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VDB L2021 F TEERICEDENZE A R4 2) OFEZEEEL S
>, evidence based medicine (EBM) DFREABLSIZIES X KEME L HEME A HLRT
DHEARTTE M LIz, Minds 2T A R T A UER~ = = 7 /1 2020 ver.3.0 DIZHE
W, WEEONRT UREEBE L) 2T, TET VARBKORIEZITV, HELEZ R
E LT,

B 1ERRDJRAI

FEIR EogEf % CQ & L CTERIL L. PICO (patients, index test, comparator,
outcome) ZRELTZI X T, VATYT A v /7 L Ea—|lioTZET v A%
- Fli L7z, T U ARMIKDO =BT U ADHRE & GRADE v A7 A N ES &
RE L, HESEOM S IIHERRRE SIS B T DR EIT L > TIRE LT,

(@) MREA - R

KITA T4 OtGREIL, 1BMHEFEE (chronic liver disease ; CLD) 38 X OME
IAVERFEZR AR (steatotic liver disease ; SLD) & 9%, EAKMIZIZ, MASLD/MASH, 12
PECHUFZ (HCV) | 18 BAUFR (HBV) . 72—/ BdEfFRE (ALD) . H
AR MERT R (AIH) | JRFPEREEIRE X (PBC) 72 &Ea4 B A, BRIRAIIZEZRD
& % TR e (>F2, >F3, F4) | AFIENIE (=S1. =82, S3) | 72 & QNZIRIRHY
(ZE /2 PIRIETCHEESE  (clinically significant portal hypertension ; CSPH) D FEAMIZ 35
T HEEWFEOEFZR D,

KR ILL T 0|y L35,
HEW T A N7 7 1 : VCTE (Echosens) . pSWE (Siemens, Fuyjifilm) | 2D-
SWE (Canon., GE. Philips) ,

A5 © CAP (Echosens) . ATI (Canon) . UGAP (GE) . iATT

(Fujifilm) . UDFF (Siemens) . LFQ (Philips) .
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ek, MNBHEER L L CTRESNTETIED I L, KA N7 A NERRE S CREAM AT
AT ET VU ANTFICEE I N TV RN O FIEIZOW TR, CQ TOfEBIFHM
DGR EFET, 5O TV AERME> CREILGETRFICHREFTT 52 & & L
776

G RRINE & DIRIE

KA BT A 2 TIERBRINGE, « RIEIZ) b 5T, B EEEEOSWVERET
BEIZOWTIETA FIA LV FBESE L TRFENA, —EDRMEETZ L
776

(6) Clinical Question (CQ) DFE L Good Practice Statement (GPS) - Background
Question (BQ) MDEA

CQIIATREER & L TRl « SHiSERIC LB BE M 2 A L L, PICO ik /E T&
LDbDIZRoTz, TR EOEEEDEGWEFITHIZOWNWT, iV AT~T 4
V7 LB a—% T &b, PRGBSO R E R IERDOEN H 5 L2
A RTA AMNERR T N—T 03 W LT BIFAT A 2R T 5 5 D) 1220 TIE, Good
Practice Statement (GPS) & LC#H o5 Z & & L7z (GPS DFEMi72ERICOWVWTIEISSE
1MW) . £70. 2Wr - ISR OFTEREER & 1T 2 B3 2 580 - 5=
e (BRI OOMEEL « EAMS - 2T LI XLADOMNESIT 2 E) 2oV TiE,
Background Question (BQ) & LT\, VAT <7 4 v 7 L E 2 —HREEREDX)
L7, MR TRETLoL e L, CQEFILPart] (2T A NI T 7 ¢
) & Part I (JBORIEES) Z L CEFGER SRR EZEM L, Part1 T CQI~CQ21
(2114) . PartIl TCQ22~CQ29 (8fF) . AFF 291D CQ AR E L1z, ZiLZhn
Z. BQ% 1, GPS % 4 5% L 7=,

(@ FrEER

KITA RTA %, MR 2 > THBEEZ I A NI 7 404 R4
v ENFIENHERHME 28 5 TEEREEEIET A FZ A4 ) O i MRk E L, &5
%ﬂ%ﬂ@ibt*% Aa—F e A=)V RAF X —ROFELEZFL, CQDFEEFIK
RTINS LT G- LTe, BOFBSNSETUILLTO®EY Th 5,

Partl : BEW T ANT T 74 A RTA

BI1IE TR
1-1. B B O - HRH
1-2. B MR BB T DR L2 O ERIZDOW T
1-3. Aa—7
1-4. =5 A 7T 7 4 OEATE R

H2E ﬁﬁﬁm ST D T — )L RRZ L — RIZ2WT
2-1. W EE2
2-2. MRE

% 3E Clinical Question
3-1. 7 A NI T 7 0 OFHMELHELRE (CQ1~CQ3)
32. K= T A NT T 7 ¢ HARIRZE %<ay ax)
33RO T A N7 T 7 4 ORFRRHEILZITEE (CQ7~CQl1)
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34 AL OE =XV U 7 E TR TINCE T DT A N T 7 ¢ OFE
(CQ12~CQ14)

35T I A N/ T 7 4 & MRE B XML A A~ —h— & DLk
(CQ15~CQ17)

3-6. ARIETCHEIE S =T A R 75 7 ¢ (CQ18~CQ21)

PartIl : BEFHEBRETA KF74
F1E BHx
1-1. BRAATERFE B DS « HIRH
1-2. lRA b2 O EFRlZ OV T
1-3. Aa—>
1-4. JHEEZ W o LR - TRfE
®28E JEIMFRBAZK O T —L RRZ U F— RizonT
2-1. JREZH
2-2. MRI-PDFF
% 3ZE Clinical Question
3-1. EE W ELEOAR A & HESE (CQ22~CQ24)
3-2. K E R EE OB LZEHE (CQ25~CQ27)
3-3. HE L & MRI-PDFF, CAP & Okl (CQ28~CQ29)

Ml 28 U, CQITEKE SRR EZEM L Part 1 T CQ1~CQ21, PartIl T CQ2~
CQ29, ARt 291D CQEFHEE L=, ZhiTz, BQ% 11 (BQ28) . GPS % 414
e L7z, BQ & GPSIE CQ &uif L-FZARroHIZ TCQ BQ) . CQ GPS)
ELTHESITHND (CQ2GPS, CQ3 GPS. CQ23 GPS, CQ25 GPS. CQ28
BQ) .

® TETFUALNL, HEEEORE S
ZCQIZOVWTEHREEDT T M LZLICZET U ADE 2L, 4 & EDOAN
TUARAEBE L) Z T ET VARKEORIEE LT T ADOMEEM (FRX)
% GRADE VAT AIZEESE, FESOEED I 2 TIOEITRE LT, HELEOM
DR EIZ DOV TIE Delphi 12 L D R4 R EZ ENi 35 5ét & Uiz, #HESESTD L
Sld, BROHERET THELE 2 | 59LOHESE Y TMRET %) LR L,

2. CHRBR R & 3BIN D ik

D 9. FCQIZHOWVWT, ZEDRNMNDTRID 24 0N EZRDT-, THYN
ZDOCQICEHT2EMEE L OMN, BIHYOHZET Z & T, BEMEEZEDLOD, I’
NRREE LESHBINRD 5,

Q@ HHDOF—U—FE2®REL, ZEABIOHEMEEICL v BRAELEE L, L&
HEIIHEBICHALMEZD SN UO®RE L TEE, MmERAUTK D CBRERIZL Y,

TN EENDI P ET =y 7 Lic, TRTEENTOIUL, BEBERDOZY MR
BENTZLEMR L., GENnero285813. MBEROEEE2ITo72, T—XX—
AL, TOGRILIZ DWW T PubMed, FISGGRICIZ DWW TR EHGEZ W,

) R ST FRIT 202545 HETD ePub AR Z M4 L LTHEML., Tl
ICRBFENTEERTET VR ZOWTUIESNCEHME L, BEBRE~DA 237 b
DREWIGEORBINNCEA LTz, XD 57, KEFEFS (AASLD) |
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RN IFlg 2 (EASL) 72 FEEPLRTOPELAMRIIEZH LT LI L, W Th
BHPEDSFRD STV A, A CHIERICER A T HERFEICHOW TR, #HEOE
X RN, AR THREMA D Z ElZ Lz,

@) Z B DEEITVAT YT 4 v/ L a—F—AIIBE SN, BRAUTL
H SNTZFm LD 72 b —UGEIR N T LT,

G BRI E AT L, TONFEZERYNT oI L, VAT~YT 47 L
Ea—F— A0 LT, “IREREIT- 72,

6 “WERLIRE S AT ~T 4 v 7 LE a—F— LN Gikirdr, WA K74 EE
& CRE D T2 CHRETM Table (SR-720) A 1ERk L7, SCHEREHAM Table TIXAf&iIs 77
A RT A v ORELELMFFUTH T 2 RO bRt L, Gl L 0 SR 2 0E
L7c, ZWREEMIEIC OV TR, AIREREH TA X T Y U A& L, summary
AUC (sAUC) ZH:2T forest plot & 1ER% L 72,

3. R DOIRIE

DV AT<T 4 v 7 L E 2—F—LIC K5 CHREHE Table 28585% L7z CQIZH &,

R R 2 FRHY (FB) OGEDO T, ElT 5, #HERXOENRIZH T > TIL,

LU o JFRI %857 LT,

O T —AA—VORAI: HEFE UL CQ DRIWNT L WATT A (85) & L.
ESaE S W Y AR

® HEWAETLHELTDHREA: AVA RIA VIIBERIEFZEZOHNA K74 Th
HZEMNDL, BEE (HAHWIIER OBE K L) 2HE SO TFFEE T 5,

® GRADE HFEDIEAME « THELET 2 ) 1 ZRWHELEIC, THRET D) 13595V HESEIC
Kt S WD, ST E OHERRBUITHOHELRE L ERT D,

Q@) FimxtR L 72D CQ & T UK T D HERE I SEANCIE L, FRESIT A — V5

i ChORREMR L T,

(3) COLIT & Y FBIRMEEE DRI G & 72 R EIT Y% CQ HELER E LB AIIC B 1M

RHEMEERZFRPT 5, 72770, BEELE=RE bk aio@Em I IIimb > =72

<,

(@ B L HEMEE THR S D HERLESRIC T, CQ I & I SCHkETAM Table 35 &

O BT o AFEf Table Z #2170 9 2, CQHUEE N HIEHE LICE - =%

ML CWEEL, ZREREICZET UV ARIEO LV E G EED/NT A ZO0

T, ZEICKVRBHIL, TETF L ZRIEOREE, HEROM S 29E 3 5 720 O

HEILSX, ZERL L TOR—AMEREORNIIRD TH <,

6 LRt AfRZ B E % Delphi MEICHEL L, HERNITHEIEE 2 X 5 B X D&%

+TEERT D, WA RTA L OIATEE LT, R L] 1 OOEREET

TH D0, TELHRTET D Z L 2RZRITAMT 5, HEROREIL Google 7 +—

LEAV, FEOEZAKREICLY, 550873V — (175 2 L Z2m< #7245

JATH 2 R HERT S BRI D) SHEER L AThnZ LA HERET S

FRELRVY) ATORNWZ L2 <HERT 5) onThinicikieE T 5 (5 B

HIXCQHM) . GPSIZOWTIE, 372V — (MRS 2 HBELR2W/ THT Iy

7 COLHY) ZH\5,

O F 1 REHFE (Ei4s, ZEE -BIZBELSMN) 21795, AEE GEIMEK

HEEZRLS) O T0%DRIEENEZ > T, BIEOERET D, T0%IZESL RS T

e, BRERMR (BFHBOREHLESG) 2AK LS 2T, BEREZR?ND,
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@ FHE, MESEK-ST, IodEm Lo 2T, B2 EREEZITH, T0%ICES
o TG, WEREREAF LIZ D 2T, FREZD D,

®) FxE, MERER->T, To#im L7222 T, BIMREOKRELZTITH, T
H T0%ICE S 2o 7o a, iR L] LT 5,

(9 BWAEIZHOWTITEARINC T A RTA L EEENLARINEEZEDOLNBHET D
Z &L, BFEH COIDARZe BT iy COI (% CQ THIH S NT-ZB kO
FNITRTHINHI COLICEE YT 5 L ER) bMIE L, iU F T8 ERITEEIHEZ
F LIz, ZENKETDHEE., TORENBATHIHMEENYUZEORERNZ T
T, BRMEEZATITHET 2 2 LIXFFA L,

Q) ZWr 7L TV XLDOED i\ : AH A RF A 2 Tlid, FIB-4 index 72 & DML /A
= —AaATICKDHAAR T V—=2 7 %470, HEE Y 27 DL EORERNIZ X
LTBERTTIANT T 7 ¢ - WEEEHARDED [BRZH T LI X 4|

% BRIRIFEEED Fh & U CREE L 72,

4. RITPE

D) HERRE B OERONBILBFFHITE L, T AREITMH STV AT Z L &

L., FEFYTHOEL T,

Q@ EHENTUIL TO X IICER LT (RXFPoRHBLI~L [BFx] [(HA=vF

4747 AT —RrA ] ] 3R TIZAIBR L, STIRTRT) &

® 5 :CQDIHWAERHIZRT,

@ VAT T 4T 4w T AT —FAL D EIREDOIBFE D — UGN, —Ki%
ROFEELFER, BIRLUIZHXONETZHHEICE L DD, EAPICNEZZ D
FERHEH L. MRITMA R, FEOLERBIIZIED, GPSIZIEH A =
TAT AT AT — NA NI,

® fEFH  HUEZEOMNZINA 5, BN LGS THHELTITAENT LIRS 220
DT, EOLIRBMETENLIEZDODN, HOHNTENSRNSTZONETED
PUTRET 5, HERRESFHEOERILIZ IO EE 5, BANS IR
H., FTAbLEHEH L TLV, HEREOREMRER LM OKRREICTHHTDHZ &I
L7,

(3) HFEDH— : NAFLD/NASH D # 13 MASLD/MASH (Z#— L 7=, HEER] - 7 n

— 7 OBRMEAEREOE M E S (quality criteria) OFC#EIE, 0 IR L A2 #ELT,

EOFHEMELITEYTHRECQIZENL, L CQ TIEHEHROAL LT,

@ &Y T ¢ M  BF I FE S MRI-PDFF « MRE 72 & OJEBE I FIEOH

B2, Iy A 7 EEGMEDO 720 summary AUC (sAUC) & FHVY, JREE - Re

(B M AZEMAE) TR TR L e W Iigh e LT,

G 7HVA LTy ki BWHEEAZT TV AD T+ LA NSy M, AR

T A VIR TIFEE TR SCRLEE D 95%E XM O A ZE# L (RIS T95%CIIE

JRE R SCRREE O 288 L IAFD) . HEEMED D TRANCE N U7 EE X M

LWt & Lz,

5. %8 - AR BRI X 5 FRIEE

AHTA RTA 0%, BABSFHEFSORGE - ZWEAEZESICL 2 2B OO0
HREABRELZRT, TV v arxy hAgCER, Zhud, HEOEAME, 2k
FAHEDOMEEE L OFAME, RO NNTHEEEERE L TCO—BWAHET L2 L2 HN
LT 5,
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6. /lb\. :n\%

HABEREZRFINERICTARK 2T 2T ETHS BlERITRE) .

1T.RT Yy r7aRrsh

AARBEREFRR—LN—DICAKTA R o RBafgili L, "7V vy rary
NERFETLTETHD (BREHRIIRE) . AABFREF22BICH L, F5
J7n B A=)V THEET %,

8. iR
EENBLIOAAEETHESFESR =L X—=VICBITA2AEZTEL TWS (R
1« FATERFRIZRE) .

%% 1 : Good Practice Statement (GPS) DEZFE (Minds 1A RT3 A4 U FF|x LV
5))

PR EOEEEDOBWEFRITEHIIOWT, HillvAT~T 4 v LEa—%1T
bipd b b, HERFGGIBILO R E RIEWROEN B D 2T A R A MER S
=T W LT EEIT A Z 3T 5 B O,

() TR PETH Y . FATRRETH S,

D

(i) EFEKDOBICBNWTEICKLER A vbE—U 5,

(i) BEET 22 TOT U P AL EEZVELIMREEZRE L LT, GPSEZHEATS
ZEDNRER AT 6T,

(iv) TET U RAEIEE L TEKTDDITBETA BT A MER SRV ORI
ﬁk%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁwf%é(%A%%ﬁk%w)o

(v) RIBERIRERL Z 45 O 1T 2 50 I B AT S AR BER RUARIL S & 5,
({)~V)DETIZH TULE L EIZED GPS 1272015 D,

2% 2 : Background Question (BQ) DEFE (Minds A K4 U F5|& LD )
2R EORMO S 6, ZEHENCESE DD SRR EM (CQ) LITME % R
L. AR - R ik 22t 5 2 2 B & L2, fEkoMeEl. &%,

HORS, Z2Wr - IR OEA S, HEEOER. b RIBZM 7 v I U X LADALESD
FREER D,

() AR « Hp ezt 2 L2 N LT 5,

() #EREZ AT DR B TIE R WD, VAT YT 4 v 7 L E o —OHEREOIRE
(BEZE) 1 TATH72R0,

(i) BEEDO L B2 —, #HFE, HfFar w2 SIckS&, BT

15,

@Wﬁ4%74/@u%ﬂw%ﬂ%&LT@MLT%<«%W&%%T¢5

VIV AZT 4T 47 AT —FA Y MIRTT, oA THERT D,

BE 3 T RDOHEEM DM

Minds 2N A KT A U ME~ =271 2020 ver.3.00I2 3% . = b5 2K
DITETF v ADEFEMEEZ L TOSEICHE > TIRE LTz, AHTA RI A4 ITFRANE L
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BWITA T4 ThHHID, BENCHET 2> 87 o X DR L 2 o 2
ERAE

TEF AL ERE

iz

A (58) R OHEEM D HELE 2 R4 28 SIS HEA H D

B () R OHEEM D HELE 2 R4 28 S ISP RREDOHEE 1 & %

C (59) R DHEEAE DS HEDE 2 SR 9~ 2 8 S IS4 DR IZRER TH
%

D (& THHYY) BROHEEMEPHEIRZ ST 2B S I E A EHETE 20

WrizcBd4 a5 X

WO BERENRESNTEY, Y7o EENE (reference standard, ANFEIK T

IERATE U CHFAERFRRET . 7o LEBSAIICHES Lo UL LT o

MRE/MRI-PDFF) (ZHSWT, fEEEMA (index test, AFHIL TIIA8BE KT

) ORE - FERENRE SN TVDIHERICANG AL — |k,

ZHRAENT X CTORFICRITHES SN TW WSS, 1 77X T
(imprecision/indirectness)

o ZHMRAVEN, HEMLLO TR MORBIEECHILAE. 1 77X T
(indirectness) o

® GEMMN, CQ CHRESNTEME R GBI 1T 78T
(indirectness) o

® ML ST AITHBEIC L o TEERT U M AICE X DEENDIRNGE

21775y,

LS

A BV ET 2 DH)

1. EUNCEIR SN2 T X TORREITK LT, fHERER XL OSRBEENTON
Thh, EE, FFAE (BXUsAUC) B I Tn5,

2. BREEEZRTT-TEEOMNENH Y . MRS —BHLTWD (AZT7 T U
ZNZBWTIE—EM (inconsistency) MFEH HALZRWY) |

B: PEEOTEF L ZADH]

. ADTZET VAL L T, ZHRIRENT X TORNRE Tt TR,
2. ADTETUARLKERL T, HEREGESF OIS BBRENMTDONL TN D,
3. BEOMIEOMBIIE—EMENHALND,

C: BN ET » RADH

. BOTET U REKR LT, BEEMAN CQ THEINTEME R D,

2. BOZET U ARLI LT, BEEBMERERENT U M LIZE 2 DN DI,
3. WEDOADBHRE STV DA,

D : EFITT N BT R D]

1. ADD CEWlIEI72VH D,

Tt - BERT U P ATRICEAT A ET X

® JiFBdE A X2 PR FFREY A7 PRI EOTHRT U N ACET I ET
VAN OWTIR, FFHEZ2IETA KT A4 2 2025 FFR DICHERL L, XA 7 2 Y R
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7. FEEEME (indirectness) . FE—HEM: (inconsistency) . FHfENE

(imprecision) . HRASA T AD SHEIZOWTHFHMIL, =B 7  ADMEFM%
RIE LT,

HRR O X DR

HELE g i

B\ MHESE [ (1o 2 &%) HET 5 /T (Utbhrnz &%) #E+ 5]
F U HELE [ T52 &%) ETD) /T (ThhnwZl %) LT 5]
HELE72 L [HESEZR L)

GRADE ¥ A7 AZHEV, 5

N RIEAT E OHERERIUTTHHER L ERT D,
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BR2: BERT IRV T T4 HTA FTAINERREZRY A b

Bk K4 e - WM

FER i =1 TR E R R bR N R

RIZER B A FERKS R 2N B B
&= B[ R 3 aFERKSE NWR B A LSRN R B
%B R IN B Ef o ERAREbE ki FE

== KL Ve R S B R e PR R v & —
%8 EIRy M2 IR TR T RN R

%EB TR AL—BE B KK SR PR

Z 3= ME4 & S TR SIT A WFZEHT KEFEBEEE TR
== AR W Pt R R B v & — {H g N E
%EB B B FOR REFE 0 bR E

&= 5k BRI AR+ TR T L ERF

e i s FOR R 5 R s e TH b as N E

&= PEAT &1 LR ERRF: bR B v & —
%B [ [ & 5L TIRNF LR - WU - AN ES

== ENSACYN e R VL AR 4 AR R A

&= IN=EE THERFE 7u T4 TELFE X —

F TP —— fEH H IR B 4% N7 K Tl S

Bl 3 BEBRBRIETA R4 /INERRZRY A b

B B, B - P
FAR B BT RIERREM LR

BIZE R B A FERKY: NR AL 2R B o B

= RA[ K 52 A TFERKT NR i EA L a5 B
S Y N BrE Ay e bt H b E
FRIRF 2 R E IR WAL AR N R
TR AL—BB AR KRS 5 PR GHE JEE
M4 S TR SIT # AW SEHT KEBe Bt T se
KA st P ER R FER EEREE 2 — H{basE
G 72 PR b B R e IR e v & —
A B BUR R E 58 AL g R
Ik E1H B AR BE TH LA E
g s HURUR P [ 5 B e T ks Rt
PEA &L LEER KT LN ES g & —
B | JFR1- R T SE RSB R dp e I REIRE VA L 3 S 2 =
JE& [ 50 TR KT LR < WU - ARENFRLE
PN YN R ) WL AR 4 — A TR BT
e E TERFE 7o T4 T ELSE X —
TH—N—  HEH H IR B 4% ST K Tl
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Part1 :
BERTZITIANT I 74 HA RTAL

BI1E THx
1-1. BB OESE « BAS

B MERFREOMRIRIL, MRt E & I KRESEEL TV D, ITFEIFI VA LA
FIEOHEARIZ LY BRIFA (HBV) . CHIF%R (HCV) ofilfntEde—J5, 7o
— VBHEATEE (ALD) | 72 6 ONCACHES RE R = RO I MERT IR R
(MASLD/MASH) 723EIILCERY ., BHFEBEO LWL T A VAN S IE
TANVAPESNE T LTS, HAOEERAETIX, IFHEEZORKKE LTHCV &
HBV I L7=DiZxf L, ALD, MASH XM LU7= 1, Z OZVIZAFRIIES A
(HCC) HHEEETH Y, BARIZBWNTIE, VA NVABEOE ST L, EVA L
APEDEEAR L. REIZ MASLD B HCC., ALD B HCCIXBAEEIZHI ML T\ 5, T
FEORATIZ, HCC B OFFIEA O LN IET A NV AMEICHE LTS 1, RO
EETH, MASLD 3 bAHE D EVBHEAFRBR E e ol TV 7 - 77U i
WIZBWTITEIAR L LTHBV AEWAREEL R L, £72—H ORI TlX PWID
(People Who Inject Drugs) 72 &' U 2 7 M TO HCV FBUBS MK & L TH 5
o7 L, HUBZEL T D 2,
BIEFRBOBARRIE, BRI »b L TR IE L TS, VA /LA DNA OFfF
F7 ) DASOMPIAFNZ L DTN ABHEIET H HBV X° 3, & #HEME - BBk A b L
Ao A A ARG - SIEREROME 7 E ORI ORI AR N H D MASLD 4
Tl AFRRHEL SR DIEBI S B BB AN LN DM, 2D K 9 7RI 4 B
I, WTNOFERETHERER R RIE & SR OER 2 THFEZICE Y | TR
AR MR HCCHAY A7 BHEKRT L, $72bb, mERMEL - FTEEZ 3
DA D FERTH D,

HBV T3 T 7 Z8#ANZ L0 R 72 0 A v 2N elgE & 72 0 5, HCV Tl
EEEEARIBL Y A WV AFKIZ L @RICT A NV APERRDER SND 6, AU XK VAT
AL OMEIT N HIE S, FFARE~E EDIEMNEAD L, BERABIIESh ST
D, LA NVAFEOESIT T A NV AEFFRBOBR S Z K& EMfLZ, L
L. UAIVARKIEL « BEFR®E bARMELERGITIIRN/AT LD, U AZFHMEDT-
DITITHFRRAA L DI N I L B L 72 5 5,6,

—7J5. MASLD ® BARSIIMDIFERA & 138720 | FFEEE A < M2 T LGl
BIRENERE 70D 2 L b2 < EBRICKB 2R — MFFETlE, MASLD & D
RN ODMEREIZE D S ONHFMEEIC L5 EE2 RS Z ENREINTWND
7, —J5C. MASLD/MASH /> 5 #1825 C @ B 7o FFRRAE L - IFREZICE D
& MORFER & RIERICHFRE A X R FEERSER L 72 5 2,7,

TDOL NI, BB OE T A L APEDN D IET A L APEA L e < dAH L
ZIICHEDCAEARALEB IO THREAERFHELL TWD, SRITIFERIZES U= E51E
I 2, BHEALORHIECH A A Y A7 OJERHLIZ IS < Y —1 T 2 ZERIE D
KiEfl, & BICAEFEFEEA~ON ANE GO ARSI, BHITREO T H%UGEIC
RAIRTHD, TOHFTH, FFRMELOEREZIBEARLZHET 2 bEERNT
D—2>THV ., ZNEIHZIEAITNT 2 2 &1d, REETORNA Y A7 2 HEE
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L. @R 7 +0—7T v 7BIONEBENADZ A I T Z2HWMT5 H 2 THlid CHE
R E R D,
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1.  Enomoto H, Akuta N, Hikita H, et al. Etiological changes of liver cirrhosis and
hepatocellular carcinoma-complicated liver cirrhosis in Japan: Updated nationwide
survey from 2018 to 2021. Hepatol Res 2024; 54(8): 763-72.

