), 352, FO-1Low & FO-1High D #5111 #51>C, SMVI score
@ SDR (% 0.70 ¢ B-mode score ® 0.54 X Y b &\ > SDR % L, MM R HIBRS i< 517
% SMVI score OENPEER L. ZOFTRIX, LR D Rl o#Ecd 2 HohML
(narrowing) ##£ 2 2 SMVI DI XE O I Ic L 2bDeFE2 LN,

—77C, elastography 1230 < #ifE(L 2 7 — 2538 % F > 7= SMVI score 2 WiiHE FHE
DL, elastography 2SR & IC{KTE L 725 CH 2 720, YU ChRWATREMES H -
7. % T, (ko< —7 —% SMVI score ® 7 5D 75 =Y —(0—6 point) i< ¥
T N—T43F % Z &, SMVIscore DRFNEEWTH YD fiFdT % 17 - 7z (Figure 13). %
DFER, B-mode score, SWE, LSM @4~ COEEHEREED ML= 2 7 i\,
SMVI Z a2 7 RECHM R XBIARETH 5 2 & S 5 5> & 72 o 72, —75, M FIRE L=<
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—# —(APRI, Fib-4, M2BPGi)Dffid SMVIscore i & - TZAL L7245, SMVIscore A&
D 0—2 ICRE I NTHGEICE, AT —VHOFERKMNIETCERd o7, TNHDHTR
1%, SMVI score 25HTHRHERE DA HH, FFiC 2 OYIHIERRSIC B W TN Y =L TH B C
LERLTWwA, ERGIEN ©IF, HCV, MASLD, ALD T3 B-mode score & iz L C
SMVI{EZ a2 7HOEIANHEICE T & 25, T b OFREHRE C I R oMM LR 255
WERTH D ERRBINT.

MRORR

FRR AL D 2 HEE T 2 20 DS F Tk e LT, HBWRFERTIER L,
elastography IC 0 < LSMICIRTE L 72, T4Uid, FFAERIREMES S, Mo o i icE
LT Ths, RE, HIRBHEOKMT L, 2021 4 EASL 74 F 74 VISR E
NTw 3 &5, AL DI BUIC JEREEBE 2 5 2 L ITB T L T3 190,
L7235 C, LSM %[l L 7z fiffEfb 2 7 — 2 %L, 3¢ L <4 D SMVIscoring system
EWGET 2 ECHRNRERCTH 572, i, FTI74 A=V v 7 OFERFHICKET 5
SMVI DfRF & LC, BEEDOHENE, Wi, B4 2RI X 3 THRTOREZZ T 5
ATREME DS B 5.

5 R

SMVI i3 IME o el 2187 5 & & 7 < UNIE 25839 2 iR < b Y, CLD, Ffic HCV,
MASLD, ALD o SEHA#HE 2 3 2 DIcHRITdH 3 T & ASEH X #u7. SMVI score 13,
3 O O 2 N DZEL (narrowing, caliber irregularity, tortuosity) ® BERE 7> & 1
&, KD B-mode score % Fib-4 index @ X 5 A i Pill~— — L LB L €, #&
MEAL D EAERE % Xl - 5 ECEL 7= EREZ /R L 7. SMVI 3 & O LM E RS HTEEE ©
HICEMTE 3728, CLD EH Oz 3HEi$ 2 72012, Fricz o B coH
MR ORI NS,
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B3IE i
eI Stacked Microvascular Imaging & Al @47 % fH 4
B2 7= BB I RHEL R T — 2 WTEE D f#HT

3-1 FROERBLTHN

P2 EIF f (chronic liver disease: CLD) & 1%, K4 7RI X 0 I IC @M 70 RE 234
U, HFBEREREE 03 2B TH 3 O, FHCEFESY L 2 EE/FBIATY A v 2381k C
RUSENF 2 B % KIBICHD 27225, RV ICEBRIBGECA 2 RY v 7y v Fr—L7k
EOETEEEICRRK T 2B MER R oA R RMEE 2o T 2 2ok kgt
RIEICHE 5 FERAEIL1Z, FFRS-CHF 3 7x & O RFIRBE A OHE O FAE % Tl 2 | clEE
RRTEEZLNTNE D,

FFARAEL DT IC 5 CIRR & L CIFERIBEEASE Z2H > Tn» 3728, 2o {REE
T, BHREOIKE, $v 7Y v 7N T R, JRHENZE O —EUe EOBE) K- T B
D, K elastography 13, AKX D & HEZHRICHE L 72 IFRER LRHEEZHIRE L L
THREFHEIZN T w3 88 L L, elastography T 5+ 3 T il (liver stiffness
measurement : LSM) (%, 2YEKAE, IS o, 9 ol & OB T2 7 -V %
RTINS 2 ARt B 2 9, b O E RS 2 2o, FA LML IC X 2N
MEZAEFHICRHIHTZ 28 L F 7 7 li{RIETH % stacked microvascular imaging
(SMVD) ZBfF L 72, X 512, SMVI B 3517 2 3 - OIFHINAE O BT . (narrowing,
caliber irregularity, tortuosity)(Z4E-2 < SMVI scoring system 7% i\ > 72 FFRRAE(L ST 25  [A]
RRICER L7z, LY B-mode FHiiiEA ZNENDHE R — X — 03 FEBITH - 7z DXt
L, SMVIscoring system T HIE R — X =% PHBICHET 2 2 LT, BOREEHB LU
BAEZENE @EOBEL R T — P 08BN 2 FREL 72 09, flid s < D5 OHELETmFFZE &
HEE L <, Brc Rt 2 7 — i L CEwsWiEE 2R L7 ©. LaL, SMVI
scoring system (& A[H D FBIY 7 HIWrIC X 25HiiECH 2 LI 5503 H b, X Y &BIN 7k
Al 28k b T 7z,

