


ML
W swsmmnmemnBgs

FHig DiRiG=

B CT
TERCH % 2OREHE L CEIRM 2 & A CTEMMECIIE S 254 73 v 7 - A% 7 1 HWNFIES O §8 51, FFHRaE
7 EDLMPEES OMH, EYEESE OB AETH S, EVEEE EE ORBEBIZE 2 S 12I3mw, M
RADIER CT 2fg & bo CT WHEHMH AT A ARIZ5mm LT T, 2V Ea—F ¥ a—7—TOBH
PO HERES D
H 3#CT (n 1)
HFHES OFZWIC BV CTHA CT OBWIRIZRENTH 2%, BT, NEYTFu—3 AR LI B HFEED
CT flEin%4 t%ﬂi%l’ﬂ@ﬂﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁw bLE L B2 57:0%, iR CT LD X 2 508 EAR O D72
DIHE SN D, F72, BBV CIIECRICAHIICZ D), EEH CT TORFAETELDbH 5,
TR RECIE, WW 200~250 HU, WL 30~40HU &5kd>D 7 4 » FTIETEIEE T 5 &, Hifl CT TIIFHED
IV PTRAIDPDERT
&5 CT
O &EHE
(1) EFHIZE
PG s AR IR B E 1 kg 720 520~600 mgl (300 mgl/ml DHEFEDE A THIUIAE 1 kg H7-
" 173~2ml)s
(2) ﬁ%iﬁllliiklﬁ
SRR CT © S5 ANE AR AT 30 Fomifh & 72 2 L ) IR ARE 2 P e T 5,
WHOER CT : 2ml/s YL ECTEEHZIEAT 200 TH 5 (IFHORKEE R RIL T — FRIKF
L, HEAEEIZIAE L 2\,
@ ZHEMER CT (M1, H2)
(1) IR{&REFHE
IS DR, THINENE 7 & D MRS DB W 0 7201 3R IR ET, RIAEIIRAE, FIIRH,
P E DR AGHRIZE B 2~3 HOZ ARG 24T o
(2) BEFMHDIRERAI T
BINBIIRAH © AN AR +5~10 B CHARZ AT 50 F 7213, SEH DML~ OFER R O A 2D
DL DIZR=F AT v F v 7 EOHEMEHEIRL, KBIRO CT i LA 100HU IEL TH 5 20~25
BICHIG GRS %o
FINRA - AR A BRAG T 70 BRiT 4o
ST RS AIE ABRIRE 180 FUHif4.
® BEOESE CT
FREOMBRACTHRIR T 5 Rl 5 4 3 ¥ ZIZ7EABIEE 70~90 B)
WRAIRICOWTE, MIRMAIREO 72D DR HERZA R SNTE 2 MIRHICB T 2R ERH O
OB RO SR S0HU O ERE SN2 D% L, ZO50HU O LR Z255720DKH 1 kg
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HILSRREDIREN R EE I

1 ZMAEER CT (ho LB AT HRsE)

A ERET, B %HAEIARAE, C : FIARME, D : F&18
Bt S2 oftifiiaE (—) »EIRME TR OREL, FEHETRBROBREI#5N 5,

BEAEAN  garig Fﬁgn’vfﬁ Slszﬁ
= w& wi%
<> B
REINEL =N =N
35~40f 1% 70tk 180 a1

* R=FZANZvF T ETIE
KENRA 100HUISEL T
»520~25101%

2 RENRSEEER CT OBR&E
EHHIE ISAE 1 kg & 724) 520~600 mgl (300 mgl/ml DEHEIT 1.73~2 mi/kg) . HEABIARIAIL LA T, P
IRHE, FEHREDEAEHEICELD 2~3 HNSHBMERIEET .
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W= LB T — N, BB T IUE 52l mgl LRGSR TwBYY, 7 B PR, W K
BRZ: E O3 R R A 15 57201 MKE Lkg 720 600 mgl ML Lo I — FEABLEL ShTwa®, K
R AR D O T, RIS X A3 HAIR OUSE T3 T — N SlEIC 2 2810555 5 2 L AMER S h
THY, BIRIEAEIC X 28 EAROIEDA NS S SR THE Y,

TE A DIEAEIE DOPLE TR B 72 ) OFEAR (ml/s) 2SHGSNTE 2o M TE AR THAR
MMIZE D 2 Da— Fe#55 5L, BlRTEOERDED LAY, ZEOESOMICLERTHYY, &
M RH) (350~370 mgl/ml) O THIF U & 5 ICEIIRYEDIE AR ORRAWEHETE 5, LrL, BE
DERFEZ LIHEHHIOTEARHM DR 2 2L, Bl CT MG AI V7R -TL D, T THEAEEL —E
2T BDTIE %L, EAMEEZ —EIT2H7, MEF 43IV 7P —EIZTEXL20ICHHNTH 2",

B D Z A CT TOMISES 4 2 > 2703, B E U CRUIBIIRA & SIBIIRK, B4 E L TMIRM &
Al GEIEAM) X3 a8h b, g o% 3Ll cdhn, BMEIIRMcoRg: L BITH TOIRE(L
(washout) &, #BAROMYe% & 5 2 2 DAL OB B L OEWSHICBWTEETH LY, BITHE
LT, PINRARIZMESS 1 & 2 PR - SRR~ ORI ORI /%7 5, P Z BN 5 2 &I X 0 0%
Wragds B3 52,

HHBIIRM OB 5 4 I > 7%, 3 HHITE AR +5~10 BB OB 1% % BaT 2, 30 Bl CrE
AEATo 72000, WP % SHERIG 35~40 BTSRRGS0 LA L, SOXIIHGEIAI v 7 Z2BEL
72 )T, IEEREIIR AN ORI O ERE R OMAGEC L VIRIET A IV I HBRERI > TLEI 2 e DD
D, BRHODEBIC X0 EEAOE R OFEIRCEE TR Z WG 55 4 3 2 7285 X C, FERA
5DIEHEHID TS ICEEL TV AWnSy £ IV T TORBIZHR>TLE) e SOOI BHRIGI LIV 7D
BAEDRED720121E, EEAEEBEBRICEROE= 5 » ZifG 24T, BEERABIIRNOMEEH OF)
R ERBITIROBE G T 2 R—F AN T v 3V FESIOONL, K—F AT v F v 7RV
By, WEEKEIIR® CT o> b4 100 HU 123 L TH 5 20~25 B IR O Hld & BItES % D h—#ei T
Hbo VEOEFHNOT A MEA & BEOMFRG % 1T ) RBRIEAETH BRI, BEABIIR~ O EHIE]
R ZFHIC & o MR ZHE ABGS 70 Baits, FEHI 3 2RI T %,

D 7 5 B e R 72 B FUIRMC, i 2 LD Z M DNFER DT > b5 X bR KIC R b ZOM
NRAINC BV 2 HFEIR O 5 KA R 3 5 X 72 3 — FRICRAE L, S O A IS L ve 20
72O PIIRFE O 2B 53 A I3 E A O #E AT L2 <, 2ml/s BLEDIEAHEEE % IV 5 D 05—k
WTHbo HESHIZOVTIE, 5mm N TORT A AECHMEA17-7: CT Bifg%", 3 ¥a—¥FEa
—T—E W THRT A EDRLEF L,

PEBEE (=1, B3, "4

BN BOTIE OB W BWHERHTH LNV TV T 5 VB (VF A4 BY) 532007 41 A
IO & 7o T BHOBEWMRAEIZIA 7 ) —= v 7L LTiE, 2 A MRREREEOE A S IR IS
HFHTHLY, mEETHERA DL, 85, R NELIERICAEHTH L, LaL, HEglBE ke
12, AR ATOETEENKREL, A7) —= v 7 TR, WEDLOORELELE AL SN 5,

g7 0 b, & 0010 ml/kg % #HER & D IES O BIIRINLTE %2 3Fili5 2 720, CT OBARAEIC Y72
LENIREN A BRAR L, ZO%, MIRFICHYST 2 MIIREN A Z 3R T %0 3 10 51L& AN F’
(Kupffer fH) 1ZHUY SA F A THFE R SRR & 72 5 Kupffer A HRE S 5, O TIE, IR X Kupffer
HNED R A7z, RHEIEE LTSN, ZofBERIIEWESINTVWE, 205 (I V7 TELITHEZAIE
EPES3 5 Z 212X - T, Kupffer #HTHID THi SN 702 OB IRIMTT S AT B RE % FHIC &, #AI<eiE
YL Sl N VAN
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HILSRREDIREN R EE

=1 ER eI
WEEE VU1 R® (B—=#) 0.010mi/kg, bolus injection
EAREKE - 4 MHz, 6.5 MHz
MI{& : 0.2
focus point : 1 point (depth : & &% 10cm)
JL—LL—k:10~14Hz

3 BEKE& (bhoCRAHRRE)
A:BE— FBZEE B: ~ILT7ILT 42 ERBE G EIREGE),
C:NILTNT 2 ERBERE (Kupffer 18)

NILVT T 2 UERBERICHWT, FHElRE (&) »EREMETESE L, Kupffer 18
TIREEEZZELTWVW5,
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Ml

defect re-perfusion imaging

VYFJLR?(0.010 mi/kg) D

bolus injection JFYJ1K?(0.010 mi/kg) Dbolus injection
0 1 3 6 10 min.

Kupffertg

 E—

BAREAAR ' PmEmE

real time scan(MI 0.271#%)
burst(MI 0.9~1.0):{},

(MI : mechanical index)

4 VFIA R ZRVEERNRES R (REEHER)

F MRI

T MRI 271213 phased array coil # i\ %o FFIESEOZ W O 7201213 Bl MRI #iif% & Gd-EOB-DTPA
(EOB » 7V EE A M) #E%AT) T DL 008, MR TEHO A ASLE LY & SIS MEE T ) =7 A3,
HRY =% ARV DDA 121Z, SPIO (superparamagnetic iron oxide, ') V'E & 1) &K ToOE
AT hbNb, AFAARES5mm U TFT, Iv¥a—y Y a—"T7—CTOLMIEIHIEING,

H E# MRI (®5)

Ty —7 v A% GRS TR T 2 DR E NS,

@ T1 50 - M4 T T in phase & out of phase (opposed phase) @ GRE {4130 %H,

@ T2 5wt () - MR E IR B3] FSE-T2 i@ (g & MR {E 1k SSFSE (HASTE) T2 sk o3i%
AHESE, 150 ms Lh o TE T? heavy T2 iR OMIEZ BN 5 & T2 HOFWEN LB X OV E &
SRR D RN AL D,

@ ILEEFG (3D © EPLINC TR S %0 b flld@% 400s/mm’ B b

@) steady-state coherent image (True FISP, balanced FFE, FIESTA, True SSFP &\ ¥ —7 » 24%)
(HE32) - BREEEIRI OB DS EBID S b,

H Gd-EOB-DTPA &% MRI (EOB-MRI) (X 6, 7)

Gd-EOB-DTPA #E#ICL A5 A F I v 7 - A7 T 1 LIFHaM Z %3 5. MRI BRAREMEEO -0, H
#iMRI (T1FE) %12, Gd-EOB-DTPA ¥4 F 3 v 7 « A% 74 &1\, Il oHlg F comic
T2 sk, EEeaF%, steady-state coherent image D¥Ef§%E 47> TH L',

O ERHIE

WERHIE - Gd-EOB-DTPA, 0.1 ml/kgo

FERANE A | GA-EOB-DTPA ILEHAIBREA D 2, METEAT LB 2V, CT LRFBC
TR 2SR 5 & FWMIE Y A 3 ¥ ZIBAEIEL B E WA BED S, EARR OB R 1280,
CT LFBRIIEAREN —EE 2 T L v, BRI DL ABAEEKICE %M UISLETH 5,
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HILSRREDIREN R EE

5 B MRI (oL ERURTHRADE)

A :T1 338 (opposed phase, GE1&), B : T135%:8 (in phase, GRE %), C: T2 %@ (FEIR{=1t, HASTE %),
D : Bghr¥nsl T2 3458 (PFRUREHA, FSE %), E : BSh5#N% 3D balanced (FFE %), F : #LBis&sR&
FHAREL T1 3ERG TIRES, T2 @GR ELEMAG TEES L L THEEIA TV (=),

@ ®’BgFH=E
() \|wE>—7 >R
WIG#IH T1 3534 3D GRE #:25E X N5,
(2) A1 AE
5mm LT AERE NS,
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W

6 EOB-MRI (5 tEUAFHRARSE)
BEBA#NSI T1 5838 (3D-GRE 1%)

(A S8, B:#BRME, C: FIARHE, D : 174,

E : FH#EBI4E)

FFiBBRE P EhARAE T4 U, BTARBRHE CILERHI DI A &4
BFICEVEESELTHEEIATWVS (=),

(3) ImIKRENTE

HEWE (%o FEAIIAAR TR S, JRIF R OB EE S 5,

@) ImERAI>T

BIIRAE Wi 5 A I VT DOWEIZIR—F AN T v F UV EIHIR SN D I E 22 I E TATREIR~DER
FOFEE M) —E L, M)F =55 15~20 AR k-space DHLLDSES X 9 ICBIIRM %2 #i% 35",
F72, WY A IV TEEER D BEIIEE ARG 30 FPEFEIEC k-space DHLASK D X ) IHRIET 5.
PIBRAH 8 S0 R A B AE TR 70 AR 4o

BATH - WRANEAR © 2~3 5tk

JFRIEAR @ S BHITE A TR 20 0P ARG, FRRAEASELIFC, IFREOBESRIFRBE TIE, 15 5% 5
TOHIED T HE,
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HILSRREDIREN R EE

B

- &R EIE  GAd-EOB-DTPA 0.1 mi/kg
ERHENE BECIATIDEFICEV 1 mI/sOERER, i ARFREOD
HET, HRICKEABB—EEZEAVTHL, EERIBKOERLIELE,

S

&N

EOB##/E
<
BARE  PIARAE BiTH FH#mfa4a
wiE i1 ’i& ®i&

EAFRA E AR EAFRA
70 R4 2~55 R4 15~20 i %
* 1 R—FANTYF LT E T EBELIZTITAEBRANDEZHIDE)E
H515~20 %F2 E (CK-spaceDF LI KB LI ARBERE
; M
7 1Z¥#7 EOB-MRI #&&% gé

H M#REARES N 27 LERRICKDEC1FIv 7 MRI

Bl MRI #8112, LRt EOB-MRI O %k & MO FH:cabignn, BARM, MM, P om%
21790 AL 02 ml/kg.

A SPIO &% MRI (SPIO-MRI)

#k& LT 045 mg/kg=8 umol/kg ZHMRNF G- 10 3 LIREICHRIE T %0 LT DY — 7 ¥ A TOHff % %
T 5

(@ long TE-GRE % (8ms LA 1> TE, HlF, SR, TeIRIFCOBEATHED)

@ BRIGENHINEL [ T2 5830 FSE BEWr %

ZoMh, PLEGRFE, steady-state coherent image ZIEML TH vy,

JERERE (X — IS T1 SRR TIRE 5 2R 9725, W B o MR O —EBid T1 Mg CTRiE 5 2R
9, T1 @G E L&, %41l F T in phase & out of phase (opposed phase) @ GRE 4% #4495, #
BN OIETEA X in phase TIXEES, out of phase TIXMEFTE T 2R 720, RN OIRITZMEZ &
BRBHIENTED, Tz, IEE L BRRNERDILS L OB H B2,

JF OB T — M\ T2 G CRE 7 &R 3. FHIEOR 5% T2 Mg CRETZRTEsNh
TWAY, B REE T 2R T 00 H 5% FHIINE OB IR SR EH FSE T2 i
WEHATHZ™ ™, I AEIE SSFSE (HASTE) i, FRMHio T2 fliAsZ iUz &R < izl
2135 575 T2 lOREVERRLMEEZ SES IS TE, EMCHHTH L, K2 150ms ML EoE W
TE T % heavily T2 #ii{gd, MEHECEEE, BHEEOENICAMNTH LY,

72, WHORFIR BRI ES ORIBICEH L Wb TW A, IR ORI I3 7EE MRT L) 845
D, ZOMMBEIRENTH L™ 5, EEREITZ 2VWHEICIEHNTH 2,
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steady-state coherent image (& T2/T1 2> b5 A b %ﬁ@%bt 18T, MRB & O % S8 7 IS
“C%», MR - FFERAR - JBAS 2 IR TR T & 57018, FFIIEOIRE - I RBEOZBWICEHTH 5, %
NRIHHGIE O PR A D S s,

Hjﬁffﬂiﬂ’@,r@ S D7 DR MRIATE LClE, CT & FERICIGEEE B2 Be 2B AWt 77 ) =7 A
WAL BFAFIv s - AFT 4 L Kupffer HITBIZHLY 3A F 2 IR FVERE 5241 0 SPIO #E2AIC X %
FRADATONTEZA, BUETIEN B =9 AR T E R wiEANE, GA-EOB-DTPA ##12

XB¥A4FIvy - AFF 4 X BTG & H?%HH’ME@?M% 12 X B IR GE D S OFHEIAHEIE S B,

§ E{REZEREOIZEERICDONT
KEBSHRRE & A5%T > T b RADS (reporting and data system) FHFZEIZBWT, FFIRGEE TS W {§2 W
FEOREHRALDIERD T SN TW5b, LI-RADS (liver imaging reporting and data system) OHEEEIZX 5

&, EEHEIE (Lumason, SonoVue, Definity), ¥4+ 3 v 27 CT, ¥4+ 3 v 27 MRI D&HAHIZLL T D X
WSS N TS GEIZCKREBUHRE SR — 2=V 2 2 H),

BRA GEB T, & CT, MRD : #EEHOWRGT [HERIZEISEEZINTWE] o [IHEE

EHBRUCTHFEIRD EATYE) B5eRRhse < v ] &7z 3 e %?‘Eﬁ"o
MIRAH G2, 52 CT, MRD @ E & 0BT TMIREIHFFIROEZARIFEE LD bEv]

o [FERA G4 2 5 DIN] Zi7-SREHZ 389
A GRIEEA & [ 3%. 3 CT, MBI MEMES BV = 28 A X 5385 MRD : S&EE&OHFRS&T 1

MR & BFERIR O SEN RSHEZ LD b EV] 2o [EEAEG-#% 2 5D W3R E i3,

BATH (EOB-MRD) : BB EH & W 72052 MRT OBIRAH % OIRE T, FFNILE O1F 5 HEAFE

B OG5 L FFEEORARZ HE3 (MIRAH & IR AR D IS 3 2 KAl o
FF#RaAH (EOB-MRI) : FFRRS 3 R A1 A T I BRI D A F 1, RE R IR S M T B I E R 5

FBEE - FEED‘REE

pIEL®IC
—HINEARDOFHIIZZ T A7) —= 7L LTBEBEBRRED 2 SN, &) LTHHELIZCWT
TR 7 EOWHIBA D H 720, KL LT CT 7213 MRI AL L % 2603 7% { v, IHIERISR
EI’J UNERFHTHY, TIITHET HWELFMT 57201218, SEMSHETHLZLDROONL, H
WX ZEM R, IAHEPH 2 R THRIZ T & % CT 2 —BIRDES ) 7 1 L5 575, IHEREKRO
MASHE LG 812133 Y 5 A MrRREICER S MRT b At e 2 b,

pCT
FFEDHESITHBRTA AT (A7l ld 2mm FEE) AHERSN D, oL & LFRBIRE OF#ERZ H
EL725AEE 5128y Imm BUTF) DRAT A AL TGS b0 B IOHGEs 43I v 7137
O hIWICHETL L, T2 IHRIE T O b I VBl E2RT,
0 #aP8Hbh 258 DRIEE
RO DIFAEBINC I WA AT T 72 2 128 % 72377 (B 8A) o FERAIC X 0 P IRKALAS A1 1S PRALER O i 5
& X I A3 PRl U ’icéi ENHENLTHS (F8B). Witkd 2 KIEOHP, FEEE, T35 L s 0aHES
ST A IIEPIREM D TH %o FIRMOATHREAOBWIC T TH S L DREDH 5,
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HILSRREDIREN R EE

#2 CT7Oh2afl (6435 MDCT Di55E)

EEE : 120 kVp, T : auto mAs

&% SD : 10/5 mm B

2H2% 1 0.5mmXx64 £7/-13 1 mmx32

EEBENRE  26.5 mm/rot

WBIE2 137 : trigger ($AENART 150HU (RERENARIE), EDARMENRLAR X 20 #0715,
PIRRMEAIAE (E 60 074, TFH#IHHIE 240 W& ICHRE

aYX—=23>:05mmEAE1mm, BERXZSAXE 1 mm i 2mm

EEENEE  300~370 mgl/ml (600 mgl/kg 1HY4 &)