2. Chan SL, Sun HC, Xu Y, et al. The Lancet Commission on addressing the global
hepatocellular carcinoma burden: comprehensive strategies from prevention to
treatment. Lancet 2025; 406(10504): 731-78.

3. Zoulim F, Chen PJ, Dandri M, Kennedy PT, Seeger C. Hepatitis B virus DNA
integration: Implications for diagnostics, therapy, and outcome. J Hepatol 2024; 81(6):
1087-99.

4.  Leslie J, Krishnamurthy KA, Gopalsamy IK, et al. Metabolic dysfunction-associated
steatotic liver disease and steatohepatitis-associated hepatocarcinoma preclinical
models. Nat Rev Gastroenterol Hepatol 2026; 23(4): 286-317.

5. Drafting Committee for Hepatitis Management Guidelines tJSoH. Japan Society of
Hepatology Guidelines for the Management of Hepatitis B Virus Infection: 2019
update. Hepatol Res 2020; 50(8): 892-923.

6.  Drafting Committee for Hepatitis Management Guidelines tJSoH. Japan Society of
Hepatology guidelines for the management of hepatitis C virus infection: 2019 update.
Hepatol Res 2020; 50(7): 791-816.

7.  Huang HT, Hewitt M, Li W, Alazawi W. Real-world evidence in metabolic
dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease (MASLD): insights, challenges, and
future directions. Lancet Reg Health Eur 2026; 62: 101557.
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1-2. BHEAFRBIZE T B B2 B D BERIZ OV T

L HFX

FFRHEAL OHERR X, FFREO &7 53 (HCC) BADORKOBER T TH
%, ONETIHERERERGIEO S & HFEZEFICK L CEMARmEg R s ) —
=2 TRNRBEMBEN AT TEY . #ANEICEARAEPHED B R - B
BRICBWTEWERBREZA LTS, AL K74 03, HFERICRD SR
FZANT T T 4V, B EOMEERFETE &, HEEEFIZE T 55 mE L O
WRETLHERE Y R 7 Ot # T 5 Z E 2 B E 35, S BITAEITETZR A
(ﬂD)kP5%LPf$%A@%A IRV, IFRRRE 2N o E UL EICESE
B9, AL ORRE 2 IR A S IEMEIZ T 5 Z L 1d, RO BEK
ﬁﬁ\%&kioA%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%whﬁkLf%ﬁ%h@éo

2. T ARAKNTTT7 4L BIREHRE (NIT) 2B

TT A NI T 7 012X AHIHEERRRE (NIT : non-invasive test) . EBMEATEBICE
F B IHRRMEAL - PRI TTHESE 2 F%m&ﬁéﬁ%ﬁbfmﬁ@%ﬂofémﬂﬁ
TEXDORICKREREBEEND D, FHICHEBTKRZT AN T 7 015, FHEELZERT
% 2 & TR BT ZE D2 %&%M R AN OB AHTHY . o
#lfiﬁm@@ﬁﬁ%%JK@%H%%%74/T%E£@uﬁdﬁ%£®fw
%o RIERCIEMIRABIZ L D ZWOHKIRN S 5 Z & LI L THE VERH DD,
DKLl C& % Z & T, MASLD/MASH v A /L APEF4¢ 7»:~w%@ﬁ%
FICBITDHAT ) —= v TRORBEBIE DO FEE, WEL%%%ﬁﬁ%# ZHIGHE
. FWEEZEOBHZN, ERRERAEICRKRESERL TS

3. THRTHIBIOEEEEL LTOESR

FFRRMEA L BEE FE ORI 36 & OSITFREZSIER O 85 E 1, BMEAFREZIEICB W THRD T
E%T%éo%%m®@%mﬁﬁﬁ@§%%&%ﬁmb\ﬁ7  FARIETLAESE |
FRAEE R A Y A7 LBPACB#ET 5720, B2 ERMEIIIERERN AR T + 12—
Ty TSR E O RS L 72 D, BRCHEST LR (F3) OHFEZE (F4) O2lr
%, BEH #%f%@mﬁeﬁﬁﬁm4x/k®)x&ﬁﬁ M —_a Z7 R

A BEMEMRAOHBICERET S, =T A N T 7 01, EITERE LSO &
EREEE %mﬁé k#ﬂ EL7polz, EBITFIB4 R EIME A A A~—h—LD
MAEHHEIZ — R EEREBD S O B ERE ~ DR N 7T — U S EB L,

LA Ak%ﬁ&% LEET 5,
SRERRFMCRNEE T
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1-3. Ra—7

1. HFEREEW

FFRRMEI I, BMERFBEEE SR T 2 & AFEA, MRS TTEE, FFA4, FFiaE~
BLEERFETH D, TF, VA VAMEFRIZINAZ, MASLD/MASH, 7 /L 21—
JVEHHFR A (ALD) | H O SEMERE SRR E 2R 5RO L TR Y, #F
PR LEI O BEEMEIZ S BHIZE E > TV D, KFIC MASLD IZHEEE B D T L,
— WX - R RE A S O TR WD IR b —J . TR LR o
RPN EETH D,

ek, WAL OB AR E SnCEn, Bl o775
—. BIEERER EORANTFIET D, TOOIHETIE, MR, F~—h—F
LFOBENK - MRIZHAW-ZZ T A 7T 7 ¢ 290 E LR EAMA  (NIT : non-
invasive tests) NREHIZEE L., EETA RT7A4 IBWTHRZET LI Y X LADH
DIEEIZH S Lol oTz, FRCEER I A N T 7 1%, e, KIEME,
I A MENZEIL, BARORBRZE - S0 MR & OB E .,

AKHTA RTA 0%, FFRRHEALZENICRE T 2o T o AZEE L &HE NIT O
Gl7efli L, SRR, TR, BRIGHZ 7R3 2 & T, DB EICET DIEERER) 72 T
LEME R R T D E 2N ET 5, F-, HRMEEHME 2 B2 5 TRELSRA) R
TV BT, A7 V== B PR, PINRE STEE A, TSR
U 27 @R, BRI NAMT~ED X I ITHERDIT D0 EEHRT D,

2. XREHR
KHTA RTA L OXGIE, BEFEEICHE S T2 2T 2 TOEE LT 5,
- BAVEPERFR

C BU M2

MASLD/MASH

7 v a— LV EEFEE (ALD)

H o2 (ATH)

JEF MR- PR 2% (PBC)

JEFEPERE RS 25 (PSC)

Z DAt DT IR R
3. XIREE

AE R & AT - Bl D ERT GHALEEL BaE, AR R2IES)
FERR Al PR R B 72 EAE IS D L = AT 4 v
72 - NH Ko 7 1T0EH4 5 ERBRHE
WHEEE - 54
Frio, —IRERNOHEMER~O N 7 =% ) —RZ2RIEIZ L > THEEZR
NAEZ BT

4. KL T HHWE
(1) KRHA RTA L TIEILLTFOZMHEEZR
BEWT T AT T 7 4

VCTE (transient elastography)

point SWE
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- 2D-SWE

(2) HBERWTEE
Bt — R#@H I
77 3¢

5. BRI T U M A
Kﬁ4k74/fi H72 2 2WiE EE e Cld e < . AT ORRIRE % ELT 5
HEFTHRHME(L « FFREZSIE B D H
—WREMCARIINT. 1BMEFRABIERI S, PHRA B2 RIS T 5
P9 R 2 TL A E A
FERERE - JULAE % FH VN 72 CSPH TIX°. Baveno VII 2022 (2565 < AR [E]58E#E
&
3w Y 2 7 BRI
AR E P Y 27 L OBEA I+ %
BEPE - BRREE LA
PLU A VAPRE, JRETRR., IR, SSBEWHE 7 S1T0E O B L2 L OfiFIR
waiﬁ?ﬁmwﬁm
BRI S RO R H Ak E 2, HARIZE L7277 VT Y XAERETD

6. KA FTA L DEARERE

AHA RTA4 0%, WERZGTET DO TIER L, LEREFN AR % @82,
BEOTDHIEEIEAREE LT D, —HF T, NITZIEHTAZ LT, KL< oER
BT LRIAD OB 225 il 2 3206 L. Y 72 B ERAT - 1B A - T4
WEILORT DL E2ERT S, Fi2. =T AN T 7 o flITHERE, HESH. &
JE. B9 oW, 9 ol EORBEEZIT 570, BIMBUEO A THEE T, &5
KABCIRIERERAS L THIRTA2LENDH D, S 5T, gz « MR =% B
F R AEELSCH B RHE N b R RE & L TLESIT D

7. fPREE

A% AT, multi-omics, WHEHEAMRHT2 & DOFRIC IV | NTRMELRZ I E e
HRRHEAEA T — UM B . RIE, BB b, MATENRE, @Y A7 A L
precision medicine ~FEET 5 Z E MRS ND, KT A R T4 1%, BiRFR TORE
RIS 2R & & b, FRRAZREIN - CEEE 2 ' o XD IS T
Tﬁmm&J%ﬁo;&%w%&ﬁéo

SRR LR T
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1-4. =5 2 N5 7 4 OESEOfED

1. FBEBICB T 5BEHRTT AN T 7 ¢+ OFH

AL 72 £ 4 < OB T, MO S NZWnc A2 E#R a2t 52 &
ITE LS DB IN TR, BEKRZ I A NI 7 o8Iz &T, 130
D THARE ORE S 2 ZBIANCEHE - BB L35 2 & AREIC e o7,

BITERGR TR RIRE 2 E I =7 A N 7T 7 ¢ %, AP a2z
THBENIZAER SN D OT AL HE - EfR{kd 5 Strain Imaging(SD) & . BN /)
(ARF: Acoustic Radiation Force) 2 & > TA L L5 AW OIHEE  (SWS :
Shear Wave Speed) % €3 % Shear Wave Elastography (SWE) 723A < WS LT

Do

ST FERFRE] TR fRRE i ES (OT2B) 2R RTED OD“C [ DR SCIRE

FPHOFRANC L HEMEEOFHICHE L TR0 . IWAABZEE A HW ST

Do ZHUIxIL T, SWE X, SEVRRIZE SWSRKREL 252 A#FMAL T, M

kD SWS F 7o IXMERZ B R R T 572D EENLFHMINFTREE 725 1,

F o, BEIZMTIREN A N2 5 2 & CAR S LD AWK O SWS 2 &3 CTHIE

9% %D & LT, VCTE (vibration-controlled transient elastography)23 & % 2, Z AL
BEHBIIEONRNDO T, FEORIIZROIDFEEILTE VA, [HL SWSD

HIEAEIX SWE & EWFER 27~ L, K Tl FibroScan® (Echosens, France) D3

A TIR<HEHIN TV

Hﬂ}ﬁﬁﬁfﬁf“@iﬁﬁ%&i TANT T 7 4 OFAIE, BIYEFROBMECZENIC T DT

WEEOFH e L, ERENEREINDIGENZ W=D SWERHWLI, ZNETE

 DEFRIADEEINTWVWDLDT, LN TIXSWEIZK>TE KT 5,

2. BEBTZTIANSF 74 (SWE) OJFED
PERDBEMGE THWD 7SV A L0 FFREORWT > a7V A% BLOSE
RONHFICHHET D &, Ty a L 20T m (EEJ5m) ITHBESZEN L,
BEDTETT D EEA LICHERII T O IR D05, Z O J: 0 AW 35
A LT, ROI OFEST A E%#é ROI DA=HT5 18] DBEE DO RE RIZBN T,
e — T N7 il E N FE L U7 5 ik CRERk ol 7 1) O 286 2 B L JHIE S
M OEHEEFE] (Time of ﬂlght) B AT ARk T 5 SWS Z5HAIT %,
é HIZ SWSIIMBEIZE LT, YoV REDOMERIZERIND, bbb, ik

M CIEEMEIEDOBE & RUE LT, IR THMERTH LY 7 FRE 27
%)o
E = 3pcs2
ZIT, ol FEE., cs I SWS Z7RT 8, WOk OB EITIZITAKICE LW ET D &
Yo THRIX, SWS D 2 FIZHAIT D,
RPN O SWS OHEIEEIZ OV TIL, ROIND SWS DO FE 2 IE S 5 p SWE
(point shear wave elastography) & . SWS D73 Afi % Ei{8{t. 3% 2D-SWE (two-
dimensional shear wave elastography) @ 2 FifE3H 5 2,

H—EED7 Yy v a NV ZREOLE, EAMEOREIZL Y SWS \Ziﬁ#@ b
AR =EVIRY ) QAN R SN 2DSWE@15M®@H FEIR A JAT B 7o IC B E R e
— L FICEBOBESEREL, FEA 7//;wa%ﬁm% %hfé &
CTHHBE O AW Z LK L, BfgEHZ ATHEIC LT 5,
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3. SWEHIEICEr 5 2 5ERK
SWE I, EiRd X 9 IZHEFEN TOH AW DAL - sl A ke THMAL L7z EE T
FHAS VD SWSHIZEE STV A A, EEIIT AR OARK - EiE. FHlx48:
GRSk D AR — M, kLo JHORREMEAL) & RN (pbdgik, SWS FHHlEM)
DB E R 2T D,
PUFCIE, EERERIZOWTIERD Y,
1) MO RE—H:
AW B & AR, KO, BT, B E U525, Mg UEiEOZH)
@ﬁﬁ%%&ﬂmmt%\ﬁ%ﬁﬁf®ﬁ%'ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁw\=ﬂ%bSWE
DT —F 777 MIRR & 2D RN H D,
SWE TliX, 7'y ¥ a7V AZHEERTTALIT AN AW 2Mail 32 S E L T
SWS ZFHILCWa, LaL, EEIZITEIT BT mNElLT 5855, SWS OfE
DNEK WD S D ZEnH D, Hl IR LIS AEEOER T —F 7
7 7 MIBEEIC R D EINET 55,
FEER CHW B 5 AWK O B 150 100-500Hz & A8E S D08, DA SWS
28 Sm/s DFFE TIXHEN 1-5ecm 12725, Z D72, B2 1 EHEZ & O Rl %k L
IR OMRETIX, BAMHRKIIH A RilkeE L ailtd 5720, 5 5 E b o ERHE
B DAk ZRET 5 SWS OFHHNETIE, EEE L OTEBENH KT 2 RIZITERE DN LE
Thbd, iz, RHED X O 2B GEORKE R TIX \ﬁ%ﬁﬁk%m B AT
HHMTIH, SWSHREZLLZZ EIXL<HONTEBY, ZNAEFHL TEZMNICH T
LB DD,
2) ROI DFXE. mhELik, sHAIFE
FEREREHIICIX, SWS OMIEREN 7' 10— 7 OFEFES° ROl DIEFEITIKIFL TR Y, £
TR DR mbf7m~7%@ﬁ#éz%@%é&@$¢@&éMTw Y, F
7o, 7 —7 OJEWEE L PIERE OFZICET 2 AR R 5. SWS HIEE D2 H)
ZHT 5 720IiE, WE2-3om THRAKE e —7 (V=78) ZfHL. ®RE
4-5cm TIREK 7 vn—7 (2o Xy 7 28 2FEHTHZEHIEINLTNDS D
oo, JFKE LT, @Am&@%@if/vlﬂwxmﬁﬁf®%@%§ﬁé
D, Ty a XL AOBEE ROL TOREEN, SWS OIS EICEST -0 L%
ZHhbd, m%éﬂfvé%“fswsw@m7wﬁUXA@ﬁﬁi#®%&kw
FRERAY R EEB T T E RS, STk O Tl B A S I E S-S 0 SWE B/ NEE S &
JIRS-QIBA JEEI & LT, 6 DD X —D SWE OB T RERE I L, 77 b
La DT R O RO E ST s
F72. SWS OfHIIX, Hm 7 4 v F— @%ﬁ%LM7w:)xA®ﬁ VA
732 EOHPNEDO B L ST D,
PLED X 91z, SWE TIIEEMGHEAFIRETH 523, T OEHEME, FHMEICB T
1. KRk D ST . BRI A I U T RIS B2 7 5 T L
R

SCHR

1) Shiina T, Nightingale KR, Palmeri ML, et al. WFUMB guidelines and recommendations
for clinical use of ultrasound elastography: part 1: basic principles and terminology.
Ultrasound Med Biol. 41, (2015), 1126-47.
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Ferraioli G, Barr RG, Berzigotti A, et al. WFUMB Guideline/Guidance on Liver
Multiparametric Ultrasound: Part 1.Update to 2018 Guidelines on Liver Ultrasound
Elastography, Ultrasound Med Biol. 50 (2024), 1071-1087.

Nitta et al, A review of physical and engineering factors potentially affecting shear wave
elastography, J Med Ultrasonics 48 (2021), 403—414.

Kaminuma C, Tsushima Y, Matsumoto N, et al. Reliable measurement procedure of
virtual touch tissue quantification with acoustic radiation force impulse imaging. J
Ultrasound Med. 30 (2011), 745-51.

Chang S, Kim MJ, Kim J, et al. Variability of shear wave velocity using different
frequencies in acoustic radiation force impulse (ARFI) elastography: a phantom and
normal liver study. Ultraschall Med. 34 (2013), 260-265.

Kishimoto et al., Shear wave speed measurement bias in a viscoelastic phantom across
six ultrasound elastography systems, J Med Ultrasonics, 49 (2022), 143-152.
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W E RO T — RAZ U H— RIZHoWNT
2-1. R

P8 IR BB C IRkl & JHITIFRRHEL 23 R 2 ITHEAT L. S AOICI T A IR 03 P AR
Hi CEHL S TR TE @ﬁ@ﬁmkﬁé AR IR FR D RIE DFRFE A L D F2
FE A AR R R C X 2 A M7 ETh 5, AT BE R BEE IR P T AR
(MASLD) ZWrZEB W THIFARITZE D728 d gold standard & S TWN5, L
LG, WAERIFREAGLRFHTHY, BEORFIEE LTI ebdh D, B
B S AT B AR 0D 1,750,000 ToH D | 1E72 LT, BB S Av 7o fARR 23 s 42
ROREBEZRL TWNDLINEINEEIRMbDD, LLARRDL, MEOKRFT
(T, 2.0 cm OF S THHBIZ 11-15 8 0O PRI 2 & T AT Ao T Hd, RIE & #
HEALDOFHIIX o 2 FREFIRE L G STV D D, IT4F, I REREEBE R T &
(MASH) D JIFAfeA ik D FFA A3 8142 %F‘ﬁ’(ﬁ(% RIEGDOENHH T ENMEE R
DTV, ARRERYREATR OFEAE LI %#él%%z/ﬁ/%x w LN FER S IE
i M 59 2 L HfF STV g
ﬁﬁ%k®£%ﬁ&ﬁ iV/J/Fjﬁn LYts, (T Ugem) Y U AL
v NQuta e E ORI AL R T 2081 H 5, BIEHBMEILATE TIEIE<. #
%T@ﬁ<%@éhéoﬁ%%%@@gﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁm4&%&%@5%6:k
NS (Ishak & 0 modified HAT 2 =2 7 Tl ﬁ%mX:7i6&W> JFR BT
D HIA DO BRHEL DI AR R IE UL e > TV D O THRA %Lt ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
THZEDEETHD,
W%wx@(Bﬂ\Cﬂ)&@ﬁk\EE%W%H*(AM) JE RSP PERE S
(PBC) TIEMMRIK (zone 1) 2> GARMEILASREAE L, /NENIZEAE %f?fﬁﬂ:ﬁ)ﬁﬂﬁb
ﬁ@%mﬁéo@ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%m@?ﬁ IZEBEMICIE Ishak DO A= 7Y 7
(A=7 0-6) R METAVIR 2227 U 2 (FO-F4) 0o 50, WAETHRBHEHS
mfmé@iﬁkm THETHLY (1) . FAIIFHETHL, WCF4THBR
CHIDFFEZS 2 Ll 3 5 & — A CRLD F N IARE O RE I/ E <, £h
%ﬁ@ﬁ@@@@ﬁ%%@%m&ébhfnéo
MASLD, 7 /b= — /W PERFEE (ALD) Tl HULHEIE (zone 3) 2> H#RME(LAYFE
35, W@%Wﬂl@ﬁ%m%ﬁﬁ@ﬂl@ﬁ%m#@@ TR B . PR D
HRMEAL. PERRAE L, IFREZE L HEE 55, MASH O stage 435813 Brunt O3 5A<°
Nonalcohohc Steatohepatltls Clinical Research Network (NASH CRN) A =27 U > /' v AT
LPEREIND Z ENEL, RESAERMBIZHELTWD, ;@20@ﬁ%ﬁ

NASHCRN A2 7 Y 72 A7 A ClE Brunt 70E 0 Stage 1 % 1a, 1b, lc (ZHIS3 A
LTWAHRTHD* (F2) ,
Z DO XD IZFE U ORI (F1 & 5\ Stage 1) THEEAIZ L 0 #R#EL23 A U T

WA IR OFEIRIZ I T B WA B 5, FIEEICRIEIS %Lf%ﬁf% XY R
D ABME D A L AVERF2° ATH CTIEPIARIEL & & O JEPHORIEH . MASLD X° MASH T
I NENORIENTMICITEREIN D, 20X ) ITEBMEFERETCITFERICLV S
BR7e r%ﬁﬁm®%ﬁ%£¢é BEETT AN T 7 013K E DT,
HEALDOZIICB W TEWZHEEZE L, lBENICERTHD L STV DH,
B B2 7 A 71 A BEE O FFREHEA L O FHAM O BRI RN O RAE DT E L= &5
IWELH Y. FOFMICIIRE L CEEALE L Bbhb Y,
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Guido M, Mangia A, and Thiese ND. Hepatitis due to hepatotropic viruses. In: Burt AD,
Ferrell LD, Hiibscher SG editors. MacSween’s Pathology of the Liver. 8" edition.
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. Lackner C, Gouw ASH, Avancini Ferreira Alves V, et al. Consensus position statements

for the standardized application of histological grading and staging systems in MASH
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for grading and staging the histological lesions. Am J Gastroenterol 1999;94:2467-74

. Kleiner DE, Brunt EM, Van Natta M, et al. Design and validation of a histological

scoring system for nonalcoholic system fatty liver disease. Hepatology 2005;41:1313-21
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Fz1 BHHFRKD stage 7 G RILSE)

5 Stage AT (BRMEL & /N e EE)
FO MR 72 L
Fl PRI D ARAE AL K
F2 RN PERRAE L
F3 INBEDTE I 7 P D BRI MERRAEAL
F4 BRI

# 2 MASH O stage 2038 (Brunt O43%8)

Jpi ] Stage AR (BRiE{b)
Stage 0 A7 L
Stage 1 /NEEFLER DRRAEL
Stage 2 INEEHULER OBRHEAL + PRI D HRHE( L
Stage 3 ZEAG MR ME(L
Stage 4 JHF e 22

NASHCRN A= 7 U 7 v A7 AT, Stage 1 % Stage la (/NZEALER DAL D
Mefk) | Stage 1b CUNNZEHLOERO &L D#AEL) | Stage 1c (PRI P RIS S BH O
BAELDR) [T 52 L2 EEL TV 5D,

R W RS TR R A REF A
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22.MRx~Z A /574 (MRE)