UEAF O [ F I (R FFATT 50 87 12 35> ¢, A LATRE (artificial intelligence: AD), F7IC deep learning
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BTz 3 v v o — BRI SR A I T T B, EEE, HURIR 769, 2L 9, ]k
fEs 70, FFEES "VicsvwC, BARAR=2—F 1% v F 7 — 27 (convolutional neural
network: CNN) % F v 72 B & IR IR M O HE v D02 H 5. CNN % i\ 7z deep
learning (3, 2 ¥ V=2 — X2 BB ERXOEGREZ HBINICEE L, 20 o ozt L,
Fv b7 =7 NORAEMEEZEHL T2 L) SBIE T v X IcH W TE D,
NEDFH % 3G 3 2 3 IE 7o,

SlaFk 41z, 517 Fc@d SMVI g% T CNN ZfE5E L, Al i X 3 fFRfElb 27—
S HRE & AT X 5 SMVI scoring system % Lk 3 5 & & ¢, AIHIEIC X 5 SMVI 2k
RE % G A L 72

3-2 NR LT
3-2-1. fwERIACIE
AL RN 2P E R R 2 OkFF S 220101) oFES L KR EZZ T,
AFRICBMT 2T RCDBELPOLA V74 —LF - avey 28k ~LY Vv FES
(BATHRD, O T AR E 3 2 bl - EARIIEICBES 2 fBlfast ] (B 5 4 3 H
27 H—H8SE, 7 7 1 HAtf7) 1cht > CHEMiL 7.

3-2-2. IS v I

2019 4 8 H2>5 2022 4 10 H oMIic M2kt ¢ vibration-controlled transient
elastography (FibroScan®) I X 2 fFR# R % F2hE L 7= CLD &4 564 A2 5 SMVI Hlif§ %
f37z. LSM ICgB e LIS TUTOREZHE T 2 BHE IR L7« (DERMET 2 IEKRE XA
FERERE, () 2tERrES, (3).04%, (DEHEEENEE, G)EILoREE 72, #H, i
JEPRREK, YR D & 2 HEHIIC 1T FibroScan # Ef L 7> 72. T HIC, FHEOHER, HfE
D377 o T EE N 31 A D BRAL &, mef&iyic CLD i 517 A3k X 7= (Figure 15).

33



Inclusion Criterion
Patients (= 20 years) who underwent liver elastography (n = 564)

Excluded (n=0)

Peri-hepatic ascites (n = 0)

Cholestatic icterus (n =0)

Pregnancy (n=0)

FibroScan® was not performed on these patients.

Y

Y

564 patients
> Excluded (n = 31)
Healthy subjects (n = 31)
Y
533 patients

Excluded (n = 16)

Presence of multiple or large liver tumors (n = 3)

Acute liver injury (ALT > 200 U/L) (n = 2)

Heart failure (n = 2)

Severe steatosis (n =5)

Inability to stop breathing on request during examination (n =4)

Y

Y

Enrolled (n=517)

Chronic liver disease (n = 517)
Chronic HCV infection (n = 167)
Chronic HBV infection (n = 126)
Metabolic dysfunction-associated fatty liver disease (n = 90)
MetALD (n=7)

Cryptogenic SLD (n=4)
Alcoholic liver disease (n = 78)
Autoimmune hepatitis (n = 14)
Primary biliary cholangitis (n = 12)
Drug (n=5)

Unknown etiology (n = 14)

Figure 15. 2MEFBOMAANL L VRN EEE 7 0 —
ALD, alcohol-associated liver disease; HBV, hepatitis B virus; HCV, hepatitis C virus; SLD,

steatotic liver disease.

3-2-3 R L 7 2 IFRRMEIL R 7 — Y D BRE

EASL o774 F 24 vCld, HHEEOZMICHAREISATLIMNE R INTED,
transient elastography 232 OfUEE L L THEI LT % 5V, FEEE, midsbtic v Cid,
CLD icxt3 2 #iie{b 2 57 — 208813 FibroScan®IC X 2 fFEMRECEI L TH Y, X7
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— YV ZHINORFARIZIZ L AL EBEI N T, Lo T, A%l LSM ko
CHRMEL A 7 — Y DB BRA & Lz,

AL 2 7 — PI3RR & e X L, ECHOSENS™ GiE# X #1172 LSM % 5 i L 7=
(Figure 10). ¥ 7z, FibroScan® T3 FO & F1 #WFEICHAICE 7z, EHED LR (5.0
kPa) % 71 v F A 7fli& L, LSM fili25 5.0 Kiiii % FO-1Low, 5.0 Ll % F0-1High & L 7= 59,
ThICX Y, #E(LR T — 13 FO-1Low, FO-1High, F2, F3, F4 ® 5 5D 27— VIc 3 &
ni-.