EAREE  30%, EMAE 20G BES

A EEPRLNWZBEDOEKE

WEITEZW DT, Ykt BIIREEAA, PR O 3 ARG 52 L% v, BIREMAIZIHED
vascularity OFHli, M OIRIZ, PIIRAIEE BN 72 & OV BEHAR O 153 2 BEE 2 S 56 O TliE
BOFPAOFHMIAHTH Do TIUTINZ P D IESE O TEIRZWT (B D 2 VI O BN - BEEPEIRGY) 12
HHTH 2B, RO BT EOFI212 MPR & L < 1 CPR (coronal planar reconstruction) |2 & H
HEREKE GO TH Y, BERIIEHI D Shs™,

QO drip-infusion-cholangiography CT (DIC-CT)

Meglumine iotroxate FHT:f% 1 RFRIFEEE 72 o T OB CT #HtifT3 %0 NHER O 2 LR T 5
72O MIP H L<1E VR THAEK T 5 Z L 2RI E LTWADT I mm IFO#HW AT 4 2 JETHiG - FiRE
%3 %%, Meglumine iotroxate (& DIC Fi 3 — F2&HHITH Y, ZOEWEH D% S5 — Bl I ASi 2. T
V7275 DIC-CT D&Y TZ O A8 TIEIG L7zo OB O I — FREHH L CEIETICE &
FTRETH S, MEIFRO W IEHIFFERE D B Tl 22 5 i O I E R EH OIS HEL 20 50 FFHE
RERE A3 5 L IHEAORZAIPHE DL 20, HEROMBARICR 5720 EEET 5,

F MRI

MRI ®3#)id MDCT I2& %51+ v 7 CT THWNICEB» A 205G (FNTIEH 525, CT TELEWR
WORELHDHY ) %) RCIEOEKGE ML 2 via, BRMRZOFE, I—F7LVX—2b 554,
HETH5bo
0 #a1P8bN D58 DE’IGE

V=4 v AL LTI MRCP 28 E &% D, MRCP I2iE 4~8cm DIEWY Y ZFIV AT A 20D 2D il
#(E8C) L~ NF AT A4 RITL D 2D b LI 3D HffiEANH %o 3D Y NF AT A ARG RVO
T, WA L IR =Y a v 2V, BT T Y. 3D YV F AT A4 AR UL,
MIP W12 & ) @l OIREO&REI R HNEH 2 (K8D), Jtlifgz Mt EFEM R EMA o5
(I 8E) ODTINHMTHHTHL7S, BEOIILREIZL VLT LIRDT L LERE20W0T, [#H0IE
O | OFWRCTIHRAEILE TICIRIET 52D 3 Vv 7B LRIV TFATA A) bRlET 52 2RI N L,
SEOBNIEETREZ 1L, IR EICHE IR T A/MEG Y4, MIP % (2D, 3D IZhhh59) T
FEHICEDH T SBIER L CHIRENL VDO T IR CTHERT LI L TH D, TOHEVAT A A
® 2D FTIEHATBIE TG E L THE IR TV, Z01T0, WEo T1mRE, T2 i wWhek
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i8]

X 8 TEMERERG

CHECT IMEBEPPAS L TEB#ETE D (=),

CERCT BMERENBREL, BRDEEIIREETH S,

: 2D single shot thick slice MRCP ; &G/ HRBTE 3 (—),

: 3D MRCP (MIP1&) ; IBERREDEL ) b H V), KEIGOH TIHERIZEERE LI 0,
: 3D MRCP (tEfg) ; #EAIPHERATES (=),

: 3D MRI (T1 3450, HER)  BRIISESEE L THEICHEIA TV (=),
“balanced ¥ — 4 > R ; EAPHERTE D (—)

OTMMOOW>>

SIFEMIES O EZ B E L2 HOERG S MR 50 T2, —HoRA GRIIFNIBERA) 13 T1 MG
THIEFEET I LD H20OTY, FOMEOIRIIN 3D T1 MG MA 2 LA HE LV (F8F). *
Tvarvl LTENG Y ARY =7 2 A TR WESHET LLORBA T TH 2 O TRIEO WY
BREGEML TS I (B8G), #pMAd, IR % EOEIEN LR VIR) AR TH L, =3 IHE 71 b
IVBIE R,
O ROEFHICDONT

< I L IIEREA 2 VRN, B2 i ALE NI 5 5 D5 %5 %2 #Iil L MRCP %
WHCHBKT B0 L L, MRS GWRE % & CHBIRHE L2206, + 2 iHENIGEREOWED S
SII VLR T WL b DD, 72, TNTIED L0 FLEIBIM 7% & Oddi HitkREAN 203D 555,
FEEADIIE BT LR OFMASTE 2L 2% b d 2720 EEET 2% o THIO A S BRI
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7% 3 MRCP 7Ok (1.5T #2%, phased array coil)

HILSRREDIREN R EE

e N ZXS51ZE/
wi&E =R TR/TE n— ZN
(® 2D MRCP/TEIRET, &1 | FEIR(S (- AR RGN /800 .
TEARMT FSE i (ETL 256 #17%) 4~8om o X MVTE S8 JaI
@T1/T2 /e | | i balanced | o o g 6~4/0mm | 473>
—Ir R
PEICISCTROERFIRE
@ T2 B3/ MM FSE i 0/320 5~6/0mm | #EAF~3LE
a : (ETL 93 #i%) ¢ 7
I FEUR{E1E 2D GRE i _ F7oa
Dl it (dual-echo) 250723 & 4.2 5~6/0MM | st~ 9L
IR0 {= 1E BE B3l 4.3/2.1
- 3D GRE E%7ld (FUy7TH15% =
/R - B (S AT~ 2LE
® T1 5450/ 440 R R A e 4/—2 mm sHERIIAT~3L5E
2D SE i& (7Uy7f 70~90°)
1,300/650
=y O 2/—1 mm "
® 3D MRCP/R iR WaB5 %] FSE £ (ETL 124 it%) B, BEEANT
bL<I3 2D MRCP ) ’ o0/87 5-6/0 MIP & & U TTEHE CRFT
(ETL 128) mm
x4 BEEHRES MRl ZOMILE (MRCP &%)
s o XS5 RE/
B S—HU R TR/TE i Z0th
@ 2D MRCP/TiRKT, | MRS 1EBEBAHNH] /800 "
SITIRH FSE i (ETL 256 #i7%) s L e
O T1/T2 5&:R1&/ 2R l{?%ﬂ%\ﬂ: balanced e 6~4/0mm | #7as
i) =R
@ T2 /MM 2D FSE i °o/120 5~6/0 mm | #5E L~ L5
A ’ (ETL 80 Bitk) mm | % ’
o s FEOR{E1E 2D GRE 3 | 150/2.3 & 4.2 Cus
® T1 s8R/ FERT (dual-echo) (FUyTE 70~90°) 6/0 mm sEEISAT~FLEE
e , 0% (=1 A B A 4 1 250/5.5 *7Tar
O T1 HR/ AR 2D EPI % (7Y 7% 70~90°) 6/0mm | iR~ 25
I E FRPTOR A B D 5,000/65 _
AR AR 2D EPI i% (b 8=0, 800~1,000 s/mm?) | >~ &0 ™™
AR = - RERA B0 4.3/2.1 4/—2mm ol =
® #4173y MRI/#&RT | 3D GRE i&%7/13 (ZUy7fa 15°) AR
EIAM RS IERERS DS | 150/4 5~6/0 mm e
2D GE i (7Y 7 70~90°) WSS b e CRE
PEIISCTROERFIRS
1,300/650 /1 mm
@ 3D MRCP/ IR KR o . | (ETL 124 gi%) B, BEEANT MIP L0
REB5#4) 3D FSE 3% "
HL<IE 2D MRCP /87 5~6/0 mm | TSR &K CRH
(ETL 128)
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EHH G L TRET 2D TIE %L, WA T4 20 2D MRCP % 3~5 J510) THig L 72 B R 13 413
DEPEIZHIWT L7729 A THRG 570 bV B I Tw5 (£ 3).
A BEIRDLNDHEDEGE

BIREERAR, MIRA, FEAETY A+ Iy 2 MRLZ17H% 25, ZOBEZ2H S HEE (3~4mm ELLT)
® 3D T1EFGEE WA Z RSN L, b L 3D EMMEZ R WIGEIL, RIS single shot 2D MRCP 7%
ETCREDPBINEDF) TV 7= a v &2T728, WAL 20125# % T 2D T1 g X
BYNVFATARTAF Iy 7l AT RAHIET 0 Favplerd,
O #1473 v 7 MRl EITROBROEFIRS, MRCP £EZDX1 I JICDWT

BN T EREHZ 32720, ¥4+ 3 v 27 MRIHGRICRIE SRS S L HEZ 00
DA W EE 72 B DA HFZDOUEBIC X 5 artifact 2SHPHIC 7 4 X & LT 5 2, TERHZ OBIRE)
FHEXWECT 256055, —T, F4F Iy 7HIFITHCLH F) = ARANIEER T RO T2 54
fi % L MRCP W 0[f) 112 #%3 .27, MRCP 1344 F 3 v 7 G T RIS B U TR A 2
P LT3 5 2 EBRBEINTHDS (5R4),

Rl DIREE

pIEL®IC
RO EbN I, A7) —= Y ZIZR T BERRED T DN L. FRAEILIRO IR B AR
ITERDIHZE DRI A T D 275, HALE 7 A2 X 2 B HPH OB A 5. MDCT 132273 fEREIC 3 <,
WA T A AL TOWFRBATRZOT, BRAICIIRO AN ML L EZ R N D WEGEAREDNIZ 6
D CT HAETIE, EEAESROIERZRWTEE Y 4TIy 7 CT 23HE3E SN 5. MRIIGIREE D HREICEN
THEY, BEERP CT MR TH LRI HONLGED D 5. BIZIX, BIPHZ O TIE MRI ©
JiHsCT Y N T WD, 72, MRCP TIZERAE LH3E, HEOEMRRHLR, gz CT L) b
FHliTE 50 LAt T, BEEMRAR CT B TREDSEDN LY 51218, MRI OREATAEID 55,

p CT ®9)

D CT ZMHER LRI LD DHNAT A RE (1~3mm) 2RSS ND, T/, FHEREER 3D
GOl B E $ 255121, S5ICHWAT 4 A (05~125mm) OF—% bIAEL, BifH— NI
L THL =5 IHIEENT 5 MDCT #iig7a k2 (Fl) #5R7,
0 RESORBEEISRDNDIHEDREE

HHl CT Mgtk M CT XA T ay), EmESAF I v 7 CT I IIEREEFH % 30 o—EiH A
L, FABIRA, AIIEhARA (BESZRIHD, MINRA, SPfrtl (180 B LARE) o 4 #lZ Wl d %o WRIRHPHIL, B)
IRAHTIIF~BED L 3B ETRIEST 50 PR & 5 VI T T, IEBEERZ &% Rk & 2 72012~
BEEFE TR 5o

BRI L BRI S OGN CTA O H W CTHAR SN 5. BIPBIIRAIIMEIZZA & DT, IE%
BEEEDOEEMENE =2 bR DIA I T Thbo ZIMMEE T 2RI IR /R L, IEWEFEE L
DAY M T AMPEL b MIRMTIE, HiER LIEEOFIRIZEOIZ 1T o MM T, SUHEERE DS
SEPRTEEMEIRE SN S, B~ FEHE TO&EZ/ 8y — 0 OFHliE, BEERVERZ O8RS
WCEHTH 5. BIEOIRIIRIC AP shunt BkORGZRT O T, HRINEIIRA THIEZE O R BREOH &
OIS 50 F72, BEPAOBIR R HIR R O fhan s 2o g O AL R EEZ W Tk, MPR2SEHTH %,
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9 MEEISpEOLE(LF+Iv o CT & MRCP

A BHICT, B~E: #4537 CT (B: RHEARIE, C: ISR (BEEHE), D : PIfRiE, E: F#&8),

F : 2D thick slab MRCP (B1t&®)

EEERE (—) WZMMEEETHY, 41573y 7 CTHESRA (C) TEERINERL, RHBAETH D, BEEILELMEIC
BEINTHY, AITIEFRE (D) TRABEBREE EEMNERL, FEHE (E) TRRAVWERINEZRL TW5, MRCP T
IS S S URIBE OEIELREICK 2HES ERAIDIREIRD 5h 3,

=5 [gfES MDCT %% >0 bbb ()

RSB RSB ARSR 251 2E
o F~% 8 mm
1 mm
o L 3 mm
SHBIE’ | F~B | TAABRC CTEER+100HU | I
SHRERA . o 3mm
gemm | TF S5 BAA 45 Thik o
FIARAE FF~8 125 B 60 Pk 8 mm
1 mm
TEA | B 135 B4 240 FH1% f’ o

A 600 mgl/kg (ZiBE ) > 100 ml % EER)
ERELT AR 30 %
R=SZA NSy X IER
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B, F#MBIEO CT TRAEEEZONLMZEEAM L T, PUIIBICHET 22 EFZEE L,
H BERIFEONDIEEDOEREE

B CT, #5453 v 7 CT ORI (BEFEAR), MM, P (180 2 LIEE) @ 4 M2 #ff
§ %o Bl CT 13RO AIRALRIRIEICIZ & 0F5 2 MM EZAL, BEROEH & 7% 2 7% & DB
FAHTH 5o @MBESRD CT grade 1355 CTIZ X Y g SN b o BIIRFISIRIEEEN 2 11 ) B THRRIZEED 5
NHANEENIREE DZWIA A TH 5o T7z, Wi EOWEIES AN TRMEBERZIIET 2B HLHDT,
BIRA CIEE; O A ME S FFliC & 2o PIIRANAREIIZHE ) BRAR IR R IRAR 22 DB A N TH %o

PRI DFELRIBIEIH L T3 WREEBIS I Tl 5 4 F v 7 CT Z# DR i<, MMz &
LT, HIIZE L THBOMDBINEZ ZET .

F MRI (29, E10)

7% 6 ISR 5 MRI $kf% 7' h a VBl%R$

O MRT O 71 b 2V, T2 g, T1 5%, EEEaHRE, MRCP (3D % 2D) % IEAM
Y= VAL LTHIET %o YA F I v 2 MRI QMBI U THRIET 5o T2 WFHIECIEE T, IR
&P 5, T1 &F4%12 in phase & out of phase (opposed phase) DWW ZRIEL T\ 5, RFVEIE
BEIRDZWIIZIT in/out of phase D T1 5% Z @ subtraction B{EASEHTH 5o ILHERFGIZ b E=0s/
mm?* & b =800 % 1% 1,000 s/mm”* FEFEDWi{E% #fE L, ADC map b 5.

MRCP (£ 2D & 3D ##kf% L, MIP % & MRCP O clif§ % 22 FIH 3 %, FFRFEO 3D MRCP CTIAR
B LR WS E AR CHMMIAREL 252 e HLHDT, Bilkodd MRCP biRfEL, BE%IHMT 5
CEDEFE L, SSFSE @ T2 gL, TSI SN L7200 T, R R L 03
g 2R I 7 & B RIS SN A FEAH B DT, IR FH I IREHE 2 BB 50

SERH ONRGEIH T1 WF G CRIEFEREEADEFISE T L2 5DT, S, ML, KEREVSHL L
BT 3%, B2 MM L 2wEa12iE, IR T1 FGoROE 5 1 0EET 5. /2, HESM%
A e D 72 IREE D % 32 E 9 o TP X ORI P oo H Pk N BB L R B T1 k% < ik
BT ERDOTBMPES L b —T5, IR T1 8F% CoOMER M, MRCP TREIEEA (T1 W
G TEES) BHEHTIESAFIv 2LV RY, WELEDT Y FT A ML 2 5,

MR EE A R 1) =7 235 H] % S0EEHE L CTIT9 ¥4 -3 v 7 MRI T, 225 #FEA W 3D GRE (7
4 =)V X a—) EAHEIR SN Do BERTOWIR T — & 7> 5 7B IR ISR O FERE B R K35 2 & T EE
Thbho 453y 27 MRLGIRIHGZ A L7229 EO T > b5 A SDSHBECTH 50 MRIEIEE 5 GE
WCENTWEDT, ¥4+ 3Iv 7 CT THEVAEHZGAETH-TH, MR, EES A3 v 7 MRI A
BEOMIN AN OB DS 5o

BERED DN BIEB TR OA I ) —= v FHHETH 5. HiEBORSHINT, Gd-EOB-DTPA
(EOB - 7V EUEAN) 2§22 L bDH b, EOB-MRI TIIFRNNZE & iR 04 % R HI < & 2 F
HAH Do 72721, MRCP bl 5554, 3AIIC MRCP 2% 3 2L H 50T, BAKHEAE &
LRMLD 5
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10 EESRED MRI

A T15858% (in phase), B : IgfsM4&l T1 58581%, C: BSBr#N&l T2 3581&, D : #EGARG bE=
1,000 s/mm?®), E : ADC map, F: MRCP (3D, MEIEREIHA), G~K : EOB-MRI (G : 8281, H : EARk4E,
| : EpARAE+30 #0714, J : EpARAE+O0 #7%, K : BpARAE+180 ¥1%), L : FFMBaHE (20 %)

ERERE (—) & T15858& (A B) TR{ES, T2%i& (C) TREES, #HesaRE (D) TIHDEN%
FRHRICEESEET S, MRCP (F) TIIEBEESTEREDHAELZBD S, 173 v 7 MRI#RE (H) T
IFEREEZmMETHY, F24, B34 (,J) TIRRIBREEFRIERINTWS, FHEE (K) THES
DIDAFEBIC R VIERZNRABIEL TV B,
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*6 EEEZEMR ZOM3JL ()

=Tz WirE 2D or 3D (Fmon\:) 274 XE (mm) #(2;)7 Z;;;{ 52/
balanced ¥ —#7 > X T ARE & 2D 380 6 1 16 IEAR A L
BERGNEH T2 sasmig™ 2D 380 5 1 25 MR

T1 35R1& in/out y 2D 380 5 1 25 R A
BERANE T1 asmg ™ sl 3D 380 6 = 25 R A
HLEGRFRE (EPI) 2D 380 5 1 25 HEBR AR FIHA
MRCP TIRETR (radial) 2D 300 10 — 10 MR =L
MRCP TEIR BT 2D 300 4 0 22 IR =L

MRCP TS 2D 300 4 0 20 IR

MRCP TEARBTR 3D 300 | 2 (B 1 mm) = 80 WF0R 4R
RERAHH] T1 583A1& | #KT1& (dynamic) 3D 380 | 3 (FEi#Ak 1.5 mm) = 133 IR =L
RERAHSI T1 583A1% | HEBT& (delay) 3D 380 6 = 25 IR I

*IEIR{E1E O T2 58581&X° MRCP 1£5 > 7Ly a3 v h T2 #&3E&, **T1 &% 12 GRE &

HILEDRGE

pIEL®HIC

ek, RIR TS IO BIGZMIIA Y ) — = > 7 h SR IS 725 TR N Y 7 2% V720l
LB DIL S HCENTEZ, Lo L, EEONHEERIROESIDIE LA, Bl SHmcwizs
ETOFEBIIBWCTHBEDS T2 EF ) T4 Lo TWb, HIE, LS EITIEENBROREDONE,
PHOREER A2, 2T, M4L, EB)% EOFMA T2 5%ETH S, 72751, I X o TRAED S R
ISR RL D (R7). — I TRBIIBWTIE, CT HHEREIGER ORI LY CT colonography (CTC)
AN LT & ARG, MR CTA 2V CRBROMRITEHRE 1 o CT RETHLZ &
UL oo T b, 7z, 2012 EBEBHEMNCOEIC XY, KIBEEEE S b4 BE T 2 MA L L
TREs CT SfmBE A S iz,

poEEEER ®1)

e, B2 HEE, LMW LE T, WINOERICBWTH RIS UCHEE N 7 A% v,
REBIHALAE T 200% W/V BiR O RIEE, AN EGER N 7 A EAR L 22 ) FE TR0 LT DT
B LIS N o AR T %o (LB RILR B Sb N AERICE LTI, KNS — FalgH 2 fiH
T 5 (7272 LB b N BRSOV TIIM#H M Z AT 5 720BINTRETIE L V). MEOBITEENE
ZERRIC Y B RTALE DS T ) EBEEMI LM 5, IOz 00Pia ) YRR SV T BT 5
WA M T O E, £, ke, AL BB C X 2 25 MEHIHLE 2 SR TR, g s
THESERET) ZEICL VR ORI REE 25, FE2EAMATHRESE L2013 88, 8, +
TR TS (REEAKEF YA, WAET N L) RG-S B WIZLEIN L TRAES T — TV
MPHDELREHZET 5o T 40 GRELKE) BLXOVNGTIEEHO NV — 2 v FRZINICEE L TER
21790 KB TIEEILPIMN L — 2 F—F A5 D%ELREIT) o
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®7 HEEROXIRBES

B
RE | REE 7H707 EREEED)
B BE R7U-—=27 - BYAEDS
+ZiEke | TEBES (RE - & - LESES)
N | RIEMBESR (7A-2REE)
Kis | KGR, REMBRE (BBEXBEXL L)
Z Ot | SABFAMTER

11 HIEEEZ DA

THIERR D AR IR RELEERIGE 8 L, 200% W/V ERGIERRER/N Y 7 4 150 ml {EH.