IXC®IC

T, IFRRHEE D IR BEAYREMYE  (Non-Invasive Liver Disease Assessment: NILDA)
123 LWESEZ XS, FFEE (liver stiffness measurement: LSM) A #5422 & L7-E &M
P A EERIZIAS E R LTWnD ) Z20oHhTH, MRT=F A K277 7 4 (magnetic
resonance elastography: MRE) 13, MRIZ B 28 A U CHARO MR A2 F T 5
mE R EANTH 0 | BURE A TIFRRHE LRI W TR b VRS & 82k 2 72
TXYT 4 & UCHER T 5N 25T D 49, MRE I3 #E(L DA 72 537, PIR
JETCHESE D FEHMCERIR TR O THIC S AR RSN TEY 79, L bif
metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease (MASLD) (23517 % metabolic
dysfunction-associated steatohepatitisMASH)ZZ W (2 35\ N TER RIS E A, BRI IS H
MRGHIZHER LT D 12,

SR

MRE (%, AMHBINIREERE 2 & JBE 24 U iR~ RE) (—0912 60 Hz Rijt:) % iniE
L. ZO5WE OEFEENEZ MRUIZE Y /I b3 25 2 & ¢, fFfkomMESR (@i
) wERATHHNTH D P, STRHEEE V /IR OfIciE

Vi=u/p (p: MK )

DR L, FFEEBE 2T | gem® EET S 2 & T, #EFHI D E ks
TR EHEE N AIRE L 72 D,

Vibration-Controlled Transient Elastography (VCTE)ZRXFE SN OB EHEW =T A NI T 7
ARFEELLTY IR EHANLDIZK L, MRE IFMIMERZIEEE L 25 5N ER D
HEm . MREfEZ K 3% L72fE2Y VCTE ORIEEICIEET 5 Z b Tnsd

10, FENTIZIE DT O 72 WEEIRIC RO 238 E L TT 9 28, IAFERCK TImeE « 7 —
F7 77 N BEICHERRT 5 HE) ROl (AUTO ROD) HiffiA3 & A X4, HIE D FF
BiMk - BRI RIFICH ELTWna 1,

P4 & MRE OLE ST

AL, MASLD/MASH % & PR BIZB W T, BB, RAE, FFHH I Rk
KB ORRHEAL 2 B BT T RE 7 2 PRI UE  (reference standard) CToH 5, — T, (=B
P, o7V 7 — BIEAMEH), ma X eV oL [BRPER I TE

0. EFEOEETA FZ7 A Tl B 2% (routine use) TOffE FIIHELE I LT
VWWFDA, APASL., AASLD., EASL)(Z 1) 32, MRE %, FERBEMICHF 2RO E
ZEAEE OB R S FHMM AT RE R MR MNE TH U | KRS E ERRHE LT O
ZWr., TR THENCEB W TIFAERIZICEL, &2 W Idmer &R 2H o 40, 372b

L. MREIFHARORZ WS L0 b, [FEROMLEMNZ F/IMET 272D DL
MFRBERZWEE] & L TESIT b b,

MRE L BERE T A NI T 7 4 DB

ZHD AR — MR LR XTI LV . MRE (ZFRMELOBAT — 2B W T
BEW T AN T 7 4 LRSS LAERET H2ZWIEE 2792 &3 8E ST
W5 (X1) B F7m, BEWRT T AN T T 4 IEER. RN, BEK R
X0 PEARRERID —EME TAEL D, —FH. MRE (ZAE&EAKE] - Jiuao e #] <
HIFEERENFRETH Y . RS2 GENICRHMICE 52 &b, ZERIER
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PEICBWTHBEER T AN T 7 01T L TEBAMEEZ A LTV D (FE2), FHZAR
TIE MRI 25 {E O K N E BRI & < . IR O /e & MR & —Eg & LT
MRE % [FIR T C& 28 CEEMENH D, —F. EETA K74 280V Tk

MRE (ZiE = A b, E%%%kbf@?&?xé AR R K ORI | m@
NAF~—T1—, BEWTTANT T 7 4 H%OBEFMQG RRE) &ALESIT 5T
WA (FE 1), 2ﬁ§¥1ﬁf&iﬁ%?§’éiﬁﬁb indeterminate zone |Z3% 4§ A AEFICHEE
W T A KNI T 7 0 RpkEhfilz MRE Tl 2 [BEME T 7o —F) (&, Bis
BB AR R OBLE NG L EE &V 2D,

BRI
hmEm\#@%%Hﬁ%k@%u%wr%%ﬁﬁ%@Ew%ﬁ)?4kbf%jb
DO Y | B O =R STHEAT & FIEE & 9% 3D-MRE D51 WL 5

IZm EL TS, Fio, JHEEE (spleen stiffness measurement: SSM) % T2 PR
JETLEECEIE B EIRIE Y 27 O T &, Fi /2o b IAR > Tnd 9, —
i, Hy ME 7 EORERE(FE A OFRSUCIB T D v M AT %a“”m\mn%
DR, BT 7 VT ) X hft—, 3 X MO {be &, BRRFEEE M) 7‘71;51'3
HIRIFT D, FERAVIZIT AL K 2 BEECIRGIR RS 2 A, B ER2IEICK T 5
SORLEMDRIAEND,

U C, MREIZHZ2 D AFEEEGHIIZ 8 2 . IFR B OMEITEEREAN - T2 T - 1R
FHE 2 @B S 7T v 7 4 — 25 L LT, NILDA OHEEIEE % R i 35l
Thbd, —hH., BEREREELZEEZD L A7) =0 JITBERT=T A NI T
7 4 OBEEREMNZSTHY . A OWEY2EN T RRDEND,
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% 3% Clinical Question
3-1. =T A NS T 7 ¢ OF ML HER

CQ1
BERTTIANT T 7 4 1 XEHFRBEREOBRMILARA TV  ZICERN?
HELR

BEHTTIRANT T 7 0015, BHEFRBEEICBITAFEHELLRAT—V v ZITHEW
LWRELETA-D. FHEPHRET 3,
GREVWHER, BT A0 E A)

FER

HERTI A NI 7 003, ARERICEAWE B EISYE, ZOEEZFHT
52 LI XY MR O S 2 EERICHHE T 5 IHMRERIBZENE TH 5, EREELE L
C vibration-controlled transient elastography (VCTE) . point shear wave elastography

(pPSWE) . two-dimensional shear wave elastography (2D-SWE) 23& 5, fERBIAFSE T
(L 2D-SWE ¥k & S — T, =B 7 U ADERIE VCTE 7% T, KW T
pSWE, 2D-SWE [T HL#ZRI 7200,

BIEATIREB R E G L LI KB A 27U & (61,193 3], 240 BF9E) T
X, BT X VT 0 OZWHREIXAFAEZ (F4) T area under the curve (AUC) 0.92—
0.97. MEITHAME(L (5F3) T AUC 0.90-0.95 & mWZ2eea R~ L7 VD, ARSI OfEHT
IZBW T FIERIC BIF R BEEDHE ST b,

CHIFFR TlX., AELMHEL (>F2) T AUC 0.85-0.90. >F3 T AUC 0.90-0.95, F4
T AUC0.92-0.97 TH V., 2D-SWE B b EfEE Th - 7= 19, BATFAR Tid 2D-
SWE 73>F2 ¢ AUC 0.91, >F3 T AUC 0.93. F4 TAUCO0.96 &, VCTE LV FEIZR
ool 2,

A RERE Z B NE N2 &&  (metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver
disease: MASLD) Tl%. >F2 T AUC 0.75-0.85, >F3 T AUC 0.82-0.90, F4 C AUC
0.85-0.92 L RiF CTh o7, 772 L, B « AREHKFDOAHKEIT LV CHRIFR ] & bhig
LCRMREITS D Z e nman b, 7ra— L BT L (alcohol-associated
liver disease: ALD) ~TlX., >F2 TRE 0.80-0.85 « K 0.89-0.91, >F3 TR 0.76—
0.88 « KFHEFE 0.76-0.95. F4 TREFE 0.90-0.92 « FFHEE 0.82-0.86 &L EHEE TH - 7228
D RIE - HEICL Dy FATHEO FRICEEAZET S Y,

H @B MENFREEIZBW TS, JFISMENRM-PEREE 2% (primary biliary cholangitis:
PBC) . HAMEMES (autoimmune hepatitis: AIH) | JFISPEALMENEE 28

(primary sclerosing cholangitis: PSC) D341 $>F2 T AUC 0.87-0.88, >F3 T AUC
0.88-0.95. F4 T AUC 0.92-0.99 & EWZHIRENN RS TV 5D Y,

LEXY, ER=T A N7 77 013K E RO, FFIT>F3 38 L OV F4 O
BOWTEWZHBEZA L, BENICHFHTH D,

723, 2F2 OZWREEII>F3 « F4 LT 25 L 00K, Iy M T EREITK
T 2MEMA o 5, WA, HEREREEREAEIMENT R (metabolic dysfunction-
associated steatohepatitis : MASH) {REIEDE)SFEUE L LT F2 LL_E7)»D F4 A&l O
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BHAL AT =V EEESNTE Y, >R2ZHOBERMERIIE AL TND, >F20
ZWrciakatt GE/NZED) IEEN A OERICERE T 5720, BEALTEHRL
7271y DA TERED RO HILDGEDH D,
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BEER

HELE L THEFIR T A N7 T 7 0%, BHFREEEE BT DR AT —
TIEWEWIBE G T 5720, HEHET S, | 220 TERICK 2K EOR
B, BRWHESE L 2o T,

R SRS D 55 LT D 59 < HELE L 7220 58 < HEBE L 7220

100.0% (16/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

BEERER - 16 4
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CQ2 GPS
BERTTIAN T 74 DRETw bajpid?

HELE

BERTIANS 77 01X AFEERIE T, HIERM. 6L, M4, ROI
HE. BLOEEESERLT S L0, BIEEOEEME L SWIEELEETS
YZ CEHETH D,

(Good Practice Statement)

FER

BT T A N7 T 7 4 1T L O IR BERIFHIZ S W2 WS S 2 5 2 08,
%@mﬁ FHE 7 | b a L OBEFICRE HKFET D, BIESERIT. S e —7
THIES S VCTE &, BE— Fljifg L CRI.OLFEIK (region of interest; ROI) %R E L
HESTLBE—RIA RFTHET LT AT T 11 (pPSWE, 2D-SWE 72 &)
IZRBlENS, LT, ZO2BCT THIEY v havo&EFEE2 T (ERER
LiZEEDD) .

BES e halOLER

1. #RiRE Ve - RN
BEWTT AN T 7 413N X OMEREED B Z 21T 570, HIESM
DIFE—DBETH D, SEML « A B BIC X0 IhRSFEE 2R L. B% AT
MRZAIT & 0 IEMIC S 2720 4 DL Eof e FCEMT 5, Zibi
FELMEIFZEE X OV PRI R TR ST D 12,

2LHIEFE - 7T S u—F
HIEER (PIRER) CTOREIEERNT 7 v —F Th D, VCTE (XEG T
A4 NHREZ A Sz, JIERTIC BDE R CEO 2 ES ZFE L Tk Z
ENHELEX LD 3, FEo, WERHTIE, ERRSCTHROIER ZRET . B IR R AL
T%ﬁ%ﬁmw%ﬁi_kﬂﬁﬁiﬁi w5 2,
%ﬁﬁgmbtRmi7n~7%*
ROI R E TR ERRE IS HE BT 2 HEK 7 Th D, K7l ROI ONLE LI EfH

DIXH DXL, %ﬂﬁ%é RENFBMER FICHFET 5 2 ERERTWD

5 5)0
VCTE
B2 JE T W BEEfE  (skin-to-liver capsule distance; SCD) (2555 < 7w — 7841
(M,/XL) PFEEHLRICEE THDH, SCD>25mm, & 5\ L BMI > 30 kg/m>D
JEFICIE XL e —7 O ARSI NS 9, 7272 L SmartExam 28 0 H BhixiE1b
FEREFA L E T, SCD 25-35 mm O#FFHICBWTM e —7 CTHHIERE & S
b,
pSWE + 2D-SWE
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FFREREIE N IZT —F 7 7 7 OB EZZT 5720, FFHEET 15-20 mm O X
WZBWTC, M - B8 &2k U772 FEEIC RO 2 ET D Z & NHERE S
%) 3’5)0

4. PIEMEIE - RFE

W E R R L E IR DO - BB CTH 5, VCTE X 10 2L E, pSWE
B L 2D-SWE i 5 [RILL EORIENHELE X415 W, RFEMEIITPRMEE NS Z
LT AMUVEDORE R TE 5 D, 728, WFUMB Guideline/Guidance T, fi7
B OBRZER S U R OFHENTFE SN TV D

5. [EHEMIEE (DDE%E)

HIE OEFEMFEMIZ X, Interquartile Range (IQR) /median 73 /& FEHE & L CTH
uﬁﬁukm%rfiﬁm@nm%rfiqm@ﬁtﬁ & TRWHEN A RIS
M ET 22 EDRENTNS B, IQRIZAIEIX S S & & K72 T 7 W E fiiks
Tho7,

6. 71 b a VR HE(L L TR EE

WEZ T N a/LOEFITZKREEICEEEET S, [HRlT—F AT F U TR

Tl *ﬂfﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁé”{?ﬁﬁﬁ‘ & T# Uﬁifb)ﬁij(ﬂﬁéhé <‘:75>/Téhfb\

8)0 Fo. BEMEME TR, MESRGOR—IT LV REFLEE N WZARTT %
ZEnHEIRTWS 2)
7. BB ERBREZ ORIEICET 2 EEA

W EEEREICRBIT5~vA 7 a"T VORI Y, =7 A NT7 4 JIE
EIX—E\PEICEEBL 95, L >T, FRIE LTI X N7 T 7 ¢ iTaEe Al
HBRNCHEmT 25 Z LRI S, RO2ETEEZRICHEEZIT > Haicid, J{l
EMEOEEZERE L, W RRRREE T 2 08N H 5 9,
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HELESL =T A N7 T 7 I XA ERIE ClE, BIESM:. IRAL, FERH
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95 HELEL 220
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#1 BEHZIRANTTT7400PET 2 baji

A VCTE PSWE - 2D-SWE
MR 2(faf 4 KL R)

{ZX0A GLINTZE SRS & S

EE FnEES (hEHR L)

FATHERR BE— FCHEE - FMrELFAE () B E— R T ROI % B
IR il BB LD

ROI & E e (AT B> 5 15-20 mm
I SCD > 25 mI;‘l(L 7%5:_&17{3;4%?;;0 kg/m? Tl S s s AP T
HIERES - REMH 10 [5] H sfefE 5 [EILL o> defE
(ki IQR/median : kPa <30%. m/s <15%

44




AEWTT A NI T T 4 - BEREEIETA T4 22026

CQ3 GPS
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0.85 (0.80-0.90)
0.72 (0.64-0.81)

~ 0.82(0.76-0487)

083
0.83 (0.80-0.88)
0.84 (0.80-0.87)
0.93 (0.91-0.95)
0.88

0.88 (0.78-0.90)
082 (0.75-087)
0.90 (0.86-0.91)
085 (0.76-091)
0.92 (0.86-0.96)
088 (0.82-0.94)
0.91 (0.87-0.94)
086

0.88 (0.80-0.92)
0.87 (0.82-0.92)

0.82 (0.80-0.84)
0.87 (0.84-0.90)
0.88 (0.85-0.90)
0.93 (0.90-0.95)
093

(.89 (0.83-0.95)
0.92(0.88-0.94)
0.87 (0.78-0.92)
091 (0D.85-0.95)
0.90 (0.84-0.98)
0.90 (0.84-0 94)
092

0.95 (0.91-0.98)
091 (D.87-095)

n=2704
n=1168
n=276
n=504
n=132
n=111
n=1986
n=174
n=202

n=1579
n=10088

n=446
n=1932

n=172
n=5%4
n=108
n=132
=111
n=185
n=141
n=174
n=202

n=5882
n=18457
n=460
n=880
n=1620
n=1209
n=594
n=108
n=132
=111
n=195
n=141
n=174
n=202

Mailk P, ot al. 2022, | VCTE | CLD 085 (081-0.88) n=20341

Matios AZ, et al, 2017, | VCTE | HCV * 043 n=1204

Chon YE, et al. 2024, | VCTE | MASLD ~@®+  094(091096) n=9531
Chen ¥, o al. 2023, | VCTE | AIH — 090 (D.87-0.92) n=415
Chan Y, et al, 2023 | VCTE | PBC — 091 (DB8-093) n=483
Chen Y, et al. 2023_| VCTE | PSC &  0395(093-087) n=207

Guo Y, et al 2015. | pSWE({Siemens) | CLD ! = 094 n=1928
Selaraj EA. el . 2021. | pSWE (Siemens) | CLD —— 0.90 (0.82-0.95) n=759
Liu J, et al 2017. | pSWE{Siemens) | HBV ! 8"  096(092-098) =172
Kumada T, of al 2024, | pSWE{Fujfim) | CLD Quuiginay 082 (0.88-0.05) n=504
Kowatsch A, el al. 2023. | 2D-SWE(Canon) | CLD —@= 096 (0.90-0.98) n=108
Jang JK, et al. 2022 | 2D-SWE{(Canon) | MASLD ———t (.93 (0.87-0.97) n=132
Sugimoto K, et &l 2020. | 2D-SWE(Canon) | MASLD —@—1 0.95(0.91-0.99) n=111
Yoo H, stal 2021, | 20-SWE(GE) | CLD & 093(087-087) n=186
Numao H, a1 al. 2021, | 2D-SWE(GE) | HCV A 091 n=141
Sama C, etal. 2018 | 2D-SWE(GE) | CLD =& 0.94(0.88-0.89) n=174
Kuroda H, o1 &, 2021, | 2D-SWE(GE) | MASLD | _ _ : &=  093(D89-087) n=202

05 08 07 08 0.9 10
AUC

- vcre - pSWE (Semens)  ~W— pSWE (Fuifim)  —@ 20-SWE (Canon) =gk~ 2D-SWE (GE)

M1BEETT A NF5 7 1 OFF L 2RI
B A 277U U AB X OEEMEICRIT D AT — 8] - BfER| b
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3. BB T A NTT T 4 DFFRRHELZHEE

CQ7
T A VAR R OIRMEALZETIC BT 2 BEWH T X 7T 7« OF AT ?
3R

BEWTT AT 7 413, BRUBHIFRE LU CRUBHAFRIZEIT 2 IF#HELR
Bricm WBHREZ AT 570, HRAZHRET S,

GEWHER, BT A0 E A)

fiE

A L AMERAT R (B RUEMERT B L OV CRYEMERTS) 1B W T, AFRRHE(L oD EHE
IRRHIIEPL Y A L AR OE S EIWT, THE T, BIXORBBEICBWTEHEETH
5OKCQTﬁ\VX?V?4V7VE; \ZH-S5%, VCTE., pSWE. XL 2D-
SWE ZZEND 7 A L AT RIC féﬁﬁ%m WIS 2 et L7 A X T U &
AEHA LTz, FEAFMEIEB X, >F2 B8 X ONF4 OZWNCB T DT - FriE s L
776

B RUBMEF I35 L OV C BB AT R IZ 1T D VCTE O AT (L2 W o N & b
Z <M IN TS, BAENEMITFRIZET DI EEZ2 B O FHMET 211 O
BEHELAXTF U ACBWTHESNZ Y, VCTE : 6-8kPaz 1 A TfEE L
72556 O>F2 ZWr ClIE 75.1%., FFERE 793% TH Y . F2FEERIC 11-14 kPa &
v hATEE LIZ5HA O FA K Tl 82.6%. FFRIE 89.0% ThH -~ 7=, Ziuidi
TR % W TR el & RIS EORBERE TH Y | Bm&ﬁﬁk B DT
HRHELZWEE LTWHO A K74 T VCTE B S T d Y

C BUIEMERT 2 Clx 8/)@ jC%:E.EB’X BETF U AT, >F2 2 Téﬁkf”
%iFﬁM% 67%. BT DRKEE « BREEEN 84% « 90% T o 7=, T F4
ZWrz ﬁmﬁfim&ﬁ%mv =XV L EREFTH-T= Y,

XWWE@ﬁﬁ%m SWHES S A et L= A 2 7 F U 3 2 TIL VCTE & Ol 23T
HILTND Y, CRUBMEAT 12N Tid 2D-SWE & VCTE D JT#iHE L 22 Wkt B 1 7]
ETHY ., F2 BRUEMATRIZEB W TII>F2 8 X OVF4 1280 T 2D-SWE T VCTE X

bW E N E D o T2, JEBIES VCTE & i+ 5 L DWW A5 %D S 55
JEFIOEREIIMLETH D0, 2D-SWE O 7 A L A RIZE T DM L2 8 O F H
PENT RSN,

pSWE Tli, CHUBMEFRIC Héc@@@ﬁkln@%ﬂ% - IFAEAR TR
L7 L A 7 — 2 &L OB RE & dv, >F2 21 Té%@%ﬁﬁ%?%
F4 ZIrc B0 D 2MERHFER978% Th D . mW iz Lﬁ*ﬁ“ﬂréht D LM LKA
FEIIEFI COMGFHIE L < . SR OEFOEENLETH D,

SCHR

1. Liguori A, Zoncapé M, Casazza G, et al. Staging liver fibrosis and cirrhosis using non-
invasive tests in people with chronic hepatitis B to inform WHO 2024 guidelines: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2025;10:332-349.
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2. Mattos AZ, Mattos AA. Transient elastography vs. aspartate aminotransferase to platelet
ratio index in hepatitis C: a meta-analysis. Ann Hepatol. 2017;16:349-357.

3.  Herrmann E, de Lédinghen V, Cassinotto C, et al. Assessment of biopsy-proven liver
fibrosis by two-dimensional shear wave elastography: an individual patient data-based
meta-analysis. Hepatology. 2018;67:260-272.

4. Bota S, Sporea I, Sirli R, et al. How useful are ARFI elastography cut-off values
proposed by meta-analysis for predicting significant fibrosis and compensated liver
cirrhosis? Med Ultrason. 2015;17:200-205.

TS

HELESC DB =T 2 N7 T 7 01, BARUBMITFR I L OV C A MEIF&Ick 7‘Z>HTr
PRIELRZMTC S WETRE 2 AT 5720, EAZH#HERT 5, | ITHOVWTEAI
BEEDRER, NHERE L 2o T,

58 < HELE TS 55 < #ELE D 55 < HELE L 72200 58 < HEBEL 7220

93.8% (15/16) 6.3% (1/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

A L 164
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CQS8
MASLD DHRRHELZRIC BT 2BER =TI A N7 7 0 OFHAMEIX?
HeLE

BEWTTI AN T 7 41X, MASLD 2B} 2 T8t 2MicE R ch . Bioi
TR LB X OB OZ W EH 2 HEIRT 3,

BRWHELRE, T BT RADMI A)

MASLD (R EIZHN L TR Y | TR O EME 723X % T35 X ONRE

7\ IBWTHETH D, TF,. MASH IRRIEOR)SEENRE & L T>F2 7> <F4 23

BENn., HRENZENEOREER EARD LTS, K CQ TlE, RHAI STk
ﬂaz‘) BERHENZAZTF U A S5 (VCTE: 2 . 2D-SWE: 1 . 2%V 7 4
e 1w, N LR 2RV, AR E SRS LT MASLD (CBT 5B HIE=
?xk7§74®%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁbtoKCQfﬁﬁLt%%&)74@ﬁﬁMX
T — VR sSAUC &% 3 IZHRET 5,

MASLD D AF#HELZZ W DWW TClix, VCTE OFFAERN RS E < ME SN TW5,
375 5,735 BIOENT — &% A Z T F U 2 TlL, >F3 OZWrfglZ AUC 0.85 (&JE
77%. FEEE 78%) ThHo7e D, I LITHERFTDOAZ T TV AT 19,199 Filizis v
THEN T, >F3 @ AUC 0.87. >F2 ® AUC 0.83 NG SN T35 2, 82 4k
14,609 fil ekt b LI 2T ~FT 4 v 7 L E2—IZB T, VCTE O>F2 IZx4 %
SAUC (3 0.83 (L 80%., HrFLAE 73%) | >F3 I2%F9 5 sAUC 1% 0.85 (JEE 80%.
B 77%) . F4 x5 sAUCIE 0.89 (BJE 76%. FFEE 88%) L#iF ST
%3,

PSWE[ZDW T, MASLD X4 & L7z A # 7 F U 2 AIZBWTEW W2 Wiks EE A
RINTWD, 113 1,209 FlOfFHTIL, >F3 @ sAUC 1% 0.89 (&L 80%., HrFLAEE
86%) T& Y. minimum acceptable criteria (JFE « FFFE L 12 80%LL ) Zii7- L
=3, >F2 @ sAUC (% 0.86 (9 . 805 f5l, & 69%. FFFE 85%) . F4 D sAUC I%
0.90 (8., 759 . JRJE 76%. HiJE 88%) Th o727,

2D-SWE 2B W T HE < OFAMNIE STV, 20 3 2,223 Bl O E Mk E
MASLD #3254 & L7~ multilevel random effects 5 /L X X 7+ U o 2 CliX, >F2
D sAUC 1Z 0.82 (FE 76%., FFHE 76%. £~ N4 7 82kPa) . >F3 D
SAUC 1% 0.86 (8 79%., HFHLE 79%. £l v M4 71l 9.4kPa) . F4 @ sAUC %
0.89 (L 82%. HSLFE 82%. Eil v A 7E 11.5kPa) THo7= Y,

F4 OZWreEZ b9 2% &£ . VCTE (sAUC 0.89) . pSWE (sAUC 0.90) . 2D-SWE
(SAUC0.89) LWTFNDOEHX YT 4 bEWZHiEEZ R L, TOKEIXRSETH -7
M A(BEX VT 4 OIFHAE AT — VRIS E OFEITE 3 25 1) . >F3I12E
WTH VCTE (0.85) . pSWE (0.89) . 2D-SWE (0.86) & [RIEEIZ iV 2 kS E A3t
HEINTNDE B Lo T, WTINOEX YT 4 Th->TH MASLD (2B 5
FrfRMElLZWrica i ch 5,
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PLEX Y., VCTE, pSWE, 2D-SWE X\ 911 H MASLD OF##ELzlric A A Th
D, FICCFB BLUOFIZBWTEWZEKEL —B L RS TWnD, 2720, i

ZWE LA/ N2 O U A 7 IXFEHITH Y | IEHREIS IS W T F2 UL R0 R
HUEREE (EEREG) & F4EBEOREY) 2B bmhE (FRREERE) oW %
BSER Ty A TEBRBLETH D, 5%, EEMZEOEEIE ARAN TR —
MZBTLHZET VALEENREEND,

B, INRIIARTA RTA DR —THTHHN, 2EFHRE LTREHET 5,
/N MASLD 20878, 1,787 f5) X5 & LI AT ~T 4 v 7 L E 2 —TIE,
TE O>F2 IZxf7 % AUC 1% 0.92-1.00 & B4FTH Y, SWEIZEWTH AUC 0.92-0.97
MHEIILTND Y, 722 L, EFEIIREN TH O INBNY T — a2 &2 R R
ICHEENVLETHD,

SCHR

1. Mozes FE, Lee JA, Selvaraj EA, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of non-invasive tests for
advanced fibrosis in patients with NAFLD: an individual patient data meta-analysis.
Gut. 2022;71:1006—-1019.