3-2-4 ERORUE L BARAL =2 -T2y T —27ETVORE

SMVI [if§ % 5 2 72 9 i flif L 72 B35 #5251 13 Logiq S8+FS (GE Healthcare, Chicago,
IL, USA), f#iffl 72— 713 9L probe TH 2. SMVIHif§ %52 720D 71 b a3, LI
IChFE I N7 71(2-2-4 SMVI 0 FH 2D IO Wi, $hbb, (1) 7 v — 7 %Ll
Joe & e IR AR 0 28 5, RFRB O BT X8/ B X R A Rt ¢ 2 B IciE %, (2)h 7
— F 75 & LCHDC %#:&IR, 3)IFlE® Depth i3 5cm & L, BAOHEIEK IR RIS 2.5

X4.0cm ICHE, (4) 4 p 5 HDC @ Infinite accumulation %5380 L 724, 3-5 o &,
1E®» ORIC one sweep TW - D & F b R F v v E2{To 72, WIHARHELIC 351 2 FFNIR
N DIGEEEINZEAL % Al AL 3 729, SMVI EHRIZAFER ZAERIC L. 2hd oz
HHEFZICL - C, FRET 2804 7 — F 7 IO IC BT 200X300 &2 21D
AR RGNz, oYUV IKEI A XICHETEZZ&ICXY, ho9—FTFI7T7—F7
7 7 FDBEEICRE I .

—f%M)IC deep learning €7 VI, KREDO¥ET -2 % ATIL, T—2ICEHEENIFHAE
FETZLT, moTHIHEZRT. LaL, SMVIIZE AL EEREINLTORVH LW
FTETHh Y, KERT -2y FE2AFTE LN CH 72720, 7 —2im%ETT-
72 . Google (Mountain View, CA, USA) 28 il % L 7z TensorFlow 1 £ % & v 7=
ImageDataGenerator Zffif L C, [Rx#iH, |E7 YV v 7, KF7V v 7, X—L4, Wy
Zh EEVT I REDT - ABEEEEML 2. T — X OHILEETIEZ Figurel6A 1IC/R9.

AWFFECE L 72 CNN % 7413, Kaming & 7iC X 5 T 2015 4EICE A X 17z ResNet50
Td %.ResNets0 i3, [ EL o COAMDIBREY AT vy 7 2 EAT 5 LT,
EOKE AR L T3 CNNmodel T» h, ImageNet RE iR 7 & Dk4 707 — &
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Yy ML THkR ) EUEERSERELZRLCwb,. X 5IC, Tensorflow £ PyTorch 7
EDT A =TT ==V /7L =LY = CHEGIHEETE 2720, BRICH~DIGH b %
BChHBb. ZDX 57T ResNet50 Z i L 7-.

ResNet50 D7 — % 7 2 F ¥ 1%, Figurel7 1Z;R9 & 912, ResNet DFFMX 2L EL T
—*¥7 7 F ¥ 2fEHL, 16fH0KRE Ty 7 (249 8) & 1 HoEREE R S v
3. A7F 4= A¥FE Adam ZEA L7z, Adam ZBEPEEIC XV IRBIZ X S 1cHIH] 2
momentum &, FEEEREST 2 L Xk W IRENZ T 32 RMSProp %A GrbE72d
DTH5H. TXVIIEETH 579, 1H8KEAF L L T sparse categorical cross-entropy % H
Wiz, T— X4ty b OBEREBOLEM R RIET 57280, 7 7 ABIL O CEA T ET
- 7= (lass_weights = total_count / class_count). 5 DEAZIBELERICGEGZE S Z &
T, 77 ADREBOMELFRML 7. 2517 MOEGRE 10 0% 7 v MHEIL, TEEE
T D 72 % D NEBIEE & L T 10-Fold Cross-Validation % F2fi L 7z. %#3% Tl%, ResNet50 O
T EEER L CEBRWICRE LRy 78% 70 & L7z, 7AFTIE, FHLE
ResNet50 # 7 & + 7 — & I# M L, accuracy, precision, recall, Flscore ZFHiiL 7=. Z
oD CNN ORI % Figurel6B IC/R 3

4
ey
Region-of-Interest

Deep learning models

FO-1Low 3 class
FO-1High FO-1Low
F2 or . Fo-1High  ©f

2 class
FO-1
F2-4

Input shape ResNet50

Softmax

F3 F2-4
F4

Figure 16. SMVI BHR D RiLE L BHAL =2 — T2y F T — 27 T VORKE
A.SMVI H{{ D Epk. HDC & WHEN 2 SRR N 77— F 2 RIER T 5 2 & CHEK X
Nz SMVI L, #fitkzk) 2 LB HHONINE 2 i §2 2 L3 TE 5. T—F7
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77 baEET 5720, N7 IBLEEE2 S 200X300 2w ) L. B, BEAHAA
Za—=INpy b7 —=27FTLOWEE. ResNetbh0 #~x—=Z & L, Global Average Pooling,

Dropout, Dense, Softmax ZEBML 727 —%7 27 F v AL 7.

layer name output size 50-layer
convl 122 X112 7 X7, 64, stride 2
3 X 3 max pool, stride 2

conv2 x 56X 56 T 1X1,64 7
3X3, 64 X3

| 1X1,256 |

M 1X1,128 7
conv3_x 28 X 28 3X3,128 x4
| 1X1,512 |

C1%1,256 7
convd x 14 14 3x3,256 | X6
| 1x1,1024 |

[ 1X1,512 7
convs_x 7X7 3X3,512 X3
| 1X1,2048 |

1x1 average pool, 1000-d fc, softmax
FLOPs 3.8x10°

Figure 17. ImageNet D7 —*% 7 7 F %
ResNet50 iCix 16 DEkET v v 7 (H5F49f8) 250, 1 ooEeEEEIH 5.