B EEHESER

ATALE © 12 R DL oM ERARERT OHL T ) YD H\WIE T VA T U TEFICTIT )0

B THEEE : HAE T 2 — T HARE L RV DD R OEEHI ORI G- TOBIEN L v, BHHlEEZEL T
A O R, SAERE (FHELELZV) ISHERT %0

B ¢ BIESERA ORI BT R E A 2 1A LEig Al 2 1 AR08 5 L MBIRTE T3 %0 9
ZOILEETOMY, MEZER, JriaoMErkz Bt LEREL T, 57, S REEONHRER 5, Hit
BAEEED DT Y A I 2 7O L RG L FRICEERBOBEITE %,

B, TZ8EE B TR0z "l Thig T 4 2 L2 HiW L L AR LG ARG A2 OHESE
§ B HRGE CUHR 2~6 LB 12) BAFTIIL TN T W5, TOHwGEEEFEARL LTI OIS ERZ D
AT, SRZEDIERIR TOMY, MIEZE, 8GN ok o MENE 2 815 LIRiR L TRz, &
P & GEBE DT B o FRICATRTIRA TIRILREZ A O 72 0 BRI, /3 ™7 it &k S 2 A A
TELHEMAPEHTHS (B12)s +480 GREELDILFM) oREmid, SBRE+ ik
FRS NG +IRBERER TNV — Y RBE L, SURGRIIHE T CREBEANEA L2 AT ) A%, PAlriC s &
UNERE AT Lo S pas
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12 BEREEEZRAVCEROHL

A EEHE(EEER (RELEAER), B: LEHLEEY (REAERR)
BiF LEB#%EE, O-ICEEBE (Tla, tub 1)o ~BEEERT,

H THERHELEER

NG N DIERERFIGRE IR A T H SRR S5 %0 SEIEANC & 2385 TR AT 2 720, 7%
MBS 2V IE NV — 2V Y FRHEAT TOBPEHNEA, RATORBEETIo NV — 2V > FHEHEEE
Treitz #a & D ILMRNZ G0 2 BB 20 G HBRNTOELR D) 2 0T 5 720 8RR AR, RERFB
221790

KiE (BITHEXBER - ERER) | BILEIIH HOBIRE R LR TH (777 VEE), &2 \I3H IR
R L UHOBA 2 A DETEITT ) o MR ) Y HDH\IET VA T2 ZffiiES %o i
RN B 5 L HE R T O 2 L L ToOMM 213505, EMEREORHETIE, WADIE
Ty, WK, iRoRSROMENEZBI% LEIR L THAL, P& REEDOHEHER L. 22
PZED W FEVED S 2 s A idokiatE g — P g2 L, SRR/ E MRS %0

pCT

CT WA, FITTHLEESEES OfaiA s LT ON, WEOH &b, ) v s, &
IR ORHIIASHI & 7 B0 —MITIZIER 1 M CHIERBRIG 2 4T 9 A%, WA & IS O 2 [FIRHIZAT ) 723012
(IFIEALEE, SIS ORLEIS R, RETEIEH], K (CTC) CTIREUATER 217 - 72#%, Bk
T EOIIEES MR GLETH b,

§ KIBERTRT CTC OI|REH (= 13)

BIALE : SRR S8, FILMIC 2~31 OREEN 27 (£, BE=%—T),

w2 3 @IRE, MR, PR PR T — & B,

‘RGEM - BFEE 120K, HEH AEC Rot time 05s, A5 4 AJE 05mm, B ¥ » FH 1.0 100 4, CTC
+CTA #&5#] 370mg/ml  EAE 4ml/s (ZEEHML) care bolus THFITKENRICEY bL, CTC+CT
arterial portography CTA #{%:# 30 B4,
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13 _EITHERREMTRT CTC

A RIEERBE B REAKRESE C: 2D MIP (RIREME),
D : CTC+CTA (8h8r+8+FIARHE)

type 2, 4.5cm (£FEM), * &3 LTREEBEERT,

| 32 %k |

1) Fujita M et al : Comparison between conventional and spiral CT in patients with hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma. Eur J
Radiol 18 : 134-136, 1994

Ito K et al : Multislice dynamic MRI of hepatic tumors. J Comput Assist Tomogr 17 : 390-396, 1993

Kihara Y et al : Optimal timing for delineation of hepatocellular carcinoma in dynamic CT. J Comput Assist Tomogr 17 : 719~
722, 1993
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Kondo H et al : Aortic and hepatic enhancement at multidetector CT : evaluation of optimal iodine dose determined by lean body
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TEEIERIZ» : FFHERREAREZIRIC & 17 Sonazoid &5 I O —EDHIHIMTDIRIE | defect Re—perfusion Imaging DA, FFiE
48 1 299-301, 2007

Kim YK et al : Detection and characterization of focal hepatic tumors : a comparison of T2-weighted MR images before and
after the administration of gadoxectic acid. J Magn Reson Imaging 30 : 437-443, 2009

Zech CJ et al : Vascular enhancement in early dynamic liver MR imaging in an animal model : comparison of two injection regi-
men and two different doses Gd-EOB-DTPA (gadoxetic acid) with standard Gd-DTPA. Invest Radiol 44 : 305-310, 2009
Motosugi U et al : Dilution method of gadolinium ethoxybenzy! diethylenetriaminepentaacetic acid (Gd-EOB-DTPA) -enhanced
magnetic resonance imaging (MRI). J Magn Reson Imaging 30 : 849-854, 2009

Kagawa Y et al : Optimal scanning protocol of arterial dominant phase for hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma with gadolin-
iumethoxybenzyl-diethylenetriamine pentaacetic acid-enhanced MR. J Magn Reson Imaging 33 : 864-872, 2011

Kadoya M et al : Hepatocellular carcinoma : correlation of MR imaging and histopathologic findings. Radiology 183 : 819-825,
1992

Kanematsu M et al : Focal hepatic lesion detection : comparison of four fat-suppressed T2-weighted MR imaging pulse se-
quences. Radiology 211 : 363-371, 1999

Hori M et al : Single breath-hold T2-weighted MR imaging of the liver : value of single-shot fast spin-echo and multishot spin—-
echo echoplanar imaging. AJR Am J Roentgenol 174 : 1423-1431, 2000

McFarland EG et al : Hepatic hemangiomas and malignant tumors : improved differentiation with heavily T2-weighted conven-
tional spin-echo MR imaging. Radiology 193 : 43-47, 1994

Nasu K et al : Hepatic metastases : diffusion-weighted sensitivity-encoding versus SPIO-enhanced MR imaging. Radiology
239 : 122-130, 2006

Park MS et al : Hepatocellular carcinoma : detection with diffusion-weighted versus contrast-enhanced magnetic resonance
imaging in pretransplant patients. Hepatology 56 : 140-148, 2012

Anderson SW et al : Accuracy of MDCT in the diagnosis of choledocholithiasis. AJR Am J Roentgenol 187 : 174-180, 2006
Chung WS et al : Diagnostic accuracy of multidetector-row computed tomography for common bile duct calculi : is it necessary
to add non-contrast-enhanced images to contrast-enhanced images? J Comput Assist Tomogr 31 : 508-512, 2007

Ogawa H et al : CT findings of intraductal papillary neoplasm of the bile duct : assessment with multiphase contrast-enhanced
examination using multi-detector CT. Clin Radiol 67 : 224-231, 2012

Kakihara D et al : Usefulness of the long-axis and short-axis reformatted images of multidetector-row CT in evaluating T-factor
of the surgically resected pancreaticobiliary malignancies. Eur J Radiol 63 : 96-104, 2007

Kitami M et al : Heterogeneity of subvesical ducts or the ducts of Luschka : a study using drip-infusion cholangiography-com-
puted tomography in patients and cadaver specimens. World J Surg 29 : 217-223, 2005

Choi JY et al : Magnetic resonance pancreatography : comparison of two- and three-dimensional sequences for assessment of
intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm of the pancreas. Eur Radiol 19 : 2163-2170, 2009

Safar F et al : Magnetic resonance T1 gradient-echo imaging in hepatolithiasis. Abdom Imaging 30 : 297-302, 2005



HILSRREDIREN R EE

33) Sugita R, Nomiya T : Disappearance of the common bile duct signal caused by oral negative contrast agent on MR cholangiopan-
creatography. J Comput Assist Tomogr 26 : 448-450, 2002

34) Yoshimitsu K et al : Magnetic resonance differentiation between T2 and T1 gallbladder carcinoma : significance of subserosal

enhancement on the delayed phase dynamic study. Magn Reson Imaging 30 : 854-859, 2012

EBKRE)  EHEB XEREICLZ2BERICH I ZBRIE. BIEN ARBE 44 1 251-257, 2006

SHBEF - B X IGEREEEEIRREDFM. HIEN A% 45 1 309-316, 2007

BAKERIED  # - B XRBREERTHICH 2 RF—REBEE 2 R0IC. BEN ARREEES 47  35-42, 2009

RILERE D  HENPABREDRBEICL BBV A - KIENARZOBEMI—RE - HFEEORATE. HHEP AKRDS 48 1 429-

435, 2010

39) Yamamoto K et al : Diagnostic validity of high-density barium sulfate in gastric cancer screening : follow-up of screenees by
record linkage with the Osaka Cancer Registry. J Epidemiol 20 : 287-294, 2010

40) BAHEBDP ARDSFESR BYARDHEESTEZESR R F - B XIRRZEH M FF 1 VBETR 2011 F£. EFER, 201

W oW W
\,2‘/9391

W
®

H
1
2

—231 —



Ml

D
"' \ iL BEFEREREICHT BMBREDAI ) -2 JICEWT
HR NS EGEREIIFDH ?

3~6 NAMRTOEBBEEREETHET B,
BEBBRETIE, 6 HA~1 E80D EOB-MRI 5 \3MEEEY X1 F 3 v CT OB
REZEBYT %,

1E R

HEfIBadE ORER & LCix, HBV (hepatitis B virus) BX W HCV (hepatitis C virus) O£ AEIGEHED
RBNRKE VDS, BAFIIAII, CRFRIZBAEIICH Y, TR 2% &3k B Ik C BLASH N
WZHD (ZER D). BT ruZikEEho B ARSI REE, i 4 )V AEIZL S C RIS REE TR
Feiy e £ v ZREEAL (sustained virologic response : SVR) I2BWTC, BAAFKKTHIRDOSNTWELDOD,
DN TREBA) R DBOLNL, D70, CHIR BAEMEREERE, BIOIET AV ALEORF

ERE RO BN A 7 ) —= v FRG L Z 2 5N TWb, I, BB ADBEERREECTH 2 %
BT, EHE~Y— A — LWL 2 A7) —= 0 72X 5T, I o R RIS X A BUAIN TR %
FABESDHIL, TRUEGHICEGTATRENASH S EEZENTWSY,

PEE ER
H 3~6 D ABRTORIBEEFIRE
HERANE, SN, REENE, K2 N THY, MO S faEE - a0 2 R
%‘EO)X&U—~ TR HW O TV S, FFHITERE T 2 MR —XAL T 2 205, PHRUENRE D
72T REE AR LT v ¥ AMEHEGERER (randomised controlled trial : RCT) 2% 1 @i Shcwnal, F
72, —=_A TV ADRIEE I L 72 RCT 28 2 it SN T bo FFRZEIERZ M4 L LB E A &
BY—~_AZ 2L 30 mm LT TOFMlaRE s A2 TEMIEHA & L, 3 A HE 6 4 HERO %217
S7RBRTIE, EEFFEME A SRR T, SEFFRICLEIE,r-72" 4 H AL 12 5 AR
ﬁo 7oA BRD M SN TBY, 4 4 AT 2cm DL ORI SNTEGIDSL H o 7203, 4 SERI O AL
BHESEERD R -7V A7) —= v ZHREHL T A IREESIN SRR ENLETTH L, B
H% IEAT 5. AETIE, ARIBICBIT B8R0 5 OHESE [EaBREE (1BEFL) ISHLTE 6 7HIC1HO
Tk, esfabiE (FZRE) 1L TE, 3~4 A HIC 1 ROBEERETOA Y ) — = s
P L, LAL, A2V —= Y ZFHBICET 2RI 7 22 H T 5 CHEBIR S TR TE 20,
HA Gd-EOB-DTPA&® A1 F+3 v MRl H5WE &1 F3Xv o CT #H
BE RN SN DY, H5VIGBEaiE i, MRshadsER 2 L2515 3Iv 2 CT
7213 MRI, & %W 3SR ##4] (GA&-EOB-DTPA, EOB - 77U EE A M) MWz A+ 3 v
7 MRI (EOB-MRI) 12XV, #FoOEMNZH<S 5422 ME Mt 2479. CT BX MRI@fE"%’-ﬁ ]
BEHITIIRVINT S v (VF VAR SEEBEEIHERSND, BFEOMIBARZ &% B
NAFGVALLTEAF Iy 7 CT/MRI ZHicgl, #EEHiMBIN25605 5, HEZHETA K 74’ v
2017 O CQ2 =452, DX &ﬂ%& EDOX)RFETITIMN? L 1IZBVTH, vk
"l LT [CHUBMERR RS, BAREMEIEERE, BIUIEY AV AEORFRIZ B352SR o 2 1]
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BerlkE (B /C RFTEE)
3~4 HBEBDEBZ ERE+3~4 HEBDEE~—H—HIFE
6~12 # AE® dynamic CT/MRI#&Z& (# 7> 3>)

=5 B B (BE/CRUSMATR, FETAILUEFEE)
6 HAENBIZERE+6 HABDESE~Y— /1 —AE

BEHIRE CHEEN £ AR |
[
] 1
| dynamic CT/#BBa54&M: Gd &% MRI* | | GA-EOB-DTPA R MRI-7 /T UXL 2 A |
[
EHRIEENR & 1) BHAIEHRMNERE L L REL L
l N
%48 washout & V) ‘ #%HA washout 7% L ‘ ‘ E&E®E=1.5cm ? }—O
Yes
BHE=1cm 7 |— o\ | 3 7 AEORBEE
Yes . ! .
‘ YA X7y T L/EEHEK
| E5 50 &ER | )
Gd-EOB-DTPA&E MRl &E/BEE [EBDY—~1 5> 2| H
l HE%E@ %
EE YR }M
l Yes
FF#mEaE

NI EBEY-H—DLE, BEEREOEHARAE +BARICESERECEHOEE» L TH
CT/MRI #B¥ T 315486 5 5,

2 BEERECTRENMEHEIN TV 35S, BEIRETORBERETI. MEIhTVWEVEEIE,
dynamic CT/MRI TORBEEHEE SN B,

1 ARSI 7T XL 1
AEHEEAN BAEZRSHRES & —RHEEEAN BAFEFS P HE TR EFHE I —REEEA B ARITES
SPET B, FHESEA M KT 1> 2021 FRRICHFE—T7I IV TLPEH SN TW5B,

AT ) == TG TH 5B, 3~6 7 AR TOETBE A Z B4 E L B~ — 7 —llgdbHwizxs
V==V r il 35, FHEZEE R EOBEGRIE T dynamic CT F 7213 dynamic MRI O HFH & Z K
Bol EIRENTVD (CRERE2) 163 BIDOACAELIINTFIZE L % 1 512 6 7 AEOEERET I L 1 EEOE
¥ CT OFMEDORE L7z RCT Tid, H£F 66%5HD A L TWAERICEWT, IR OB IR - HR
JE M ER B 5 D BT 714% - 975%, CT #ET 66.7% + 944% & 6 /7 HAED I ERE S DRI IR TH Y,
WA NI S I TRV L OWED D Bo BB, BIEA 7 ) —= v ZIZBWTBHTEREIEE S 1 T
Iv 7 CT 2PHT5Z E CORMAMEZHE L7 SCIIMERTE L h o720 L L, HCC AMFETET B WA Hi
MR OBEEREIC BT, A 7Y —= v 72 BiE LTHE 1 MAEEO CT %7212 MRI A3
HENDEZENZ,

7433y CT & EOB-MRI CTHAINMEM I EE % Lk 3% &, EOB-MRI ML T % L o » %
Vo £ 2em LU ORFHIRERE OB WIEEIC B9 5 £ i A MR ZEC, FEHEE OB E X EOB-MRI (10 mm
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5 Bl%3

BelkE (BE /C BFTEE)
3~4 HBBOBZEEE+3~4 HEBDEE~—H—HIE
6~12 # AED dynamic CT/MRI&Z& (7> 3>)

= & k% B (BE/CREMATR, FET1ILIMEIEE)
6 HBENHBISERE+6 HABDES~Y—H—HE

| BEERECHEEERE |
I
| Gd-EOB-DTPA &8 MRI*!
|
! ! !
SEPENRS ) E e
1 l
PIBRAE washout & ) | | 718 / FHISAE CIEME S| £V Thok L] a0 EEOY A TN
BBE=15cm 4427975l / BEEk
»D
FHARAE CIE1ES ? No
Yes
| mmEzicm? O 0 |3 #ABOBERE"

Yes

No dynamic CT £/ & * 7 3 A
‘ MEBEFENTED }—' g SR Gd &8 ERBER

(2 &% dynamic MRI FFRES A%
Yes 1 [
EEEE e
Yes
A

MIEEY—A—DOLR, BEEREOHEHARS E£EAICBERRE TREOEHEN» £ <CTH CT/MRI 2Es
T25EDH %,

2 BEERETREIEHINATVWSEES, BEEIRETORBEEZTI. HHIhTULWAVEEE, dynamic
CT/MRI TOZEBHEEDER I NS,

2 FHmpEOEZ 7L X2
ARHEAEAHAEZRIHEFS & — R ENBRFRZS D EE TER. EMFEI—REREABERFEZESIET 2,
FEZEHA K742 2021 FRRICHBE—7ILT) TLHFBHI L TV,

LAF : 380~554%, 10~20mm : 711~87.3%) %%, ¥4+ 3 v 7 CT (10mm LLF : 261~47.3%, 10~20 mm :
65.7~784%) LV EWEINTH -7, UL, FHIKMAE 720 @ ShTwb, %72, EOB-MRI
DOZWitelx, FEHIEIAZ: L CIBERR 51 F3I v 7 CT E£8b 5w, B EZMZ 5 EEL b EH
HENTWEY, IHIFAREZHNIC B % EOB-MRI O fithid, & LT 2cm MUFO/AVRZ, B (Zintk)
AR DM BV CHEE TH 5% ¥ 453 v 2 CT & EOB-MRI DIF-HlMIICET 225 7+ ¥
ATIX, #4F3Iv 2 CT £9 3 EOB-MRIIFFHWEE L IEZHEEAALTHEY, 2 2em £ /NS 2T
WCHETHLELTVD,

JHRIERED A 27 ) — =2 71281 5 EOB-MRI (2B L Tl FR I EZE B E 2 B A ARFB T ORISR S
PECTITARANENE S B ) = 23552 A O MRI % CT &£ D 3 EOB-MRI 252 3 a RICEN T A L O
Y R A BEOF—A T AIBWT, EOB-MRI 1, #EHHRAE L) bR, bhtkssd
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Lol b OWEDH LY, LirL, A2V —=r 725175 EOB-MRI O& FECET 23RO D
Th, BEWRAELOTHOANEET LR IERTE R o7z 72, RIS B = Ak EH
M L7244+ 3y 27 MRI & EOB-MRI O FH#ilasEIEZRIEMSECThH o722 Db H D, #IZ EOB-MRI
PWENL LIS VIRV, —HE LT, AR EIC X 2 IBESR D Gd-EOB-DTPA LY JAAAEIZ X 0 JF
Mlfa e D> b I AMNARDPFT SR TEY Y, W BEICHSIT % EOB-MRI TRiFE2 %Y 5,
H N7 74Y (VFJA R®) ERBEERE

RNVT VT Y BB E WA DB OV TIE, 2em MUF OB EER, ¥4+3v 2 CT
(529%) LD~ TNT F VEFIBEIE (676%) % EOB-MRI (765%) 23 &AW H OO EWER7Z 5
72 OWEN D B, F 72, ZIMEE SRR OMIMBRIZ OV 7V 7 8 ISR A X D b, EOB-
MRI 25 <, ZHud, ZEMIOEOBEET, FHFHREICBT 2V TV T 5 2 OB ARMET A, Gd-
EOB-DTPA OILY AAMETF LY EN S Z LM 2 L S TwaY, —J, XV 7V Ty ViEmls
WRRAIZ ) 7V & A KIMGEFHEAS HE T, fSE O MR BN TW 5 2 55, EOB-MRI Oy mi{%
B LTHREDEZ NS, NVTIVTF ViEEIIE, BEIRERA DX GEA% L EF0qF
MiASHEE, FriloRBIEICSS) 85D LITmA, BLIMEI D e, FHOEMEICLY, BR
MIZE R LTS EI3nndiizv, L7225 T BE I THAMWRE DSBS b 7B F 2B W TR TTbIL A IV —
FUMABACIE R DI WA, EEIOD T RLMALZIN RO TH S L)t %z U, Eat
RN (IR %2 &) D X918, LIRS mEIEF OB HEIE S N5,
4 =Rt H

