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I, HFR

BT, EFANC S AESAT S I, BERIE ., sl E, IEE AR 72 & o
I, AZRY v VIEEREDNTER S CTW 5, IFliE~D e O &8 BT
XA ZARY v VIEGERHCEHEEICAFL T D, IBFIET v a— it L IET
3 — LD 2 DI K& LSS, 7L a— I E R LRWEY JERFIE non-
alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) & #FRI#15., NAFLD O H T X AFAEZS
CEICEDIZ L OLLEITHO LD DL Z EXRWLNTEN, INbIX
non—alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH) & MEXiv. HERPFIBRMORIEZT- Y5
Z L D%\ nonalcoholic fatty liver (NAFL) & 1ZXBII L THEI LTS B39
NASH I ZAFHERR D 5% LA Fi \_Haﬂﬁﬂﬁ%mh&’) FFMIAE D EURER 224 (ballooning) 35
T OVNENRIEOFEIZ L V2D Y, L, B LOFENEF SN T
WIRNo T2 Z N TR AR ﬁ%iffﬁfﬁ% 72 & 72 5 T % NASH 13 NAFLD
BEOK 1~2FE EDDHEINTND Y,

FAETIE, 1980 LA, FEMIRT S SN L 2E O ANF R > 7 T 1984
FEAZIE 10% LA 720 T2 JRRAIF Y 1995 4R1T1 26% & B2 212 S8 L V| Bolr o
KRIUBERAETIE 27. 9% EME SN T2 ¥, IRERFIEOHE LV m< 72D,

MﬁﬁkLTiA%Fyﬁfﬁﬁ%ﬁE@@w@Ekﬁofw5%

—J . #i2 (@ER) T ERRES TR W EFoF LA ETH b,
HERARFIC R U CIEBA OB E T VI E STV D528, —EDHEEEIT R <
Khiak « FENENENOEENSCZH L TWDONRBURTH S, BBV, F
[ZNASHO Z W Tl A D3 gold standard & 3L TV B M, (ZEEMEICIEN &
D RENHEITT D 2 EIXBLERTIIR Y, BT TTIERFOZE, Frcisih&

DM 13 4EZ 5B DMagnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) T & Dproton
density fat fraction (PDFF) & L < ZHE&EIIZ X DHcontrolled attenuation
parameter (CAP) ZMTAEMICRDLY H5bD L LTRMESND LI ko7
TR AR BRI RIE DS T D1 TH Y ) v ST — O e
NHY ., mEERICEEZRD DY, BRCHIEHIEE B WO TUIRE — M2 R

X 1 AFARERRORE—M Y (X 1), FaEOHMm

ik (x4) BB ﬁiﬁﬁ%f%é MRI %5
BMENRHY XV IE#MET
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T L, HBORETHRITITE D TEMITOBEREZWEETE] OFERIZEE T
b5, AE. ZNHOREIZEZHNL, BARBERETSTIE EFO#
HIGZW e ) ([T A/ NEESEN DL B, BEFRTCarkrhADELN
% &P O FT R 2 855 LW E O MERR &2 3 A 72,

WD T v — L THM 30g/ B, Ltk 20g/ B UL EOEGE T T L 2 — LR
EAFIE L 9 %O T NAFLD OFGH BT E AR & 7 % 129,

0. NIRRT EF

HERGPERFE B I IAFAIC R ERRR (R Y 70 & 2 4 K) AikE LT, IFbEE
EELTHRBOBHTH D, AEHETIL, AARIEES., AARHELERFEROZ
BN A RIZIHV P20 KIETEOIEI %2 5% LA E ORI R D854 %2 IR
EWVNHEEMND, BMEWATROIEHIFOREREDL Z NIt~ 727Y, BlE, ZoL
~VDOENHED B E— RZBINFRENE NI OWTITE RO HH EZATH D
B e NETEDRRRGTERS 2 3R DR B OB A ITEE I B T — FIC X TR
BIGELNRNZ ERHDH T EIEFEET 5,

— 7, I TIENAFLD O P4 2 ET AR & LT, IR e b EEEE T,
NASH D L. Tod DAL DOFRREE . /INENRIETS L ONTHIIE O BUAEEZ M: & 1XE
RN ETDHRENREND L DI B9 F 72 NASH TH NAFL T,
B IE DD D PRHAL N EITT 2 2 L bHLNCR o2 7, - T, BN
RFOZWN BN &2 5T 2 b EETH AN, THEITERAONT, &5,
NAFL 7> NASH 2O 2Wr & 0 ML ORE 2R T2 2 ¢ K EE LGRS
TETW5 P, L, OB EFORD L7225 013H < £ TEFIER
B THYZOEBENECED Y TR0,