3-2-5 SMVI scoring system % F\ 72 @8 FERELIC X 2 HE

ADHICX 2HESEE LT, SMVI scoring system % £H L 72 (2-2-5 SMVI scoring
system OREE BIH). $74bbH, SMVI BRI E T 2 FFNHUNLE DTEEEZ{LD 3 DDl
¥ (narrowing, caliber irregularity, tortuosity) IC# H L, &HHE @ AT R O ICE T 0-

2 C2a7 v 7 %{Fo>72(0=absent, 1=mild, 2=present). BRI EMEDZHEICE L
T TR,
[$/ME (narrowing) | 1, HFZA 5 lom DES OALEICH 2 5 KD D KWILE O
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B E&E L7, 0point: = 1.50mm, 1 point: 1.25-1.49mm, 2 point: < 1.24mm.

[HEEAE (caliberirregularity) | IZIMEROARE — X CEZR I N, FFEEAH S 1.5cm B
WICA7ZE 3 2 IE TR O R EALIC X o THRE T N7z, 0 point: METHFBDAEEZ L, 1 point:
fEHINE D 50% K25 A%, 2 point : {HIME D 50% LA EARE.

[JEEREETT (tortuosity) ] (X & N2 IME DIEITOREIC X o TERI N2, OFLE
& [ARRIC, FFIEERTE 2 5 1.5cm DINDIIE 2 FEHRCBHEL, MTo kS icxa 7L 7.
0 point : AR (IEFT 7 L), 1 point : 50% A D M ICHETTH Y, 2 point : 50% AL odIfil
BICHEATH Y.

BRASINIC 3 DD R 27 DEER 0-6 point 23 SMVI score &EFE I N7z, 1 A EHIERE
£ SMVI B2 L, +~CTORRIERICT 72 TERnd 5 1 AoBHERE L
W74 FCRIEFIDO R a7 ) v 7HE 24T - 7z, SMVI Bif§R % BT L 7285 iR 113
15 4, HE 21T o BERMRAE LT 10 FOREHE A L, WiE & b HABERE2EEE
HiRRAETTH 5.

Wr DL R 7 — VIt BT 50K SMVI RO [LE % Figurel8 TR T,

Figure 18.5 DD B 3 ML X 7 — Y ic B 3 SMVI ERDZER.
HRAEAL DHER IR CEME R ITNINE OTEREIZ L 2 5. #HikHEL B o R,
narrowing, caliber irregularity, tortuosity DNEICLAF DY TH 5. a) FO-1Low. 0, 0, and

0 points, b) HO-1High. 2, 0, and 0 points, ¢) F2. 2, 1, and 0 points, d) F3. 2, 1, and 1 points,
e) F4. 2, 2, and 2 points.
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3-2-6 gt

7 — X O IEHE DO WE I 1T Shapiro-Wilk #UE % Vs, B E/KHEL p<0.05 & L7z, B2
AR 7T = 1Ic B 5 Al IC X 20 MREOMGEE, 2 2 7 2 (FO-1, F2-4), 3 7 7 = (F0-
1Low, FO-1High, F2-4), 5 7 7 Z(F0-1Low, FO-1High, F2, F3, F4)® 3 2D &4 Tirbi
7z. Significant fibrosis (ZF2) Zfho 27— L [XHlF % 72D SMVI score Di2Wiks
1%, ZEEEERMEMB TR (area under the curve: AUC) & LCiHlizh, Hv A7
IZ Youden index 1Z 32\ CHE & N7z, EaH#NTIZ X C EZR™ (Saitama Medical Center,

Jichi Medical University, Saitama, Japan) % F\»C{T - 7z.

3-3 MR
3-3-1 BFOEH

ARHFFE 1354 A A & RIS © & 5. 517 Ao L 7= CLD B3 (CF¥4EH 63.9+12.9 5%,
Y1 254 A[49.1%], ik 263 A[50.9%]) &L 7z, 0 b 0EHOHEAHIEHRZ
Table 4 iICF & ® 72,

39



Table 4. & DN REEH

Parameter Participants (n = 517)
Age (years) 63.6+12.9
Sex (male/female) 254/263
Etiology, n (%)
HCV 167 (32.3)
HBV 126 (24.3)
MASLD 90 (17.4)
MetALD 7(1.4)
Cryptogenic SLD 4(0.8)
ALD 78 (15.1)
PBC 12 (2.3)
AIH 14 (2.7)
Drug 5(1.0)
Unknow 14 (2.7)

Elastography—based fibrosis stage, n (%)

FO-1Low 243 (47.0)
FO—1High 109 (21.1)
F2 43 (8.3)
F3 49 (9.5)
F4 73 (14.1)
SMVI score, n (%)
0 140 (27.1)
1 99 (19.1)
2 108 (20.9)
3 64 (12.4)
4 56 (10.8)
28 (5.4)
6 22 (4.3)

XMl B R = £ 72 138Ul (%) TRIN T35,
HCV, hepatic C virus; HBV, hepatic B virus; MASLD, metabolic dysfunction associated with
steatotic liver disease; ALD, alcohol-associated liver disease; AIH, autoimmune hepatitis; LSM,

liver stiffness measurement; PBC, primary biliary cholangitis.
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CLD BBE D 56.7% DJEHIZ BEIFR 7 Az e CERIFR Y AV RICE B 7 4 VAN
JRETH D, 34.6%DIRNIZIGHIERTRETH - 7=, PEHEELL EofHiit (=F2) 12 31.9%
DHEFICA LN, ML DK AT — U ICB T 2 5l A a1 IE R % Table 5 1IR3,