2. Chon YE, Jin YJ, An J, et al. Optimal cut-offs of vibration-controlled transient
elastography and magnetic resonance elastography in diagnosing advanced liver fibrosis
in patients with nonalcoholic fatty liver disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Clin Mol Hepatol. 2024;30(Suppl):S117-S133.

3. Selvaraj EA, Mozes FE, Jayaswal ANA, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of elastography and
magnetic resonance imaging in patients with NAFLD: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. J Hepatol. 2021;75:770-785.

4. Indre MG, Leucuta DC, Lupsor-Platon M, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of 2D-SWE
ultrasound for liver fibrosis assessment in MASLD: a multilevel random effects model
meta-analysis. Hepatology. 2025;82:454—4609.

5. Draijjer LG, van Oosterhout JPM, Vali Y, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of fibrosis tests in
children with non-alcoholic fatty liver disease: a systematic review. Liver Int.
2021;41(9):2087-2100.

HELE L TSR T A 75 7 213, MASLD ICEBIT D ITHHELEZ A Th
0. FRICEITRME LR L O E o2 A RS 5, ) ICoOWTERRICK D
WEORER RO L 2y o7,

58 < HELE TS 55 < #ELE D 55 < HELE L 72200 58 < HEBEL 7220

100.0% (16/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

R 164
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i 8
Modality >F1 >F2 >F3 F4 ] SCHER
FE 4K
0.82 0.83 0.85 0.89 14-44 3 .
VCTE Selvaraj 2021 3
(0.78-0.85) | (0.80-0.87) | (0.83-0.87) | (0.84-0.93) 337-4,219 5
0.77 0.86 0.89 0.90 4-11 .
pSWE Selvaraj 2021 3
(0.55-0.92) | (0.78-0.90) | (0.83-0.95) | (0.82-0.95) 276-1,209 5l
0.82 0.82 0.86 0.89 9-17 %
2D-SWE Indre 2025 ¥
(0.16-0.98) | (0.76-0.88) | (0.77-0.93) | (0.80-0.95) 2,223 5

* VCTE/pSWE [ Selvaraj 2021 @ bivariate logit-normal random effects model (Z X %
sAUC, 2D-SWE |3 Indre 20254 @ linear mixed-effects multiple thresholds model {2 L %
SAUC, M M FIEDNRR D720, X VT 4 MOBUEEZELKITSZE L LT
fEIR3 <= TH %,
*2D-SWE >F1 @ CIgI%, >F1 iRl &3S L 7ZFFE oD ia S 2 4 5,
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CQ9

MASLD D FRHELZENIC BT ABER =T A N T 7 0 D@ v b4 71
[gyd

LR

MASLD (2817 5 5 EIT#E{LOZEr TiX, VCTE O rule-out 1 v N4 7fELE LT
7-9 kPa, rule-in 7 v FA 7L L TH 12 kPa, 2D-SWE OFES L v A T7fEE L
T94kPaNEH¥ LEZBND,

(FRVWHELE, — BT ADRE A)
it

g%l(l

MASLD D HF#HELZ W IV C, @872 ~ N A 7 EOR B IR B E 7
ETH D, ITH, MASLD {RIEHEOEIGHERE & L TF2 O <F4 BB S TE
D R A T — O O EMEZHBIDTR R AW BERE T 5, KA CQ T, %
R ST B N DR SN A X T7F U > 2 4%F (VCTE: 2 #@. 2D-SWE: 1 .
VCTE 7a—73: 1 #§) ZHv., HERZSHREEL LT MASLD (2B 2 E K
TIANT T T4 DFEWET Y NATEEZFHE LT-, 723, pSWE 2D\ TIEX MASLD
BBl A TEICEAT A A X T F UV ANGFLELRNTZD . A CQ DAt
E LT, ZHUCBIE L, A CQIXRMAISCHRIRBE DAER, A X T F VU UV ANHER S
N7=F#Y 7 4 (VCTEB LW 2D-SWE) IZRE L TH&H LT,

1. VCTE

63 # 19,199 Bl 252 & LIZAFEHIA 2 7 U 2 A TIL, B b AT —IRloE
Wy bATEFPE E LT, >F1:5.0-9.6 kPa (AUC 0.83, J&JE 78%. HpiL/E
75%) . >F2:4.8-16.4kPa (AUC 0.83, J&FE 79%., HFFHEE 74%) | >F3:7.1-14.1
kPa (AUC 0.87. L 81%., FFEFE 79%) . F4:6.9-20.1 kPa (AUC 0.94, &
91%., FFEFE 87%) LMEIN TS, FHT>F3IZOW T, il v A7 fE
N 7.1-7.9 kPa L fERmSIF b Tnd Y,

37 5,735 BIOMEBIERE T — XKD A X TF U AT, >F3 2% 2 il
71 NATZAEIX 9.1 kPa (R 77%. FFRE 78%) ThoTo, S HIT, R 90%
R 5 rule-out v MA T A E LT 7.4 kPa, BT 90% % (%3 5 rule-in 7
v hATZEE L TI121kPa B HEINTER Y, AUC £ 0.85 (0.84-0.86) TH 7=
D, EERIZBW TR, B Lo B L L e /M 5550 Tl rule-out 7 v A~
i (7.4kPa) %, NERIEEZ R LMEEZWNIE-DT 525 Tl rule-sin 77 > b
A 7M8 (12.1kPa) Z@EHT 25 &9 BEERESURIZIES Ul B RE o B fiEE H
NEEND,

7 —7RORHTIE. M 7 v —7 T>F2: 5.8-11.0 kPa, >F3:7.0-11.4 kPa, F4:
7.9-223kPa, XL 72— T>F2:4.8-8.2 kPa, >F3:5.7-9.3 kPa, F4:7.2-16.0 kPa
&L XL 7 e —7 i 12 kPa iRV MEZ R T Y, ZHUE XL 7'r—7 23 I
JEDEWBE I RKIEL SN TWD O TH Y JEE] Tk XL R TR
ORI/ NI S AL D FTREMEICE BT AL ER D D,

2. 2D-SWE
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%WE7/&AM%%7w%mwtﬂﬁ%nmm@f&7%)/Xfi ik

%Abtiﬁﬁ/kﬁ7mkbf\§waﬁéau%mmzm;%%\%ﬁ
l§76%\sAUC08® . >F2:8.2kPa (1.65m/s, [&E 76%., FFEEE 76%. sAUC
0.82) . >F3:9.4kPa (1.77 m/s. B 79%. HFrHE 79%. sAUC 0.86) . F4:11.5
kPa (1.96 m/s, J&EE 82%. HrHLEE 82%. sAUC 0.89) MRS TS5 Y

FER CTlL, SuperSonic Imagine f:"C>F3: 10.2 kPa, GE HealthCare 1T 8.1

kPa, Canon Medical Systems f1:C 7.8 kPa £ +£1-2 kPa DZ=BBOBNDH, KHTA K

TA L OHELED v N A T EITREFEATIC RS EEZ AL LoD, i SRR

U7zt 1-2kPa DFAEHHIPHZTA L CGEHTHIZENEE LV, £/, F—EF

DOFRIBBERICB W CIEE— B CORE L FHI L 35, 7Zeds, 2EE R ORI E R

(L L ABIEIIS B OBETH S Y,

PLEX Y, VCTE TIE>F3 1% LT 7-9kPa N7 v A ZEEFATH Y |
rule-out (7.4 kPa) & rule-in (12.1 kPa) o —E:P:EIEIEHAHELE S NS, 2D-SWE T
II>F3 OFE® A v b4 7fEIZ 9.4kPa (1.77m/s) THD, 7272L. XL 7 —7 Tl
M7H~7i@12Hmﬁ@\HWWETi“ il Cx1-2kPa DZNH Y | 5 HEE

BN U BMERENVLETH D (RKRCQ TEML-ZW I v M 7 lEE2F 4175
ﬁﬂoNM&D@E%@@W%@T%%HQ#o<mm£%ﬁﬁiﬁ%%iﬁ%f
HHN, BURFETIEMuEO A v M4 7EEEICES>TELT, %O ET V2%
BENRLEEND,

SCHR

1. Chon YE, Jin YJ, An J, et al. Optimal cut-offs of vibration-controlled transient
elastography and magnetic resonance elastography in diagnosing advanced liver fibrosis

in patients with nonalcoholic fatty liver disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Clin Mol Hepatol. 2024;30(Suppl):S117-S133.

2. Mozes FE, Lee JA, Selvaraj EA, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of non-invasive tests for
advanced fibrosis in patients with NAFLD: an individual patient data meta-analysis.
Gut. 2022;71(5):1006-1019.

3. Xiao G, Zhu S, Xiao X, et al. Comparison of laboratory tests, ultrasound, or magnetic
resonance elastography to detect fibrosis in patients with nonalcoholic fatty liver
disease: a meta-analysis. Hepatology. 2017;66(5):1486—1501.

4. Indre MG, Leucuta DC, Lupsor-Platon M, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of 2D-SWE
ultrasound for liver fibrosis assessment in MASLD: a multilevel random effects model
meta-analysis. Hepatology. 2025;82(2):454—469.
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BEERER

HESESC TMASLD \CH 4 % @ EFRRAEL O 28T TlE. VCTE O rule-out 77 » k4 7 i
L LT 7-9kPa, rule-in v hA 7ML L TH 12 kPa, 2D-SWE O#E 7~ M A 7fE

ELT94kPaNZ Y EEZOBND, | IOWTEREIZLHAEEDFER, 78U
Lot

iR RS B 55 LTS 53 < HEEL 2200 58 < HEBE L 7220

93.8% (15/16) 6.3% (1/16)

0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

R 164
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7 4 MASLD : JF#pME(L2ZWr s » b4 71|

Modality / Device Stage Cﬁg’:f(l‘:jsl;'e SAUC (95% CI) Se /Sp N Reference

VCTE

VCTE >F2 4.8-16.4 kPa 0.83 (0.80-0.87)  79%/74% 19,199 Chon 2024

VCTE >F3  7.1-7.9kPa (RO) 0.87 (0.84-0.90)  81%/79% 19,199 Chon 2024

VCTE F4 6.9-20.1 kPa 0.94(0.91-0.96)  91%/87% 19,199 Chon 2024

VCTE (IPD meta-analysis)

VCTE >3 OlkPa 0.85(0.84-0.86)  77%/78% 5489 Mbzes 2022
RO: 7.4 kPa/RI: 12.1 kPa

VCTE F4 RO:80kPa/RL200kPa  0.90 (0.89-091)  200KPa 5 409 Mozes 2022

49% / 95%

2D-SWE (all devices)

2D-SWE (all devices)  >F2  8.17kPa (1.65m/s) 0.82(0.76-0.88)  76%/76% 2223  Indre 2025

2D-SWE (all devices) ~ >F3  9.42kPa (1.77 m/s) 0.86 (0.77-0.93)  79%/79% 2223  Indre 2025

2D-SWE (all devices) F4 11.55kPa (1.96 m/s) 0.89 (0.80-0.95)  82%/82% 2223  Indre 2025

2D-SWE (Manufacturer-specific subgroup)

Aixplorer >F2  8.28kPa (1.66 m/s) 0.82 (0.74-0.88)  75%/75% 533  Indre 2025

(SuperSonic Imagine)

Aixplorer 10.17 kPa (1.84 m/s) o o

(SuperSonic Imagine) =F3 RO: 7.4 kPa/RI: 14.0 kPa 0.86(0.76-093) | 79%/79% 294  Indre 2025
(L(?Ecﬁga?t‘;rg:m) >F2  7.20kPa (1.55m/s)  0.88(0.74-095)  81%/81% -  Indre 2025
(L(?Ecﬁga?t‘;fg:m) >F3  8.06kPa (1.64 m/s) 0.90 (0.77-0.96)  84%/84% -  Indre2025
Aplio Series o 0 0

(Canon Medical Systems) =2 723 kPa (1.55m/s) 0.82(0.26-0.96)  75%/76% 344  Indre 2025
Aplio Series >F3  7.83kPa (1.62m/s) 0.86 (0.21-0.98)  80%/80% 344  Indre 2025

(Canon Medical Systems) —
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CQ10

Toa— VEEFER (ALD) DOFFRHELZEICBIT ABEH =TI AN T 74D
HRM®X?

HELR
BEETIRARNSTFT7 4, L<ITVCTE L, ALD IR DTG L2ZiricE V2
W EE AT 5720, HRZHERET S,

BRWVWHELRE, BT 2D A)

PR

ALD (%, @FIFGEIC X 0 IR L DT R IC B S5 THEOREE 2T 5, TR
HEEORREEFHM X 712 THlE XL VBB S S OWREIZAR IR THDH, A CQ T,
ALD x5 & L, VCTEIZ L 2 L2 MO EZ T L7 AT ~T 4 v 7 L
Ea—BLOAXTFH Y R2Z22/RHMA L, SREETINITBFERE L, &
ML AT —URIORREE, R, AUC Z3HilifaiE & L7,

Stevenson H %, ALD BE A2 %R L L= 78D VCTEMELZ#HE L. >F2 D2l T
AUC 0.91 (SE 80%., FFFEFE 91%) . >F3 T 53 445 51> AUC 0.77-0.98 (L 66—
91%. HFFLEE 50-94%) . F4 T 6 480 1D AUC 0.86-0.97 (FHE 65-100%. HriLpE
77-87%) &G L7z D,

Paviov 51X, 14 ¥ 834 il &G L L= A X 7 U 3 AT VCTE DO Z2WrksE % 3Tt
L. >F3 (84K 564 ) TRLE 0.92 (95% CI10.89-0.96) . % 0.70 (0.61-0.79) .
F4 (7 #1330 f5) TRUE 0.95 (0.87-0.98) . HEFEE 0.71 (0.56-0.82) & L7- 2,
BRIZREME R LMK (3F3: 011, F4:0.07) | &R LR X OWFEZ OBRIN2 W
(N T2, WO~ A 7%, >F3 T9.5kPa, F4 T 12.5kPa & #i45
n<CTunsg 2,

U T, VCTE !X ALD IZ8) 2 IR IEAIFRHELEHMIE E LTHEATH Y . FRriC
EEMHELB L OFEEDR 7 V== ZICH L TWH EEZBND, — 7. BKif
Mz K DIRENET L a2 — WEIFRSCAMERIERF I, IR —il i BH- L
FFRRHEAL 2 18 KRG 3 2 ATREME N B D, ALD TIdal K2l (FFRRHE L i KETA)
DEFRPIFEEE/ NZH L 0 K& <, RUBERFREGBRESCIRIFEN ALY 9
5. FDTH, Bl L ORIELRFERICHEZIT O 2 B HERE SN D,

ek, AL 2RO AZ T TV AT LN T —ZIZES LD TH
D, [ENALD BFEZxI5% L Lz VCTE ORBWIREEICET =7 o A 38R A Tl
[REVTH D, 5%, KRBT HT—ZOEMMPEEND, -, TFEREIN
72 MetALD (metabolic dysfunction and alcohol-related liver disease) <D F & ~DfF
K75t S BIRETH 5D,

SCHR

1. Stevenson M, Lloyd-Jones M, Morgan MY, et al. Non-invasive diagnostic assessment
tools for the detection of liver fibrosis in patients with suspected alcohol-related liver
disease: a systematic review and economic evaluation. Health Technol Assess.
2012;16(4):1-174.
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2. Pavlov CS, Casazza G, Nikolova D, et al. Systematic review with meta-analysis:
diagnostic accuracy of transient elastography for staging of fibrosis in people with
alcoholic liver disease. Aliment Pharmacol Ther. 2016;43:575-585.

BEERER

RS TREWKTF A~ 7T 7 ¢, E<IZVCTEIX, ALD (81T 5 ITFRHEILZITIC
HMOZWTREZ A o720, ERAZHERT L, | 12OV TRRIC L DEIEDRAE,
FRUMELE & 72 o7z,

R < HELE TS 55 < HELE D g HER L2 CHER L2

100.0% (16/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

R s 164
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CQ11

H OB R (AIH) B8 X OURRMEAEHMERE R (PBC) DRFRRME(LZENCI T
HBEHRT TR NI T 7 0 OFRMEIX?

LR

BEHRTIANST7 413, AIHB X O PBC IZBT 5 Fi#L2IcE A Th
D, FERAEHRET S, 727 L, AIH CIIREFREEIC L 2FEE LR ICEET S,

BRWHELRE, T BT ADMI A)

FER

AIH 35 L O PBC I3 L OHEIT R EM TR 2 HET 2 BETEETHY . ZD
TR W TTE PRI DN 2236 K ORI ICB W T AR TH H, Lo LIFAERIL
(REEME - o 7Y U VRRZEOMEN O RKEMITHRETCH Y, BEKR=T AN T
T 4 KD IREAEEE ORISR O LN TN D, RIS D "R A7 U —
=TI ED 2D AZT TV AEBRHA L,

UMAESGE LI AZTF U AZBWT, AIH x4 L L7 5 388 {5 OfEMT
TlX. VCTE O2Wiks X sAUC T>F2 : 0.88 (JiE 81%., HrHLEE 80%) . >F3 :
0.88 (RJE 77%. HrFJE 88%) . F4:0.92 (& 87%. HFFFE 903%) L& &n/-
Dy 60 HRZMRE LIZAFERIA X T F U L ADY T 7 ) — TR I BT b AR
(2. >F2 : 9% 523 3] (sAUC 0.84., J&JE 77-83%. RFHEFE 73-94%) . >F3 : 7 # 640
Bl (sAUC 0.88, J&JE 73-80%. H5FHLE 80-93%) . F4 : 7 4156 (sAUC 0.90, J&
JE 88-89%. KFELEE 88-97%) LRiE SN TWD Y, [RIENT TIL 2D-SWE IZDOW T 1
43 297 il & kE 5 &3 HREAM T, F4 2o sAUC 1 0.91 (S 83%., /i
86%) Th o7z, 7272 L., SPEEENCIEEEE AR R SEZ R4 2Rk
Tld, FFEE R @M ER PR 2N E RGN S D flREMEN H 0 | B &
TSR EFALRICHEZITO 2 ENHFETH S,

PBCIZHBWTH, 4HMERNGRE LIZAXTF U T AD 63 559 FHlOfEHNT T,
VCTE @ sAUC [3>F2 : 0.87 (& 76%. FFEEE 92%) . >F3 : 0.89 (&L 88%. ¥
FLEE 87%) . F4:0.99 (& 92%. FriLFE 95%) &, —B L TEWBZEIEEN RS
=D, 60AERGE LIZEAFEHIAZ T F ) S ADOY T 7N —T N Clid, >F2: 5
446 B (AUC 0.93, JSEE 81-94%., HRFFLEE 81-95%) . >F3 : 10 ¥ 880 5l (AUC
0.93. J&JE 75-91%., FFEJE 81-94%) | >F4 : 6 # 483 5l (AUC 0.91, JEk/iE 84—
90%., FFFLFE 93-94%) LG ST 5 D, PBCIZIS T 2 A I E B AR MEA L A
T—= OB Z, BEFTHTUL YT AR a— VR~ DO R & O RE ¢
WEINTEBY ., B2 OAZ LT TR THB L ORBBEOREL LTHLA
HEEZzbND,

SCHR

1. AnJ, Chon YE, Kim G, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of vibration-controlled transient
elastography for staging liver fibrosis in autoimmune liver diseases: a systematic review
and meta-analysis. Clin Mol Hepatol. 2024;30(Suppl):S134-S146.
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2. Chen H, Shen Y, Wu SD, et al. Diagnostic role of transient elastography in patients with
autoimmune liver diseases: a systematic review and meta-analysis. World J
Gastroenterol. 2023;29:5503-5525.

BEERER

HELESC TREH =7 A N7 77 113, AIH 3 X O PBC IZ31T 5 Ik La2 oA A
ThY, HHEHLES 2, 72720, AIH CIZREEBIMEIC X2 FE ERICEET
Do 1 ITOWTERAICK DWEDORR, MOELE L o7,

R < HELE TS 55 < HELE D g HER L2 CHER L2

93.8% (15/16) 6.3% (1/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

R s 164
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3-4. FFRHEILDE=Z Y VT L FRTFRNCBITIAZ T AN T 7 4 DRE
CQ12

18 MR RIS 1T A ML OETTOBREIRDOE=F Y U T ICEBBF R =T A NS
FI7LXERN?

LS
BERTIRAN T 7 013, BEFRBIZEBT 2BRMELCOEBITIEECERATHY .,
HHEZRRET 5,

(FBHVWHER, =T A0 E Q)

i)

BEHRT T 2 N 7T 7 4 1 ZIHREA DD B O E O TR LI EE & L TE M
FFREZIFRIZIAS L L TWD, IERIZHEBIOMEERIE (liver stiffness
measurement: LSM) |2 X 2 BEIEE TGS IR TH o 72203, ITETITEEII AL H R
I LE O e b 242 2 D H B9 CRIEHIEIC &L 2 R O BF AR A E R 23 B
ENTWD, ZHHITERRB DO “RA 7 ) —= 702 X0 | HEWrpO3En 2 & Terim
x ask— MFZEE N TR AR L=,

1. i b TOE=2 ) v 7

Pons O IZRAEVEMETT PR MEITFZE B 04 Bl 3T HISRE 43.6 72 H OB 2170,
NR—Z2F A LSM & ALSM AW TN HEBETOMS L= THIR+-THhHZ L %
RL72 D, LSM>21 kPa 7> ALSM>10%D i U A 7 BETIX, TV A7 2 47.1%I2 5%
L7-=—J7. LSM<21 kPa 7>> ALSM<10% D& TIIHEIT U A 71X 0% Tdh o7, Lens
OO A& ark— MFZE GEFBEZEM: C RFER 623 61) 2B\ T, R—RA 7
A LSM>5.9 kPa 7> BMI > 24 kg/m>% A3 2 £ T 3 LN D F2 UL E~D#iHE L
EAAEICE < (B 84%. NPV 92%) . $EEMRHE(LBII 31T 2 BRI FEAM o B 2
PR E NI 2,

-2 R 8 INY/A

Bt BATFREE ZXG L Lz 2O 98 Tix, Bt A L ARERZIZ LSM
DHERIK TR L=, VCTE & H 7= Wong & DHFZE TILIAHR 48 #1412 LSM
75 8.8kPa b 6.6 kPa ~MET L7275, LSM 23 30%LL KT L7=SEBIZ 38T b Ak
FHNTHACED FER SN DIL 39%IC & EF 0 | IR 72 LSM D e bk
FLULT LB LAV LA RENTEY, 2D-SWE % V7= Kavak & OFFSE T
t, JBH 48 HARIT LSM 2% 9.24 kPa 5 7.36 kPa ~HEIZIK T L7= (p<0.001) 9,

JEH 9 > W R 50 FlZ 3V CIRIRE 3 72 H 12 VCTE 38 L OV pSWE (12 K 4 iTfil
ENZNEN27% « 2% F L., ZOWEIZAST-ALT LU AL EVDR T EAE
(ZFABI L 7= 9, HIV/HCV EAERKY: 105 B0 3 EM OB TIL, VCTE b mi2
Wrie (AUC 0.85) Z7~ L. BRI T4 VCTE IZ X 5 LS flHIZ4ERIEY 3.35 kPa
L9, &6, 18 HCV BE (DAA B SVR ZERMI 89 i) 2% & L=
BT X P92 Cld. 14E%IZTE - SWE - MRED W TN LA EICIE T L, TEB LW
SWE D Z{t&E1X MRE D2k & A EIZHEA L 7= (AUC0.95) 7, —F. RO
NAFLD £ (93 ) Tid 1 & ICHEBEREBITRD bivien-o Tz,
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A TT A NI T 7 1 XBMEFRBICRB T DB b T o =2 ) > 7 ICHH
THY ., I ALSM ZflAEabE 2 2 & THETRIOKENM 45, —FH T, 18
RBRALAT: OE M7 LSM SGEITRIETRENE DK T (FIE - BEEo ) 2 XML T
WD RTREMED @ < MR TFR B L SCE 2 BRI L e WA R B D, T DT
D, IEFENFHIEITEE U CIXHEBI OB EZ b O A THWr9 25 2 & 1308 T, B R
(23 1T D RRRFDREAN & BRRTEEE (HBERE - U v e e d) & OFAIIRIRD KD
HiLb,

T BT AR EIEME T A VAT - B O SRR E TS & LT/
M X AFFEICIR DAL, BEVEL AL I ERBR IIAFTE L2\, RSN « B 0%
X« RSB IRILE L LD RV EOIRENRZET V ADE ZHIBRBR L TRBY, =
BT ALYL C & LTz, MASLD X° AIH 72 ERABHIDO T 72 5 = 5 o A DO ZREMN
ETH D,

SCHR

1. Pons M, Simo6n-Talero M, Millan L, et al. Basal values and changes of liver stiffness
predict the risk of disease progression in compensated advanced chronic liver disease.
Dig Liver Dis. 2016;48(10):1214-1219.