T 2) B TIENER, 30% LA EORFRIBRIC BN 27880 5 b O & IR A &
EFe LT 223, BIFED NAFLD Tl 5% L EOFHIIICIEN 258 5 O % fiF
FAZEMEE B L TVD V29 F=. FIBOREIAY HY 30% DA 1N & il
O CTEDHE (L/SE) 730.9~1.1 THDH EWMESNTWD 51920 JFNOJRE
DIFEE O CT X 0 HRREHICFRIZELL EOGE IR DORE 75 8 30%LL E &
End M, —J5, 30%LL ORI ARG & 78D D AR IAZ M & AT I X
DO IEMERE CRET 2 & 10% (9.2%) 1284525 L) s b A
Hihb 2,

1 3) : BE— N TIX 30%LL EOFIEANIENI L Z AT 256 I TEE RS LW
B FE I BRI R AIE STV g 2505 0 UL, AFIENIENEDS 30%
LU OBAITEE R L ORFBRMEIK T35 %% BE— FETR T 5%LL EDOfF
Wit DOZW A TRE & T2 WS ITHAED & Z AR BN, —J7, BEEOREIC
BHH LI TESTFERE S, 5% EORFIEN b O & ATEE & #is ST
5 29*36)O



I, AEAEDHK LR

AFEETITHEERRAE T 5% EOFHIRIZ ARG & 78 2 GEf] &2 REIT &
LTHRWETLZ &2 AL Lic, 4, BERORE 2 8di{k L eV % 5F
i 259 2 HIERHESLINOOH D, AR LT & FREMHET H720I2iX
FEMIIFOREEEFS JOY NAFL 7> NASH 20229 2 K 0 . IFSHE(L DR L 2 FEAT 5
HZEBRODHNTWND, LA L, TORIEME L L COEMFORW BT I3nE
Thod, BERREE TS DBEERRENFOIFETHD Z LICEDY 1T
AN

IO, REETITRELHWZ FiEZ .0 E LTREE L, BE— TR
SEBFRE LTz, WEEZHW I FETIIHENOEE L FRETH D, B iRL &
BN, FOERIZH DML OZMNEE L 25720 Z ORI L TH K%
ICEK LIz, 72k, FEE U TIPSR & ORI 2 39 2 BRI b 2 izoun
TIIARFERETITELY T,

IV, BRI DFEIMEDER

A5 ORI ARN 2l T 5 12O THREEMIZEERE T 5, ZIUIEEL &
WIIZ LD HDIZRKBITE A0, BE—ROEFERE TITRIIZ LD 0nIFE
WETHD, BROREZEHOOTREEE o [TEROHBEOLE . I
D% E L Ta=a+ £ "(dB/cm) & FKOHE D nOEITHEHEMB CIXIZEALELE
72%), HWEIE a ORIV IZHBIESa (dB/MHz/cm) & L TH#RbT 2 LR TX
%o Z OEIFAARECH A OFERIC L > TR > T 5, BB CIXEFF LY
BIENL N EEZFIH L TENOERICZOFENICHEIND X927k -
Too REMETITHEICL D FECLVENLEEET A Z E28RHT 5,

il S oA ST b EE LTIL, CAP (Echosens, Paris,
France)®”#79 Attenuation imaging (ATI : ¥ % /' AT 4 WL AT LXK,
WHE, HA) °T1  Ultrasound-guided attenuation parameter (UGAP : GE -~
JVARIT o Ve NS . R, BHA) %4 Attenuation coefficient
(ATT : BSCBUERT, B, BAR)YRH 5,

#=1 RERG{LS%DZWrEe

EE Hirgk FEGIEL | ERIE | FIE | B | FRELEE (%) | Cut—of i AUROC
Karlas T & 2 KA 61 AR | CAP | 93.0 87.5 233. 5dB/m 0.93
Lee HW& [ 183 JFA R | CAP | 88.2 100. 0 247dB/m 0.95
Chan WK & 3V ~L—=>7 |79 FFAER | CAP | 91.1 87.0 266dB/m 0.94
Park CC#&* pNES| 104 JFAR | CAP | 71.8 85.7 261dB/m 0.85
Karlas T & * s | ZHhlk 2735 A | CAP | 68.8 82.2 248dB/m 0. 823
Runge JH *" FToH 55 FFAER | CAP | 90.0 60. 0 260dB/m 0.77
Caussy C5H» pSEs| 119 PDFF CAP | 75.0 77.1 288dB/m 0.80