Table 5. R7x 2#MEL 2 7 — VRl 0 BEER D HBE

Variable LSM-Based fibrosis stage K-W test
FO-1Low  FO0-1High F2 F3 F4
Age (year) n 243 109 43 49 73
Median 62 69 70 67 68 P < 0.001
Q1~Q3 51~70 59~74 62~77 57~74 56~75
Sex Male 104 (42.8) 61(56.0) 19(44.2) 33(67.3) 37(50.7) P<0.05

Female 139 (57.2) 48 (44.0) 24(55.8) 16(32.7) 36 (49.3)

BMI (kg/m?) n 218 103 41 48 67
Median 22.8 23.4 22.2 23.1 22.8 P =0.241

Q1~Q3 20.9~245 21.5~25.7 20.4~26.0 20.9~26.0 20.3~25.7

Skin Capsular Distance (mm) n 243 209 43 49 73
Median 15.9 16.4 15.7 15.6 14.6 P=0.177

Q1~Q3 13.7~17.5 14.3~18.3 13.5~17.5 13.6~17.1 13.0~17.6

SMVI score 0 129(53.9) 10(9.2)  1(23) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
1 55(22.6) 37(33.9) 6(14.0)  1(2.0) 0(0.0)
2 43(17.7)  29(40.4) 13(30.2) 6(122)  2(2.7)
3 15(6.3) 13(11.9) 15(34.9) 12(245) 9(123 P <0.001
4 1(0.4) 5(4.6)  8(18.6) 23(46.9) 19(26.0)
5 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)  6(12.2)  22(30.1)
6 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 1(20)  21(28.8)
SWE (kPa) n 243 109 43 48 73
Median 4.2 55 73 9.2 113 P <0.001

Q1~Q3 3.9~4.4 4.7~6.5 6.1~8.0 7.9~10.1  10.4~12.3

LSM (kPa) n 243 109 43 49 73
Median 3.8 5.8 8.1 114 23.7 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 3.4~4.3 5.3~6.4 7.6~9.0 10.4~12.4 18.8~33.6
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AST (UIL) n 240 108 43 49 73

Median 22 26 30 34 42 P < 0.001
Q1~Q3  18~26 22~33 21~48 23~46 30~61
ALT (UL) n 240 108 43 49 73
Median 18 23 27 27 31 P < 0.001
Q1~Q3  14~27 17~39 15~41 17~44 21~46
Albumin (g/dL) n 237 108 43 49 73
Median 44 44 43 42 3.8 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 4.2~4.6 4.1~4.6 4.1~4.6 3.9~4.5 3.4~4.1

PLT (x104/mm?) n 238 108 43 49 73
Median 214 207 202 147 115 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3  178~257 174~242 163~236 105~186 77~154

PT-INR n 220 94 42 45 70

Median 0.98 0.98 1.02 1.05 1.16 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 0.95~1.02 0.95~1.03 0.97~1.10 1.02~1.13 1.08~1.27

AAR n 240 108 43 49 73

Median 1.16 1.14 1.44 1.20 1.38 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 0.92~1.50 0.86~1.50 0.99~1.67 0.98~1.44 1.18~1.66

APRI n 238 108 43 49 73

Median 0.26 0.33 0.43 0.60 1.04 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 0.21~0.33 0.26~0.45 0.28~0.60 0.38~0.91 0.63~1.60

Fib-4 n 238 108 43 49 73

Median 1.44 1.79 2.42 3.19 4.89 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 1.02~1.94 1.30~2.48 1.75~3.02 2.26~5.03 3.12~7.35

ATX (mg/L) n 181 76 28 30 47
Median 0.92 0.94 1.08 1.22 1.89 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 0.75~1.14 0.74~1.30 0.89~1.29 1.07~1.64 1.50~2.26

M2BPGi (C.O.l) n 205 85 29 30 53
Median 0.72 0.93 1.09 1.81 4.01 P < 0.001

Q1~Q3 0.53~0.94 0.67~1.40 0.71~1.61 1.15~2.48 1.92~7.71

Abbreviations: AAR: aspartate aminotransferase-to-alanine aminotransferase ratio; ALT:

alanine aminotransferase; APRI: aspartate aminotransferase-to-platelet ratio index; AST:
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aspartate aminotransferase; ATX: autotaxin; BMI: body mass index; Fib-4: fibrosis-4 index;
LSM: liver stiffness measurement; M2BPGi, mac-2 binding protein glycosylated isomers;
PLT: platelet; PT-INR: prothrombin time-international normalized ratio; SMVI: stacked

macrovascular imaging; SWE: shear wave elastography; T-Bil: total bilirubin.

*P-values were determined using the Kruskal-Wallis test.