2. Lens S, Torres F, Bonacci M, et al. Simplified follow-up of patients with mild chronic
hepatitis C in areas with limited access to antiviral therapy. Dig Liver Dis.
2019;51(6):875-881.

3. Wong GL, Wong VW, Choi PC, et al. On-treatment monitoring of liver fibrosis with
transient elastography in chronic hepatitis B patients. Antivir Ther. 2011;16(2):165-172.

4. Kavak S, Kaya S, Senol A, et al. Evaluation of liver fibrosis in chronic hepatitis B
patients with 2D shear wave elastography with propagation map guidance: a single-
centre study. BMC Med Imaging. 2022;22(1):50.

5. Zayed N, Darweesh SK, Mousa S, et al. Liver stiffness measurement by acoustic
radiation forced impulse and transient elastography in patients with intrahepatic
cholestasis. Eur J Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2019;31(4):520-527.

6. Schmid P, Bregenzer A, Huber M, et al. Progression of liver fibrosis in HIV/HCV co-
infection: a comparison between non-invasive assessment methods and liver biopsy.
PLoS One. 2015;10(9):e0138838.

7.  Thanapirom K, Suksawatamnuay S, Tanpowpong N, et al. Non-invasive tests for liver
fibrosis assessment in patients with chronic liver diseases: a prospective study. Sci Rep.
2022;12(1):4913.
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HELESC DREFM T X b7 T 7 13, BIEATREIC BT DA L OETIERICA 1
ThHY, FEHZRET S, | ITOWTERICL DREORE, FHWHELEL o7,

R < RS D

55 < #ELET D

55 < HELE L 72200

g < HELE L 720

0.0% (0/16)

100.0% (16/16)

0.0% (0/16)

0.0% (0/16)
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CQ13
BHFRABICBIT AR ETRICBER =TI A N 77 0 3BRA»?
HELE

BEEZTIANTF 70X AFEERHCIE., BHEFEREA, &IZTUANVAEFE
BIZBITAFREBY R 7EMCERTH S, 7272 L, MASLD B KON SWE Bz
IA23RBFHET IR LNTVS,

(FeW#EdE, 5T ADM I B)
fiE

MERTT A NI T 7 4 1 IR L OIHMREENRIME & L TR WL TN D
. FFREEE DAY A7 LEET A Z 0. IFRE PRIA~OKICH & BET S
NTW5, ACQTIiE, VCTEHMB LU VCTE b L IZSWE Z&HeHA AT D
FF3& s TIBE 2 30 L 7= i & - A& adh— MIFZE 8 (FifM & 6. Zhiax
3%m) ZERHSCERE LT,

VCTE HMIC X 2 M & I3EEAFAET 5, BRFEA B TIX, LSHEN 13kPall
ThHDERPIY A7 1HMELS . AP — FHIZ 0462 EME S TWD D, CRUEMEAT
REBETIE, LSEREWVIEEFRE Y 27 DA BN L, FIZ LS a2 25 kPa %
B2 DRETIL, 10kPa Ll FORE L G L TN — REEAS 45.5 RO TEW U A7 5
IRENTWD Y, IHIT, BEEEARGLY A VAENZ X DIREFIZB T, 15E
F&T 12 BEESO LSEMN 14 kPa LL ECTH D Z & BRFEIE O L= FHRIK T CTh
0. A Xt 647, KE 0.82 « KRR 099, AUC 0.774 & E W TPHIKEE NG S
TW5 3,

—J. LSEZELEE A a7 1%, LSIEHM & iz LT L0 @R 7 HIEE
RLTWB, AMfads— ML DIEN Tz A a7 & LT, VCTE & A\ /=
HCC-LSM A =27 ¥ (C-index 0.852) 35 L ONLSM-HCC A =27 ¥ (AUC 0.83) 23ZF
5L, WY SEDNO R TR WD CTEVREE & FLAMES R ST
%, ZODIEH. VCTE & Hu 7= LSPS® (AUC 0.834) . SWE % fH\ 7= VFMAP 7
(AUC 0.82) BEIOAPS 227 % (AUC0.89) & B2 FTHIEE 2R L TV DM,
T I AN R R XA T L TR,

UEXy, BEHRTTANTT 7 ¢ 1 3EBEFREICBT 2B TRICEATH
5, T212L, BUTZET U AT U A VAR ENFLTHY . MASLD % *f5 &
LR TRIT — 2 I3 R E L TW5b, SWEHMIZC LA FHI= T v 2 5108
FES LTV, SNERRREERS - DA A 2 71X HCC-LSM A =2 7 35 X O LSM-HCC
AT D2FRIZE I, MDA T TIZIEE HRDMAENKRD D,

SCHR

1. Jeon MY, Lee HW, Kim SU, et al. Subcirrhotic liver stiffness by FibroScan correlates
with lower risk of hepatocellular carcinoma in patients with HBV-related cirrhosis.
Hepatol Int. 2017; 11(3): 268-276.
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2. Masuzaki R, Tateishi R, Yoshida H, et al. Prospective risk assessment for hepatocellular
carcinoma development in patients with chronic hepatitis C by transient elastography.
Hepatology. 2009; 49(6): 1954—-1961.

3. Rosato V, Ascione A, Nevola R, et al. Factors affecting long-term changes of liver
stiffness in direct-acting anti-hepatitis C virus therapy: A multicentre prospective study.
J Viral Hepat. 2022; 29(1): 26-34.

4. Tian C, Ye C, Guo H, et al. Liver elastography-based risk score for predicting
hepatocellular carcinoma risk. J Natl Cancer Inst. 2025; 117(4): 761-771.

5. Wong GL, Chan HL, Wong CK, et al. Liver stiffness-based optimization of
hepatocellular carcinoma risk score in patients with chronic hepatitis B. J Hepatol. 2014;
60(2): 339-345.

6. Shin SH, Kim SU, Park JY, et al. Liver stiffness-based model for prediction of
hepatocellular carcinoma in chronic hepatitis B virus infection: comparison with
histological fibrosis. Liver Int. 2015; 35(3): 1054-1062.

7. Aoki T, lijima H, Tada T, et al. Prediction of development of hepatocellular carcinoma
using a new scoring system involving virtual touch quantification in patients with
chronic liver diseases. J Gastroenterol. 2017; 52(1): 104—112.

8. Zhang T, Zhang G, Deng X, et al. APS (Age, Platelets, 2D Shear-Wave Elastography)
Score Predicts Hepatocellular Carcinoma in Chronic Hepatitis B. Radiology. 2021;
301(2): 350-359.

TS

HELESL EEH T A N7 T 7 0 IS KD ERIE X, BHFERE, iy An
AMEFREICBIT D5 Y A7 F AR TH 5, 7272 L. MASLD 35 XU SWE
HMICED2RETHZET VAR RO TS, | ITOWTEEICL A2HEEDRE
Bl HWHELE L 72572,

58 < HELE TS 55 < #ELE D 55 < HELE L 72200 58 < HEBEL 7220

6.7% (1/15) 93.3% (14/15) 0.0% (0/15) 0.0% (0/15)

B - 154 (COLIZTHERE : 144)
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CQ14
MR AICBT AIFREEA X FOTFPRICEBER =T A N T 7 0 138N ?

LR

BERTI AT 7 K DIFEERAER., BEFREICRIT D FEEA X b
DY R I7FEZEHTH D, 7221, FFEEA X S OERIIHER TRAR DT
O, BRIZITERZET D,

(FeW#EdE, 5T ADM I B)
fiE

FFHEREAR 2 IFERE, IEK, FRURR i, IFA4) | ITiiass. I, T
BEEAE T 72 K OFFEIE A X ML, 1BMEFRBOERICHEWEAET L EE R ADHE
THY., TORIETHNITIHFEZRICBO T CTEETH D, A CQ TlE, VCTE
FBELU2D-SWE IZ &L 5 LS EZ W - IFRSE A~ R FRIE TN 5 24— M
72 9#m (VCTE 8 #m. 2D-SWE 1 # ; RilA1 & SHmade) ZBASCERE Lo,

BYEATR B 23t g & L2 fENT Cix. LS fIX LREs ZJE THIOMSZIK 7 CTh
V. 1kPa bH-ZEITRIEY A7 D 5%HIM L, C-index 0.80 & #HiE X T\»5D D, Hl
DHAETIX, AUC0.87. # v A 71H 10.5 kPa TIK/E 0.947 « K55 E 0.630, 12.5kPa
TP — R 1899 L S TW\5 2, REFFEH MO FHITX, »y A7
20.8 kPa T 0.84 « R 0.80 23453 Hav, JEEEEOFHIC £ 0 R M B S
TW53,

RIRBITIE, @A /L AE (HBV DNA >2,000 IU/mL) ¢ BAUBMEFREEIC
BWTC, Efe7 v ZIaHEMAERTO LS fE 19.0 kPa 8 T/W— REE 7.18 L 34E S
TWA Y BIOWETIE, 1BIRBHAERT LS fED AUC 0.736. v 4 7{# 12.0 kPa T
JRPE 0.933 « REELEE 0.422 2378 S4u, 1RIRBALARET LS fH 12.0 kPa H 2 DIRHE 1 7%
10.3 kPa DB T2 HFELIND LREs BIERE N b < . LSEORRFZEL S T3
KN7ELTHERHEEINTND Y,

JHAEZE ClX, HIV » HCV B OB ZE 3 1238 C LS fiH 40 kPa LA
ETCLREs BIERNAEIZE . AUCO0.72 L HESN TS 9, HCV BE AT
fEZETlE, LSHED AUC 0.85 & HFFIRIE#E A (AUC 0.76) L U 41, LS 25 kPa
A CIEREMERIH =R 0.97 LR Y A7 BEOERHBICAEH L S Tnd D, RYEMEENE
PR TIE, 34ELLN® LREs IE THIICIBUVYT AUC 0.73. v FF 7{# 34.5 kPa
TIREPE 0.75 « HFEFE 0.694 R ENTND Y,

PIEIZVCTEIC L AHETH D, 2D-SWE ICEHTAHEIZESNTED
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. BAEUEMATF R BE TV T AUC 0.86 & Blif72 PHIESE N RE ., [F—8EHTo
VCTE (AUCO0.88) L[RIZTdh o7, ALT EENORIERE (A0-A1) OY 7 7L
— 7 TIZ AUC0.97 L #HiEESNTWnB Y,

PLbEXy, ME¥TZT A NI T 7 1 ZBHFERICK T D HEEA X DT
HICHHATH D, RO & OfFIc L 2En Lyl sns, 727
L. HE5IZED LREs DES - Wik 72 5 RICEREZE 3 5, 2D-SWE 1% VCTE
ERZEDOTHNEE 2 "3 AR H D2, BIRERCIXET VAN ImIC & & F
N, SHROILROLIMAENLETH D,

SCHR

1. Pang JX, Zimmer S, Niu S, et al. Liver stiffness by transient elastography predicts liver-
related complications and mortality in patients with chronic liver disease. PLoS One.
2014; 9(4): e95776.

2. Klibansky DA, Mehta SH, Curry M, et al. Transient elastography for predicting clinical
outcomes in patients with chronic liver disease. J Viral Hepat. 2012; 19(2): e184—193.

3. Buechter M, Kahraman A, Manka P, et al. Spleen and Liver Stiffness Is Positively
Correlated with the Risk of Esophageal Variceal Bleeding. Digestion. 2016; 94(3): 138—
144.

4.  Kim SU, Lee JH, Kim DY, et al. Prediction of liver-related events using fibroscan in
chronic hepatitis B patients showing advanced liver fibrosis. PLoS One. 2012; 7(5):
e36676.

5. Kim MN, Kim SU, Park JY, et al. Risk assessment of liver-related events using transient
elastography in patients with chronic hepatitis B receiving entecavir. J Clin
Gastroenterol. 2014; 48(3): 272-278.

6. Merchante N, Rivero-Judrez A, T¢llez F, et al. Liver stiffness predicts clinical outcome
in human immunodeficiency virus/hepatitis C virus-coinfected patients with
compensated liver cirrhosis. Hepatology. 2012; 56(1): 228-238.

7.  Pérez-Latorre L, Sdnchez-Conde M, Rincon D, et al. Prediction of liver complications in
patients with hepatitis C virus-related cirrhosis with and without HIV coinfection. Clin
Infect Dis. 2014; 58(5): 713-718.

8. Kitson MT, Roberts SK, Colman JC, et al. Liver stiffness and the prediction of clinically
significant portal hypertension and portal hypertensive complications. Scand J
Gastroenterol. 2015; 50(4): 462—469.

9. WuM, Wul,lJin]J, et al. Liver Stiffness Measured with Two-dimensional Shear-Wave
Elastography Is Predictive of Liver-related Events in Patients with Chronic Liver
Disease Due to Hepatitis B Viral Infection. Radiology. 2020; 295(2): 353-360.
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BEERER

HELESC THER =T A N7 T 7 I XA ENEIX, BEFERICE T 5 BhE
AR DY RTFHMCHEHTH D, 7272 L. AFBEEA X b OEFRIIMZEH TR
250, RIITEEZET D, | ICOWTEBICIAEREORE, T HE
"Llpot,

iR RS B 55 LTS 53 < HEEL 2200 58 < HEBE L 7220

7.1% (1/14) 92.9% (13/14) 0.0% (0/14) 0.0% (0/14)

SRHC 144 (COLIZCEEME : 240)
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5. BEWTTI A NS T 7 4 & MRE BX OGNS A~ —h—& DLk
CQ15
BERZTIANTFTA4LEMRIZTANT T T7 42 EDL I ITHENGITERIEXN?

i3

MERTTIANS T 7 0%, BEE - FLAKE - (K2 X bOBE»L, RHE(LD X
7V —=V 7B ORBBBICBWTEENICER T Z L 2RET S, BED)
BB IR T — VRME RS ERBAICIEIMR T A N T 7 4 2 ANBE T &
ERET 5,

(FBHVWHER, =T ADHRE B)

PR

FFRRHEAL D NILDA IZEB W Cld, ZWREE OB A6, MREDBERE T A 7
T77 4 &R U TCERSZEN, BT —ZITB LKA 2T F Y v AT—8&
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CTSSM ZHflAGDLEL BT LI XALE L THWAONREYI THD &5 X,
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KT ETHER G 5, —J7, #E - FERTHEZ 2 harely M7 EOR—
IS5 THRZERISRE MR D 2 L 3B R TORETH 5,

SCHR

1.

Hai Y, Chong W, Eisenbrey JR, Forsberg F. Network meta-analysis: non-invasive
imaging modalities for identifying clinically significant portal hypertension. Dig Dis Sci.
2022;67(7):3313-26.

Suh CH, Kim KW, Park SH, et al. Shear wave elastography as a quantitative biomarker
of clinically significant portal hypertension: systematic review and meta-analysis. AJR
Am J Roentgenol. 2018;210(5):W185-95.

Dong B, Chen Y, Chen Y, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of liver stiffness on two-
dimensional shear wave elastography for detecting clinically significant portal
hypertension: a meta-analysis. Expert Rev Med Devices. 2023;20(2):141-149.

Gibiino G, Garcovich M, Ainora ME, Zocco MA. Spleen ultrasound elastography: state
of the art and future directions - a systematic review. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci.
2019;23(10):4368-81.

RERR
HEES TREWTT A 7T 7 415, CSPHOIEREN R V—=2 VICHATH

D, BRRIEREHAESDOE THERAT L E2RET 5, | ITOVWTEBIC L A%
DFEFE, GIVHELE L 70 5 72,
i< HERRT 5 < HERT B 55 < HELR L Z2u> g < HELE L 720>
0.0% (0/16) 100.0% (16/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

R 164
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CQ20
‘U RIENIREDOR Y —= TITBERTT A NT T 7 4 13HMD?

BEBEZIANZ 7 4 IZXATFHEECHBEEDRIEIX. &Y A7 BIREOKY X
BT AN FERLE LTERTH S,

(FBWHELE, =5 v RDRE B)
fiE

HRV (&Y A 7§l &, F~KRAEEIRE (FE>5mm) . & 25 WI3REGEETE

(red color sign) Z ¥ 9 ##ifE. £ 721% Baveno VII 2022 TiEF S 415 varices needing
treatment (VNT) Zf5 L. Y X7 BNEWEREZ EWT 25 Y, ESEEENE
BERRAL S HRV OZWiE#E (SN Ch 52, REESCREBIROBLEG, I
RER72 ) 27 J@RHEFE OISR O TV D, ACQ Tk, BEFHK=7 A K
7T 7 4\ K DHFEE (liver stiffness: LS) fEFS J OVEAHE  (spleen stiffness
measurement: SSM) JH|7E A HRV OFRAZWT (rule-out) (A TH LI E, A X T T
U A 6 #ds & O Baveno VII 2022 = ot o AT HD & M L 7=,

Baveno VII 2022 CiZ, LSAE & f/IMEOFMAEGHEIZ LY HRV U A7 DKV VE
FICHIEINMEEEZ A TED & &N, EHICSSMOBEMRAFHE SR TS D, &
S ITBIERTFRICESHERTH Y . mif X MIHXREN TH 5,

2D-SWE |Z L % SSM % %5 & L 7= Karagiannakis & O A # 7+ U 22 (13 #f
7%+ 1,970 f5) TlE, HRV FRIVZIIEE & L CTEE 90%., HiHE 68%., AUC 0.86 231%
SITons, WFSTHIEE MR, EERAEE, MERMFOEEIEARNRETH DL D, £
72, pSWE B L 2D-SWEIZ L5 LSfH/SSM Z Lthfs L7= Liu 5D A X 7 U 2 A
(17 WF5E) TiX. pSWE & 2D-SWE OZWIREEICHEZIT 2 <. WL HRV ik
HIC—EDOREZ R LT, By b A ZERCHNE SR O AHE—IZ K 2 BB M
ThHo7=?, 51T, Xuan D LSPS (liver stiffness-spleen size-to-platelet ratio
score) % FHUNTZFEHT TId AUC 0.89-0.92 D &G FE AN S U722, RITRIFFE DB
D/NE B & BFEEA T4y TH D Y, Thiele 512K % 2D-SWE OfARHEE T — ¥
A BTV ATIE, LSEIX CSPHERANZENZAH TH 5 —7F . HRV O Wk E
XIRERY & E Sz v,

VCTE (2 & % LS Tix, RiE#IRE (esophageal varices: EV) 33 & O large EV f
HIZ BT D 5K 81-84%, FrdJE 62-71%, AUC 9 0.82-0.83 N S, —ED A
7)== ZHERMERTREND OO, FIREZ O b OOBWHREEIZIIRA R H 5

6, 7)O
UEXy, BEHZIA NI T 7 ¢ (LSE + SSM) 1% HRV OS2I —ED

AREZRTR, T2l Ob—nA ) T3 T2k Ob—7 7 F)
MBMLESITONLANEETH D, Zud, @V EEE P R2ENL TR X
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I REEPVIAL, RERNBSEZ RS 28I TH 2, eds, T - 388 - X
SEHOZRIEDRRE < MIEARBEOZERRBFITIELRVED, =7 X
LV BIZEEE D,

AFRTIE EEIENRE~DOT 7 ARk E IR L TESTHY . BEK=
FANTTT7 AIFREEORZ L WS X0, U AT ERNEIC X 2 NAREE S O E
TN T B L7 v =7 v TRBOMEIMCICE T DALESIT R ZE L EZX LN
%, bBRANZWE BRY & T D72kt (HRV O R E L) BRESESE S, EEE
DT> b A 7 EERFS KO LSE - /i - BT, - SSM /A& HE 722 E
7 7a—FREE LU,

SCHR

1. de Franchis R, Bosch J, Garcia-Tsao G, et al. Baveno VII - renewing consensus in portal
hypertension. J Hepatol. 2022;76(4):959-74.

2. Karagiannakis DS, Markakis G, Lekakis V. Evaluation of spleen stiffness by 2D shear
wave elastography for ruling out high-risk varices in patients with chronic advanced
liver disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur J Radiol. 2024;175:111475.

3. LiuY, Tan HY, Zhang XG, et al. Prediction of high-risk esophageal varices in patients
with chronic liver disease with point and 2D shear wave elastography: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Eur Radiol. 2022;32(7):4616-27.

4. Xuan J, Shi Z. Shear wave elastography-measured liver stiffness-spleen size-to-platelet
ratio for the prediction of high-risk oesophageal varices: a meta-analysis. Eur J
Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2023;35(7):753-60.

5. Thiele M, Hugger MB, Kim Y, et al. 2D shear wave liver elastography by Aixplorer to
detect portal hypertension in cirrhosis: an individual patient data meta-analysis. Liver
Int. 2020;40(6):1435-46.

6. LiT,QuY, Yang B, et al. Evaluation of large esophageal varices in cirrhotic patients by
transient elastography: a meta-analysis. Rev Esp Enferm Dig. 2016;108(8):464—72.

7. PuK, Shi JH, Wang X, et al. Diagnostic accuracy of transient elastography (FibroScan)
in detection of esophageal varices in patients with cirrhosis: a meta-analysis. World J
Gastroenterol. 2017;23(2):345-356.