Fujiwara Y5 | AA 163 AR | CAP | 67.9 83.3 248dB/m 0. 829
Tada T5°” BN 148 AR | ATI | 67.8 87.6 0.66dB/cm/MHz | 0. 85
Fujiwara Y5 | BA 163 JFZER | UGAP | 81.2 87.1 0.53dB/cm/MHz | 0.900
Tada T5% BN 126 PDFF UGAP | 85.5 88.5 0.603dB/cm/MHz | 0. 922
Tamaki N©5%) A A 351 FFAER | ATT | 72 72 0. 62dB/cm/MHz | 0.79

% 1 5-10% DIEB DOFERIFEAE /RT CAP : controlled attenuation parameter PDFF : proton
density fat fraction  ATI : Attenuation imaging UGAP : Ultrasound—-guided attenuation
parameter ATT : Attenuation coefficient  AUROC : area under the receiver operating
characteristic curve

Karlas b DG Tix. 156 ONAFLD & 4645 O fdt s A DA TR o 7= fE 5L
(%) & CAPOAHERIZr=0. 63 (95%CI : 0.44-0.76) T. HENi{L5%LL Fa R4
HAUROC (area under the receiver operating characteristic curve) (%
0.93 (95%CI : 0.86-1.00) T, v b4 7{EIX233. 5dB/mTdH->7=>, —J7,
Runge & D554 ONAFLD#R S Tl JTFAM TR O 72 f5WiME (%) TCAPD RIS %
UL b Z#H9 % AUROCIZO0. 770 (95%CI : 0.637-0.873) T, B v MA7fHIX
260dB/mTd - 7=, & 512, Caussy b DOME T, 11961 DONAFLDOPDFF T3k &
7= HEWIE (%) TCAPDAEN{ES% LA F 2 Kt 3 2 AUROCIZO0. 80 (95% 15 X [H]
[CI]:0.70-0.90) T, v b4 7fEIF288dB/mTdH 7>,

Tada & O TiL, 148F1 D EMETFE B O TR O NGV (%) TATIT
DRENIE% LA b % i3~ 2 AUROCIZO0. 85 (95%CI, 0.72-0.88) TH v b4 71fH
1%0. 66dB/cm/MHz T - 727,

Tada 5 DUGAP TR O 721 E SR (Attenuation Coefficient) & PDFFOMFIT
1% (n=126, FEBIECONTIRA) . W& DOFEEIL0. 746 (95%CT : 0. 675—0. 815)
T. BB 5% L E & #H 4 % AUROCIZ0. 922 (95%CI1:0. 870—0.973) T, H v
R A 7 f#1%0. 603dB/cm/Miz Tdh > 72", —J, Fujiwarab OFAEREIT - 7218
P BA82BI D AEIE (%) & UAPG TR & 7= i 2 O FHES 1%r=0. 777 (p<0. 001)
T. BEi{E5% L E & #iH 4 2 AUROCIZ0. 900 (95%CI:0.834-0.967) T, v b
7 7 E1%0. 53dB/cm/MHz Td - 72

Tamaki & O 1&MEFHE B35 1N 1T 2 R OIEMI L (%) EATTORGEST
I3, WE ORI IXr=0. 50 (p<0.0001) T, HEMiITL5% LA | %4 H 3 5 AUROCHE
0.79C, H v b4 7{#E1X0. 62dB/cm/MHz T - 72,
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L7y, ZOFHETERE—RITER L TWD EIEE 2720, < Dl T B £
— NIZ XD FB R I E D IENIFO AL HE L TWDLIONRERFTH D,
Z DT DPWEEIEDRRA TV 72 WER TIE ML d B & — NIC X 261
DEZWB L OCEERIEEZTRT D, L LEBEENE KT 5 E TO—@mMEDH]
ERAETH D,

@® BE— Fick2EMIFOREW LT (EMRIFT R [qualitative finding])