3-3-2. B 2R 7 — Y oEBIC BT 2 SMVI EIR D 35 HERE

¥4 CLD H#3&13 FO-1Low(<5.0 kPa), FO-1High(=5.0 kPa), F2, F3, F4 ® 5 D D#§
Mlbx 7 —=vienidonrk, Isicnsofififbrs—% 5 77 % (FO-1Low, FO-
1High, F2, F3, F4), 3 7 7 % (F0-1Low, F0-1High, F2-4), 2 7 7 % (F0-1, F2-4)®
BOICHHEL, TRNEND 7 FANMEETNMCE T 2 BWIREE R LI L 7. Al 205 1L
52 7 A5 T 53.8%, 37 7 ANMT66.3%, 277 ARMTE38NTHY, MIEBLY
72 { 72 51223 T accuracy 1315 £ 72 o 7z (Table 6). precision, recall, F1score iCD\W\ T3
koA R Nz, 2 27 2B T 2 AH oK e Al Rk % ik 2 &,
accuracy 13#7 T Al HIEMEN ZFEETH - 7225, F1 score 1FWH S 2212 AT HIE DS Eol 5 T
B, ALHEDHBENTDHETATHE I EBHL o7, 37T AL 57
7 AT, Al L Ao oM IZIEHETH - 2. FoHE T L ORFTT %

Figure 19 1T/~ 5,
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Table 6. 7387 7 A DEWIT X 3 AT HE & ARHIE D Z W D B

a)

Classification Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score
2 class (FO-1,F2-4) 0.838 0.812 0.839 0.821
3 class (FO—1Low, FO-1High, F2—4 ) 0.663 0.590 0.592 0.585
5class (FO—1Low, FO-1High, F2, F3, F4) 0.538 0.368 0.395 0.372
b)

Classification Accuracy Precision Recall F1 score
2class (FO-1,F2-4) 0.816 0.636 0.775 0.698
3 class (FO—1Low, FO-1High, F2—4 ) 0.655 0.580 0.586 0.583
5class (FO—1Low, FO-1High, F2, F3, F4) 0.557 0.375 0.396 0.385

a) AL IC X 2 B{RERIAE, b) ARTIC X 5 BN HE

3
2
&
-]
=

2-class 3-class 5-class

Figure 19. Al f##7iC 1) 3 Confusion matrix
SMVI BHRIFHTIC B T 2 LA T — Y DED 7 7 X (fT) LETMIC X o THERINZT
MWz 22 F) ORELTH. BUEEAET LzGCHfEe L-ORT.

3-3-3. PEERMHEM(ZF2)EANEZ B L Lz SMVI X 2 7 ORE

SMVI 227 Y v 27y A7 Ll 3 2D MEE LR (narrowing, caliber irregularity,
tortuosity) ICH D &, ME S EEICHINTT 2 A TH 2. Al RITOREDLS 2 75 %
SICEH L, hEERMEL (ZF2)2XAITE 32 SMVI 227 2iET 5 7201 ROC fi#
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Wr&24T- 7=,
TH-72(AUC=0.93, 95%CI : 0.91—0.95).

B 7n 71y b A 7l X SMVIscore 3 point T, K 1 82.4%, FFEE X 90.3%

3-3-4. F0-1vs F2-4 %387 3 Al R UBEHIE O HEREFH

112 X 2058 & ARIC X 2 HIE ORIk % Lk U 72, AL iSRS 83.8% Xt L, M
ZWiEE 81.6%ThH Y, Al YEIX F2 L F ok oizh BN RS &R
L7z (e BUE, p<0.05). [FAIRkIC, AL HIE IZIRE 84.2%, FrRIE 835%TH Y, BEHE X
D HENT Tz, DHEMEREDFEMIE Table 7 ISR 3

CBWTHE

Table 7. F&EERRMEIL (FO-1 vs F2-4) #3513 3 Al HIE & BREHE O 2 Wi s Lk

Judge

Al Sonographer

Sensitivity (95% ClI)
Specificity (95% ClI)
PPV (95% ClI)
NPV  (95% CI)
Accuracy (95%Cl)
LR+ (95% ClI)
LR- (95% Cl)

0.842 (0.778-0.894)
0.835 (0.792-0.872)
0.706 (0.637-0.768)
0.919 (0.883-0.946)
0.838 (0.803-0.868)
5.113 (4.005-6.527)
0.189 (0.132-0.269)

0.775 (0.697-0.840)
0.832 (0.790-0.868)
0.636 (0.559-0.708)
0.907 (0.871-0.936)
0.816 (0.780-0.849)
4.611 (3.620-5.874)
0.271 (0.199-0.369)

Abbreviations: Al, artificial intelligence; CI, confidence interval; PPV, positive-predictive
value; NPV, negative-predictive value; LR+, positive-likelihood ratio; LR-, negative-

likelihood ratio

3-3-5. Al ic X 3 SMVI o fREKEIH

A CNN EFAICHECTIEL WL 2 7 — LI E N2 lR Ol % Figure 20 12/
3, MEASKL, WIS 2T, TR 72 E{R )
i, MEH <, WA, ETHBIFERN RERS Do, —HTIEL S8
R oH % Figure 20 IZ73 3. 3~ COFERFNIC @ 2 735O BIHITH: % [H]
ET DT LT TE D578, KL HMER IR % RO IME O I, i<
G BT 2 R0 8 Ol I: F2-4 iIcid - B2 bz,

3. F0-1-—C % o 7203, F2-4 T

N7z - 7= SMVI
Hif% 13 FO-1 124y
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Predicted label
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Figure 20. SRiE(L 2 T — Y FHD 12D DB HIAHR =2 —TFNV A Y P T =7 FTAIT L >
TH T bz SMVI o R FHEHER.
FY IV IHEIED A R1F 200X 300 v 27k (22X 14mm).