FHITEE ORI L B A2 ) ==V 7%, 3~6 7 AIBOBFERASTRE 2D, BT TERREO W
EOB-MRI %3554+ 3 v 7 CT O D Z B I N 5%, EOB-MRI ORAE; 2 0k 0 8~9 5T
HHZLHREET DL, WHBEHRREIAEFPIERICRE ) THEEEW 2L Lk v, 2T, AfTo
PRSIk Tl ke MRI ZEAMEH S TBY, MEREOR 2w MRI & COBWHENS 2 RN S 5,0
K5 IR BE AR B R B 221 B0 FE ) Cld EOB-MRI OB WiiE AL T35 2 L HIEEEEL, %5 7% EOB-
MRIDPHHICE L T EE W 2 T 25 &2 5N b, mliE MRIZEBEOE LRIV L2 BT L,
WRAZ ) —=2 7 TIIREEWER T A FIv 7 CTILHLE A2 VOB HFETH S,

PEFEF—J— K -BECLEIZREN
PubMed (2% 1) HCC, US, CT, MRI, screening, sonazoid, EOB ®F—7— Kz W, MBI 2019
10 HETTMFRE L7z MEMKOHD S, HHIEOWIEA 7 ) — =2 7O FITZ e BB L TRl
DOHAHENTH I3 EIRL 720 EBIINY K —FTO2MOLIZEMZ, RALIC 15 FmERA L7z
F72, TRl “RERELTEEICL,
1) BARMEZS &/ Tk 27 £ FFEAE. BAFESS, 2015
2) BAIERS R : FHESEA M K54 2 2017 ERFEETHR 5 4 BR#EETER. €& HERR, 2020

| 32 @k |
1) Zhang BH et al : Randomized controlled trial of screening for hepatocellularcar-cinoma. J Cancer Res Clin Oncol 130 : 417~
422,2014
2) Trinchet JC et al : Ultrasonographic surveillance of hepatocellular carcinoma in cirrhosis : a randomized trial comparing 3-and
6-month periodicities. Hepatology 54 : 1987-1997, 2011
3) Wang JH et al : Hepatocellular carcinoma surveillanceat4vs.12month intervals for patients with chronic viral hepatitis : a ran-
domized study in community. Am J Gastroenterol 108 : 416-424, 2013
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Ichikawa T et al : Detection and characterization of focal liver lesions : a Japanese phase Ill, multicenter comparison between
gadoxetic acid disodium-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging and contrast-enhanced computed tomography predominantly in
patients with hepatocellular carcinoma and chronic liver disease. Invest Radiol 45 : 133-141, 2010

Di Martino M et al : Hepatocellular carcinoma in cirrhotic patients : prospective comparison of US, CT and MR imaging. Eur
Radiol 23 : 887-896, 2013

Sano K et al : Imaging study of early hepatocellular carcinoma : usefulness of gadoxetic acid-enhanced MR imaging. Radiology
261 : 834-844, 2011

Li J et al : The diagnostic performance of gadoxetic acid disodium-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging and contrast-en-
hanced multi-detector computed tomography in detecting hepatocellular carcinoma : a meta—analysis of eight prospective stud-
ies. Eur Radiol 29 : 6519-6528, 2019

Ohama H et al : Imaging sinazoid-enhanced ultrasonography in multistep hepatocarcinogenesis : comparison with Gd-EOB-
DTPA enhanced MRI. J Gastroenterol 49 : 1081-1093, 2014

Kim SY et al : MRI with liver-specific contrast for surveillance of patients with cirrhosis at high risk of hepatocellular carcinoma.
JAMA Onco. 3 : 456-463, 2017

Ayuso C et al : Prospective evaluation of gadoxetic acid magnetic resonance for the diagnosis of hepatocellular carcinoma in
newly detected nodules < 2 cm in cirrhosis. Liver Int 39 : 1281-1291, 2019

Semaan S et al : Hepatocellular carcinoma detection in liver cirrhosis : diagnostic performance of contrast-enhanced CT vs. MRI
with extracellular contrast vs. gadoxetic acid. Eur Radiol 30 : 1020-1030, 2020



CQY | igpmmmmssits5MmiEsRd5 washout 5% 5hENVEE

([EDWT, il & mEROERIC EOB-MRI I3RS H ?

EOB-MRI #{ThHB\Z & & FHBHET B,
[HEORE (2, TETVADKRE (55 (C), A&X:80% (8/10)]

CQ 0| ammmmmsi 5173 SME%ETTH washout A& BALENEE

[CDOWT, ZMEBRREEDEHIC EOB-MRI IZ#REI DD ?

EOB-MRI Z175 Z & &< H#RT 5.
EROEE 12, IEFVADEE (55 (C), AEZE 1 100% (10/10)]

g R

B EEZ BT B85 CT 7% EOMBINEIEE A IC BT, BIIRF T b L TMIRFA> S P s
HIZ2F T washout % 29 2% B2 IR 2 OB OM G R E VwR 50 LALRD S, I
HilHE T washout 25135 ) LD LNLWIEHDH V), MAENERL L MPERINZE & OFERATHEE 25,
MR ENE T D 2 2N MAE R 2 MBI RYRE TH ), WHRTIEMEERN 2179 2 & 3R R EE
Tdhbo

PR ER
H FHfRE & mEREDERIC EOB-MRI (3B X h3H ?

EOB-MRI CIE AT AL O 28 T BIIREM AN IR VIR G A R L, BATHD O IHIRE SIS A T
JEAPAIF L L TIRERS 2295, WWhWw5 pseudo-washout appearance #9562 E05H 1), EREIHIC
R ARHIR RS2 7R T high-flow U IEIZ/MFRINENG & OEAEE 7325 2 &%\, LA LEAS,
EOB-MRI %& Hv: 7z L& i & M o Bl ae & B 1R S IS L 72 7 > &7 ALILBGABRIZ C £ TicdThbih
TV, L7255 TC, MEDEINIOW TG SN/ BANEBISHIZEZ I TICE LD 5,

Nam 512 X %5 EOB-MRI {2 T pseudo-washout appearance %7532 20 mm A ® high—flow M55 E
43 B 50 FG i & 2 P/ NI 62 191 113 # i % xh g & L7zt <3, high-flow MM EIEZ ik NTHI L
FE & IR U CHRBURIR R 2 SR Sz ADC B X U8 T2 iR 4 53K 5 1172 contrast-to—noise ratio
(CNR) ABEICHWZ EAVRENTWS, ADC #H\WzWiE 0 EEIZ ROC AUC T 0995 (95% Cl, 0.969
~1.000, &R 98%, HFELEE 97.3%) TH Y, T2 Mk CNR % Hv 78515, ROC AUC T 0915 (95% CI,
0.861~0953) &L THBEIZENZEIRESNTVE, —F, TP ZRHEETFMIC BT IEHEEH
% e 72mE O EEILE < (ROC AUC 0.988~0.999, B 90~94%, 455 982%~100%), i lHl
D—HEDENE STV (k1 080)",

[A#£1Z Choi 512 X 2% 20 mm DL MATE 20 #550, FFAIREHE o1 A58, BFNIBAERE 27 f5H, REH
WEHE O A5E, S YENTHE O 45, 2 Ml 5 FHETOFT 161 #1 161 #5Hi % x4 & L 7= intravoxel incoherent motion
(IVIM) diffusion-weighted imaging Z ffH L7z EOB-MRI i X 2 M3 i, Mm&NE & HEEEE: & o<
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Ml

ADC & IVIM IZ31F % molecular diffusion coefficient (Dslow) 23 EIZH % - THB Y, MZO#EHHEIX ROC
AUC T ADC 75 0907 (95% Cl, 0.850~0.948, J&JE 90.0% - ¥4 80.9%), Dslow #0933 (95% Cl, 0.882-
0967, J&KEE 95.0%, JFHLIE 838%) TH-72Z ENWMHEENT WA, —J, MHEMIES ORI TiE ADC, Dslow
WCHBEAITROONL o722 L5, EOB-MRIZIEEGRTIE 2 Mt b8 5 2 & Tl & T s E o
EORZ ST, MMONFELEER & O N L35 2 LB TE Y,

VI E2& D, EOB-MRI I & 2 BTHIIEHE & M 0E & o8Bl 3 2 aHE R 252 ShTwnings, B
FRORAR IR e BEH 9 5 2 LIS X DERIICIE T2 2B HEE A L Tnb Lz 25 b Lk v, LA Lass
5, WMHEOEMNE HE LA, IHGRHAE %2 &0 72 EOB-MRI o2 iz tho€ 5 ) 714 (GEEEE
W, HRANEMEE R MRI 72 &) 02k & ik L2z Mahid e v,

H ZmitsRzE & nERIC EOB-MRI 3B I hZH ?

PRV R I B IR 4 (AP shunt) DFER TV I — VERFITA SN L BIBISERIZ 212X 0, &
5 CT 7o L OMBIAVE TS A T L IMMEBHE S LIZLIZBIE SN D, TSI WD E
B2 L3S, BRI MPEAHREL DL VIR ODRMEEZ SN b, FFTE L % kA
ZOWRIT AL D WT EOB-MRI % W CHEE IR L 725 ¥ & 2MEEGRBIE o0 S e h o720 L
72755 TC, MEDEMIOWTHGE SN72%A M BEMEZUTICEED S,

T3 — VRIS B BT B 2 P E T GG 515 28 522 & 3 em LU F D% Mk FFRRNaE 20 i Zs & b 4 &
L72ME T, MR 16 mm BLF, JEHGRFRIE CR~%ES, MIRMEBITHOWETNLH 2 W3l 5T
washout Z#8H7%\, O 3 HHPLIMMEBEAEHZ Pl 2807 L2 T-Chh, s 3HEADI B 211
H % 520 72856 D % MBI ISARS 5 0SS W RE 1L IEE 929% (26/28), HEFLIE 759% (22/29), 1E5% 84.2%
(48/57) TH Y, 3THHTRTRDHAIITEE 607% (17/28), FFEPE 100% (29/29), 1EZ% 80.7%
(46/57) TH-72",

MAENE (119%%) & AP shunt (159%%) % &t KRG 28 W2 GEERMN 2 BRI 2 WE2 &) &
I 111 25 %2 b % & L72#E T3, EOB-MRI I & % JFH ML 0 B Wi a3 5 5 % 1 25 I&E 95 %
(107/111), HE5LPE 96% (27/28) T, #ise# 2 DEHE 95% (106/111), HEFEE 96% (27/28) 72720 —H,
¥4+ 37 CT I L BIFHIEOZKIRRIZTEE 1 AURIE 84% (95/111), HEHE 100% (28/28) T, Hik
H 2 HIEEE 89% (99/111), HFHLEE 100% (28/28) 755720 #ii# 1 TIZ EOB-MRIIZ# 4+ 3v 2 CT &Y
REEDSE o7z (p=0005)0 FEH 2 DIRFE (p=0052) BIOFHEHL 1, 2 DFFRE (WIFhd p=0317) 12
BEEERZRD D)oY,

FEHROILRER B9 5L MAEARZ 32 W2 (P 115mm) & %Mk 123 %2 (F35 164 mm)
RGE LML, IR IR ZE IS L TR RIS A AAYKR & W, T2 Saiig/ L Bomii i cmiE 5
2T LEAEDL W, M TERES 223 28E0Z VW E VIR 572 (p<0.0001) FFHIFAHIZ B
BIREE L FFE DT ISR O T A BIKL, 084 24 v M 7MlE L7234, J&E 91% (112/123),
FEELEE 91% (29/32) 725720 F 7z, PEBURIG S 5 % NG & 2 Mk E O BMIHEIEIC L7258, &
£ 67% (83/123), HRHLEE 100% (32/32) 72572°,

2cm LU O I PEARZE 53 %8 & HFHIINE 44 WA Z R E LMETTIE, 2 BOFMEE IS X 207 L 725
BYBESEE © EOB-MRI (BhRHI T i ge b AN T OIS 5AB I IEHE) ¥4+ 3 v 27 CT (@RMTO
e LSPH T ORIE S HE) OBWiiER KT % &, EOB-MRI OS54 F 3 v 2 CT £ HIKE
AEL, FRECGAEERRO P o7 [Fg#H 1 (EOB-MRI vs CT) : &EE 939% (31/33) vs. 545%
(18/33) (p=0.001), HEHE 926% (25/27) vs. 96.3% (26/27) (p=1), Fs# 2 1 I 909% (30/33) vs. 54.5
% (18/33) (p=00018), HFFIE 926% (25/27) vs. 96.3% (26/27) (p=1)1o Az lICIZHEXEERD L7
[FiE# 110975 vs. 0892 (p=0.069), 5 2 : 0966 vs. 0.888 (p=0.106)1%5

— 238 —



BYIRA G Y L TR CIAE 52 529 % 1om DU OFEHT 52 W2 CGEM: 30 928, B 229W%) 2%F
G & L7oME i, FEIRE O 167% (5/30), BMED 50% (11/22) A% washout 2B o7z, 2%, %
IfiLPE % 77978 washout A3 HNRVIFZEIL 16 #flid ), T0)Ho 115 [688% (11/16)] ASEM:, 5 i
5 [313% (5/16)]1 ASHRENRETS57-C 812420, BYUOHAHENEVEEZONDT,

PLEIZ XY, EOB-MRI I X % IFHINHE & 2 PEBIR A O INCB$ 2 BEHIR 2 Ha e ShTidvnzn
A%, k% 7T 75 washout 28 S L7 WHRZE AN & 0 b BYEOBEAT <, EOB-MRI IE#E\2 I
BEALTWALEITHD, LELARDS, MEHEOHENZHWE L2EEIZ, EOB-MRI 2Mio€5) 74 (&
ARG, RANRNES B = AERANC X B3 MRI 20 &) L HEBLTHESMD LAIER TV 2 v
AWEABRIMIZNETITRENTES T, SHROMETHEEEZ SN D,

IRFEF—J— K- BECLEZREN
[ TR & i o8] 122> Tlid, PubMed 12X ) hemangioma, gadoxetic acid, eob, liver cancer,
hepatic cancer, malignancy, hepatocellular carcinoma ®¥—7— F& W THRE L7z, Sz 19 o
VLD 2HEETIH L7
[ PEEIRZE & DR ] 129V Tk PubMed 12 X U hepatic, liver, hypervascular, pseudo lesion, pseu-
do-lesion, benign, gadoxetic acid, eob, hepatocyte-specific ®F—7 — K& MERZHTHME L7z, Hilb
SNTZA9MED ) B D 3 M E R LEDFHIIE L LT 2, A5z,

| 32 K |

1) Nam SJ et al : High—-flow haemangiomas versus hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma showing “pseudo-washout” on gadoxet-
ic acid-enhanced hepatic MRI : value of diffusion-weighted imaging in the differential diagnosis of small lesions. Clin Radiol
72 1 247-254, 2017

2) Choi lY et al : Intravoxel incoherent motion diffusion-weighted imaging for characterizing focal hepatic lesions : correlation with

-

lesion enhancement. J Magn Reson Imaging 45 : 1589-1598, 2017
3

=

Choi IY et al : Value of gadoxetic acid-enhanced MRI and diffusion-weighted imaging in the differentiation of hypervascular
hyperplastic nodule from small (<3 cm) hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma in patients with alcoholic liver cirrhosis : a
retrospective case-control study. J Magn Reson Imaging 51 : 70-80, 2020

4

Z

Chen M et al : Added value of a gadoxetic acid-enhanced Hepatocyte-phase image to the LI-RADS system for diagnosing he-
patocellular carcinoma. Magn Reson Med Sci 15 : 49-59, 2016

a

Motosugi U et al : Distinguishing hypervascular pseudolesions of the liver from hypervascular hepatocellular carcinomas with
gadoxetic acid-enhanced MR imaging. Radiology 256 : 151-158, 2010

6) Sun HY et al : Gadoxetic acid-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging for differentiating small hepatocellular carcinomas (< or

=

=2 cm in diameter) from arterial enhancing pseudolesions : special emphasis on hepatobiliary phase imaging. Invest Radiol
96-103, 2010

Park CJ et al : Management of subcentimetre arterially enhancing and hepatobiliary hypointense lesions on gadoxetic acid-en-
hanced MRI in patients at risk for HCC. Eur Radiol 28 : 1476-1484, 2018
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W

CQ| jepmrmmznks nEsEOBEicH0T
EOB-MRI [3#B B D ?

EOB-MRI %175 Z & < #RT 5.
[HEORE (1, TEFTVADMRE & (B), A&ZX:100% (11/11)]

CQL2| guprmszoks nMEEEOBKICET
RN RERERII RSN D ?

EOB-MRI (/344 7F3Iv 7 CT) ZHAVWVTRBERT 5L OB <HIET S,
[HEORE 1, IEFVADRE (& (B), @&ZE: 100% (11/11)]

g R

PR BB 2 B RA TR CIIZ MM A R E S, VTV T8 i E K H %\ T EOB-
MRI CIEH 2RISR 2 A S WA S5 2 L2 2, FFIRRE ORISR A S s 2 &A%
LT&7,

FLMPEDOTE DL HEAL) (2B 2313 2011 40 Kumada SO#% A E MY kL A shT
&7, SOIREDITFRIILHRIC L > TRAD ET > TRV, 2D H EOB-MRI FEMIFEH TR 5 271§
O ENRT L, ORI O E T 2 HHLY) 2 7 2RI S5 729 LI-RADS HBA Working
Group (12X 0 “hepatobiliary phase hypointense nodule without arterial phase hyperenhancement” A3H¢"E
Y, AITIE, BIIRGREEED VR ZIERL" EAIHENAZ DD, TNOHDORLICIE
WEDZERETEE OWIZH > CTLIYE - ZIMPEOBERIICH 5 L OPMHLUBEEINLTHAH 2 &, BRSO
MBS ES ) T AL o TREL LA ZET L E, FBMMWRE" PRYLEZOND,

pEEER
0 EBHFEREEOEZMERZTDZIICH VT EOB-MRI (3R EINZH ?

EOB-MRI M-l CIAE 5 % R~ 97 IEL MRS ET 0 O B AEFT IR AT 44%, FIHIIFHIINEDY 20%, &1
FRIKERAS 275%, IKEERARE 5 X TR ARSI 8% Th 570 BIRNA 7 A58 5 05 S 0 iHEHET S &
T ARIMETIFIERE TN L ITEEILETH 5,

EOB-MRI ARt IS 7 2 7R IR MEASE OB MRS D W Tid, % { DWfFEIZB T EOB-MRI AT
MM CTHRIBTE i 24 & LT Y, EOB-MRI FHMIAH TR T X e h o 2k fi O Z Wi IC DO W T D
Foh T €T Y A3 v, EOB-MRI JFHIFEHCHeth L 72962 RS0 9 B, &5 CT THUMIBTE 501
3% ThsYs Hk CT OIS MR OB ZRITHIFIIAL 7200, FEL kRS Hi O BHNZ EOB-MRI 134
ATHHESZ 5.

FES) T 4 ORFMIENE (2cm PLF) OBWiHEILEE CT 2553%, #EHB G125 68%, EOB-MRI %% 77
%, CT FIM4F%EA588% CTH 5%y CT BL U MRI TIHLIMNEE SHANFHMIANED D B, 33%A5HE 51k
THIMPEEBWENTVEY Y, —DODEY ) 71 THLIMIEEZWENTHHIES Y 7 4 THRAT S &
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Ltk LTI NAHEHD D 5. L MEOBMIIEROET ) T4 Z2HVLIEPRLETLVEE X b

P EXY, EOB-MRI IZ X 2L MEARFHOMIBOER, FHANDFGITOWTUIREAPMETIEIH S, L
L, FEZMUEAEHOMINL EOB-MRI TENLBEIMICH D, SR EBEOTFNIFRERED~ v ¥
> 72 EOB-MRI 3332 ¥ N 5, {1E TN &3 EOB-MRI FHIIaH TIRE 5 2 R $IEZ MR i 2 0% %
A3 2 F WAL SRR EI7200 T CEITIFMIE D EENTW D 2L TH L MES Y 7 14 DA
EEOETHEHEICENE TTOLLEND 5,

A EBHFERREOEZMERTOZHICE VO TERNRBABRRIIHEINSEH?