LLFDS SOFTRRONFE 2> R A MEFM=a s T A MIREUIZIS U T
Wl B)IE, — O THROIVTEEMFEHEST 5, IRBIZT7 7 A2
L<iEn—t=v 7 Lt L, b &bliixN TORGEIEEFK—T 5%,

1) BHEEERF (bright liver) * : AIRIERLE. HHBE TERE. LELHE - #4
7 (K2)
ZA D NEWGR & J8 PHAR R D BEFE 8 B B PR R SR L 72 D 72, TR
M7pmTa—ZARy RBEML, BTEENEEELZET5b0% 05, BT
DZWHZEE L Clidix b By 72 i Ch 05, i3 2 figas 23 72 < FHAIRHMm
ERDRTVWE L R TR EREAROFTRLEEZ SN TN D,
X2, EEER

YT 2) &= kF X K (hepatorenal echo
contrast) * : AEIERE. AWBE TERE. LELR
mt « FEE (X 3)

REWGTIC L 0 oW B U7 iFlgEs . Ak
XS VWEREEEEa L N T A NERLESLS
&2y 7 A MY L9550 IFEEROS
T a—HDOIEK (fatty bandless sign) HABNIHT
BB DR THD Y,

3) [z 5 A (hepatosplenic echo contrast) : EMEERE. EHET
(X 4)

BEEEDOT a2 — LYV & XIEFR%E T, BRI EE O
BEEN EH T2, BEREza— L~ EHT255E3FM = b7 2 R
HRTHD (6™,




X3, HE=ar 7R b X 4, fF=> kT X b

N 1) ZEE (attenuation) © : ARIRIEE
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5) HFPIPAIRA: « FFERARBE OREABRIL (vascular blurring) * : A EZE. A
B T EZE (X 6)
ERHPICIEERIR. PR, HFARIEE SR S, ENENHEE & o5
IR CH 5, BIFOLE, BIHICL2Em—a—AKR y MEELOT- DA
a—7 U —TbobHHEIR. FIIRO NIENAREE] & 72 0 BRI MAROBER DE K
X6, JRE DRk WROENDZ b D, HIREO RO
| ' | | N L FREOFTRTH S,
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E EEONENATUANTIE 2 D2 Z LIT#E L < o
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179, V7 LN TIEREZ —E LT 5,

5)  JHFEEZE, MBS o, 9 o MiF, 7 v 32— UPEFRRHERE 72 & T T EE
DxEA— LIV ERFT LR H 5D THEET D,

I 6) : AR, BOREETHEELATa— LN ERTLHERH 5D T,
ZOLGEIIHM = VT A NEBE LTS,

HED B2 F 7 A N LB MIOEE ZN WA 7 X
Rl 5 Z EMEE LV,

F8) : itk 7 o — T N FEHL X, penetration (TekE L 7-, -, BEI
PREEBEIZITRNE ZA IR ETA V2 RES LTH—REBREZR I TEDL LD
JEPEEAH L (STC: sensitivity time control) OFERENEEFZF XL TWB, fiE-> T,
T & LAAT ORFE TIIEHIi OEWITERE T 2 0ERNH 5, £72, K FEMAEN
& ZIFNFRENIED 72 < & IR a2 — OENE Z 5D THEET 5, CT © HUE
HAEHAMEL LT TR Z S ICEG 2B L T ZENEE LU,

@ (EEBMFTR (semi—quantative finding) %

(M) =22 b7 2 & (BEEEENT) OF 2 R TN PR - IF#E ke o A
B b, PREECGE (RERR I OB OPT LA N0 5 )38 232 £ 0 & &I AR
FOBEZERE (B2 7 A MoAk), BEE (FF= M7 2 TR
£« FFERE O AR L L <IFIREBEDO EH L0 0pr) . mE (IFg=a s
K Z A MHRFNIRRES « FFE AR O AR LA IGER) (2T 2 B0,
DFE () =22 b7 2 FORHEES (|7, 8, 9)

A J7ik [ TR S ALTZGainfE 2 8 B LTS S AL 72 TR & B e (B
(FEM]Ia F T A R) O2O0D0MEMEOENSHIET S,
B) HE{E A
(7) GainDHZZEHE T %« Bl (W) OFE = a2 —2H 2 HREIC T
% (g g ] omEli s 5 < HY)
() BRERH A F v 7 LY, Gamma%s: O B THEMKEEIX —E & T
5o
() 74+ —HRAFIHO T E L, STCIEHROMETE>T ICEET
5o
C) EREUGEAL - R —Wrim OIS T oARWrE CTHENR & Bl () 2 4
M35, WA NIRRT TN & M2 5 — Wi CHf IR R 56
L2 EE I T A &2 —EIC L THERT 5,
D) HIE : BN (W) O = o — 3 g o — |27 o T RER T s O 3
Bra—%iH5 BENE->TWD) HHICar T ARG L1
%o