BEERER

HELESC DB T T A b7 T 7 4\ K DN E ORIEIL, & U A 7 e
DARY 27 Gl MBI FEE LTAMATH S, | IOV TERICKZKRE
DR, BHVHERE L Te 572,

58 < HELE S D 55 < LR D 55 < HELE L7220 58 < HELE L 72\

0.0% (0/16) 100.0% (16/16) 0.0% (0/16) 0.0% (0/16)

T 164
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CQ21
g™ 7 A 87 F 7 4 1ZMRETLEIE O FHMIC A AH 2

i

PR A R 7 F 7 413, MARETIERE ORI 2 3HRERFHEE S LTERTH
Do

(AR, =T A0 X B)

PR,

SSM (%, MARIETCHESE (portal hypertension: PH) 35 JX OV R A B 72 FIARIE T
HEJE  (clinically significant portal hypertension: CSPH) D FE(RERAIFIALFERE & L TSRS
SNTWD, I, BROVATT 4 v 7 L Ea—BLOAZT T U U ARER
L. ZOAMWEPRENTWD =T, HEFEOEREA L, EREMZE, HIERk
WROREN G R R TOHREEIIRER TH S, A CQ Tid, SSM DZWikgE
BROEBFBR~OIGHAREEE, VAT~YT 4y 7 L Ea—/A 2T F U T ASHEIIC
FEO &AM L7z,

Gibiino HIZ X % 2019FEDT AT <7 v 7 L E 2—TIL, VCTE, pSWE, 2D-
SWE Z G EBOBEWRTT A 7T 7 4 FEIZBW T, SSM AFIREZ K+ 5
FREHBEL LTHETHL EEIN TS, Lol HETH - & - -
R LA RE S EF L, EECO RIMPERICHOR & REEETH D 2 L
IR R S iz Y,

Song DA ZTF U A (95 - 694 f5]) TiX., SSM & HVPG (hepatic venous
pressure gradient : JFEARIERLZE) OFHEIX 1=0.72 L B4FTH Y . CSPH OZWr CIX
JRE 0.88, FFFLSE 0.84, AUC 0.92 & m\WVKEEEAVR Shv7e, B8 PIRE TTHELE

(HVPG >12 mmHg) Z%F L CHIERE 092, FFEE 0.79 &, SSM 23 FHIRIE BEAE £ D
HEICHATHD AL TND 2,

BIEFNREE (esophageal varices: EV) ORHMIZES L CiL, Singh 5D A X 7 U v
A (12 FF%2 « 1,497 #) T, SSMIZ X % EV 2liid any EV (2% URIE 78%., R
76%. clinically significant EV (Zxf LB 81%., FEEE 66% & & Siv7=, SSM I
HEMELZHOTTmODR 7 ) —= 7Y — )L LT EDOF AR RT—F., £
WEERNCE KT 2 BN RKREVENREE LTETFR TS Y,

U A7 fiEEREE  (high-risk esophageal varices: HRV) 22\ Cid, Liu 5D
ATT AT L Ea—/AXTF U A (1THZE « 2,652 1) (2B T, pSWE I
L 2D-SWE IZ X 5 LS & SSM Z fHAG oW 7o fi#tir T, HRV IO A 0.89—
0.91, RFEEE 0.72-0.79. AUC 0.87-0.88 3 4172, SSM 15 R REIE 275 >
L. HRV O&#x201C;FRIMVZWT&#x201D; ULb—AT o ) ELTRIZEHTH Y,
NS EDOAEIFICE T 5 2 EDBRBINTND Y,

S 5T, Karagiannakis 512 £ % 2D-SWEfH{bD A &7 F U 2 (13498 - 1,970
i) TlX. HRV ZHHTHCTEREE 0.90 (95% CI10.87-0.92) . HFFLEE 0.68 (95% CI
0.58-0.77) . AUROC 0.86 (95% CI10.82-0.90) & . #FITEENE <. HRV ORI
BWEAMEZ O LRIz, 7272 LEHZ SIL. HRV BRI D720 DORED SSM
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B NATEDOZEIRBIIHF S IR TH L L LB, PRED v AT
fiE 34.2 kPa Fijf%2 COMGEERIZBEBEICE EF 5 Y,

FRA L LT, ()MBED 22V ERSeE BMI 1] Tl SSM I E I RME T L, HlE
FRIC—ED N —= T 5T AL, @%W@% 1720« RO RRE RS L O
FHAFEEROHIFI N O FBMEME T LT W & B)%E#E - FEMTh Yy A7 ED
H—MENRKRINL TWDHZ &, NETOND, SSM ITERERMEN S TFRS Z2E H
WIEBMN TH D, HE - FE-AES 2 Fa) LOEERSHOBEIRETH Y |
FEAEAL DOHERIZ L 0 AVEDRRIA ML SICEE D REERH 5,

uiib\ﬁMﬁC@HﬁﬁﬁiU U R 7 §RIE ORIV ZENIC B D TRV 2
FEE AR U, MR TCEE R L ié#ﬁﬁmhﬁkbfﬁmfkéo*ﬁ\w
FERZE - PERTIE « By M TEOR ORI EHA RT7 A L EE EOFEEH
ENE I TS

SCHR

1.  Gibiino G, Garcovich M, Ainora ME, Zocco MA. Spleen ultrasound elastography: state
of the art and future directions - a systematic review. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci.
2019;23(10):4368-81.

2.  SongJ, Huang J, Huang H, Liu S, Luo Y. Performance of spleen stiffness measurement
in prediction of clinically significant portal hypertension: a meta-analysis. Clin Res
Hepatol Gastroenterol. 2018;42(3):216-26.

3. Singh S, Eaton JE, Murad MH, et al. Accuracy of spleen stiffness measurement in
detection of esophageal varices in patients with chronic liver disease: systematic review
and meta-analysis. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2014;12(6):935-45.¢e4.

4. LiuY, Tan HY, Zhang XG, et al. Prediction of high-risk esophageal varices in patients
with chronic liver disease with point and 2D shear wave elastography: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Eur Radiol. 2022;32(7):4616-27.

5. Karagiannakis DS, Markakis G, Lekakis V. Evaluation of spleen stiffness by 2D shear
wave elastography for ruling out high-risk varices in patients with chronic advanced
liver disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur J Radiol. 2024;175:111475.

BEERER

HELESC THig—F A N 75 7 ¢ 1%, PANRIETCHESE O MBI 72 FER BEAIFEAm L & L C
FHTHD, | ICOWTEREIZLABEDORER., 59V HELE L 7257,

i< #ELET S 55 < #ELES B F<HEREL 220 R < HELEL 22
6.3% (1/16) 81.3% (13/16) 12.5% (2/16) 0.0% (0/16)
TR 16 44

90



BEREZTARNT T 7 4 - BEWRBEETA K742 2026

Part II :
MEREBEIETA N4V

BI1E THx

1-1. JRRAPEATR B DS - BRE

ER

RERAPERTZE L (steatotic liver disease: SLD) AR E 7 AR TR A T
TR B 2780 DR B EZ e T 2 & T &‘) @ « JRENZIS CTHEED TR RIS
T o5, VIFRENIOME L7 ST & LT, IRVHERRD & I~ D Rl 7o A5
WHlEGR A & FFIgC 31T 2 RERIEE G R O TLtE, 36 K OMRE i i O AR R F 232817 &
N5, FEMPERTREE TIX, FrE OZEFIBNENIE p et 2 HE L, MRS E &7
FTZENHBNTNWD, £z, CHRITR, FRZT /) 24 73T, CRFRY A
NABRPIFIBIFEREICE 5T 2 2 &R MmbTW5, —F, KE5O SLDI%, 4
EEIE, Thbbilma, EEAE, filk SIC’ERT 2,

e 2 5 TR B LR B IR, RSO FE T RKFTHY . ME X

LIZLIEDMHF 5, el oEER = & o AT, &D%f_%ﬁgkumﬁ

REHERRIN ¥ (cardiometabolic risk factor: CMRF) DA MEZFL-S & | A HE R 2 BY
HASIATERFZ . (metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease: MASLD) Qv
AHEREREE - 7L o — VRS A (metabolic dysfunction and alcohol-related liver
disease: MetALD) . 7 /v —/ LR R (alcohol-associated liver disease: ALD) (T

SELTWD (F1) , MetALD i3, MASLD OFE#EA 7~ L, AT 140-350 g/
W, BT 210420 g/ HOEGEZ £ D e L S D, B TIEAZRY v
o — Ak®%@#ﬁﬁéhf%@ CMRF %z 1 DU LA 5 Z L7 MASLD B &
U MetALD DK MA L Shd, o, 16k, FET IV a—AMENRIIAT &

(nonalcoholic steatohepatltls. NASH) & & TV BB _?GLFETE) HDE LT,
MASLD @ 9 & J EARRR RN NENIIT 2% Z2 588D 2 Jpi e 2o AT 5E PR 25 B B i i
% (metabolic dysfunction-associated steatohepatitis: MASH) & & L“C Wb,

SLD D=
Younossi H D A ZENTIZ L 5 &, SHRITEIT D NAFLD OF 1T 30.05%
(95%(ZHEIX A : 27.88-32.32%) T&H V. 1990-2006 D 25.26% (21.59-29.33%) 7H»
5. 20162019 1213 38.00% (33.71-42.49%) F THII L TU =, 2808 TIE. i
Sk NAFLD & ﬁéﬂfwtfm@%<ﬂMAﬁD YT HEZEZLNDHD, W
%@ Mﬁﬁi% TE—HMLBRWAICHERENLETH D, £, 1EKkD NAFLD
FTlE— L/LLODﬁk@{ﬁer%%émﬂ\éf:&)\ SLD 2R OAFRFRILZ N LD
|—1< iﬁé_f EEND B,
—7J7. W72 NAFLD O EZ TliX, IS SRS 305 BRAERR 71 H%%@9MJ
RIS ZRO D Z LS TW e, LaL, %< OB 2 kR — NS
I, JEEHE S I RMRAIC K 0 IR 2l S C & 7=, IEEEE I TSl *ﬁtﬁéh
HDIE, —HRIZ 20-30%FEE UL EDORFAEIIEE & S35, NTFIEN S IIA K E G ) 72
fﬁ%f&w HAWDLREIESCHESIND D v A THIZE > T, R—HEHzE2x5% L
LTHAWRENEETH VS BBEEZNEL TS, £z, FEERMRAELE TR’
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S 7z MASLD (B35 IC, IERDINEE ik T Sn-EHo T 22 %
DF ENFETE BTSN TRUY,

SLD @ H AR5

SLD ® 9 5, MASLD (ft3k® NAFLD) XN ALD (IZOW I BANEICET S
WENLEDH D, —F, MetALD [3FEER SN ETH 5720, ALY
DML LR SN TS, MASLD/MASH & ALD 305 B AR A0 R4 5 A A
T ZENHY, N TORREERIIZIET 28008 H 5, FIHIITEM AT
NERAZEHE 2300, TRRE DR T > THUE M AR C AT HAE O B ER A 2 £ 9 &
TRV . ZOREEIRIITR & M5, TEIIFR TIE. IR LS RS ICHER L |
BTN CE S, HREBRICBWT, —E OB CHTMIE 2 3GET 5 3,
4).

—J7. FERERICH ZIAT 5 &, MASLD & ALD TIIETRIK O N RR 5,
MASLD TiL, HIEZETAX R v 7 Fa—AELORENHEHFHINTWD L)
I, DIMEA R MTEDEEY AT NRE NI ENBNTWD, £z, M
JEZEIZ L AT BN 5,

=1 [EBFIEETESE (SLD) OG5 iE
CMRF (£2) EE (T4 /—)2E) 01t
TE<140g/8 (<20g/8)
S%<210g/8 (<30g/H)
MetALD MASLD & ALD (DA
1oBE | %4140 ~ 350g/38 (20 ~ 50g/B)
B#4210 ~ 420g/38 (30 ~ 60g/E)

MASLD 158k

ALD #7i#%>3500/38 (>50g/H)

S%>420g48 (>60g/H)
specific aetiology SLD (F3) =Y, B8ETR, O
cryptogenic SLD L [FEFHR

MetALD : (REMREERE 7 )L 11— LEEITEE

ALD : 7L O—)LESERTEE

specific agtiology SLD : 5 ERERSAGIEATES

cryptogenic SLD : FEBEAEITEFTER

2 JJFARATOAE, 9FF3 7y, PEAY0OY, AU/ THY, AMLFESY—K, OZSEK, NILF
O ~UD A, 200252 E

BBGRFR D U Y Y- LR X—PRIEE, Wisonfs, ERVUREAME, VRIASOTs—, LEXERFHEE
EaE

FOM - CRIFF#, REBXH, EUFYIRB EREEFR2UANAGE

HAMLSSR %2 « A ATIE S-S MASLD 32004 R4 22026, CEA1 LV

92



BEREZTARNT T 7 4 - BEWRBEETA K742 2026

=2 MUHRERETF (CMRF)

5 28

4 |BM =03kg/m? (PP ALSHH 25)
JIANEERE Bl4E>094cm, ZHE>80cm
ZERERSINAEB =100mg/dL

5 B 2BFHEIEE =140mg/dL
HbA1C =5.7%
2RERBEICIF2EUERRAE

3 mHE =130/85mmHg
BEERE

4 MmEP e E (ZEF8E) =150mg/dL
HEERAE
MEHDL-C&E BE=40mg/dL

5 LHE=50mg/dL
EBEERAE

H AR L 2R 74 « H ARSI MASLD 2967 4 R4 > 2026, 3Cik1 L0

SCHR

1) Rinella ME, Lazarus JV, Ratziu V, Francque SM, Sanyal AJ, Kanwal F, Romero D, Abdelmalek MF,
Anstee QM, Arab JP, Arrese M, Bataller R, Beuers U, Boursier J, Bugianesi E, Byrne CD, Castro
Narro GE, Chowdhury A, Cortez-Pinto H, Cryer DR, Cusi K, El-Kassas M, Klein S, Eskridge W, Fan
J, Gawrieh S, Guy CD, Harrison SA, Kim SU, Koot BG, Korenjak M, Kowdley KV, Lacaille F,
Loomba R, Mitchell-Thain R, Morgan TR, Powell EE, Roden M, Romero-Gomez M, Silva M, Singh
SP, Sookoian SC, Spearman CW, Tiniakos D, Valenti L, Vos MB, Wong VW, Xanthakos S, Yilmaz
Y, Younossi Z, Hobbs A, Villota-Rivas M, Newsome PN, group NNc. A multisociety Delphi
consensus statement on new fatty liver disease nomenclature. Hepatology 2023;78:1966-1986.
[PMID] 37363821

2)  Younossi ZM, Golabi P, Paik JM, Henry A, Van Dongen C, Henry L. The global epidemiology of
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) and nonalcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH): a systematic
review. Hepatology 2023;77:1335-1347. [PMID] 36626630

3) Seitz HK, Bataller R, Cortez-Pinto H, Gao B, Gual A, Lackner C, Mathurin P, Mueller S, Szabo G,
Tsukamoto H. Alcoholic liver disease. Nat Rev Dis Primers 2018;4:16. [PMID] 30115921

4) Matteoni CA, Younossi ZM, Gramlich T, Boparai N, Liu YC, McCullough AJ. Nonalcoholic fatty
liver disease: a spectrum of clinical and pathological severity. Gastroenterology 1999;116:1413-9.
[PMID] 10348825
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1-2. [RRAERZ T OB RIZONT

1. &=

RERAMEATRE BIL, ITEDAEICB W TAEIZHEIM L TWAEBMEFRETHY . B
T, HEIRIE. NEEREE, St & O S EBEICEET S, RV
T & 72 NAFLD/NASH #f/&0%. T4 MASLD/MASH ~ & F3H S, ARSI H
TR DRI b 2E R R 2R L LB RIENEE~L B Loob 5, F
7o, Toa— VEEFEAE (ALD) & OEMEWRETH D MetALD HiFEH SN TH
0 IERAERHIIEL w7 A SV AVERFRICA D 2 872 2 PR B IE O LR & 72 > T
o

—J7. OREOHEZ T — % TIIIEFEIE 30-40% & MieH T < . 2B CTX° MRI
AT 5 Z EITBLEN TRV, 2078, FEREHNOMEE T, 0K UL AT EE
IR ENLETHY | BEEREIXZOTEAH > TS, FIcARIT, EEE
PRIREIEE D b & BE RO K1 m < f2O— Ik L~V TR & 2
IR FERE SN TV D RICFREDR S 5, ZOERESIL, BUVFORBI R - VR
JERUEIZEB W THFRIC S K& R ATH 5,

2. R LW DR B &
IR L2 05— 0 ERIL, BETFEEREOR W LT TH 5, B I EEEME
TRIET 5 2 kﬂ%wﬂ\—%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%%m\ﬁ@%\ﬁ%@ﬁmﬁﬁﬁéoi
T Tl FBEA X F oK 6, DERE, RN, rax=7
IR EAGHEBEOBELHLNE RS TWNWS, FO0, BNk Ee p5E L L
TH O _N&ETIE7e, RERFEOERERBBANAAS I~ — T — L L TIRADMLEND
R
S Bz, EMEZ NI ET T oM bm Y A 2T 2L L LTEETH
%, %%f L. ETHEE BE— FNTHEIHZE8V., ZO% FIB-4X°T 7 A T
77 4 72 EOIHRIENRAE (NIT) ~ETERFBEARMEN LRI TWD, T742b
B, IR BT TR T 2 TiEe <. B L2 - W%Fm@ﬁ#
fitfi « JF3HE U A 7 Bl ~D72 3 D A0 OHERS & L Co&REl 2,
F7o. BBV ORI I, BiE, EEREE, FERBGR. Wil Sioxt1 2598
%ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%#éﬁ EERHY, R 70 —7 v FAITBWTHLEETHD,
A% MASH {RIRIEDOE AL C, FEREIVITHENIE A L & 3]0 C = 250
%m@ EENXS DI RT B2 5,

3. BEWIEML2M OB &

B BE— NiX, mEEF, HFE= M7 2 MG, REHEGR. IRE RBR7Z2
ExHWTHENEZ M2 51k E L TRFEMEH SN TE 2, Friciifite, Za
PE. U T Z A DPRICHEI, BEZECIEES TR bK< HOW D IENERHE T
o
IR E &b HEAMT 3 HEH L, CAP (controlled attenuation parameter) <> ATI
(attenuation imaging) 72 & OPGEIEDERICH ST 5, T b ITNENI L2 £E
bT&, BIEFIRAMERBORFRRICAH TH S5, —FH T, BE— FaHlie R
IRl E LCHEETH Y ITFEE. Kim., B, PE, PR - BhFRIRI0 T
72 ERIFFIZHR G F-l T & 20 R 2 FFo,
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X5l0, AABERESS L LCEREROE, BERRD THOZHAR0K - 38
SEHZETHD, MEWITHERDDWHERTIIARL, U T AL A MBH ZHE
L. JEMAME, ##efe, mATEhhe, MEEREZE (b2 0 A MICFTE§ % A mig 2 © &
o FHCHATIE, BEREME - BEERETHESER L, MO £
MENTE 7, ZOMAEEN L, IEIHEZI % Hiie 55l o Miat SR 1
BMEET, BE— R0 BB HiAR & LTHEST 2 BERD 5,

4. BHTA RTA V CERTAEHE

AKITA RTA Tk, LT ZEEREE LTHD
HE AL RS W DR UE(L,

B & — NEEl & & &IEDOALEDT

BEFE 7= « faak 2=~ DXk

I - BRHE(L - RIEIC X B2
MASLD/MASH (2351} 2 BRIk Ay 3%

ALD * MetALD % & b 7= fR L Ai#IR
HERAfl & BRHE b - g U A 7 & OB
2O HZREA~OBHET LY X A
AE A LHE & BB

Bz, RENibZ2Wr 2 THENEREh) ORI REE T, BYETE B2 RReEmo
—EE LTIZAAZENEETH D,

5. FpRRE

At BEEEVIEZENE ATEGMT, =72 777 0 A A~—T—L&
DHEEIZED . SHIZEET D EEZXOND, £, UL MO — MM
M IS 2L 2 B4l 3~ 2 BT Bl b BIFF S %,
HABERESRIE, HR 582 RN £ 64, HARDEREREIZE L5t
W72 ) XL WRASFEET LEG 2R, BERNHEZR - 2ICR <R
< ARENS ZZ, Btz AL & LT REIITREZEET L2 MEE L, TR
B RETRI~2R2F 5 Z RIS N5,

EHEERKCEMILRNERY ST
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1-3. Ra—7

1. 5= HW

R EHER TR B (MASLD) (ZHARMICEHE L TRV, A CHMnE, X
SIZIZODME A X POV RATZR T L L TEOEBENZE E 72> TW\WD, FFAERIE
KR E LTRSS REYE (T—)L RRAX U F—FR) ThiH), BEMH, ax b,
VTNV —OER S L, DAEZ, EREREHIEO S & CEEREY
Wik N —kEKE (7 =v7) hoEEEFKEEE AL LTV
EWV I FEANENICHEE RARWBEREICH D, KATA RT74 0%, ZoFSEERK
RICIEF L., SO ET o ATHSWBE %2 b &9 5 IR M
(NILDA/NIT) OfEMERERAfEH 2R+ 2 B ET 5,

2. RARIR B
o (RiENEEBIMIRIG LTSS (MASLD) 36 & UJET b = — AR
(NAFLD)

o (UHIkRERET BAENBNIMEAT % (MASH/NASH)
® JIENITIZEEE S 2 ARUBMEHEI TR TR & (cACLD)

3. X RHEE

o HEWMREENIT - ST HIEA QHLasEr, HaHRE, WEL, M2ES)
BERAR AT R AT, P2 R Al 72 E RIS D 2 AT 1 1L

2 - AN Ry 712 FH3 5 [=FERE

WHEE - 54

KRz, —RERPOEMER~DO ) 7T —U%H ) —IRZIREICE » THER
e NEE BT

4. X8 L T HBWE

AIROBEE AR DY K R <~/ TF 3T A N v 7 BEFRIC X 5RE5HE %

Tt 95,

® BE— NEHI:ENIITOAR Y UV —=1 78 X OEHEEE. IFRmoOFIEZ
DBIEL,

¢ HEHTZIALNIT 7 (LSM) Bl =7 2 v 777 1 (pSWE, 2D-
SWE) 1 KX OMREhHIEA —@Ee 7 A s 27F 7 ¢ (VCTE) 12X DML (FF
THEE) BN

® BT WIHEF T (CAP/ATVUGAP/ATT %) : AFNGIG & A 0 & i

® AL EHM: Mk A F~—H— (FIB-4 Index %) & B EWIEE A b T-,
FEEFRICEI L7227 v 3V XADKRE

5. BGERET 7 b A (PICO OFHAR)

AAA RTA 0k, LT OBRIEEIC S T SN2 57T 5

1. WIS BE O EE (S1-S3) DA, 3B X ONEST L= Al (F3-
F4) ZIEMEIZ[FE TE 500

2. U RIEEL: FFREE A X2 FoE U A ZIERE LD X DT Y A TeH

3. 7xua—7 v REIAN (RE, FEWEESE) ICX5WEOE Ly, BEE
BECYOLHICE=Z Y L TT D)

96



BEREZTARNT T 7 4 - BEWRBEETA K742 2026

KRR - MERERZE O TER: S8R OIRIEIC I\ T 2658 L ORI FTRER D
AT B 2 07 & AR

. BAME OfSREA~DELE

TIRVE YT 4 BKO L D RZBHIR (5 — hF—s3—H]) TiEel, 7Y
—7 7 BATTORYEA - BN AOERZERT D

2T AT AL O FEEREZCANM Ky 7 OSRNG0 B Jitis%
TOBERBE~RT 5720 OE#EOHE L2 T+ 5

PR [ R PRER I BE I 36 1T D2 IR E & O EM AR DO, [EFERR
NN B S — /= A E R T 5

ERERRFENLBNEYE ST
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1-4. WRED W OB « THRMEN

P &, BERDEE R 2 BT ABRICEE R L =T 5B A Bk
L., HEERNEEZ 1 om B89 2RI N9 2 B EORE X EEH a (dB/cm) T
ERIND, WREOERIT, BEEISEE 2 =M 25, BEEIZRIN S TEV:
EOMDEZF X —|ZEHEIND Z EICL > TELZRINEE L, #EL, B, &
Pr. BT S K - THEEEOEITH IR O = 3L X —03 9 2 B 2 KB &
b, DFEV ., BIEHGE R DFROBRTER o3, WIRE & HESREDOZE LD
HCHRIE SV, — AN E 2B H 45 1-10 MHz F2 5 0 &% 5 oo #E &
Thivld, WIURES>EESRERTH D, o, EREWE T, hOWilr B X
5 ERETED,EICBWTE, BEEBIIWINRE & Fl— &5, BEIZENIC
B AWEELZFRTH EL KD 0.002 dB/em 72D IZ%t LT, AFlEIE 0.5 dB/em,
FEIX 0.6 dB/em, #GEHHMR M & LTI 0.3-1.5dB/em FRE & 725 2 L WAL T
VY 5 1,2)O

AW OWMPIRE ua VX, BT 280G O 0 fhMEER & (RFERMERICBR L, — kI
X ua=a0 * f*(dB/em) & 72 0 JEIB DO N E FlEKF L TRELS D, LaL, A
THWHILD 1-10 MHz F2 5 OB &I Oail 2 7% 2 256 120E, WIEREU T I 5L
D1 FIZHHITDH E SNDGEDRZ, Lo T, ARFOBERBIUIZIBVTIL,
PR E A ORI %A ap (AB/cm/MHz) CEFRT D &, we=ao * £(dB/ecm)D LR THR
FTIENTED, o, BEEZMNCBO UL, a2 BIUEEE LTHNDZ ]
H5D,
ciE L, BEE THEIN DAL, 1. Mia, Bk =E xR Ar—
VT S NIAEEZ A LTV D 2 &0, HMEOBME S O 72 OITIRTEREME =R )38 1
BIZXoTELT D22 L ERnH Y EEEOAMKHRR DA IE & 85 O 83
BOBARIEIZOWT, R o JE B 2 8 2 2 S 38 TIEMEIZ —xF— Txbo
22 EI3mOTHEH LV, 72, ARP 2Rl 28 ERIT. EEICEDIZ S
EJEW R DR T D720, BET XL —NET T2 & & HICHBEDAELIKT
THEN) RICHBIEEPLELRD,

HE I OWEE &2 FEEE & UTCRRMIIF O @ 8 Tl ol U 7288 & 25 MRk N 2 A=l
THRICAELDIERB XL —OHEKIZL DB DOESWVRFHME S TWD, A5l
M—FRIZIRAE LT 2 ET 5 & BE— FMRIZBW CITIETHETH 512 L1
Rra—fEke LTIRRINDZ LR D, Z0LE, BREITEZFIMEHIND

B O ENARA T T A 70D, WO & JE W O BALRMED &N O IR &

HFeExEabtT 52 ENnAReEL 72D,
P OFHIEIL, — AR 75 B BE b [RARIT, WRRRE B80S & AR S A L K
Id, —Mxic, REREE ISR EEEGE I L TN— R =T - Y7 hU =T
ELTOERENKSTHY, WBRIZEST A HEV, — T, JEREsdkII%
BR7ME 5 B0y DFRATORF E R 7 1% 3 D ALBR 72 Bl DA A BT H T b,

AP A2 W B | RS S 0 2 IR M BT B R B BRI E S P & 72 o T D,
JEP B eI TR AR 5 7 e —F & LT, ARNICHEE S o EEH E— A
DGR > T a—{F 5D /RXT — AT ML T D81 % B35
spectral difference 15 & | R OEFE T/XYU — AT MU BMERBE M~ 7 F 35
B % BT % spectral shift {E238 0 . £ 6 OFEARFHEDY 1970 FFRITREINT
W25 3, spectral difference 1%, 25 2 DD AT MLDOFESEERE L, H@Eky
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ZIRY RO TRA OZAERC HIORR I O Azt ¢ 2 FHETH Y . AT by >
MEIZ, 22 00RBRIEIICBIT DA MVOEMEZFHRTLHHDThH D,
F 72, spectral difference i% & spectral shift 1 {17 & 72 hybrid V£ HIEE ST
%5, ZHOOEEEIET, BERMOBRMELZEFST7 7 P ARKRAETMICLED
AR I 2 L—ya R ETHEORE R EARGES N D, BRI ROE AL
Bt o FICPEWSANREEE DL ELPHEATZZ L AT, BE I ZHrEEE ~ 0 I
EEERISHRED LIV TW D,
BAEOBEWRIC L A BEMFZEcB VT, AT — RX—2A TEBEK OB mIC
T 23 7 % (dB/m) D HAAL THE 3% CAP (Controlled Attenuation Parameter®:
Echosens, France) <°. B E— K _LIZHil & 1357 2t X CTHEE L 72 E 8 %
(dB/cm/MHz) D B CEHEESE R T 5 BE— R A REGESFNEEEETH D ATI
(Attenuation Imaging®: Canon Medical Systems, Japan) . UGAP (Ultrasound-Guided
Attenuation Parameter®: GE HealthCare, USA) . iATT (Integrated Attenuation®:
Fujifilm Healthcare, Japan) . LFQ (Liver Fat Quantification®: Philips Healthcare,
Netherlands) . UDFF (Ultrasound-Derived Fat Fraction®: Siemens Healthineers,
Germany) 72 ENH 5, BE— RUA FMEHERBEETIE, o0 COHEINT
Ty b ADT—Z LTl SRR O T — 2 A g 5 Z L TEEAHEE T D HE
DEJLE 2o TN D,
MR D, BEAEREMRTH D 7 7 A L THEMENSZHRNE AT 5
AR DT, BEOFIFSE RIS S2ENAELLZ LD, 2, FU
AL V2SRV Th, ERERON—FY =7 - Y7 by =7 i
FROEE O E, BOMEEL (region of interest; ROI) DA X732 2 X » CTHGZAHM
DRI L OEENEH T2 Z LA BESND, S HIT, FHilix Sk o 7 T
<\ IS 2RO ERAIIEE &G B KT N D72, BN
JF DWW IS TERHT A OB 2 3 O 1@ Y 0 )i 2 Bk 3 2 DN &
Do
SCHR
1) S. A. Goss, R. L. Johnston, F. Dunn, Comprehensive compilation of empirical
Ultrasound properties of mammalian tissues, J. Aoust. Soc. Am., 64, 2, pp. 423457

(1978)

2) S. A. Goss, R. L. Johnston, F. Dunn: Compilation of empirical ultrasound properties of
mammalian tissues II, J. Aoust. Soc. Am., 68, 1, pp. 93—107 (1980)

3) Kak AC, Dines KA. Signal processing of broadband pulsed ultrasound: measurement of
attenuation of soft biological tissues. IEEE Trans Biomed Eng. 1978;25(4):321-344.