PRV EEE I IIFEO A7) —= 2 72 Al & Lz @4 ERAEDSHER SN TnD, 207
O, 1BV B EE ORFPNTE R SN2 IEL MM DR DSRHB IS 7 LISHUE S5 7 — AT L, Ik
12, IELMMIRELTER SNKEBEERB LD FINMEZ T REDEPICOWT, ZORRERFEL 25
U F LRI o0 SR olze 2D, HARITA VHEIIBITLEHMRDO I VLU F AR 5WNCIE
ZIMALIRZE DL ML (L) T AHEB L OZFOER T 2R LB 2 D TICE LD 5,

F9°, L MALHFEDLIAL BIL) T AHEITOWT, Suh HIC L ARIH X H 5 VI AN X BISHIZE %
FEWOAZ T ) Y ADOKER, EOB-MRI A TR L 729E2 PR o2 b i% 1 4£T 18%, 2 4E
T 25%, 34ET30%ThHo72",

L MPETHZENDOFIE ST EHZONT, FERIZOW TR I L 5 LY, CT, MRI 7% & CHAIY 22 7 5
WHE TR SR WIFHZEII LT 2011 40 AASLD 74 F 94 ¥ (CREH2) 74 L3z #id Tw 203,
REPERY > ) Y S5 — DU R E L, EHEDH A KI5 4 LBV TERO @RI AMERIH 5. H
2017 42D AASLD 7 A K54 &~ (ZREHR3) T, FEZEEMICE W CTHAIR 2 SR 2 RS2 wv 1~
2 cm ROKEEHASTHNE Th ARV 0D, 2 OHDOWGERA 21T 1 RGERBIE 2179 LD 5
ELTWwWh,

Z MAL DB E K 123 2 ERITIT L A LB A M EIBIEEITETH 5o PR SCELCTRITZ IZFHT L 72 H Did 2
W, WHEERGY, EEEEE oBWMAIMEEOMEEAEHNT, MEOE B,

Joxkd Suh 5D A5 7+ T AV IZBWT, ZIMALICR DR T 2 H I RBEORE X (9~10mm
PE) Thotz

YR El2Ah B &, LM EDOERE WG L LG, BRI MRIDES /37 — Ik ) E5ICR
FELTHRE LERFEDBRIELTWS, 3LZ, VA7 FRRTIIHLEOKREE"Y 03, T2 dilgks X
OEHERRGE CHES 2R T 52 1Y Il OREA Y T1 BRAGCEES2ETHI W 2L £
720 Z 7 & FHF-13 EOB-MRI MM CRE S 2 2T 52 LY 2 ShTwb, 2095 320D
B2 DU IR,

A CrafE 5 % 252 633 DL MPRZ 2R & Lot TR X Y & 2 AL oB I <
LAETHREN—2 4% (95% CI, 1.74~955%), #ZEN—2 04% (95% CI, 020~095%) Tdh o720 LA EMR
Mg % L ME—DOZ MALBER - IEMREREOREDO R E S (B THo7zo 10mm THIF S LKL ML
BICHEEDR DY (p=00022), 14EMORRESLMALZEIL 10 mm KiFOHZE 010% (95% CI, 0.02~057%),
10 mm P E#iiZEid 1.31% (95% CI, 056~3.07%) Tdh -7

T2 IR TR % 2 S 7\ 60 B 114 OIS MVERRE 2 R & L2tk Al &t <k, FHEc
b L7z 21 f1 27 SR O BREI M (BIZIRI b Y 503 H, 203~1521 H), HCCIZ#RIb LA o 7zdid 47
1 87 Zs (BigR I rpLfili 949 H, 103~254 H)o T1 5#RE CTRfE7 (hazard ratio : HR=2.693, 95% CI,
1.157~6.264, p=0021), HHBEOBEALE (HR=264, p=0021), A% iMfbe B L Tz,

T2 PR CRE T2 23T, EOB-MRI FFlaM CIAZ 5% 235 97 # 222 M OIEL MWL L WL L
L7z Yang S5O#% A0 XM TIE, S BIBHT THSIO IR OBEAEE (HR=3493, 95% CI, 1335
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~9138, p=0011), T15EFIETERES (HR=2778, 95% CI, 1.172~6589, p=0.020), yiEGRFAIE TEiES
(HR=19917, 95% CI, 7.050~56.271, p<0.001) 2SHE TH-7z0 F 7z ROC MHTIC TR (IRRERS ISR
DOHE) DAy M A7 072x107%/day TH o720

VERRRBEIC EOREOWIN, F7-RAEMBALEI MG 2720, 4RO BT 2 BlE
24 L7720 Suh 57 O T 7F Y ¥ A THRE %572 16 MO YLE 186~886 H, ZDII0DJEEH i LIZ
DWCIELIMMEHRE DB O FME (hyefili © 7 %, F9ME : 3#) 12 167~997 HCTH 5, Lk T2 5k
WG CTRES % B8R VIES MR ZEORH" 3R 2FH 997 H (137 H~1804 H) ##@@igELzboT
HbHo FHD Yang b, SHEMTLIUMLL72HELIE 3EOAT, WINBLIMALDORHEKN T 28 L TnwizZ
EMD, ENLORTFD 7R VIHZEIE 3 ERBIL T ISR LD ) A7 IR E5 L7,

L MPIRE % BB LT 2 72D OMERAO ZRHMEIZOWTZE 7T ¥ 213% { AASLD OHF A K4
V(TRER 2D R e Ve AIRDOIFEZIRA A BS54 2 TiE 3 A HHEIT LISl T 721338 % CT/MR
TRBBIET L SN TVD (ZKREFR 1,

MRS LT, FESMEIREEH T 2 BB DT HLHFHANOMWERAL O FHRIRafE 54 ) 2 7 1233 2 8t
VWA EIN L HRLETIZLLTAH %o

Gyoda 5 DOIFYIREI %2 kG & L2 A EMETIE, FELMIEERZ D 522% W) HIFFEIER 4 3 4E H Ik i
HOFRITBAE R LT\ 7ze 72, IR VARG B & 5270 2 07 oo vty ML IR 20 © NS IR PEAE Flio 1 48
%, 3EBORRFEARIIIES MMEREEIH OB 36 6 (UL AFHITRE 3% 328% & 67.1% © FEL MRS X
143% & 275%), 7 LB 7561 (R U s p BRI 199% & 434% : FEZIMPERHIE 48% & 181%) T
HEEN -7z G p=0097, FEL MR p=0280) T & XD, FFEIBRRRICIIE
B & — ML MPEIRZE D YIBR T RED L) PR LHEFR L T bo KRIZ, HCV Btk E OIEZL Mtk inZ
ZoWT 12, 18, 24 7 A% BREZ M LZEIE DAA (direct acting antivirals) {E#H 0 (% 11.8%, 24.2%,
252%) + 2L (91%, 152%, 249%) THEXZE D o7 (p=0617)" HEIEST L7ERAH R D70
BINNA 7T ADBE SN D,

DihxFlws s, FLMERED 3EMBRL ML 30% THL72OMETRETELVWEEZEZON
Bo 72771, L MMERZENTHT B A M & MDD RIFZ OV TR T EF > 213\, IAEDOHMROER
ICkBE, WRRIAEREIT) 221, ZORBELGONLAGONT VAZEBTHLERET LIRS, 22
HOEEHAZ N Z 5D W ERAIC L 2 RBEELITIZ SR Tw5,

§RBE—T— K - BEICUETRER

PubMed (2 & V) hypovascular, hypervascular, hyperenhance, without early enhance, without arterial

enhance, lack hypervascular, ultrasonography, ultrasound, hepatitis, liver, liver disease, chronic,
cirrhosis DF —7 — & FIWTHE L7z SNz 28 85D ) H D 12 fi L MERILICH R SN 1, R L
BROFRDIE & LT4MW, ARF17T#WETIHL.
F7o, TRLEZZKRERE L TEEICL,
1) BARIFESS  FFESEH 1 K54 > 2017 FEARMEETHR. £FREAR, 2020
2) Bruix J et al : Evidence-based diagnosis, staging, and treatment of patients with hepatocellular carcinoma. Gastroenterology 150
(4) : 835-853, 2016
3) Heimbach JK et al : AASLD guidelines for the treatment of hepatocellular carcinoma. Hepatology 67 (1) : 358-380, 2018
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Kumada T et al : Evolution of hypointense hepatocellular nodules observed only in the hepatobiliary phase of gadoxetate disodi-
um-enhanced MRI. AJR Am J Roentgenol 197 (1) : 58-63, 2011
Motosugi U et al : Recommendation for terminology : nodules without arterial phase hyperenhancement and with hepatobiliary

N

phase hypointensity in chronic liver disease. J Magn Reson Imaging 48 (5) : 1169-1171, 2018
3

=

Joo | et al : Radiologic-pathologic correlation of hepatobiliary phase hypointense nodules without arterial phase hyperenhance-
ment at gadoxetic acid-enhanced MRI : a multicenter study. Radiology 296 (2) : 335-345, 2020
Gyoda Y et al : Significance of hypovascular lesions on dynamic computed tomography and/or gadolinium ethoxybenzyl dieth-

2

ylenetriamine pentaacetic acid-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging in patients with hepatocellular carcinoma. J Gastroenter-

ol Hepatol 34 (7) : 1242-12348, 2019

Mita K et al : Diagnostic sensitivity of imaging modalities for hepatocellular carcinoma smaller than 2 cm. World J Gastroenterol

16 (33) : 4187-4192, 2010

Kang HJ et al : Additional value of contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) on arterial phase non-hyperenhancement observations

(>/=2cm) of CT/MRI for high-risk patients : focusing on the CT/MRI LI-RADS categories LR-3 and LR-4. Abdom Radiol

(NY) 45 (1) : 55-63, 2020

Suh CH et al : Hypervascular transformation of hypovascular hypointense nodules in the hepatobiliary phase of gadoxetic ac-

id-enhanced MRI : a systematic review and meta-analysis. AJR Am J Roentgenol 209 (4) : 781-789, 2017

8) Russo FP et al : When and how should we perform a biopsy for HCC in patients with liver cirrhosis in 20187 : a review. Dig
Liver Dis 50 (7) : 640-646, 2018

9) Bruix J et al : Management of hepatocellular carcinoma : an update. Hepatology 53 (3) : 1020-2, 2011

a

)

7

—

10) Briani C et al : Non-hypervascular hypointense nodules at gadoxetic acid MRI : hepatocellular carcinoma risk assessment with
emphasis on the role of diffusion-weighted imaging. J Gastrointest Cancer 49 (3) : 302-310, 2018

H
1
2

11) Kim YS et al : Hypovascular hypointense nodules on hepatobiliary phase without T2 hyperintensity on gadoxetic acid-enhanced
MR images in patients with chronic liver disease : long-term outcomes and risk factors for hypervascular transformation. Eur
Radiol 26 (10) : 3728-3736, 2016

12) Sano K et al : Outcome of hypovascular hepatic nodules with positive uptake of gadoxetic acid in patients with cirrhosis. Eur
Radiol 27 (2) : 518-525, 2017

13) Cho YK et al : Non-hypervascular hypointense nodules on hepatocyte phase gadoxetic acid-enhanced MR images : transforma-
tion of MR hepatobiliary hypointense nodules into hypervascular hepatocellular carcinomas. Gut Liver 12 (1) : 79-85, 2018

14) Yang HJ et al : Hypovascular hypointense nodules in hepatobiliary phase without T2 hyperintensity : long-term outcomes and
added value of DWI in predicting hypervascular transformation. Clin Imaging 50 : 123-129, 2018

15

i

Toyoda H et al : The impact of HCV eradication by direct-acting antivirals on the transition of precancerous hepatic nodules to
HCC : a prospective observational study. Liver Int 39 (3) : 448-454, 2019
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A
o Enm (SmiE) RIS S MRS WD BHEFRISRD ?

Tpsman (Zmit) FFMBED BB MAEIRFTR CTh 5.
EFAF IV CT : BIREBAAATOREIRE, PIREED 5 T4 TO washout
EOB-MRI : BIfREBLIATOREIRE, PIRREAIATO washout, BT84 S AFHRAIHE
TOEES
NRLVTLTRVEGRER : BREUATOSERE, PIRREE TO washout,
Kupffer 8 TOIEEE
T, WEBELPTY A siEE BEROMRLESFMIEICRRNAFTR TH S,
CTHA OEEIEICH 1T 2 IO FBLAEBHICERE SN TS,

g R
O TR TR R SN2 IO 2 < HEATRUFRE (F2h L) <& 0, Bifg Ri3Z ik
Hamlizo —75, WEBHOERICIY, ZMtEERS RS 2l (RIS LE) RIS
EIToTE72e TRHEXFILT, TERAD 5 D IR 2 % Mk D I HE 2 ot SRS & 550 2l
Y (ZAt) FERIIRE OBHRZ I B\ Tid, A2 Hv7z CT, MRI & 2\ 3B E AL T O o ik
BRETHEA L TEETH ), TOMOFTREZMAGDLESD L TIEFEITHVBEHEIH LN S,

L

RBQIE, RAA KT 422016 4D CQT5 [THHL (ZItk) FHHIREHE OB WA R A2 4 2 |
B L0 CQ76[ Mg oW kR Ai# A & LT CTHA (CT during hepatic arteriography)/CTAP(CT during
arterial portography) R M &2 HEIET 507 ] ZHE L THER SNz RV TIVTF Y (VF 4 FY) i
WGk, 443 v 7 CT, G&-EOB-DTPA (EOB - 7UEE Z ) ##% MRI (EOB-MRD) Zv§h
by (Ziitk) FHREOZRICHERTH Y, 7322 em#ERINL, TOPTH/NSBIHED
M2 L Tld EOB-MRI OB MifEA TV E STV R Y, TS ORI TITEEER T 25T
Wh7:8, CQ15 BQIZEHETLLELEDHIZ, ARICOWVWTYH, 22 TIRED X ZEFIT AP EENS LT 5.

NERIRRE DO FEHREBARIIZ, de novo TR EZBBERIED 2 DORN DY, #HE TIHELOMEECTRE
WO BIREAZEAL L T ™ Ml % 5385 5 MINRIMIEIE, FALRE A © B EMINE L 2 512D TR
DL, BRI~ LR HINE CIRITIETE R T o —7, BIIRIMGEIZ 0 LB ~ s o LRI M 12 B
WCHIINY %o WA (i) BRRITE & PRI AT 2 L, YIRS AS8 0 L 72 o LR o %
89 CT » 5\ iE MRI BT 2 7RG Z OBIRIMFE OB Z B L T\ 5, Tz, LEMEIEHE T
HEHIRIC D ZALD A U %o RS PRI ATERE X5 L ABBEE N O PN 2SFE A & 72 B 2D
RAIEE 2> & R PHIF 2 A~ DOE A ORI LV, CTHA OB BV I3 HIEPIFEE omviEge (a
OFige) SEHS5NY, CT &5\ iE MRIIZBWTld washout 25D BN L, WRIZ, WEFAFIv sy
CT, EOB-MRI, $2WIXNVT7NVT7 5 VG BE B 2 BIIREM A CORMIMRY:, MR LSE T
@ washout 25 LY (S iE) FEATERE O WA 2 BHRPT R E 72 %0 AT, #%5 A+ 3Iv 27 CT - MRL&
ZWE CTHA SBT3 aa i BHicA M Th s,

RS A F Iy 2 CT - MRIC BT 2 RS &%, AT RO & i LTl (b L<
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2E5) OLEABESARECHGE V) FD720, ERANEPIFEE L IS L IMERE 5 %2Rk
DSEIREE R CTERIND LIXSE 7L 522 L) A b RIS 35, L72d > T, RHRRG O
WA OGS UIHTH Ho U LIIARIFIZBT 5 IR EO— N 203 TH 55, KRERESHE SO LI-
RADS TR OWIE (F5) 1h2b 53, BIRMICBW TR L) EiRE (BES) La2%6%
EIRAHE SR (arterial phase hyperenhancement : APHE) L E#H L TWADD LITEESLETH L, —
75, washout O IZMIIREN A% & CHREFIASFIPIIFIEE X 0 AR AR E R 2 & &9

F/o, #ERTAF Iy 2 CT - MRLICBW CIER O R A 3Hili 3 2 72 01213d8) 2 4 4 3~ 7 CHyIRSE
WAHDBS 21T BED D Do ¥4 I ¥ IR X B EIEEADIEEICE 75 HICERE L Th AWV B
TYAEE T X 72 72 5o IAINBREASBE DL TV B IZH b 5§ R G300 SN WS I RED 7 A
IV THNEY) D) AT B UEDD B

EOB-MRI 2BV T, CT & 5 \WIGHIIAETEA B Y = 23E 8502 72 MRI OFsHo 5 £ 22 7T
EBATHE 2> TLF 9 720 MO MFEFGAT X e MIRENA T washout 2R T X 2 Wiia, &
PG UGB NEYE S B = 2551 %2 V23858 5 4 73 v 7 MRI $ AW CT 2 E%BMT %,

B b, R Y 04 % R SRR A LA D AR, D IEREICE SR E S L LA TES
CTHA #ZELTH Xvo CTHA TIXREEIRGOF7ZT TR, T FBEOFNbTRETH S, 0TS
4413 CTHA BRI B CHESELIC W O N B IRGUE D Z & Th b, CTHA TIIIHIEHEOIZIZ 26 CHi
mah, NRIFHIIEOZWICIEFICER TH D, LA LRAS, CTHA IZBWTIIITFEIIR~OBIAY A
T =T AR ADLETH 572 0O L KL TRENTH S, Zhwz, BHTHINOAT CTHA H17 H
ONBREREFIIELN TV S,

TR VA B 70 RS B4 A T L & LT, BRI & NERE A4 7 ilad, PR - BRIRPIIE S A AR
RENDH D, TOOWIRFHEAAAAT IR L CTLBIET 2 2 LAMHETH D, TS ORI R I
FEOBEMWBRNIAHTH %,

P REF—T— K - BEILCLEIRER
PubMed {2 & U hepatocellular carcinoma, sensitivity, specificity, contrast-enhanced, Sonazoid, US,
multiphasic, MDCT, CT, gadoxetate, gadoxetic, Gd-EOB-DTPA, Primovist, MR, magnetic resonance,
CTHA, CT, hepatic arteriography ®¥—"7— K& W THRE L7,
F72, TRl RERELTSEICL7,
1) BARHEZS & FESEA 1 K712 2017 iR, £FEHAR, 2017
2) Claude B et al : Liver Imaging Reporting and Data System (LI-RADS). American College of Radiology, 2017

| 32 @k |
1) Liu X et al : Gadoxetic acid disodium-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging for the detection of hepatocellular carcinoma : a
meta-analysis. PloS One 8 (8) : 70896, 2013
2) Chen L et al : Magnetic resonance imaging with gadoxetic acid disodium for the detection of hepatocellular carcinoma : a me-
ta—analysis of 18 studies. Acad Radiol 21 (12) : 1603-1613, 2014
3) Jungiang L et al : Gadoxetic acid disodium (Gd-EOBDTPA)-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging for the detection of hepa-
tocellular carcinoma : a meta—analysis. J Magn Reson Imaging 39 (5) : 1079-1087, 2014
4) Kierans AS et al : The diagnostic performance of dynamic contrast-enhanced MR imaging for detection of small hepatocellular
carcinoma measuring Up to 2 cm : a meta-analysis. Radiology 278 (1) : 82-94, 2016
5) Onishi H et al : Hypervascular hepatocellular carcinomas : detection with gadoxetate disodium-enhanced MR imaging and mul-
tiphasic multidetector CT. Eur Radiol 22 (4) : 845-854, 2012
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Alaboudy A et al : Usefulness of combination of imaging modalities in the diagnosis of hepatocellular carcinoma using
Sonazoid"-enhanced ultrasound, gadolinium diethylene-triamine-pentaacetic acid-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, and
contrast-enhanced computed tomography. Oncology 81 (Suppl 1) : 66-72, 2011

Ueda K et al : Hypervascular hepatocellular carcinoma : evaluation of hemodynamics with dynamic CT during hepatic arteriog-
raphy. Radiology 206 (1) : 161-166, 1998

Ueda K et al : Vascular supply in adenomatous hyperplasia of the liver and hepatocellular carcinoma : a morphometric study.
Hum Pathol 23 (6) : 619-626, 1992

Kitao A et al : Hepatocarcinogenesis : multistep changes of drainage vessels at CT during arterial portography and hepatic arte-
riography—radiologic-pathologic correlation. Radiology 252 (2) : 605-614, 2009

Goshima S et al : Gadoxetic acid-enhanced high temporal-resolution hepatic arterial-phase imaging with view-sharing tech-
nigue : Impact on the LI-RADS category. Eur J Radiol 94 : 167-173, 2017



A
| ERECREASET LR EOREEOBIN BT
HRS N B BIRREIFD ?