DY
X8, &2 b I7RANFA U H DY)
oy 2) TN PIIREL « TR O BHISA L D FF
| Al FNAREEE N AR & 72 0 | IREE S
| VoML T,
[ 3) BB DR - AR AT & ) HeZR
f 2abLiETERL,
| 119) - EEEIFIETS o BT R FOFRE
— KO R THDL Z BT
it [ o NI A NOFTRAEBRHA L, EEEN

X9, = IR N (FA U FUYy)  OFTRIZBRA LR, LL,
IR O DN 2 N7 A MIED R WERI LR 572D, 7
MHIEFNIMOEGEZET 2 AW CHEZITY 2 EnZEE L, 7, B
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710) © Z OFHEEIAFE () 2> b7 R b 2RO RHEIE I REME A
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» D,

VI, REHARF ORRHMEAL. D FEAT D B
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X110 AFAERHIE & 4" X111 fFsriefl & F1°

kPa
1.0
1.09 pe
0.8 \\7
0.84
8.8
E 0.6 E
2 2
2 2 06- F2/3
£ 0.4 — (radel(5-33%) 2
3 — Grade2(33-66%) = 12.0
02|  — Grade3(>66%) 2 04
O B
oo
T T T T T 0.2 38.6
[ 5 10 15 20
Follow-up (years) F4
Gradel 269 222 166 106 59 0.04 p <0.001
Grade2 204 172 122 68 30 :
Grade3 146 124 92 57 19 0 2 4 6 8 10

Follow-up (years)

NEWIIFDFAET D256 ENIE10%EE) TIXZ ARy 7 /34 — 2 b b

W —RICREEE SN B®, LaL, IBFOERTH, HiERFEE T o
—XA = REFSHEDIRMMY, SR EOFT R ENBDOLNDZ L dH
Do, R B UIFRH L2 1T 2 B3 5 52,

Haﬂﬁﬂ?f@n‘?‘f"ﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁﬂi ITHERIZ L B HESH A WITmE~— I —I2 L5
ERREIN TV D, BRI X D FIEICIIEEIIC X 207957 L Magnetic
Resonance Elastography (MRE) 233 %°7%  HAOZE LWVEE T, I TIEZ%
< OWENRO DI, BFOESHR I\, —J7, IBNIFD & kE b
Bl 5 575 L LTS MM L~ —F —b1EH ST\ %, NAFLD
fibrosis score (NFS. 4E#n. ZEREHFIMEEE ¥/ BEJRI%. BMI[body mass
index]) * | FIB-4 index (4Efii, ALT, AST, H/MR)®BRFEHT, 5D
V= —EMA LR LT XA ER S TE TS, b0~ —

IR B EN TN DRI Y T > TIFEMOBE O LE LR D
62, 63)

1212 BB S T ONAFLDO BT 7 L = ) R W w73, Mg Tidlow
risk 87%. intermediate risk 12%. high risk 1%& s STV 5%,



X|12 NAFLDOZWr7T /LT Y X A

NAFLDDOFA U F T *

BRAE L0 REAIT

FIB-4: <1.3 FIB-4: 1. 3-2.67 FIB-4: >2.67
NFS: <-1.455 NFS: -1. 455-0. 676 NFS: <0.676
Low risk Intermediate risk High risk
BZ O IKE L VCTE., SWE. MRE ARSI

¥ BEERE GRS LMoV BT

k %k : MEHRES. 4l « BMI « AST « ALT » /MR « 747 3> « DM

VI, &V iz

AE IS KD MEMIAT O W BT, Ak U T & 72k, BE— FET &2 8K

I Z T EIREETRW A, FBIATR TH 5BE— FIZB L TIEEIC
THREND D, TR OEREITITEEESE L TWbH, L LIEFO 7%
ERETDHOEFERICHIBHAALOBRETHD Z L2 TE b, fBH
JEFI DO > 77 > THITHHALOFHE B M H TH 5,
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