3-4 HE

K721, CLD Bk 3 SMVI HER DT FiE L L CD deep learning D H M %
BIS 22 iC L7z, FRIC, ALIC X 2 SMVI T I3 EEL Lot (ZF2) oHicEH T
5 RN

RAE &HEFTVE DAL % Rl & 3 2 1B MR L, RN BGR 7 P HT A A2 © 5
ZEMRRINT VS ) JFHZE T, IER L 7= /NSRS ET 23 IR A ERAR D 40 &2 IEE L,
FEPIME OFRAERHEAT 2 b 7o B3 42450 GR4E, Z o X 5 RFNIMERHE O Wz % v it
+ %7212, superb microvascular imaging % microvascular imaging & \» - 7z SI&E ¥ 75
ErHOEMERINATHS, LaLl, ZAbDTEIE 2 XTodEy 1 Biiic#E S 7m0
O, il T MW TH Y, FROMRILLIZLIZREECH 572 5%, Zn k7
R N 7 7 ko g ORI R Rk d 2 7201, 4 1Z microvascular imaging (MVI) %
N—2 & L, FHEOBERMEEITS 2 & TR E - AN ME SFHER A ER L 72, &
@ stacked MVI & WS HEDFHEIC XY, (EROMEWA(L L v 5 REIZERE 0, EH
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BFEo 7z 2 ROTHHRZMER T 2 2 L iclZh L7z, Z oiffRIER I X b, FFHNIME o6
AL AREE o 72 99, X 5T, SMVI H{RICk T 3 3 D DRH#ICHE-I 72 scoring
system D HEL L7z, TOY AT LIFANBOHBIRET 2 72, BENR TSN 1 7
ADUREN A RE CE R o7z, £ TTARIIETIE, ADHZN T %2\, Al Z w7z SMVI
R D H5E % 5AH 7z

LR D F 4 OWFFEIC 35 \"C, SMVI scoring system % I\x 3 Z & C, fHlHH % @I kRit
T2 LR TERTD, RIFFETIE, 1BHERFREER ICRE L 72 CNN & 7V oL 775
o 7z. Deeplearning ICHD < AT HIEIC X 2 0 8MERENL, 2 2 7 A O R I1L 83.8%, 3
7 7 ANFOKEENL 66.3%, 5 7 7 AGKDKEEIL 53.8%CH Y, AIHE I 7 A%
D2 B LREEME T2 2 LRSS, B2 T =Yooy vy Frg A4 X
DARBWHITINZ, v TAH A4 XD 517 fle /NI LIkF Lz E 2 bz, Bl
T3 77 ANHE 5 7 7 ANFOBMIERIZRC RS, FY T AH A XHRKREL TR
BUGET B AREEA D 5. T, 2 7 7 ASHOBKIRIEIENTE Y, SMVI @i{Eo Al fi
Wi P L oML 2 R IcRIE T 2 22 ) —= v 2y — L & U CEE A RN
NN FRERIC2 729 20T EWT, ALHEIC X 3 Flscore 1 0.821 TH Y, A
MICK2HEL Y bEVTD, Al BTOHBENTZET VT 4 v T 4 V7 TH DI LHR
INT-.

R DL O RHEL(ZF2) IZFRZ L L C OGN T-ch 2 2 L b ™, KiffFETid
L oML AR T 27200 2 2 7 ASBICER L7z, hEEDL ol 2 B
2227 7 2A5HOZHREE L, ALHIED 83.8%, MEHED 81.6%THh, AlHIED
BT TEN BN 2R Uz, $72, BRI ALHDE DS 84.2%, ARPHIEDS 77.5%, FF
FEEIT AL T 83.5%, ARHIET 83.2%THY, wihd Al OFBOTHICEN Tz
(Table 7). L7z#3o7C, HEEMU EoMMEERZZHT 2854, Al2ZHT 2L T,
ANEOBEFIC X 2 FBEAA 7 ZAORADOAEEN2 72 <, BRI HWSAlGEL 2 5. C
DRE WM BT 2 FZBMEO M LIk, BRECBI A ¥ v 072K 3 2 i H 722 O
Mo H B, ERERDBFICHE TS AIOFRBIEL TH Y, Fic, avva—23E
WL Al Z A b7 AI-CAD ~DHIFFIZ K % v\ 79,

SMVI scoring system (%, 3R DFRME(CEHML & ik L <, FFffEL o Rt < b 2 1l
Egemii L v, FcR R icBi&cs 2 9. —J5, SMVI @ Al fif#hT i3t
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HEALE T OB IR TH 572, Z4F, SMVI scoring system 7% narrowing, caliber
irregularity, tortuosity & \» o 721l & @ & OB IS W 72 BRI 2 HECH B DITHi L,
AL M 12 IE R ANIC RN & — v % texture & LCIT S 2720 L E 2 b b, 5%, IH
2 W I AI-CAD & L€ SMVI 23 g, TFRELarliis & L < HHEERR
WK BRI N B ARENE DD 5.

SMVI i (3 A5 DIREFLIAEFTICHES T CH 5 728, elastography 12~ T 5 o Ifi1%
AYMRIEDHELZZF I WweEEZLbNS. L7zh 5T, elastography & SMVI (ZA#HI 72
TE AR b, WEOHHIC X 0 L2 7 — Y O2WiRE D M L3 2 HREE A H 5. ek D
SMVI scoring system THUIDHHEL 2 HIE L, T D Al [T CHRUME(CHERRE 2 2B I 3%
M35 &C, SMVI i1 elastography D5 ri%fifi> T e B TEIAMAEFELZEZLOLNS.