BTGB T LABEICHV T, IR REEE 2 DIEES MR REP ALY
WNT BB ESH-BEFREIR, REHTTEXIERLRETHY, HETES,
BT REICHTB1ER CT &R MRI 1, eGFR A 30~60 ml/min/1.73 m? T
I EOB-MRI, 30 mlI/min/1.73 m? 5% Tl SPIO &8 MRI, &#i8& Tl SPIO i&
£ MRI X8 CT ORETaZRL THLL.
Child-Pugh 548 C 4 OFF MK T B IC 51755 CT/MRI ICDN T, REPEY
HOHEY BRI T DMERT+H TH B,

g R
BREREIR T BH 2BV Ta — FgHRe 7 B =7 A Esg Al IR S, BRI T B 12T

Gd-EOB-DTPA (EOB: 7UEVY X ;") % SPIO (superparamagnetic iron oxide, Y V'€ Z %) obiaz)
BT T 5720, BRERLIFREEDK T LR ICBW CUIREOHIRRZ R eI P& s b, H

g R
FWHELHTHHLRVTNT F 2 (VF V4 B9V %2 MRI TRV H T d 2 B Bk

(SPIO) FE#I*Y 13, BRI EZ 529, BREE FICX2RIEMNMMbMSNTWARVOT, Bk
ERTEZECBWTHETE)RAETTHETH 5,

eGFR (estimated glomerular filtration rate) %% 30 ml/min/1.73 m® KO EHAEE T EEZ BV TIdT —

RSP GAC & BEHHIREDO Y A7 95 ERT B DT, 5 CT 2 HiAT LIz v 18RI 2 £k 5 B R
R L @Fﬁﬁ[ﬂ?ﬁ‘ﬂﬂbé &, 30ml/min/1.73 m* UJ:’C BVAIZFEELEEZ SN TV,

BB T BZICB VTS B = Z3EHIC X 2 B2 S PERHERE (nephrogenic systemic fibrosis :
NSF) 3$HEV) A7 B EFT bo ZD720, ﬁ’l‘ff*% eGFR 7% 30 ml/min/1.73 m* Afii OMEYER G, SrEE
AeoBFciE, FEAE UCHRBINEIES K1) = 23 5#] 8 L U° GAd-EOB-DTPA %#¢5-L %\, %lJiéka
B2 Mt L7z BT, Raf3 7 M) = 28R 2 M L2 1udZe 52 WIiEE121, NSF SSERE O
%\ gadodiamide (&&= 2% ¥ ") % gadopentetate dimeglumine (%2 %€ 2 +*) %#lF %, Gd-EOB-
DTPA B2 T2 P S D PN S 2 O THIBLANETE A B 1) =7 A58 H L 0 AR eSS %

NN DbINED, EBIITENTBEIIBITS GI-EOB-DTPA 27 ) 75 ¥ AIHFEIIK T35 EIIFFEY
OBEFEBIET T 52 EDMONTWEY DT, BIEZE~OHGIIEOSNE,

BRREACT BBV TR CT v L MRI OftifT 2 /3 50, #) &ﬁ%ﬁ%‘]’?’fﬁ*if@“i‘ﬁ%
eGFR \ZIn U TGS L7 FR I3 T CTh b, D728, RKIA FI A4 2BITHHETRIEEN 2D DI
%%, eGFR 7% 30~60 ml/min/1.73m* Tl&, NSFIIEY A7 3BT N v L2 HEL T, ﬁ&[i‘ﬁﬁb@rﬁj
W EOB-MRI ##£3%4 %, eGFR %% 30 ml/min/1.73 m® &Kiii Ti& NSF 3&3EY X 7 255 F 5D T, EOB - 7'V
EFUAN SR MR &)V EA N #E MRIOWTNEHERTRE2ME LAY, EOB: 7UVELE AN @
T SGEC TARAIOR G 28T ] L OREADH 5 & REER GO GEESEHNZ L2 HEL, VI EARN
HiRs MRI A3 %0 BATRE TIEF B = 238588280, )Y EA M 3% MRI 2w L CT %
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BROBFRETEINT 5L 2T 5,

FFHEREAG T #% Tld, GAd-EOB-DTPA DFFHIIAHIC 3513 28580 52K T L™, SPIO d\vb @ % Kupffer
MORERRHEDIET$ 5, #F& LT, Child-Pugh 5HiIC & 2 FHEEEA T & Gd-EOB-DTPA O Al
W WiERIME T3 5", Child-Pugh 474 B~C T3, Gd-EOB-DTPA /A X v & Mlashgitk 7 kY =
LEHAPEHA DT A3, W LD > b T 2 MAEEE, L O#HEDH 5, Child-Pugh 24 C 12
LT 5 &9 R IFREREIL T EEICB T 535 CT ks MRI O Y) 72 #8 U3 20381315 Th 5,

PBOEFAGIEE MRI 2B THZLIETEZVDHDOD, —EOHMMUAITRENTWAY, Bikie IFH
REAVME T L7 B EICB VT, JEERIRR O EEVEDSE T L D BN 2 W fetEAd 5o LA LIFFRBEAME T
L7-H# I, SEEOaREIC X 2 IFaRE s mae DI T3 2%

I REF—T— K- BEICLEIRER
PubMed 12 & 1) Pugh, Child score, liver function, ICG, liver failure, contrast media, EOB, gadolinium,
SPIO, superparamagnetic iron, iodinated contrast, iodine contrast, sonazoid, diagnostic imaging, MRI,
magnetic resonance, tomography, x-ray computed, computed tomography, computed tomographic, ul-
trasonography, liver, chronic kidney disease, renal impairment, renal function, diffusion weighted,
DWI, carcinoma, hepatocellular, hepatocellular carcinoma, hepatocellular carcinomas ®¥F—"7— K% Hw»
TR L 720 BBHIMNEL 201946 AFTE L7
F7o, TRLZZKRERE L TEEIIL,
1) BAREZS R FHESES M K51 2> 2017 FhR #E5THR. £FRHER, 2020
2) AXxBEYs, AAEFHFHRTSR, BABRSBTS R BEEBEFCHIZ I - FEFFEHICETSHC K51 22018, <
https://minds.jcghc.or.jp/n/med/4/med0133/G0001100>, 2018
3) BARZMSHEFS, BABHEZS F: BEESEZEICHUIZH N 2 LEFEERICETSIHI K12 (BB2HR). NSF&H
FUZo LEREERICET 2 8FE8% 2009
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1) Binder T et al : NC100100, a new echo contrast agent for the assessment of myocardial perfusion--safety and comparison with
technetium-99m sestamibi single-photon emission computed tomography in a randomized multicenter study. Clin Cardiol 22 :
273-282, 1999

2) Kopp AF et al : MR imaging of the liver with Resovist : safety, efficacy, and pharmacodynamic properties. Radiology 204 : 749-
756, 1997

3) Reimer P, Balzer T : Ferucarbotran (Resovist) : a new clinically approved RES-specific contrast agent for contrast-enhanced
MRI of the liver : properties, clinical development, and applications. Eur Radiol 13 : 1266-1276, 2003

4) Gschwend S et al. : Pharmacokinetics and imaging properties of Gd-EOB-DTPA in patients with hepatic and renal impairment.
Invest Radiol 46 : 556-566, 2011

5) Motosugi U et al : Liver parenchymal enhancement of hepatocyte-phase images in Gd-EOB-DTPA-enhanced MR imaging :
which biological markers of the liver function affect the enhancement? J Magn Reson Imaging 30 : 1042-1046, 2009

6) Katsube T et al : Estimation of liver function using T1 mapping on Gd-EOB-DTPA-enhanced magnetic resonance imaging. In-
vest Radiol 46 : 277-283, 2011

7) Utsunomiya T et al : Possible utility of MRI using Gd-EOB-DTPA for estimating liver functional reserve. J Gastroenterol 47 :
470-476, 2012

8) Chung YE et al : Quantification of superparamagnetic iron oxide-mediated signal intensity change in patients with liver cirrhosis
using T2 and T2 % mapping : a preliminary report. J Magn Reson Imaging 31 : 1379-1386, 2010
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to the severity of liver cirrhosis. Acta Radiol 53 : 830-838, 2012
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BRFTGES R STV, MG MR OERIIEMRE T O A B CHM§ 27w R, v o8
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VT DR EIRIAE ISR R X B ESHE AR OB 24 5 2 ED5H V), RG4Sl AT HE 2 3561
&% 493 v 2 MRL COFHDLEL 25,

MRI ix CT & Flg LR 0 Al O % SHBUSRIBITRE T, V¥ F—V" SIS X 2 BRI o2
POV ETERY, 72, I—F7LLVEF—0BE THIMFEIHEATTRETH 525 CT & i L CTHRATIE A3
Bl ANV=T"y FSEG D MEE 2 5,

IR YE MRI #7419 Gd-EOB-DTPA (EOB + 7 £ ¥ 2 M) (ML & FEHNHGE o Wi 1 2> S R 2 O
FENASTE A FEE AT 5720, FFIEERHNE MO MRI 0%  250ERkOMBEANEME S K1) =7 225
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% H\W723E5 MRI 5 Gd-EOB-DTPA % Hw 7z EOB-MRI IZi& & i 5 T\ 5,

EOB-MRI TiZ7—57 7 7 I (transient severe motion : TSM) 2 & ) BRI {RAAS R & 72 1) 5 Y
DOFHLAHE L WIGEDH H Z LI FEETRETH A, 72, Shinagawa 5id TACE # 1 # H U3 EE
JAFOIFFEEIC EOB-MRI THURE A R L, MM TIRES 2 BT 2R ESRoN G52 L2 HEL
THY, TACE DA RN 2% EOB-MRI I T ) A IZRET 2 8 H 5",

TR D) EF F =" B OB 2 $ICHE IO MG AT i T 5% BRI TFITHE A
DBEPGERH TH LNV TNTE Y (VF VA FY) PHHEIN TS, RVT VT Y 2 EGRE I 2
SrfREe, BERIMEREDS CT % MRI X YR, HFE W LA IR O AT B RE O SFM X IEF IS H T
Hbo 1272 UBEEMEORE L U CHADAET 2 10 TlE T 2 — 5503 Ll o3 #E L Wi & 03% %
M, ZROWREE 1 ROBRETTRTBIET L LIIEEARRPRERMNOME,I OB LW EOR LD E
T5ZLIE TR L TBLLEND S,

2014 4E 20 5 [E N CTERIRZERYE % I\ 72 TACE 25517 1T HE & 72 > T2 50 BRIRERE [ L7 TACE
TRIEF F=L" 2L W20, JEF F— V12 X B WG O5HA% 5028 FRAEE S L 0 5F 257
e CTH D, SHRIEFIOBERIC LY ERIRERW L Z M L7z TACE OEFNFHIEHENET > TLDEEZ
b,

I RRF—T—NK - BEICLEIREH
PubMed (2 & ) HCC, TACE, therapeutic effect, imaging ®¥—"7— FZHWTHREZITV, MR E H
DI SFHENUT B HDERINL 72,
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RO 2
3 - . : o
' Il!li[ FHEREICH S 3 RFA OB REEICHNT

HR N DEFREILFD ?

FHBRLEICH T % RFA OB RHEICE 41 FIv I CT H2VEE1FIv Yy
MRI B#EEh B,

s =

FERIREIE 03 2 R CH 5 T V4 BeA#E: (radiofrequency ablation : RFA) 13, IEEOHEAIC X
0 BRI R S5 LNES OEZE IfE T 216E CTH 5. REFA BEHFEBZIIEL Y 4 ZOHM/NMIASNT, W
A X2 5451) 7 Tdhb RECIST (Response Evaluation Criteria in Solid Tumors) 2 & 2 iGER)HEOH) & iX
WiHETH B, F72, HWiHZE BRI 72OIIBEAHEIPAIENES; O 0i#% %) 1) Tld 2 <P —% D margin %6
LTV RITNE L S\, 0720, #ERHlE g% &Aooz L D R RHE  fTh s,

PR R

3— FiEgHlE W2y A3y 7 CT %, MIANEEES 1) =7 2385241 R a3 241 0 Gd-EOB-
DTPA (EOB - 7UEVEZ ) HEZW2FA4F I v 2 MRLIZ, BE¥kE L CTIRMAA 7 < FEIN 20
TEEHMIIATTEE TS 1), REA OREBAIFHEICHEL TV 5,

CT IR/ MBI OIRIEIC BN THRE SN TEY), MARHAIE AV =Ty b Rl L, MRI
3, ETOWBEISRESIN TV LD TIERL, RERMARESAV—7y 25w, —FT, CT THwS
N5 IA— FEHANCT LV F—2 4T 58545 Z MO I 2 &£ ¢ MRL 4512 EOB-MRI O iF#iiaM©
L2 TE RV L) BIREDEGE 1213 MRT TOEFERREDSUE L b, 72721, RFA ORI
BN T TLRIRICB VW CTEE T 2RI 20, ¥4 F 3 v 7 MRIICB W CEE RO EOH EH
HELWHEEDH Y, EESLETH D,

NRVTINTE Y (VFIARY) S BERILZE M RGE, RER 0 #REAS CT 2 MRI X DR, HERWL
DO N O MATEIE DN IEFICEH TH 50 7272 LEE RO E LTI A DL
TRT I —HRE LFHIiAHE L W EOREOET 5,

JFIaE REA OEBERDFIE 207 safety margin OFERIZ X o THIE SN S, Nakazawa 5% Kim 5®
WF7E12 & % & safety margin 13%) 5mm DL EHER SN R ETH 203, AR OIEAES IR0 Ok X 221
BN RN, IR SRR 7 &) 12X D, BAifiC+4 7% safety margin #1557 WA
b5, safety margin DEHIilZ31F % 3%IC CT (3D CT)? %, RFA R0 CT ©7 2 — 3 VHifg® o4 H
VARG SN TWAD, 435 CT X RFA % (1:EME) T IFHITE GRS EDs T L ST b,

JERII G O 2 0 F i G RS R OF I 2R L TW 5" Z OHE GRG0 R IC EE L ERE D
t, Ih% safety margin D#EiPHE L TEET A LIIEEEEZ S5,

MDA —2a > ba—)UHFZEIC X 5 & FERIBLRE O REA % ORISR AR O~V 7V T & v % 1
WziER 3D BT EIL 3D CT L ORI TE L~ 5L 5 b0Y, CT % MRI O 25885 P12 AT
ARV 7 L, FEIESE R DZALR safety margin DIERO AR E 2TV 3V,

Bl 5 Tld GA-EOB-DTPA % 272 RFA R HI I L CRBBE BT 24T o i id R 2 L 5T
&Y, SHROBEPLETH L,
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ablation of hepatocellular carcinoma. Eur J Radiol 75 : 91-97, 2010
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R 4
',".!‘L BRE SRR OREZRICH LT EOB-MRI [3#2 X3 H ?

BR B M M BT R DREEZEIC BV T, EOB-MRI FHEBMEDFRIZERETSH ),
ELUT BIROBISE—BIRETBNETH B,

s =
FRIB MR FivE 2 (focal nodular hyperplasia : FNH) (5@ 5 1E #2382 9 5 2 1 o FER R B I Rk
HETH O, RFOMKERTISNT SR ZE L ShbhC\nb, FNH OW{EZHIEICHE T 532 5dr
T B05, %L DFHLAH gold standard % EFE/21E5 A FIv 2 CT-MRIFTR] L LTw5, 23
X% 453 v 7 CT/MRI O FLIZERIR L NV CTOBRRIL L LT3 THAHI LR L TWb, 7272
L, EBIZIZZWICEK ) FERIZAAE L, EOB-MRI ORI B 2 P EE L L CE R ~miE5%
RYFERR F—FVIRD BV ¥ ZIROMEEDEE T 2RI R THE SN EDNE L D b,

PR R

FNH o SRR B LU T ICER S s,

i IEEREE R

IO I =D WA TH Do N7 IREWE L O EDETld spoke-wheel IRIMAEH L
CiFHLIE o, Rz a—THEE SN WHUOREE, & E kORI TRET SR ORGSO
5309 Y (centrifugal arterial enhancement), B TOE~% T 0 — DYl &SI T R,
THsY,

A 41473y CT-MRI

Hf CT THIERIY— S & 72 Y 2 2L, S008Ik 229 5, MRI Tld, T1RH#HET
B S, T2MMETIREESNHE VN, B 2ET2 LD 557, HERHGTIISE~EES 2R T 5
BNBVET S FAF Iy - AT 4 TREIIRMTOWGE Y, PR~ B HEAR CTEPIFEE & 1 LTk
& BT 2HEHE WY, FNH OEE R FLF—J3FHIRTH 0, FMIIRETTT LS B o—B & %
%o FLEEE I R TRV 5, BB CEEIED Y, T2 Mg s iEs 22y 5%,
K EOB-MRI

EOB-MRI AT, KERTORER] (90%LL L) TRIPFIIFEEICH L TS ~miES 22350, ful
33 EOB-MRI A CIRE S 2 23 5" BHCHUIEE X ) KX 2 IRES 2o F—F ik, Y
Y ROERESERT Y,

FNH X543 v 27 CT - MR, ¥72138E88 T TR iR E b2 w2s, SMEEGEZHEs ) 710
WIS Z R I L7 2 €7 0 A LNV O WEREIEIE & A EFETE L 72\ Bartolotta S 13I8 E I
E GBI e L, FNH 2889 21 1, (spoke wheel, central scar) 253 TL VFER LTV
LS LY, T EOB-MRI O EIZEI3 7% <, M#HOEMIEDOHEIZTE 2\, 2008 4E1Z Zech
51X FNH EiEfEZ o TMITEX 5 FRIIIEEZ MRL ¥ 14753 v 2 CT LI L TEOB-MRI THEIZEL
otz (3% 2 4OFHFHIIBVT) LY, 2015 4£1213 systematic review 2585 X 11, EOB-MRI
DA MBATHER ST B,

FNH O EofERZkie LT, HFHIIRE (hepatocellular adenoma : HCA), HFHINEdE, #zf 00T
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RE MBI (20 R, i)

A : EOB-MRI (BHAREAIAR) : S7/8 IC 5 cm ADEBHIISEE S h B EE B 5, EEIEICIFRHICHE S
h 38R (REERER) 2BD3 (—)

B : EOB-MRI (#%1718) ; EEEAEFICLE L (BESRFES 227 %,

C : EOB-MRI (BH#fifatR) : BRI ERFICL L (EES 22T 5, ARBICHRE CBhh 3 RIKDIEES »EAR
T“& 60

MAEGIRIGNEZ & DZFOMOLZ MM ER BT 5N 5. PTH, MULLEWFTEL S Z &% I
DO RYEESTH 5 HCA L ORI, ZDERBEOERNOIMEE 7 5. FNH IZHEARRGRBIZECTH 555, HCA
TIIFIH A XA 5em L EOBERRBBIZ T A4 AWK 250, BWRRESZEICBVTIE, BERN H
W R FEAL DA PE 7 & % Z R L P2 X T b, Grazioli 513 FNH 68 #5% & HCA 43 5% EOB-
MRI (2 BVF 5 #4050 o MBI 2 ik L, HCA T3 93% (40/43) TRES %2R LD LTFNH T
1391% (62/68) W E~EfES 2R LMEOEIMNAMEFT R THo72L LTWwE"Y, 2oz ey A
LRIV 2 OEGEDEEA SN, 2015 4RI AT T A v 7 - LY 2 =335 S FNH & HCA 05
(2 EOB-MRI O M OZBWIRILE W A STV D, @I KAR D %L, SR OIEREMED
RAED STV IREMED RIS hTwa Y, —J, MElEk T, FNH & HCA o&FICB»Tid, ik
PHMENTWLHULMEA F T SN, B OISR RDIEA S35 — »H FNH OBWICHEHTH 5
TEAURENATD . HCA AR AR S, AT, WELEN, FRZEA S0 ko
T&ETWh, 2010 4 WHO 43Tl hepatocyte nuclear factor la-inactivated HCA (H-HCA), inflam-
matory HCA (I-HCA), B-catenin activated HCA (B-HCA), unclassified HCA (U-HCA) @ 4 FE3HO MR
PRIBEIN T3, 2019 420 WHO 7 Tld L DMl b 2 B IBE ST b, HCA o HIC &
HMEIEH L B EShTETHBY ", EOB-MRI O Ml TRifE % % 2§ 2% (B-HCA, I-HCA ®—
i) AT B T EDHE SN TV AEY, 2D &) B3 FNH & O % X 0 BT LD %, FNH
TIZEIRA COMEGDFEEE L HCA X 0 iR B2 2 JBIiL, ML, B85 EAWEICH L THRTH S
SLRLEDBEREMERD D D,

WRDF A4+ 3 v 7 CT/MRIL REHME W TH FNH T 52 W T hETdh 525, EOB-MRI - AH D
F1Z FNH OfEEZWIAE M TH Y, FNH 5L IZEDE S ) 7 4 EIROBIZIE EOB-MRI % 55— 38R
LT HRETH 5,

P RRF—T— K - BEICLEZREH

PubMed 12 & U focal nodular hyperplasia, Gd-EOB-DTPA, gadoxetic acid THZ L 7= B 1 2019
FoHETELTIL Ay bL72s ZDIiTA, magnetic resonance imaging, CT, ultrasound ®F—"7 —
FHHWTHREL, B
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i FEREH R TARERDZEICE VT
4TIy Y CT 3EREIIhZH?