4) Kuc RSM. Estimating the acoustic attenuation coefficient slope for liver from reflected
ultrasound signals. IEEE Trans Sonics Ultrason. 1979;26(5): 353-361.

5) Kim H, Varghese T. Hybrid spectral domain method for attenuation slope estimation.
Ultrasound Med Biol. 2008;34(11):1808—1819.

6) Parker KJ, Lyons ME. Absorption and attenuation in soft tissues. I. Calibration and error
analyses. IEEE Trans Ultrason Ferroelectr Freq Control. 1988;35(2):242-252.

7) Nam K, Rosado-Mendez IM, Wirtzfeld LA, et al. Comparison of ultrasound attenuation
and backscatter estimates in layered tissue-mimicking phantoms among three clinical
scanners. Ultrason Imaging. 2012;34(4):209-221.
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woE JEIHMFERERZE O I — FAZ X — RIZHOWNT
2-1. JREEZH

IR O IR BAHRR AR AT IX ARV~ U CEER/NT 7 o o aE SRS A < il
A Tno, IRk OIEMMEZWNCE ¥ %2 < ORKRER THW STV 5 T
R ORHAAAEAR S . A~V VEERNT 7 4 al Sk E e~ b
XLV ZFTVURADERTH D, VT T 4 VA ENTAEARTIE, RO
PRIRFR TR DIRE R N EREIAARNC L > TR D728, NEE R D i LT
Z & TH U D AT/ O M E N 22 ha 2 T TEAE U7 BB & U C IR FEAh
2179, 2
HERf 2 B (steatotic liver disease: SLD) 1%, 5%LL EOFHIFICAGII AN LA L7 %
BOBHTH D, IFIE~DNENTEE OFEE 2 5k BRI -9~ 2 7%, BT
AIIREIZ 31T D NG WG DI & F o T Il D FIG CTRHMilid 2 2 L B EHEE Sh
TV 2%, Table 1 (ZITRFAY TN ST1ETH 5 SAF A 27 TORNIRILAE & 1 5 A
R OENE ORI EELE <4, Y

Table 1. SAF A 21 7 COHRNITIL A & £ 5 I O EIA o FAf HE1E

¥ e D& % fE 5 MR OB &
S0 <5%
S1 5%-33%
S2 34%—66%
83 > 66%

SLD [ZOARE RGN+, filE, £ OMORE DN A & & IR EE R E R

HEAE P & (metabolic dysfunction-associated steatotic liver disease: MASLD), 7 /L
o — LS A (alcohol-associated liver disease: ALD), fRUEiHERERE®E 7 /L 22— LB
EFZRE (MetALD), FrE KRG ITERT I B (aetiology SLD), AR ASBHRRAGPENT % i
(cryptogenic SLD) D 5 DD 7 L —FIZMAI D, VET2, MASLD (ZIIHFHlAE D &
RERZEMECRAE , /NEEFOE D RRKEL & FFE & U 7o AR R e 75 B R A I 2%
(metabolic dysfunction-associated steatohepatitis: MASH) 235 115, IRFHfL~D AR
PEAE X, MASLD LIS TH LRI DO DJRKTE T D720, £ OEH 0O 72 DI AT
DI TR OTERE ORIEME, /INEPE) 2534 (NEEHOME, FINREEG)E D) 235
Ml S D, — I, MASLD <° MetALD, ALD “Cid/NEEH LI K PERR AL
e BRIZEEO . IS 182 B EE O RFLDNEIGTE A M E & S LIZ 230
BICEHT 208 &2 2T 5, V—J5T, /INEMERG UL A6 72 RE 53 23 JT-HE e oD 48 i
B S UM 2N IRIC A R Do /INEPEREII RS I ZEFIMERT IR E O T A eI, &
MEAEARAERART 72 E OB E RE T 5, Z 0O X 9 72 SLD OR/FRSr 2285 X B2
DEHERKETH D, o, AR A~DREIITEAE 25 30%AT O GE BRI (/N
PERENIIEAE 2 FARIZERW D 0ER 72 & CTIREHE AT 7AC K 2 AR O JEVPE2 B 23 #E L
Land | JWEZWNINTHERRIC BT D2 D T —v RA & 4 — Rl L
EnTND, ?
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2-2. MRI-PDFF

IZ C®IZ : MRI-PDFF D JEE L &4

MRI % W=7 v [ 8B ERRN 473 (proton density fat fraction : MRI-PDFF) (4,
TN DK 7T v s AZF LB 7w B A by 7 MEIZK Y pBEEL . 2T
BT LENEEEZEEN (%) ICEHT IHREMERETCHL D, vV TFxTa
—3% (IDEAL-IQ, mDIXON Quant %) 2LV, T1 NA 7T AB L O T2 IEZ N2 5
Z T, mWEEBWE L RSN I D P, HERHE AL OEE A B2/ S0
ZEND, BRIKHABRIZBIT DERDIRHEDORE= Y FARA M LTHIER SN
TW5,

JFAH%& & MRI-PDFF OREER#84&E L EET A R A OLESRHT

JFAERRIC X DB i2 Wiz & < BEER2 M @ gold standard & 41T & 7223,
fERAT O A 2 B ERINC LOFHMECTE 202 &, BRI, 7Y =T —
MOBIEFMZEZEE VST RERMESNH D, —JF . MRI-PDFF(LL T PDFF)iLf5 £
LIRS L 1T E TR D b DD, fENE grade & DFHEAITE < . AEAR
HEMEDNREINTWD I, 2072, IR &L ORRBEHIFEAM 1R SO Rl ©
I% PDFF OEMLER R STV 5, IEFEDEBET A K7 A > Tlid, AASLD 2023
Clinical Practice Guidance (23N TR EFHMIC I 1T D MO RSB R S, i
72« JRBRIC BT D ERAYFERE L LT PDFF A HER STV 5 (3 1)), EASL-EASD-
EASO Clinical Practice Guideline T% . FfR « F5EICB T RO E & & L T
PDFF OF AR S v, JRESOSHERMINC & i fTHE & fid S vz 9 1), ADA
Standards of Care |Z. 2 BHERIFIZEDFT 2 MASLD ORHlIZ I 1T 2 Erk EE Hj4
NILDA ®—-> & LT PDFF Z{ZE-31) CTW% 7, FDA i&8BR#E ClX. PDFF ©>30%
FEXTHIR T %2 MASH R ERER IC 1T DM FIISGEDREB = RARA o & LTK
WHFEHTHY . PDFF OAK RS RIFEAEL NG RITHEA TN D O(FE 1),

MRI-PDFF &8 & B & D g

Zhang 512 K2 1098 « 939 4 D MASLD fBE Z Xt 5 & Uiz A X fi##T Cid, PDFF
1% S>1 ORI % L AUC (area under the curve) 0.93. S>2 T AUC 0.98 %} TXS3 C
AUC 0.90 B#E SN TWD D, —J7, CAPIZOWTIL, Pub?dD 9FFSE - 1,297 4 D
A B EMTC S>1 T AUROC 0.96, S>2 T 0.82, S3 TO0.70 &, HJESENHEIIE CF5AE
PME T T AHEAPFHER I TS 10, F/2BMI 7 r—7 (M/XL) ORE% KX
KZFHENHFEE LTHEBESNTWD, BERBERBIEKIZONTIE, Jang
D 13 5L « 1,509 £ D A X FEHTIZE T S>1 T AUROC 0.83 K& ONESE 76% + R B
84%. S>2 T AUROC 0.91 2 DVEFE 87% « RFFLEE 79% & #fiE STV 503, BMI X
PR LA DI I BT D i ER SN 0D D, FFAERESMIEREL Lz
PDFF & M5 1= A O L Tlk, PDFF (% CAP 2t L. 2Bk grade (279 &
WZWIREE 2 L7 29K 1), ATIHCEIL CTix, S>1 & U S>2 Tid PDFF 7, S3
TIXFERRE & OWEN 72 7= (X 1), PDFF OEWELZWEE L v . ITHET
T EL PRI Cld7Ze < . PDFF 2B B IR TE O W R 381 2 S R 1E

(F— IV RRAZ U Z—R) ELTALSBEAEINTEY, 5%OHEMGHMEMIEIZE
THEENLRSZBEES L THOOND AL THD (F1,2) .

FLH MRI-PDFF DAY v bk« F XY v b ERPRELE
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PDFF O/ AU v b & LT, O&MEE x5 e LT &7, @BMI - & F§

MEIE DR 22 2 < W, QWM & ki — &, @R RBRONFED K
AA Y BME LUTHBIYBICARER, BDEFond (F2) . —FH, 7AY v &
LT, OB - AR, ORERHORS LR T 7 B AOHIR, G
HIENREEE COBBEIR T, NREE72D(ER2), £/, Iy MAT7HELBEICEL ST
BropoTEY, EEIEEWIFELEINTWD)(EE 3),
A% 1%, @iE 3D-PDFF #jf& 7' 1 b =10 ALBEEY D B RN IZ K 2 B Rp e e &
MRS BN EiFE S D, £/, MRIZT A 757 ¢ (MRE) & OREEEEGIC
£ DRI - BRHEIL O — R FEAT (PDFF+MRE) NEALEN-SOH Y| FFEE
D IR EEAFAIIC BT D5 MRIOERENIE HICIRTHR@BLTHD (F£3) ,
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xK1.EBRSD RS2 DORFRERE

1R + NILDA(CES 9 BfIE DI T DLEE

ZMCH T DIFE

GEH

FDA APASL AASILD EASL
HRIFETOMDL | s oy cmanes | poneq segme
= =gtz = HEHHBEEWT(\JE’@@ o e —
FamomEsy | (MASHEE-RIME | o res . e | mR (o). [BCEEIHLE5F
&m) h :I;E:R—FCDE};EH‘—_} I-‘-!E_JIE) %?G}E {Eﬁw*ﬁﬁﬁ{ﬁﬁ
BUCHEERLLTHES| = BRI A
RERREZEDEZE /8l BRIt EEDREIE HRER- BIZE(CHIBIHE
REMABEICMRI- | HERIHBENSE [BRRELRSHOIEIME AT LRI 1
MRI-PDFFOME 4 |POFFEERA. BRI  (most accurate |BRIHDBIRIEELLTEER | (non-invasive gold
= ORBLY AV non-invasive | BIAECa. CAPEDENS |  standard for
(=30% £T) &LT | method) J&ULTHE A JAETES hepatic lipid
R 2 quantification)&BAs2
VCTERBATEFODIZEE | IR > MAT S 7O EER
B Ny SYRERRILEHEY —)LE | RERRILETMY —ILEL THE = s 1y fEmS
ERRRSEOMED | (0wl (CAP) |UTIER, AT | B, IRUIIHEOTERe | Mool Do B R e
7 -BIRMEOE T [E8- ZbE_FU I3 -

FAD]£BAED
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M1. BE KRS ENRUMRI-PDFFOZETEELLER (X4
EAT)

PDFF vs BBE RIS (S=1) PDFF vs % (522)
Imajo 2016 —_— - Imajo 2016 " '
? C—
Shap 2021 i il
Shae 2021 = i
_ - ! !
Bae 2021 —_———————
W MRLPDFF i W MRLPDFF b—!—-
Wy mata-analys m A .—.—..; Wu met. Iy m —_—
AT 1 —— L ——
075 0.80 0.as 0.90 095 1.00 075 080 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00

AUROC AUROC

PDFF vs BEBEE (S=3)

Imajo 2016 - T
] e
Shao 2021 - i
W MRIFOFF ._4:_.—.
Wu met Iy - cAr —_———
L. —_——
0rs 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
AUROC
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%2, BERRESEEMRI-PDFFOLE:

R AIER] e/ (5 X—5

BERR=E PDFF
.- sERoRERRsn | CENOESRELS
A T B B INARESTY
] A = POAEN IR
IR - hbas R — Ut B =
N FERATO-JTENETE (CAP)/ N —
ROIFETTE T8 CROIA BRAEEHNFETROIZTE

AFREE /BB 1HREE (CAPLIAY)

RHEE /0L B/ BB IERE

R ES B 20\ RO
=1k B~ =
ZIREELLCEIA Aso] oJ
EB51FRk
#3. MRI-PDFFOAHwW A T1E
5=1 S>2 5=3
Imajo K, et al. (3Z#KL2) 5.2 11.3 17.1
Middleton MS, et al. (3Z#R 16.3 21,7
16) : ,
Middleton MS, et al. (3Z@ 17.5 23.3
17) : ,
Chen J, et al. (3Z@k18) 6.69 13.18 15.04
Khayyat YM. (3ZAit19) 6.5 17.4 221
'Yuan K, et al. (3Z@k20) 4.4 13.34 16.9
EBSERL

B E Gy DGRk HILSAF S A
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% 3% Clinical Question
3-1. BEFWBEIE DA Tk & #ELR

CQ22
B RIBRE T EBETRBRE OB LRI A ) ?

BEERZEZ., BEMREBERE BT SATEH LR VWBETRE 2~ T
O, BEYRRERMA T TOEAZHERT D,

(BRVWHELRE, T BT ADM I A)
it

g%lé

HE B IRGRTE &, BE R AR 2 T 2 FR1C4 C 5952 (attenuation) %
AT L. eEfRs (BAERRES 72 0 12 E O E IR ORI 50 ZHIE
T 52 LT, MRRMER. &0 DITRRIEAE 2 E EBRICEHM T 2 TEORMTH b,

FHAFEEIC X O KRBT 5 &, AE— FX—X (BE— NlEE%ZH W2\ VCTE &~
AT KK ) @ Controlled Attenuation Parameter (CAP®: Echosens, France) & .
BE— KX—2 BE—RHA FFTROIZHETH) O BE— RHA AL
2SI D, BE— RNHTA RELL LTI, Attenuation Imaging (ATI®: Canon
Medical Systems, Japan) ., Ultrasound-Guided Attenuation Parameter (UGAP®: GE
HealthCare, USA) . Integrated Attenuation (IATT®: Fujifilm Healthcare, Japan) 7%%
%, F7=. Liver Fat Quantification (LFQ®: Philips Healthcare, Netherlands) %281 51
%, S BIT, BEAREIZHR T ELSR I Z #EE L7z Ultrasound Derived Fat Fraction
(UDFF®: Siemens Healthineers, Germany) Z£723% %,

CAP [Tl bEHANH <, mET UV AREHEINTWD, FAEREZEEL L2l
FEEEIZBAT A KRB A 277U U A b HESN TS D, [FER TR EORRE %
ARG L7z 1358 - 2,346 Bl &kt Gl L7c A X T U v ATiE, XL r—7 %Wz
JEBNZ 1T 5 AUC I &, BEEREMIMELL B (ST 2L E) T 0.819, HEEAEALEL I (S2
LI k) T0.754, @EERRIE (S3) TO0.717 s shTwd 2, L, MASLD
JEBNZ BV THEERELL EOREIME 2 BT 288 013+ Tld7e <. S HICRHiREE
IR 20 BML, HERIFEOF I, MR SICEEZ2Z 52 ENERINTWD
1,2)

—J . BE— FHA MURRIEICET 587 U AT CAP L HATRLA T
Do BEA—D—DOTNAY XALEHE LI 13058 - 1,509 FlO X 27 F U AT
I%. FFAME 7213 MRI-PDFF CaEfli S AL/ Bz x LT, S1 UL o2 KrEelX B €
— KA A FANSEETE T AUC 091, CAP T0.85, S2LLETBE— KA A RAEkEE
0.89, CAP0.87 &, BENRIHLIZHB VT BE— R A REIBMEN. TH 7228, #iat
FIIEBZITRO bR o7 Y, RO TS, CAP L[FA%H HW\TZ
N EOZBRE Z®RET 2000 H 5+, CAP LRI, BE— FUA FEER
ELZWREEN BMLIZIKG T2 L WO BENH 5 30, X518, BE— RAUA REHK
FRITEEM CHEICEEN DS 2 L HRERTHD D,
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UbEXD | BERBEETIEVITOZEICAN THY | BRIICHER SN D, i
T BERE ’ﬂﬂ@%%?ﬂi%@i%nﬁﬂﬁéb’éé L TWEE RN L EED
RADHEATEY 9, BENPHIFSND,

SCHR

1. Karlas T, Petroff D, Sasso M, et al. Individual patient data meta-analysis of controlled
attenuation parameter (CAP) technology for assessing steatosis. J Hepatol.
2017;66(5):1022—-1030.

2. Petroff D, Blank V, Newsome PN, et al. Assessment of hepatic steatosis by controlled
attenuation parameter using the M and XL probes: an individual patient data meta-
analysis. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2021;6(3):185-198.

3. Jang JK, Kim SY, Yoo IW, et al. Diagnostic performance of ultrasound attenuation
imaging for assessing low-grade hepatic steatosis. Eur Radiol. 2022;32(3):2070-2077.

4. BaolJ,LvY, WangK, et al. A comparative study of ultrasound attenuation imaging,
controlled attenuation parameters, and magnetic resonance spectroscopy for the
detection of hepatic steatosis. J Ultrasound Med. 2023;42(7):1481-1489.

5. Jang JK, Choi SH, Lee JS, et al. Accuracy of the ultrasound attenuation coefficient for
the evaluation of hepatic steatosis: a systematic review and meta-analysis of prospective
studies. Ultrasonography. 2022;41(1):83-92.

6. Imajo K, Toyoda H, Yasuda S, et al. Utility of ultrasound-guided attenuation parameter
for grading steatosis with reference to MRI-PDFF in a large cohort. Clin Gastroenterol
Hepatol. 2022;20(11):2533-2541.¢7.

7. Ferraioli G, Roccarina D, Barr RG. Intersystem and interoperator agreement of US
attenuation coefficient for quantifying liver steatosis. Radiology. 2024;313(1):e240162.

8. Jeon SK, Lee JM, Joo I, et al. Two-dimensional convolutional neural network using
quantitative US for noninvasive assessment of hepatic steatosis in NAFLD. Radiology.
2023;307(1):e221510.

9. Kuroda H, Oguri T, Kamiyama N, et al. Multivariable quantitative US parameters for
assessing hepatic steatosis. Radiology. 2023;309(1):e230341.

&S

HEVESC DR IIRER IR IE, 1B VEITIR AR S350 B IR AL B I i\ B eRs I %
R T EY R RERIET COMMEHERT 5, | ICOWTERICL HBED
FR, BVERE L Ao 72

R < HEBR TS 53 HELRT D 53 < HEEL 2200 58 < HEBE L 7220

100.0% (12/12) 0.0% (0/12) 0.0% (0/12) 0.0% (0/12)

BRERE - 124 (COLIZ CHEME : S44)
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CQ23 GPS
BEREREEOEIZHE T har six?
i

BERBIE T, FERFEIDS 7 r— 73R, RIESRM. MERGI#E. ROT &%
BEBEMT D LN, EEBERI UMM - REMBERMELERT 25 2T
HETHD,

(Good Practice Statement)

PR

BIELEIX, CAP & BE— R A REGEEIEICKAIS D (5 FIEOFEMI
CQ22zM) . UT, ZO2HECH T TRIET v Fa)LOREFZRT (ERERS
cEzEDD)

1. AR Y & IANL

FFRERERNE L3872 0 . AR E ORERRIE TidARIx 617261/\1 Do HEN
PLETITBELAMENLE U, A EcAzE L LTHJJF'EE%@T Eﬁﬁ'ﬂ“é M,

LHEFRELT S u—F

FIEAEE CTHIRER EOME 2 EARRER T 57 7 e —F1F, RERHI
PERE S LRSI D M, CAP IXEIB Y A FHERELZ A X /2=, HIERIZ BE
— N H &Tﬁ@@@m%ﬂéﬂmbfk< ENEFE LW, FEU I E
FEIR AL C O R kD TIFH D

3.HEEEMEICE U/ RO Y —7HE
(hPM%%HW%%E%(KD)K%6<7ﬂ~7%ﬁ(M/MJﬁ%EE%

IZEETH D 9, SCD>25mm, & 25 % BMI >30 kg/m*DJER] TliE XL 7’1 —7
DEERARHELE S 415 9,

BE— FHA FEIRELE : HWHEE NXT7—F 777 hOEEEZIT 5729

ROI @ F¥i 2 fe D> 5 2 em LAEEL _Eﬁﬁ‘féz%ﬂ&)é D, FEFEHIE LT ROIJ:

Ul X6 2 cm IR, ROIRIZ 3 emBEEZ B &9 575, il ROINZE » 3

A RFEEE - TNVTY XLV ERD 2 ENEERE SN TERY , HER DOHE

BEREIHE D ZEDLEFE LV, FEFOBMILL T LB Th 5,

® ATI (Canon) : Sugimoto HIZAFHLIELS 2 cm LAGE, & & 3 cm @ ROIGXE
DATIOEEFEICBWTRECHDHZ L2 LY, S 5IZ, Ferraioli H D
Zhapehft9t. Tada . Bae ©OHEIZIBUVNT, ROI _ESmiEEE « (RAL - FEUAH
WX DHEMEMDEENTHREFT SN TEY ., Zb 2B E 2 7oL HE
fExin o,

® ATT (Fujifilm) : Ogawa &, Hirooka &, I35 X TN Ferraioli & D2 Jifizx Wi 5E1C
£V, ROI ESi& PR & 1.5-2 em AR, PIIRAE L~ VI HICERE T 5
T EDFEENREINTND 12,
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® UGAP (GE) : FEFHEFFEAY72 RO Fei ki B9 2 R AR EH I BURE AU CRRE
MTHY ., A—I—HELERE (WIED 2 cm LUE. ROI WA XK 4x4 cm)
WZHED o

® UDFF (Siemens) : A —7—H#3EEICHET ., FFEED S 2 om DRSO
EarERET S,

4. HIEREI$ & RRME

CAP : 10 BIOAZNMIE O T RAE A2 AREAE & 35 >,
BT — A FREEL © 35 MOARHEEO P Z NS Z LT, K LT
BINDEENMEOLND Z EPRISNTND M,

5. fFRRMEREER (WEZENE)

CAP : 73D IQR % (IQR/median< 0.3 72 &) A L CTH., MikFEH 7 L —
RIZR 2B E XM E LR Z EAVRIB SN TR Y Y, HED B BERIMERE
(SmartExam 72 &) 29D T ENEHKWTH D,

B E— A A FEIEELE . WEOEEMEHEEO 79, IQR/median < 15%LLNTH
HZ b, HAHWVTEEBA O ERE (B R2>0.90) 0 M E RO HE
D Lo,

SCHR
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Ferraioli G, Berzigotti A, Barr RG, et al. Quantification of Liver Fat Content with
Ultrasound: A WFUMB Position Paper. Ultrasound Med Biol. 2021;47(10):2803—-2820.
Ferraioli G, Kumar V, Ozturk A, Nam K, de Korte CL, Barr RG. US Attenuation for
Liver Fat Quantification: An AIUM-RSNA QIBA Pulse-Echo Quantitative Ultrasound
Initiative. Radiology. 2022;302(3):495-506.