KRFRITIZ N O DRAD S 5. FH—I1c, TOMFETHC SN AT— 1%, I
M T3/ < elastography LD b DTH o7z, LoL, 774~V 7T  FERE 2 Y
=y Z®ak—PIEH T EASL 7A ) XLZWEMA L 72854, THEROLEMEIZ DS 5
3% THBIERHEINTNSE ™, X bic, BEKERETIE, LSM 2w IHREnRE
DHFRHEL R 7 =Y oW A v s TE Y, REM D &I AR O L EPE S HIR X
NTW3B, FIS, AKWF%EIR, deep learning WF%E & LT3+ v A0 b 70w (517 fi)).

fiiam e LC, SMVI @ AT f##r iz Ao H % A & A WEBIE T 23 AR & 72 o 72, FRIC
CLD H&c BT 2 HERELL EofRHEERE OV LT ICAMTH 2 Z L 25EH S L.
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+um
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A ClE, FBICHEFE L 72 stacked microvascular imaging (SMVT) 23ME P FE B IC B 1
R A T — U BWICHRTH 5 T L ZRIHL 72. RIFFECiF o Nz HIRIZ, LT o b
TH 5.

1. Stacked microvascular imaging IZAFRILE 2 A[#{L T 2 BN FETH % : kD
microvascular imaging Tl¥ 7' v — 7' % 4 T2 1 Wik < L 2 FFRINE %2 fit 3 2
TENTERP o FERE L S AZFNME WAL hzERcd Y, LiF
LIZMEORELXBIRT 20 1CH®E L2, CORMERRT 27201, KA
microvascular imaging ICH{§MN% % /il X 7z stacked microvascular imaging # &% L,
FFNIME OEfEE xRS 2 h3 0, % ollE%Z 1 HEicHiths 2 2 & Z2alRgic L 7.
I CRtl R T NIME TR D v L Z HENL 2 & LI L 7=.

2. SMVIscoring system (3N 7= HELBWTREZ B L, FIcBMELREHOHBIcER T
H % : SMVIIC X o THIH & N2 IFNINE OTEZRERIFRHE D . B/ME, DA, i thie
fTO3ORBICEHL, 2N XNTROMETO0 256 2 (iz2iRV 2T 227y v
VAT L EBIF L 72 (SMVI score: 0-6 £i). MLRA # X O SDR O f5H %> 5, SMVI score
I3 fth D #AE(L T~ — H — & Fei#k L € FO-1Low & FO-1High % [XJll 9~ % 73 fFHED T D
W EBHL LR o7, ZOFTREIE, SMVI 2 Lo b FilofRtHh 5”7
YoM 22 2 EORIICERT 20 LEZ LN,

3. ALiT X 32 SMVI ESEIT I ERBE O LT IcERTH 5 : AMlIic X 2 SMVI
scoring system & deep learning % Fi\»72 Al Mk DBMEL 2 7 — U WiAE % Holit L
7z. FO-1GERUHEILAERERE) & F2-4 (RRAEILEERRE) oI BT, AT T I I X
% scoring system Z D3 0IC REl o7z, b EE R Z L3 Al T 232 2 & T,
ANEIOH %A L 7= FEAHER T, REIN AT EEE WO HTH 5.
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TEVERTIR B O BHEAL BT IR AT AR S T — L F R 2 Y X — FCh 305, % oRENE
2> HRED IR LEMES B ICido— FABE, —)5 T, IFREM AR RFER L Ll EfIE
L 7z elastography IC X 2 AFREERA S K LIk T %, LA L, elastography i3 f#fE(l I
KXoz oftic, SWRECBIMICXIITNELASBX L LCEHIILTLES &)k
W) BRI MREDAE S 5. SR 4 235EF L7z SMVI kI3 X 2 mEmREE %
RT3 720 2MERIECEM O E % Z 1T 1 < <, elastography & ffH 3 % & CHHN 7
HEER-FT e BRETH 2. £z, SMVIEIHEE oS HEE cHffcbEfTE 2F
Hcanb, AR FAFAELRV. SMVIERAHKICE XS5 2 &<, BIEFREC
W32 FHAORIBRANABIARE I NS, SRIT XV ERICEBN LIMEZERL T E

7z,
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ARWFFEICHLY A, A2 E 0 RIF 2 £ TIcld, D40 KR L THHEL
DE L7 Htimle bET21ch2b, BR8N I 025 ) CE#HOE
FHRL ETE S

FHREH B O INNRERERE B RFFR R RERBRE AN Aok 5035 58I
BIRB T2 T THRE L Wi B Y £ L7z WISHY 2 SHIE %2 LTz 2 &, Lo b IEH
DEERLET.

INFRER R EERRR ARG R A i 58 e i g B st
FHHEEEY E L7z SO HES, FHEEL L OO d THEWEE, T ZICHE
HOBERL I,

INORFRERE BIAEREATTR TR P SR Lyl Ml B5E &ixicit Al
AT ICRE S 2 RIS 2 W2 R X E L, B L FFE+

Z LT, RIS LTz 2w - s b RS 88 B itr o 2
£y 7, WRCARWFFEITSN L T s 72 720 72 @R FE N 295 B o BE BRI 13 o & 72 1

Fdh RYTHOVREHITI I L.

AWFFEICIE HU 2V — 7 NIHEFE BRI EE AR RS OIS 23ME/H <
TwE 3. JWhicE#Etvzr 4.

M
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