FEE R T RBREESRONES, 41473V CT REDEMBEH K O5a%
SEREDOBRALREETHY, MITTHIEPHREIND,

T
TR G O RIRIG L, TR (mass-forming type), AR (periductal infiltrating type), JIH

ENFEER (intraductal growth type) (CARBIEN B2, KRYEFPRIHENE D% < AIERITZIE T O RE %
R OT, ZHUIBRE L THHEINZ %,

LR
FFPIRR SRR (L HAE CT TN Z /R L, ¥4 F 32 v 7 CT TOBMRM T ¥ ZIRIEGI I TH 5, TD
JEEEIE 60%, FFEEEIE 655%72055 Y IEBHEAS 3em RO A IIZ IR Sy — 13 v 7R S —
FTEMETH DY, SEMINITRCTd 2 B SE 67% TRO LN JEEH RO BE R EHRSIC L5 E
DEEZLNTWEY, BIFTRE LT, #60% THRMIEOIIRIESA SN LY 72, ¥4+ 397 CTIE 5
JFAIEESRE D HEEEE BT OBIIZ D IA S VSN THE DY, PIIREE DKL 89%, FFFEEE 92% T, MBIk
B ORI 84%, FEEIEIE 93%°, RIS 2 EBHFA797% L ShATH 57,
FERE IR X B IFIRAER OB ERIE, JREE 60~90%, FREEE 65~98% & x5, F72, MRIIZX
2 WEAINNE & OHERIRIE, T 688~935%, JEILEE 862~97.7% & S 5%, FDG-PET Tld, lem B L
OIERITEIC B U CREEE 100%, HFELEE 85~90% & X531 HEZ WD T oA kI v ST,
I D E BT A I TH 5 &) D 2w,

FFRBRER (AL

A BRECT  FFAEICERINE R EBEERENIED SN 3,
B:414F3v Y CT (BIREME) : BETRIC) > TRBEIBOSN B,
C:44+3v v CT (Fh) : BEANE CEEEREIBDOS51 3,
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4
 HTEB (BBIERTIES) ORERICHLT EOB-MRI 3#REEh5H ?

EOB-MRI IZBFEBOZEICH T, IO EEmHERT B,
EOB-MRI (35838 5G £ BINT 3 Z £ T 1 cm KBEDREZMEENE LT 52 EHEE
AENTHY, HETEHZEEHRET S,
EOB-MRI TIZMEREDOBMHSEELRZ EHHY, BANMLHMEREET S,

1E R

RIS (DT, iR L 92%) FHEZHFICBWORBYEE L ) SHEICERT 25K ETH S, H
BEWMOHWE LT, 740 —7 v 7 THOONDIRKRM LAFALZIT O R D R S Nz BR O BRI,
TEREDRIRE PE T 5 720 ORRZEHIPH B X OFRL 2 & 0 7 %S £ THIBIIZ IR D50 A TIEN
FRMEEEATH S GAd-EOB-DTPA % w27z MRI (EOB-MRI) ORI B 28 HTEDIA S RBATS
nTns,

PR B H

TR OBWNITBE PR CT, MRI R FDG-PET 2 E4MAETH 5, WMEER T CT 1228 %
ERET B LIRS N 0o EENE, HHE, K2 & ARG 2 B B 52 ORI R EE % #4 L 72 2002
DAY TFY T ATIE, BEW55%, #E5 CT 72%, MRI 76%, FDG-PET 90% & FDG-PET D&EEHNH
FITEP o720 00, O TIZ EOB-MRLIZERMEH SN TB S FEHli S0 ST bY, FFiEiic
%13 % EOB-MRI O\ Wi gE I 2012 42D X 7 7 F 1) ¥ A TIEE 93%, FRHIE 95%, AUC 098 & Xh?,
2018 AE D KIEHENTHERBIIH§ B A Z 7 F ) ¥ A TRIE - FFREDER CT 82% - 74%, EOB-MRI 93% - 87
%, FDG-PET/CT 74% + 94% & MMRAT I35 2 B WiRE DB MEAVR S 72Y . %72 EOB-MRI Tl #isi
BEPEHT 52 TEHREON ESIGTE, PHHLAZWIEA ORI 91% & g L TREIX 96% 2 FA-L,
1em RO ERIIRE L THIERE 83%7%5 91%2 ik L 72",

EOB-MRI O & HYE% 5 U72581%, AEHIEIRIC X 246y PR OSEN R AD 5 RIGHEITEE % 5 &
T5IENE . % CT 12 EOB-MRI %3815 % 2 & T 19~37% 0BG CEl st A E S TB )7,
ACR Appropriateness Criteria” (2B W T b MFIEEM D720 DMAEE LTl D RSN TV S, FAEITAE
FENTHERE R U T AR T YU BR & 47 ) TG R conversion therapy 255 & LT\ 5743, (LS #iE#%
DOIFERZWICH VTS EOB-MRLIZAMTH ), [LFHEDH T X o> THBWREISED v & HiE S
—7, TRTCOERZWEZ EOB-MRI T/T9 Z L IIMARRRLE N A2 ZET L EHENTRL, A7) —=
YIRTFU—T v FITBNTEIE GG T ie 2w CT 2T 5 D% 4 TH 5, I3 550
YIBE O AT S T B RIBRE DS ONEE & U TR I ESE 232507 5 1, EOB-MRI O IFiaH 1
Moy —2r ¥ ARLHBIANENE Y F1) = A5/ 2 w72 MRL X ) b b5 2 MRERE, BIgEEm
—H A LGS SN72AS, #5E CT % FDG-PET & OHEIIZRIAALE L4010, BRItz Sh
7R CTRNARE L e DIRBORFETH 248, B OMMIEEILEH X— 2T EOB-MRI 82%, #i CT
60%, % ~— 2T EOB-MRI 93%, %% CT 75% & EOB-MRI 1375 CT L i L CERTW Y, F7-,
MULAMENE A B = 235540 % v 72 MRI & O HERIZB W T S IEE X EOB-MRI 95%, M/t K
= AR & FIV 72 MRI 84% & o T 7212,
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KinEREE (50 K, %«if)

DEF CT; BFS7 C:’ﬁﬁﬂﬁf?i’]—kf% ShBFEBERD 5,
: FDG-PET ; FDG &TE 2589 %,
: EOB-MRI (FIBRAR) ; &% CT CRItk, DER TR —ICER SN BFHEBEBD 5,
E : EOB-MRI (Ff#ifat8);: 2> b5 X M REFTHY (D), BT S6 IEESERT 1 cm OIEEHPRBH 5

(B)o
I MRl (hEG#RERG) s SES2RLTHY, WI\FEBEEIS5M 5,

ﬂo«pow>g

Jok L7z X912, B OBINICENZZIHEEZ A %5 EOB-MRI TH5%%, MEHOZMICIHEEE %
¥ %o EOB-MRI Tid#%5- 90 B2 S @ig A MBI AT N D720, A4 F3Iv s - AFT41H

s B

VJ 2 PEAHDOBEEAFAE L 2o ZOOMEOZK CHH IR E %5 FEHTOREEH 7= ¥ 7%
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1A OB W (S BYIRAT T 05 ARBE SRIR R T2 3R 1% COFMEME 574 & O ERWBIEe, My
YA 1) = EEAO B EE L7,
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F7o, TRz &R ELTEEICL,
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@
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FQS5 mamumzopEstoeiics TEs MRl EESh3H 7

EE MRl T EREREDEIEIC BV TREN & W) +H B RISMRILIE &R W, —F
DERMIEHD-OMITTBIEEERLTH L,

1E R
I RNV ZE O FUEVE O H H 9L ’ﬁﬂikéﬂ%%ﬁf“)i‘f T E P, 552 CT, #% MRI, FDG-PET 7
EZWAI D%, ZDH) HEEWEEY CT, #5E MRLIZOW TR y(@iﬁﬁti)‘&)é%@@ FEAED
W IZBWTER DS D%, BT Y AL NVIEE 720 E 512 FDG-PET O LB § 413 <
HIPTH Do FINIIFEIEVENZ O RENEOEHIFEICOWTHEE MRI Z2HUMI FQ & LTT &7,

pEE R

JFZE R 28 1 3 HALE T 2800 7 & DRTFE 3R D b D= Caroli 7 & OO b D% &5 7= Ja KB
Felfe, SOEMEHPRRCIESE DO FENAENES; 72 &Mk 4 Th Bo T/, EEOFEIBMEES T FN M RE RO D
O, WAl LEBEIE, Ko bk EREIESE ORI EM 2 L4002 h 720, B SRR Ex
—¥EDIZTELR V. SENZE NS DOEIMEHRZ DS 5, mucinous cystic neoplasm (MCN) @ B3P g,
intraductal papillary neoplasm of bile duct (IPNB) ® non-invasive IPNB & invasive IPNB O3] % H.0a 2
FEO5, 72, MCN IZDOWTIZHER D hepatic biliary cystadenoma/cystadenocarcinoma & L T S
TWABSEDL WD, AETIE MCN IZH— L CReiid %,

MCN O EEEOEINCB T, #EE MRUTW TN RERLTIEHOMIMITAHTH 5. DTS
R CT bAHTH %, WREDOERZRIA, BEEAEIE R, EEOWT OO LNEA, BETEHE I
HOBEIE L, AFROLEMER, WEEOKIRIEEGRIIEE 2 RZT 20 A THD (EELLT67~
100%)""s 2 SOFTRIZVFTNROES ) 7 1 12B VT H/INES RFEER R - 22 EE ORI RA DD
%7,

IPNB 22\ Tid non-invasive IPNB & invasive IPNB O RIZ B W T, 33 MRI _E TS 25 cm L
I, %3P (multiplicity), TR REREE, PRS2 %2 invasive IPNB ICHEOBEWIIALTH S (H).
F7z, TNOHOFRE S OYAEOBRFRAEARIIKL, 209) bE5M (multiplicity) 2S#EFFEAEFROF%
ARBFUHTTHLY, T2, WHEERGEICBIT S ADC DL A b7 5 AENTTEEE (skewness) A3 D5
BICERTH D E VI D H 5,

MRI ORI A XXM RE, HFREOFMENTHY, Mz EONEEROBBIZENTH 2",
EOB-MRI IZ2oWTOHFIXITE A E RV,

7R CT 13t MRI AR A ARIRERE, RO AHHTH 525, fFeke LTRMI eI E
M, A REEAI R IR 00 7 (L B AR O BIR, N R S RIEL EOFEICEHTHH Y, —J, KAk
OFHETIIREEROEINITE T, MOV TEEROWREEN S WD 00, BHEIKRFRN 2T R TldZew
rEhTnatY,

BE WA OV TIZTORREE LT, Ml emEE 2 & OBBNOMERIRICIIRE R A TH 5 I
FIVES R O BRSO MOHIIT TSRS WAE M TH L L VI HE L H DY, T2, ROMLANER LD
CT % MRI b CERIMRHLZIC R A SR ENNEEOBWI AN TH 5" BT TR, AIKILHE
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R (50 mRft, %)

A : MRI (single shot T2 #&381&)

B: # KU = LEE MRl (BB T1 58381%)

FFAEZESMAIK IS ISR U 2B &8 T 2 RAM 6 cm DEIMEBE 4380 5, ASBICIEHRA 2.3cm DEF
REFESIIBREERH (=) 4B 3, ZREBMIR SN T, AL P EBEAANDRBEFRRIGERD 5hi v, non-in-
vasive IPNB Z/RIE S 3FF R TH 3,

IFRERE OENIWEETH 256051, CT OHHBTEBOHMEIEN TV L LDORELH LY, I
ETIREGE S RRAEOE D HE SN THE Y'Y, MCN o BEMEO#E NI BV TEIRMIC BT 25RO H
TEAHIIEMED MCN 124, BUIMTOEBARIC L 2K a—3EEGICS W EOWREDH B,
FDG-PET | non-invasive IPNB & invasive IPNB O RI2 35T SUV H2E H & 05 H 5,
BEF) T4 LLINTTOMEDIZEALWIEGNRDSD 2L, T0%RIEF Y AE %RV, SHRITERNED
ZiEt, SHIIEES) T4 BOBRREO BB D E TN 5,
BTV T NOES ) 7T 4 ITBWTHOERBICIRAEH 5 DD, TNENRL - 74 OB R FF
STWBEDT, MAGHLETEMTLIENlET LV,

P REF—T— K - BEICLEIRER
PubMed IZ L YL F D F —7 — F& T 5 MBHOMEKRE 1T o7z —URRET 2,256 #i & flihh, feiéric 18
M2 BRA L7,
1. liver, cystic tumor, diagnosis, malignant, imaging
biliary cystadenocarcinoma, imaging
intraductal papillary neoplasm of bile duct, imaging

mucinous cystic neoplasm, liver

o1 s W

mucin producing, liver

| 32 @ |
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733, 2005
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507-511, 1989

4) Buetow PC et al : Biliary cystadenoma and cystadenocarcinoma : clinical-imaging-pathologic correlations with emphasis on the
importance of ovarian stroma. Radiology 196 (3) : 805-810, 1995
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'L EEBAEFEADOFESHMICE VO THREI N DEBGREIZMD ?

BERIEBIOREE L TR HERTS.
MRI/MRCP & RERGHSEDN DS, BIHETS,
CT IZREEREADEEIE MRI/MRCP 1851722 RE L TH KL,
ERCP |32 ST EEI CIIHEE LR, FHICKBREPSURELIESICIIEELT
FONBRETHB,
B X IRTEIIREHREIE < SRR, DHE LA,

s =
IREERE A, TR A OB < S k4 REHEZRIESH LN TEZ, ThFE TICEREDOBWITE

2B OBWRED RO S BIRE SN T VW5, SIS E T LD, BIRSHEICBIT 5 &Mk

OHIRREZ D720 7B, HHRIEHAIC OO TIIHEA IR D Wiz, SN R % il

Mot L7z,

0 54 X 5=

AN I DERDOLNOHEREL (CYVEY VT ah, BG) 28X BEEEATHY, 2o 15~
20%ASHHE X BB THMT 20T AR AL Z AT 5 & SNBY, #liTlEd 578 IRFIRER G OB
(23 L4 23 2 FHRENE < EARORIREE >Y A St Sz,

H #8%% (US)

M TRERRETH Y, INFEREAICHE L TIRIEMREE 93%Y, LG SN TVAA, BHIA A YA &
ENTWDLZDPEGEDORE I Ve ARy K94 K US TOHER L DOBWEED 2 5 7 1) T A (8 #i,
710 B1) Ti3, K1 898% (95% CI, 864~925%), HFHIEIX 88% (95% CI, 837~914%) Th-72"s —
JiC, MIREERE A TIRREE 25%, HRFLEE 80%°, & B\ MEIKEE 63%, HFHEE 05% TH D", HAMILERY:
EDONARESZHET A BT 2T, HAEO—RRAEE LT US OFHAMIVRENTE Y, HER-OOMITRE
AXHEAFE 2 A5, MH3E - EERE A OB ORA) O WMIRZIE L L CHREh 2,

HCT

CT ONBRZEREAMIAIL, 1987 FEOME TIRIKEE 791%, FFHEE 100%, EMEFEE 898% Th 72", CT @
BRI EOMA L L DI LT, BBATEZHET A NI 4 0 Th, HEKAPEEDNI-L ZIZUSD
WIATHOMAE L LT, MHEIRL T b IERAIS L CORBRSE LV is Tid, FEER CT 13K 65
%, KRR 84%" TH Y, BWIAEREAICH L CT © MPR % HV7=35 4, I 889%, FGEFLEFE 926%, IERERE
90.7% Th -7 4B, MADHELESHODD CT IZFEEE CT 2 AL T2, PRlEEIHE R (drip
infusion cholangiography : DIC) % fiv:7z CT Tl 6 SCERO MDD, FEIE 65~100%, FFFEE 84~100% &
WS TwaY, I— FERAORIER, #IEL, BEYIVE Y IE P OB T 7% &0 kh 5 i
JHASHE A OB L 13 ) A W EE R bD,

A MRI/MRCP

WY B W R AT 5 67 MO W71 6 2F L7225 7F Y ¥ ATiE, MRCP 12X 2 HHEHRED
JEIEIE 95%, M ILEEIE 97%, FEATITHS A IEEEIZ 92%, MRS A &EIE 88% Tdh - 72" MRCP &
JHE R B xT LIER R TR R MAECTh S Lo b7z, 72721, MRCP B 2R H OB
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LA
JIEE ey
A 8 CT (HNFR), B: MR (T2 3438, MUF%), C: %4ECT (BIKK), D : MRCP
BEDBLELULARHDOCT CHIHRAEEHETELVWEA» LIELIEH D, BHECT (A C) TI3fB
BACRIBEANDOERIEREBE CH 5 », T2 #iAE (B) X MRCP (D) TIIIEENR &HEEBEARDKE
ErfEERiBEe L THIEShTL 3,

BI9 250 IE US MRk 7 2s, AR O W TR ETRDO L WEZATH A ). —H, MRCP 2B A4
MADOBWIL, 10 WO » S, B 80~100%, FFIEEE 83~100%, IE#ZEE 81.3~9%%LL Lt Twn
%%, LAL, MRCP TiZ 5mm LLFO/MEA TIRZBHERE S Aoty d 5™, MRCP & EUS Okt
BRGSO 2MOAZ T F ) A (301 BLU405 1) Tix, Wwihd MRCP & EUS OBEifglITkqT
I RIS N 57219, MRCP D153 T ERCP 2 Ml TE 24134 hvE L-#E " b 5 5
25, JEBEE AT HREMIZB VT, MRI/MRCP IZIHERE A O EMEA L L LTSRS L5,
H ERCP

ERCP OHAERABEEIZE L, Bk L7z X 912 MRCP @13 T ERCP 2 CTX 24134 v L
7Y B, — T, ERCPICIINEL, L LEORLTERHETELRWY 275557, BROHROY
B THRERE 3~5WBITFIET %o FELEHIL 02~05%TdH b, Z D72 ERCP IZHIF W HIIZIZHEIZ L
RO, RS BEREGAIIIEL L TIT) . FBRC EUS, FEN#EE9 (intraductal US) & w22 45/
HE - MEARMIERESRE ShTw b, REWNHRAETH LD T, MDCT, MRI/MRCP TR 5% Wi
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> ﬁ!m SMEEXPSEDNZERICBV THESNZERRER T, ?
SMEEADSRDNS TN TOEEICH L CBERREERIICHTT 5T L8R
"/I5,

BRARFTR CEBERRE THRESHPRELES, HDVEEMEHEIREDONDBEIC
CT. MRI/MRCP Z{19 2 Z & &#RT 5.

s =

SV RIIINERICA U RIEMIRIRTH Y, 85~B% W IR A2 HINE T 5, MoKz, Tk
R - BT, R ORREIREEE, EIES, gk, WEROE, BBIEGH, A, EAYE, $RERE 7%
Endbo BVEIFEROBWNIE, O Murphy 8%, 45 LSRR - B5HE, % &R o R ez,
@3&#k, WBC (white blood cell) % CRP (C-reactive protein) 572 &4 OGN R, QWG % &
M OBAEBNHR S NS, FHCHEEZINI AR OBWCEERE P BICEE R E % R7- L, KREN
W, AYE, AR & OB SBEIEMRADSROICIT DN S W{FERA L L CHER IS TWD, 20
fiL o> ] {5 A A 121X CT, MRI- MRCP, Hi#iX M E &, JHE > ~F 2 5 7 4, DIC (drip infusion
cholecystocholangiography) Z& EARHWSLNTWS, ZVEHEROBMNIN$ 5B RO A & tho
W RHAE & DB DWW TS 5o

p R AR
0 8FFaEOFRY
AE A L B IRSE R OB W LT, R8N, SR, T, MR OB TRbEN

TWbo BEAA FT4 2 2018 (BVEHE % - IRERZHBAA N4 VUGTIRRZERS), 33— v S FlES:
KRB A ¥ 54 ~, NICE BiR7 A K54 >, WSES &tk AR 7 A BS54 > 2016, KEHURHH
R4 (ACR) Appropriateness Criteria® DWW HUIZBWTHEAMINER D EEDIN S BEITH LT, Bk
FIRNHAT SN BRI BGRA L LTHER SN TV DS (CRER 1~6). SRR OB 58T
WAL DRRPEIE 81% (95% CI, 75~87%), HFFLEE 83% (95% CI, 73~87%) LGS TwaY, B
RELTIE 7a—72X B HYFHE O (sonographic Murphy sign), JHZEE A (E#ieE 8cm UL,
SEEPE 4 cm PLE), IBEEREINE (4 mm DL 1), IREERA, R, TR ow Akl , IH3ERE sonolucent
layer (hypoechoic layer), A% fEHE% R4 AT a—H, N7 7 FVoling s s (1),
VLoD DI REMAGDE DL TBIEIEE LT 522 TE 2, 209 b, sonographic Murphy
sign IXIEEN S LB 00, FFREIENS 2O, HMTLBIICAHTHY, IHEEADFLELOMALGD
IR L DBBAFTRE SNTWE™Y, HIEREE S SR %2 R IR T 2 EE LT R Th 2%, B, JE
5, ZOMDZ L DENTLALNLAIIRTHY, MEEHEH DOFFFE, sonographic Murphy sign 7 & & fl&
HhR TS 52 EAETE LW, SRR O BRI E B\ CIIIRZEE RIS, s, NH3EE
DT -3, [HFEANPEOFRAEE, THFEREOANELINE, [HEREOKZS, THESKERICERT 5,
HACT

CT MAR I WA I e TRITREAYE 5 720, BB THRIATS A3 WY BT R & B i ©
TeEZ WA, 55 VIR EHENSEDN L GEAIATINETH D, L LTI, H
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ST (BERE)

JEERE A & IBAEEEAE A (), BEEEE: (—, sonolucent (hypoechoic) layer) #5883 (A)o
BERE () LIEEERREREE (&) 23892 (B)o
BE >) ERBLZEBEEEETARIO—F (=) 2385 (C)o

FERENUIE, 3o mWUL, NREEFEPHOWARETR, IRZEFE PRI RN ORRR S WO, BT RE, HEE)E
PAATSE i e, INFEREM SR O - WTEM%, INZRFEPHIES;, N T 2 G0 LhH 5%, BHEWRRET
Tl 52 R T 203 PR 3 7 WEE 0 2 PENB B R O TR B W BT, BYIRAINC 330 2 IHFE R PHRT L O e fRIT E A
FrRERYELY, $72, ILRIEE L2 L ORTAIHEDBHNICIIBEEREL VERTBVAENTH
21017 BURVEINZE S & 5 FT L L L CIRZEN 7 A 1%, INZENIE O RS, IZEE PR ES, IHFEREmR YR
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BICEETZETAOT, BHICBWTETHLY,
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(4) RS I J— (stranding)
(5)
(6)
(

5) %k (cysts)
6 %ﬁﬂﬁ*?}* 5 (dilated side branches)
7) DB S I O — (hyperechoic MPD margin)
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T 5o AIP I35 MR 1G4 BB DOBIRZE L LTab N, TEERMEICIT3Y 5, ik [gG4 A EH
2RT5, ZREEIREEGIT S, AT04 FIEEIRIYT 5L Vo S I AL TWS, RIS,
AT UA NGRS EIT 5720, MYICARRELZE, BWTHIENEHETH S,
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LCHz b 0B H Do FRCHEMAEIARRBOBMOX > E LTHERETH S & & D ITHEIIRZE (1gG4
HRGE) OB KEREEZ K723, AIP IZMETICHIIREE, ML, PEEfREE 22410 %
720, WRFTRD CNERM L7250 L %5, AIP OWEHT R E LTINFETHESN TV LR ELTY —
Y — UKEIELR, capsule-like rim, BFEEO O F AMFAGEIL LB TS, 45T capsule-like rim (2R
LTINS WIRTH Y, ASNAHEIMENLOOEELFTR TH L, /25 1F3Iv 7 CT
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HIXHERLTHRDPEL B 5720, ZOEINITHLOTEEE L) UED D 5o FFIT focal type DIFZEIZB
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R R E U CIIIERN 2 S 25 B8 5 duct-penetrating sign % AIP THWZEN DL/ ZEM DS Z L2
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CQY| mmmommsiics0TES MRI LSS 120 ?

PO ERIZINICES MR 2175 Z £ 58 <HIET 3,
[HEQ®RE 12, TEFYANKE 1§ (C), A&EXE: 100% (8/8)]

s =

PRI PR 2 IR 21X U o, AR Wi, M) >3, solid pseudopapillary neoplasm (SPN) 7
E T bR e &S & 7 2 TEMEEISVERZE 2 S H S TS, IERE M 2 22 & DO ARAERY IR AT
BIRSNDBEB R ELIEITD2), BREICBIT 2 FHARBEORE S 28 A THIFRRIYZWRMRAIC X 5K
WZMPSEECTH B EEZONL, BIBEIEHEOENZWIZI3ER CT 2 MRL, EUS TOFHIiAZ DL
MR % B 729 AN AR MR B S 18] FIZRE W, BEIERVER 2212 MRT O FPEZ /R @SS s s,
FEIZ3ERE MRLIZZ ORESRIED E S0 D IER O W R OGN B, BSOS NZHICEHTH S S
MRS NG, Al BEIERVEIRZ OSBRI B 5585 MRIOGHAEICOWTY AT T 497 - L
Ya—%fro7

PR ER

SR OBGETTIE, BIERTERZE OB IBH, RG2S 7LV ¥ —, RG-89 BhEE, M
HEZ T AL ELTHREL, PRl LRREETESE LS L7,

MRI # A TlEIERERE MRIICBW TS TLT2 MRz, 4 CIEILEGRMER MRCP 12 X % 5#fi b w]
HECTH 505, SIOBERIZBWTIEEE MRI L35 MRLIZB W CRMREZ MR L7 3 ah o 72,

FRCRIGATHE D 7LV ¥ —, AP GRS B, MoARRERICB L T, MR O T4 5
XXz Ao 720

FICSe i e & A 230 R & LT CT & MRI CHMiAEZ Ik L 728" Tid, AUC & &EEATE 12 MRI
& CT IR LFSELL L CHh o720 HOSIENERE S CIRIER 2 RSP oM, B— Bk g ot
A5, BERE TR & BRSO DS MRI TER Tz, CT, MRI & I & OB A M 22
HOBEZRSNEH00, WFRIOEMIEZHMHEIORENTE ST, HE TR IgG4 1E WA N2
e EOFT R AR A TN 5 LELS D Do

IPMN (intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm) FEIESZZ#H A K5 4 > 2017 4ERR (ZWk&H# 1) TIE CT
%2 MRI JIt i C high risk stigmata 25 2UIYIER, worrisome feature 75% 53413 EUS TOREZHESEL,
FARBIS BB P MG S Do IPMN OB % K45 & L CT & MRI CTHE L 725" <,
high risk stigmata % worrisome feature % & D) 2 7 A RO L Tid CT & MRI TR TH - 72
7%, worrisome feature T % JIUE L 72 ZEHFEEE DB TRA E OB L Tid MRI 2SEHTH 727

FEEVERENERE O ZMNIC BT, 3em PUT OFCFEEREIER DFEEHRE 127 #1, MW IEs; 43 61, SPN
10 %, FR/SEY AIP (autoimmune pancreatitis) 7 #l, $=fEREIESS 6 #1] Zx5 L L CT & MRI TEWiEx
Fele U 72305558 5%, MIIREEIX MRI AR5 b 00, BB L TIZ CT & MRI TH&%THh 72",

FERMERERERE OFRZWCBNT, 3em LT O FERaEREER [5B IPMN 14 6, EA% IPMN 12 $i,
MCN (mucinous cystic neoplasm) 6 5, W 2Els - IR1EZEN 6 ] 24L& LT CT & MRI TligEz It
L7852 278, JRREEHIIE MRI 2N 5 OO, BNZWR REMFMGICE L2 CT & MRI TH
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&TH o7

R MRI TR 28 HANC LD, HERA LW T F 74 7F v —vay 7R HERREREZDON N
=7 KA X 2 B S VERRHERE 72 E ORISR I D155 Z LITHERE T2 LENH 5o

DRXY, BEIEEOEMNZENICB VT, & MRIIZ CT EFBED L IIRRENEIEEZA LTV
fi,, TPMN OEMEEEFHIIC BT CT, EUS LHSOBMREE AT 5 L Wb s,

INHDZ Lz TR, HEBRRICE W TORIERMOERNZINCE L Td, #d<, seHl7 L d— LRk
EOH M7 S 2 DIEBNIE U THIRT 2 B H 5 AR R OM AN X 2 A PHEICE L CIdE =
BN B Bo MRI TIZIEEL Y — 7 ¥ AT BT H BRI OPBIEIR, BN O R ORI
BOTHHRERPHONL ZEFHLNTEDY, 4H&IEEE MRI &5 MRI OB R iE O HEMGET 2 HIHE
INb,

I RBEF—T— K - BFICLEZREH

PubMed 2 X 1) pancreas, pancreatic mass, magnetic resonance imaging, contrast-enhanced, diagnosis
DOF =7 —FxHWTREL 7z, MBEHIMIZ 201946 HFTEL, 24 sty MLize —RAZ) ==V 7
T2l MMER L 207225, 209 H 14 1% full-text iR, FPRELTHMAEL Y 2—DHRELTHRML
726

F7o, T2 ZIKRERE L TEZICL,
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CQ5| mmyoaE#smicHOT MRl (EHEHEE) BHESAZH?

PR ESIC B TIE, ADC EREMEEHTT 5—BNIcRY 5375, MR
(EBRERIG) &1T> AR HET B,
[(HREO®RX 12, TEFTVADRERX 155 (C), Ex:100% (8/8)]
IPMN (2B TIE, ADCEEILBFHIRRICEE T2 ET, EED IPMN Q22D —EB)
(WS 378, MRl GhERRG) &175 2L aHB<HET S,
HEEO®RE 2, TEFVANKE 5 (C), AF%E: 100% (8/8)]

1E R

PEBEHEZ W BT MR HEE 2 &#H 2o T b, RIESFICB W TR LB TIRHE SR E L
R, FRTBHEO 5 FAEAFRIT 10% A TH 27280, BHEZ AR E T 2 BEEMEIES; & BRI 2 R 25
WS 5B LMD TERTHL, €T, 4llid MRT (LEGRHGE) (& H L, BEE O RETEO &I
BOTHHERFNE DA M0 &) ket L7zo

F A &

ACQ T, EDOT Y MALE L THRAEME (EEE1 M), MAERH (EEE3 M), HOo77MH4EL
TS RS ORI - JEREE (EEEE 9 ) ZRE L. A CQITH L TR EI 7728 25, I
RPN IS  (pancreatic neuroendocrine tumor : P-NET) @ grade (BREM) (2L CTHEFL 7255301
8 i, WA PN FLEERS I ME B (intraductal papillary mucinous neoplasm : IPMN) @ B IEVE D885 % gt L 72
FSCIE 7 i RReD H 7z,

P-NET O grade (BLEYE) IZB L THRETLZZ@XO S B, 2 A8 3T-MRI"?, 545 L5T-MRI”, 1 ##a°
15T 3 XU 3T-MRI TORGFTH 7Y 8MmDH L, 7#A ADCHOAMEEMEL THY, Gl ® ADC
i3 G2, G3 LB L TV &35 H D (Pereira 5”, De Robertis 5", Toshima 5%), G3 ®» ADC fiiiZ G,
G2 LB LTIV ET2550 (Kulali 5), F72, Gl G2 G3® ADC HIZBDBDEHEENH L E VD b
® (Lotfalizadeh 5"), ADC ffiiZ WHO tumor grade X #3233 o (Kim 5"), Gl, G2 » ADC fii
BEEADPHHETHDHD (Kim 5Y) Thorze 8MDI B, 1HiA ADCHICHEEL B WETHHDT,
Hwang 51&, ADClA%, Gl & G2-3 DM THELENRON Do/ LTWwAY, DEDoZ b E2 2
&, ADCHEZ WA Z LICLY, P-NET OEMELHET S5-Il srdb0LBbhb7d, 17592 L%
CHERET 5,

IPMN O BEMEOEN 2 WA L2 Lo 9 b, 3425 3ST-MRITY, 348 L5T-MRI®™, 1445 15T B &
UF 3T-MRI CTOME TH o7 7T#DI B, 6 s ADCEIZOWTE R LTHY, 4 MAs Bk & Bk T ADC
EICEEENDH D, QW THEENZVE VIR TH -7, F72, 7RO B 48 TEIEHHIRIZ>
WTEKLTED, Kim 51, IPMN (2B 23RS, £ 8T ICCEEZ P9 2M—o M L4
A=V G X—=5 L LTwAY, £/, Jang Hid, HEMFFGICB T, B CIE iR LRI A S
N7=& LT3, Kang, Ogawa Hi, FEE IPMN I2BWT, BYEE HAHHIRZ A3 2 R05G HI2 5D
572 LTWBYE ) b2 EE 2 5L, IPMN IZBWTIE, ADC 35 X UM OAFETES 2 SR O 3L HHI PR
WCEHT A LT, B IPMN OZKO—BINCR) ) 5720, 1792 23T 5,
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YLEXY, P-NET @ grading {28V Tix, ADCEZHWAZ &I12LY), P-NET OMEEEZHEET 5 —B)
270D B7280, 179 2 2 HERET 5, 72, IPMN 2B\ Tid, ADC 3 X O OFEAES 2 SR04k
BHIRICEH T 22 LT, B IPMN OBRO—cR) ) 5700, 179 2 %255 % 5,

B, ADC fEIIHEAE - %X 21E52& 2% ), ADC HZERZHIH W 2 5E LR B O E 1
P BRBICOWTER L 2R 520w E SR TEDY, BEROBWIHCLBIE, ZEOLELRD 5,

F7:, 2ETEHLD, WL P-NET OBIZBT 5 ADCEOEBKIZOWTIECHIC X D EH D, Li
Shindo 5D Tid ADC filild P-NET & 9 b CTH AL 35— T, Guo, De Robertis 5D
5Tk ADC filild P-NET TH I 2o T B, Wagner SI3MHMEAL, 358, IBoMIaEE OB
12X ) ADC EAZALS 2 L LT 0, BIEE o MIBORERK 7575 ADC EOZ B B4 5 2 5 W hE
YeDsd %o ZD728, Wik P-NET OB NT ADCiliE WA Z L I3iEm R H b £ 2 55,

I REF—T— K- BEICLEIRER
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WIFNZE 1990 4F 1 HA5 201946 HETE L, 240 #hse v M L7z ZNUANINY P —F T2zl
720 —RAZ ) == 7T T L SN, ZRAZ ) ==V ZICTHEDSHEY TRV EHR L= b 0%
BRA L, A 15 e RUICEMN S AT~ T4 v 7 - L a—%FE L7z,
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ny
"‘1 |I EORH 3V TIEE MRl 2B hBh ?

BHEDREICIEE MRI 1 CT EAZICEATH .

1E R

BERR ORI BT, ¥4 F 3 v 27212 L 2385 MDCT O4 . XN Twa Y, MRIWCELTY
FERE DM FEDS TV & DIED L WAS, ZOFEICOW TR T 5,

pEE R
IR I W I B UIBR A BB 2 eI 5% <, PIRARDELRERE 5T b, BIESRDNDLERE
(=) X?ﬁf“ L, MW X BB OIEME R, 25 TR EEN S,

WEHED BRI 2 A O|ME" T, MOBEED T EBDND Toft 5O AF T FY T A (2004 4 1
H~20154E 6 H@Eﬁf‘ﬁfjcwﬁﬁ’ﬁ) T, WoBRL7:52MOEEmLE L a— (BERE 3567 #1) LTH
D, ZoOFEE, MRIZX22WEeiE, BE 93% (95% CI, 88~96%), HFILNE 89% (95% CI, 82~94%), 1F
0% (95% CI, 86~94%) Tah-7-"s —7, CT ORKEIX90% (95% CI, 87~93%), FFFEE 87% (95
% CI, 79~93%), L2 89% (95% CI, 85~93%) TH D, MRI L[ TH -7 SHIZ, BERANHTGIIR
7% (endoscopic ultrasonography) M EBE A D MRI L HEOBHRETH /2L L TWb, L
L7055, PET/CT I34FREED 70% (95% CI, 54~84%) LML, F/-IEZH Y 84% (95% CI, 79~89%)
THY, MoOmFHRA L LD LR TWD,

MRI DK ORI CT LHARE  ORIRGEEZ AT A HICH Do e hTHILHERFEILEE OB IS
HHEOHEDZ <, Takakura 513 MRCP [ZHLHOEER S 2 N 2 7o Heffikiddg MRI 2 BEH L& < Th, #&

FEAKER TR

A &R MR (BIEREAIAR) © BAERIC 1 cm BOBE AR (=) 28B®, LRIBEDHIREBEXENEREE
HoTnad, ARERS M F Iy VR CHEMEDELMRERT (3E£T)

B : MRI (EEGEAE, b1E=1,000s/mm?®) ; EEBICHESHEE 2T 2RBEAMERE (—) ¢RB®, BFL1F
2y VIR THEB SN AREIC—HL TWB, BAEBEEXETIMRETH 5,
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% 2 Ml MDCT &A% 0B MiEZ % (MRI 84%, %5 MDCT 86%) Th o7z Lit#k L TwaY, %72, Park
513 3em U O/NEERECR L, il MRIRG (F B =2 A% 2at) [CHEa#gemz 52 21k
ST, WH OGP 2 NOFEHORIUEEE (R : 75%— 98%, R2:76%— 96%) ASH I L7
EHELTWAY, X512, MRCP BT BEREMI O REEE L 84%, HRILIE 97% & 5 <, ERCP OMiing (&
£ 70%, ¥EFLEE 94%) EEELRER o EOWELH DT,

PLEX D, BoMIMICIE MRLIZHEIES N AA%, 7% MDCT OMihiE L ARRETH Y, BEHEOHRR
T D MRZWIFRIF DOBRBEIG U T, MRI OEIREEEITRETH 5o

I RRF—T— K - BEICLEZREH
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) BEOERESNIC S\ TR MRI 3B S N5 H ?

REE8 MRI 12 CT EAZIC, BEORANLERESKICER THD. 2721, FEBO
2l EOB-MRI D EN S,

g R
BERE DHEREEEZITIC I L C, BREZWIA 4 K5 4 > 2016 4TI 54 F 3 v 73012 L % MDCT (2 & %5F

fili % 58 HEZEL T BHo MRICBWTHIREOMEEBWNAH & OHMENL L, ZOFEMIO OV THLR T
5o

PR R

IR OMBEEZWIC BN T, MAARBEICHET 2 L 5D X7 7+ ¥ ATIE, JEE MRI OIEEIX 63% (95%
CL 48~77%), 441 93% (95% CI, 86~98%) Tdh-7="s T, CT I3I&E 73% (95% CI, 67~
79%), HFELEE 95% (95% CI, 93~97%), EUS IZIKEE 66% (94% CI, 85~97%), HFHLEE 95% (95% CI, 93
~97%) THY, MERFEOKEIZEITS CT OBMMELZHREL TWb, FHZ, ¥4 F 3y 7HsEo MDCT

W& W T R B % N 272570, S8 XU MRCP %2 &7 MRILIZHEN, FiEREZSRICENLTWY
72 DWEH B B —75, Zhang HDMEFEINE T % A5 7 F1) ¥ A Tid, MRI DEE 67% (95% CI, 59
~T4%), FEFEE 94% (95% CL, 91~96%), CT DIKEE 71% (95% CI, 64~78%), HFILEE 92% (95% CI,
89~96%) &, WMIMAEICH BRI A o2 SR L TV AY . BN DA T, MRA IZX A5HiiE, I
FREOBIMEHRICHF G Lol L T b,

B BEOSRFES

A MRI (EEGEERE, bE=1,000s/mm’, BAEREGER) ; FFEZEIC 1 cm LT OSESHEE
) DFEERD, SRFBBHITREN S,

B : EOB-MRI (FT#Rfa18) ; HEGRRKICH T 2BESHEEIC—L T, EXFMEETORE
S () £BY 5. SRAGEREXHTEIMRTH S,
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JRITERE DA 53, B OB e (resectability) 12B9 % MRI O HMEZ 534l L 723 H % < &
55, Park 513, YIBRARE (unresectable) DIz, kgt (F, MEE, BEEKBIIRFEHY >3
1), QEEEPIME R EREEIIR, eIk, LHREEINR), OREOMIR/ FEEHBEIREE, @RS
=l W KB CRELT, @A 7& v 2 MRI - MRCP % %4 F 3 v 7 g l2 X 53 MDCT &
WL, ZofE, YIRS Rk g & %ﬂ£“@§)of:k$ﬁﬁb“(\ﬂé4>o %72, Koelblinger
5® 3T-MRI & 64 %o MDCT (u\fh%ﬁ%ﬁ AF Iy 7H0) \CXBFMTY, AR TH 72",

JFHER OFFMIC B LT, FRE R MRI 3% ##1TH 5 GA-EOB-DTPA 554, {EHX T3 (H), it
KDOMBBANENE N B = 25 H OB A, EW IS EERSI Y A TN L7720, M GE
T, AP 5% 20 5FEE) CTORFFEEOFHED WEETH S, Motosugi 5%, EOB-MRI & %1 F 3 v 7k
WAL %3852 MDCT TG OMIMBEICZE X R d o 7288, TSR O K I MRI 25535 MDCT 12X
BIFCHo72ELTWA", 72, Vreugdenburg &DIFERZ WO 2 % 7F1) ¥ 2 Tld, EOB-MRI &
W CT LR, 8 lem R O/NERBEIZBWCTRED 221 I A EICED» o 72Y 72770, HREZ 092
i E MRS TH o720 X512, MRI GEEGRHG) DM OFEE AT & oME A sh s,

Db, BEEOMEREZRICBT S MRI OAHYEE MDCT L% THHEEZ LI, B MR LB
DHEREEZWIHEIE LSS, 72720, MDCT & ORI i ORIBIC TR SN S,

I RRFEF—T—F - BEICLEZREH
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