Fetzer DT, Rosado-Mendez IM, Wang M, et al. Pulse-Echo Quantitative US Biomarkers
for Liver Steatosis: Toward Technical Standardization. Radiology. 2022;305(2):265—
276.
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attenuation parameter using the M and XL probes: an individual patient data meta-
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Study Assessing Diagnostic Accuracy. Ultrasound Med Biol. 2016;42(1):92—-103.
Paverd C, Kupfer S, Kirchner IN, et al. Impact of Breathing Phase, Liver Segment, and
Prandial State on Ultrasound Shear Wave Speed, Shear Wave Dispersion, and
Attenuation Imaging of the Liver in Healthy Volunteers. Diagnostics (Basel).
2023;13(5):989.

Sugimoto K, Abe M, Oshiro H, et al. The most appropriate region-of-interest position for
attenuation coefficient measurement in the evaluation of liver steatosis. J Med Ultrason
(2001). 2021;48(4):615-621.

Ferraioli G, Maiocchi L, Savietto G, et al. Performance of the Attenuation Imaging
Technology in the Detection of Liver Steatosis. J Ultrasound Med. 2021;40(7):1325—
1332.
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2019;45(10):2679-2687.
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pathologic reference standard: comparison of CT, MRI, and US-based techniques.
Ultrasonography. 2022;41(2):344-354.

11. Ogawa S, Kumada T, Gotoh T, et al. A comparative study of hepatic steatosis using two
different qualitative ultrasound techniques measured based on magnetic resonance
imaging-derived proton density fat fraction. Hepatol Res. 2024;54(7):638—654.

12. Hirooka M, Ogawa S, Koizumi Y, et al. iATT liver fat quantification for steatosis
grading by referring to MRI proton density fat fraction: a multicenter study. J
Gastroenterol. 2024;59(6):504—-514.

13. Ferraioli G, Raimondi A, Maiocchi L, et al. Liver Fat Quantification With Ultrasound:
Depth Dependence of Attenuation Coefficient. J Ultrasound Med. 2023;42(10):2247—
2255.

14. Karlas T, Petroff D, Sasso M, et al. Individual patient data meta-analysis of controlled
attenuation parameter (CAP) technology for assessing steatosis. J Hepatol.
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BEERER

HERESC TSRO R I, EEEEIOS U e — 7@ IN . AIES R, R
. ROI BREZIEHEALT 5 Z LA, EEREE R X OWRRM - W [ E B 2 e R
THIZTHETHD, | IWOWTEEBILLDIZKREDORR., #Httl o7,

#3295 HEREL 20

100.0% (17/17) 0.0% (0/17)
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£5 BEBRBREORAETw b=y

HH

N3

&AL

EE

i

k=0

P il

ROI &%

Tu—7

WEEE - NRE

{ERMERIR

CAP Bt — R A A

R

RN 3 72 TR EE 22 AR BAL

FhER (PR L)

BE— ROHEAE - IFrELFE () B &— T ROI % M E

HAR72 B 1E® (mid-breath hold)

EE (AR JFWEIBEN 5 2 om BAE, £ & 3 em fRJE*
SCD>25mm— XL HELE WHa Ry 7 AT —7
10 [E] 0> Hh JefiE

— D EREN eSS
(SmartExam: CAP-level>100% F Tikit) 3-5 IO HIR{E R T LR

IQR/median<15%, F7=i%

i % B ) - 40
SmartExam % H BIFEEEIZHE H R2>0.90 4 00 3 18 [ A7 HL

* ROI DRE LT & YA KNIA =TI —IC XV RRLAREMNH Y | AILE DOHEDER

BRIz,
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CQ24
BERBRREECBIT 2202 7 — BRI ?
i

BERBIEOREMIL, K. RTIEME. b, RE, RIERE. ROl
. EEMZE. BIUSREEDERENZ %%ﬁﬁét . b EEELTHR
TOMERD D,

(BRVWHELRE, T BT ADM I A)
it

g%lé

HHEEEIEIL, CAP & BE— R A FREEIEICKRI S D (% TFEOFEMIT
CQzM, WIEm Fa/LiXCQ3 &) . LIF, ZO2RICH T CTigr=T—D
TREREZRT (BELRER6IIELDD) |

1. BEEF (BMI & K TREN D)

CAP : BMIIFHEN & &S L= ZH& IR Th Y. CAPEICEZET 5, 2,735 41
DIPD A Z 7 F VT A TiE, BMI 1 kg/mE N 7=V £ 4.4 dB/m (95% CI: 3.8
5.00 OBEIEME EFINRENTWD D, £/, BE-ATHRIEREIERE (SCD) 25 25
mm %2 DIEHTM e — 7 2 EHT 5 LR RKEHECHEARGEDR A L D728
SLDITJH U7 XL 72— 7 ORIRN A/ R Th D 2,
B E— NUA FEIEFED: © BMI SEAE TORFRER T MO B9 2 #
SNBSS Y,
2. BRI R
B E— FAA RERIBEER : ROIEENEL 51 F EHEMME T T2 NEREERLE
P R0, BT EDEMLCTCOLENFHEANT T —HEHK L 725, ERE R2>
o%>$®m*ﬁﬁ@%;ﬂﬁﬁf%é”>&% ROI DR EGFTCH A XT3 A
—lZk W R AT RO E AR I,
&ﬁ@%@ﬂﬁﬁwﬁﬁ

CAP : M0 72 B b 7 L — RBE—TH->TH, HEIRBIZ LV REMED Sy
N F72 %, MASLD TIE Y A /L APEFZ% L V) 10 dB/m, %FrAﬁﬁ NI E S
12 13.6 dB/m EfEZ R 1,2), WWRBIOD v M A 7EOPFERRER SN TV D

1,2,5)
B E— N A FEIBEE: - HERBORIEMOIRALI B3 2 KB 2GR X IR E R
THY ., FEORMNNEL 2 AHEM 2 5B LTINS XE Th 5,

4. FFRRHE1L
BE— FAUA REIBELE : KBTOIPD AXT TV ABLIOTA R4 i2kn
IEHE IR L A T — P OB L2 BEENICITZ T RWneE Snd *, =770, &

FERRMEILG] (OF3) TIRHEREDIKRTRE S >E 3 E L D wREME 2 BT~ &
Th o,

5. 58D R
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CAPB L O'BE— NA A FAREGEEILE BICHRENRHDRIGERH Y . 15
MHICHEBENLETH S, W= T —OaREMED DI, %%ﬁ#k@%héﬁA
I\Z1%. MRI-PDFF AR L HMER ARG T RX&ETHDH, LK== —%
R EHELE S LD XPIR DB S AR 6 I1ZF & DT,

SCHR
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3. Jang JK, Choi SH, Lee JS, et al. Accuracy of the ultrasound attenuation coefficient for
the evaluation of hepatic steatosis: a systematic review and meta-analysis of prospective
studies. Ultrasonography. 2022;41(1):83-92.

4. Hobeika C, Ronot M, Guiu B, et al. Ultrasound-based steatosis grading system using
2D-attenuation imaging: an individual patient data meta-analysis with external
validation. Hepatology. 2025;81(1):212-227.

5. Ferraioli G, Barr RG, Berzigotti A, et al. WFUMB guidelines/guidance on liver
multiparametric ultrasound. Part 2: guidance on liver fat quantification. Ultrasound Med
Biol. 2024;50(8):1088-1098.

6. Fetzer DT, Rosado-Mendez IM, Wang M, et al. Pulse-echo quantitative US biomarkers
for liver steatosis: toward technical standardization. Radiology. 2022;305(2):265-276.

7. Ferraioli G, Kumar V, Ozturk A, Nam K, de Korte CL, Barr RG. US attenuation for
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initiative. Radiology. 2022;302(3):495-506.

BERER

HESESC TEEFIEHCEIEORIEE IR, A8, R TIEIE. ML, RE, JIEHE
E\MH&E\“%%%\ﬁiwﬁ%%ﬁwﬁm_%@%xfét@ b EE
BLTRRTAIVERD D, | ITOWTEBIZLDOREDORER, 99V H#ELE L 72

277,

58 < LRSS 55 < #ELET D 55 < HELE L 72200 58 < HEBE L 7220

94.1% (16/17) 5.9% (1/17) 0.0% (0/17) 0.0% (0/17)

SR 17 4
)
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F6 W=7 —EREHRERINDIAR

IEH =5 —ER xR

SCD>25 mm Tlt XL 71— 7 Z %R,

mERT BMIFE, - SCD 225 mm B — K4 Wl RO B,

A —H —H#ELED ROINIE « YA XA 5T,
IEEMRAENE, 70— 7 RIR BRI (R2>0.90 %) 2 fifsd L RVERE: © HHIE,

BeAfrix T ROIFE. MRS B EE OB v kAT R L
BB LR CERT 5,
P SR TR D T CAP 1B » 7 (08 % £ 8,
WS (oF3) SF3 (I C IR EEAS T % 2081 AR,
WK % AIEPE (CAP - BE— N A R TEFEMNR D SN 580 Tl

LB RERS R RE S ) MRI-PDFF SCfF A1 & 2 e & it
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3-2. HBEF W EIE D FFREI L2 WraR

CQ25 GPS

B E— FEERIIFBHILA 7 ) —= ZICHERA»?
iR

BE— FEBEHIX, ZMTHEIN LS EERLTBY, FEHELOR I Y —=2 7
WHERTHD, BEEFTROR aTLCEBEN 2 E2BINT A LT, ¥EE
1 - EERFMO LR ERERFIN D,

(Good Practice Statement)
iR

BE— NEHEHIL, HLEELTWAIFEHEOR S ) —=v ThETH D, I
FEOOEANMBEE L. IS ar h T X b, FEEEE. BRBECITMNIRE O~
PEALSE IR 2 Re T 2T A CTh 0 . BRAEF O L/ HIENC X 5 & MR <
X, AFEMTREr S S>1 (BFIEIL 5%LL 1) DOZWrREITREE 64-95%. 4rRE
50-90% L I L > TRELIELSLS LD, —EDOBKREENGOND 1D, I
SR, AF A HL O T R A e E RIS EEI T 5 Hamaguchi 2 =2 7 %5 536
HEINYD, BFFZEREEOR ERRALNTE -, KO E T, Tada HIZX 5D
MRI-PDFF % ZJRELHUE & U 7-4/F22 C. Hamaguchi 2 = 7 OAFIENAL (S>1) ZHricxt
9% AUC 1% 0.940 (95% CI: 0.924-0.956) LD TRAF Th o7, MEZBEEK
PR 72 ¥ DA X - Tid, Hamaguchi 2 217 Z U= B &— REBEWIE 5%LL Lo
NEWAML Z I ZIE EMEICWIRRE CH D Z L /RIS 5 4,

oy b7 A M, BE— NEERIZ X DHFEH O E&EFHMEEICBO TR D
HFHINTELEATHY, BEREENT, 721X DICOM % CTH ) L7z EiE %
Ao, FEEEBREOEEZEEt LIFE =2 P X MNbERDHDH Z & T, AUC
25 0.8 LA b, JREE - KRR L 80%LL FOZMRENS DD T L BN EEERGE ST
W5 3O X BITIEF, BRI & - THELT 285 B E 2RI Lo 7, 6
TR RIS 2> b 7 R M a AL CGHET 2 FEMARE SN T
B0 Y Wt MRI-PDFF 22 JREEHE L L72 AUCIE 0.9 UL E & ZIrREI I D T &
VW, IR ETIEZ, BBIAEIC X 0 BEE OBELBEN (LT 5, 2 b oY BiR
LA EBEMICIHET 5 Z & T, BE— N0 LB L 0 & IR 2 s
R LT AR H D, FRIEEEEOZWREEIIFE =2 N7 XA ML H#
NTNWDZ RGN TERY 420 5% BEIC K D FIEN Lo E &M,
WEIENFERE D Z LR TEIND (IEZIEOFEMIL CQ22-CQ24 2 HR)

— 7T, MRARIROE KRG, EEESCa X NoBLENS HIEMbO X 7 ) —
=V ITR NI T —VICEBIT S BE— FEHEKIX, FEV oA ) —=0 7R
T=UIlBNWT, plEREERLER AT L, BVIFA RS 2EERTR & vy
N7 4= EFICHR L TBL ZEREETH D, HEE LTS B A2
JFRIZ, & BICRERBENMET T 2HETH Y EELZET L 5D, Fio@BHEREEA
R KD ERERRE D B LTV D SEITIE, T2 BT A M X 2Rl
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WETDNETHD, HE= T A NI, BEEOBPMALE T+ 5 2 & T,
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CQ26
CAP (Echosens) DFAEI{LZWrkEEEIX ?

CAP X, BHFREEARBRE BT AFEHEZHICERTH Y, FICHFEH IOV
EFB X ORBRHE I 2 HEEE 5,

BREVWHER, BT ADRE A)
fiE

CAP (Controlled Attenuation Parameter®: Echosens, France) (X, VCTE v A7 A2 K
D AT RR—ZRDOBEERBERIETHY . BEEDR L EH R BT v AN ERE
INTWD (BERIERIEOSEIT CQ2 /) |

1. ZRELE  fFER

KR & 7ok & G e8P R 2 X R E Lz 9FFE 1,771 BIlDO A X T F U & AT
%, S1 LA E/S2 LA E/S3 @ AUC 1% #1241 0.85/0.88/0.87 TH 7=V, 21 A5
2,735 il & %}4: & L 7= Individual patient data meta-analysis (IPD-MA) Ti%, AUC
0.82/0.87/0.88, il v b A 7AEITZZEILZE 4 248/268/280 dB/m & HEE XL, [

JE o« FRREIIW TN LRI 80% TH o722, S HIT16MFFE 2,346 Bl A X T U
ADH 6, XL 7'a—7H#LE NAFLD 930 filo %7 7 —7"Tlid, AUC BZENZE
0.82/0.75/0.72 & 45 S 4v, HFIZ MASLD fB1<° BMI &l BERIFE OIFIEIZ L 0 K E
DETT 25 Z sy, Mx T, 754 BlOZ s A28 <k S1 UL Ed
AUC X 0.85 TH D . HIEDEHEMIE CAP IQR <40 dB/m T < . B HITlrdaf/ )
FHE O FREMES R ST Y,

MASLD % %5 & LT CH CAPIXZBIFRFEEZ R LT\ 5, 145580
ALD %7213 MASLD 1,935 | & xf5: & L7-f@#dr<ix, S1LLE, S2PL k. S3 o
AUC/EJE /R B 1 X Z 10240 0.90/84%/78%.  0.83/83%/71%. 0.79/78%/62% T & -

=5, 9HFFE 1,297 51> MASLD % %f5 & L 7=t Tld AUC 0.92/0.88/0.84 T,
BMI _EHIZRE D ZWHkE A T AR/ S 47z 9, 24 #1598 2,979 511> MASLD (28317
5 fEMTTIE AUC 0.85/0.83/0.79 T 7, 38 fF9E 5,056 51l D@ 4ERIENT Clk, AUC
0.95/0.84/0.77. JCE/FFREIXZ NI 87/90%, 86/70%. 82/65% T -7 %, F
72 FABOFZEIC BV T h CAP @ S1 UL EZIWT AUCI1Z0.87 L BIFTH -2, #4
U C. MASLD (23T CAP X5 L DFRE 2 B4 27813 5 23, S2 LA E Tl
WrkE B SO N DA A A B D,

2. =R E % . MRI-PDFF
MRI-PDFF Z &M EHE L 7= 3 A OD cross-sectional iff22 TlE. CAP (X#RFE SN
(S1 LA E) omHEIIZEWKELZ R~RT N, PEELLE (S2L00E) TIXHEEME

T2 ERMEINTWD, 28R ZH 7 25 MASLD 204 D £ a3 b 5% T
IZ. S1LLE « S28L D AUC IZWTINE 0.69 TH Y |, IE-CACHTE 5 D2 I K
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LG TN R I N9 —F5, IBFY 22 05 5 114 Hl a2 xt8 & U=t
TI%. S1 2L E (MRI-PDFF >5%) AUC 0.85. S2 UL I (MRI-PDFF >16.3%) AUC
0.88 & Btz L= D, F7=, /N 105 B &2 %t5 & L7-mF9ECid, S1LLE

(MRI-PDFF 6-17.5%) 0.98. S2 Ll E (MRI-PDFF 17.6-23.3%) 0.98. S3 (MRI-
PDFF >23.4%) 0.99 & fied Tl AUC 2R L, E 96-100%., FFEE 93-97% T
Hot= 12,

3.cCAP B XU v —7 &Iz oW\ T

continuous CAP (cCAP. Echosens f1:> SmartExam 252 23 X 5 H @i i
HE) &, TR CAP &l _F{EMER L OMIEREMEN M ELTnWD, I EREZ SR
FEYEL U=AFZEClE, S2 UL BB KON S3 ok E X2 Fh AUC 0.84, 0.86 T
HY . Gtk CAP LV HIEEEMEN L E L2, MRI-PDFF # & & L7-#F3EC
%, cCAP (% CAP & [FIZLL EOZWrKE (AUC 0.85-0.92) Z/rL-2>D, HIEIXH
DEND o7 W BN 100 12 %512 MRI-PDFF # ¥ L L C /e —7 %
Lol U7=#F9E ClE. [R1Z D MRI-PDFF fEIZ %95 41 v b4 7 fEns, MRI-PDFF
>5%CM 7’12 —7 294 dB/m (AUC0.97) . XL 7'm—7 307 dB/m (AUC 0.82) .
MRI-PDFF >10%CIiZ M 7 7 —7 311 dB/m (AUC 0.96) . XL 7' &7 —7 323 dB/m

(AUC 0.86) & BN BT, XL 71— IINEN & 2 001l KEEMh 9~ 2 ftE )
IR B LT 19,
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HELESC TCAP I, B MR EEE BT DB EZENC AR TH Y . BrlHFIEN
LDV BT R X ORE A 2 #5325, | IZOWTEBRIZK AHREDNE
B BgVHELE L Tp o7

R < HELE TS 55 < HELE D g HER L2 CHER L2
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CQ27
B E— FUA FEIBFEEDOFISH L ZErEE I
HELE

BE— FHA FEBEERREEIT, BROWR CRIGRIFEVELZHEELZRLT
BV, BURHAERGET COEREZRET S,

(FaV i, 5T ADM I B)

fig

g%lzl

BE— N A N EREOEE S LT, ATI (Attenuation Imaging®: Canon Medical
Systems, Japan) . UGAP (Ultrasound-Guided Attenuation Parameter®: GE HealthCare,
USA) . iATT (Integrated Attenuation®: Fujifilm Healthcare, Japan) . LFQ (Liver Fat
Quantification®: Philips Healthcare, Netherlands) . UDFF (Ultrasound-Derived Fat
Fraction®: Siemens Healthineers, Germany) 723& % (FHEFEOFEMIT CQ22 &) ., LA
Ty RCQ TCHEMINTZVAT~T 4 v 7 LE2—IZHSE, ATI. UGAP, iATT,
UDFF @ 4 BfEIC OV TR I = B 7 A %737, LFQIZ DWW TIEA CQ DT A
TRT A v LB a— CTHRIELIERT 72 SR e o 7o 7o sd | #edhB THUR 24l
T D,

1. ATI

ﬁé@kﬂm“m%émiMmmw#ﬁ“UW%%ﬁkLt@@@ﬁm%ﬁw’
BT, BEFEBEF ST OFEV L2 TEWZHiEELZ G352 &
NG Z 3T 5, Ferraioli © % MRI-PDFF k ATI OREEIED R D 63.1% ThH
ST EHE LTS Y, F7-2. Hao B ATI D FHIM:IZ-DUV T intraclass correlation
coefficient (ICC) 72%0.977 (0.912-0.999) I L Tr0.995 (0.979-1.000) & #ied T
ETHoTmHEL TS 12,

& 512, MRI-PDFF # & MREHE L L7= CAP & O E#ETlE, Nishimura 512 K 5 i
) & Ll L FAFE (n=562) 128\ T, SNFAENI{E grade DZETNICIBWNT ATI D2
WS 728 CAP L 0 iV 2 & 2R &, MRI-PDFF & ATI OAHESER % (=0.779) &
MRI-PDFF & CAP OFHBREL (1=0.694) KV FEIZEN-7=Y, —F T, BMI>30
kg/m?>, SCD >25 mm, 2D-SWE (Canon) >1.8 m/s, Fib-4 index >2.67 DA IIAHES
BEPABIIER T T2 E08MEINTWS W, F£7-. Bae b DOk %2 S ILYE
& LR CIlE ATHIIFRR ML OB Z Z T W EE STV E R 1D ATIIZHE
B RIFTHRFICONWTIIAE I LR IBMADLETH D,

2. UGAP

AR 15198 2 U X MRI-PDFF 9% S BBEEHE & U -5 ORI  AFFEIC B W
T, BWIFE LW E N HfE ST b, HAD 6 iii% T MRI-PDFF £ X O
UGAP % ifT L 7= 18 PEAF R AR 1,010 il 2 xf5 & L72F58 Clid. MRI-PDFF >5.2%
(Grade 1) . >11.3% (Grade2) . >17.1% (Grade3) (2%} L CUGAP DH v b4~
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i (dB/em/MHz) 0.65. 0.71., 0.77 123\ T AUC 0.894-0.912 2/~ L, BIfF722HrAE
L7217, CAP LD TlE, F%E WHDIWNFTENL EOREIEE 2R LT- &3
HINTWD 519 FHHEIZ DWW T E <, intra-operator ICC 0.96,  inter-operator
ICC0.84 L HEINTND 19, — T, &ERFER CILZWEE MK T3 % 6
RSN TEY D, SR IOLRHIMEEDLETH D,

3.IATT

Hirooka & D% fiia% fila] A5 (n=846) TIiL., MRI-PDFF Z £ fLHE L L CTHEHS
b7 L — ROBIRE N MRFE S A1, AUC IZ S1 T 0.887. S2 T 0.882, S3 T 0.867 & B
72 W2 /R L7220, Ogawa & DAFFEICH VT H, ATT X MRI-PDFF & 58>
IEDOFEES (1=0.803, p<0.001) %/~ L., B ELOETICHEWEEIC EA LT, SB6IC
WD ATT (dual-frequency 75) & bl U T2 EE A EI2E < (AUC 0.926 vs
0.802, p<0.001) . FHHMEIZOWTHEW—ENRE I TW\WE 2D, —J T, SCD
>25 mm DB G CIXZWIREE MR T3 2 AlgEERH D | H%&fé@Rm YA
EEANER OB R S LTV 5 2020,

4. UDFF

MRI-PDFF % ZHaHHUE & U 7o ORI S AR B0 TE W a2 Wnid BE s S
THY . FHERE =0.8-0.9. AUC 0.85-0.99 & BAF/22MrEe4 < LT 5 2220
CHESS2303 Z i it (n=300) TiX. MRI-PDFF >5%., >15%. >25%IZxf LT
UDFF ® 51 > b A 7H 7.6%., 15.9%. 22.3% T AUC 0.90-0.91 Z/~ L, BENDGE
F CTORENIL % BAFIZFERBIAIRE TdH - 7= 29, BRI\ T [RAR OFE R A3
HEINTEY, CAPOHE = M7 A Mk (HRR) L VENT-ZWIREEZ R LT,
BHMEIZOWTHEL ., intra—operator ICC 0.98-0.99, inter-operator ICC 0.90-0.96 &
HENTWD 2, WHBSREEICERATETHLIALFUTHD, —FH T, AHM
ZRBEEMER T OV TIEES %é%&é&&@%%f%é

5. #tE

ATI. UGAP. iATT. UDFF iF\ 971 B E— NFi{ ETROI #%E L THAD
B EL EELTH2HMTHY . M E 721X MRI-PDFF 22 LA L U-6
BOWIEIZ BT B2 B LR E N RE SN TnDd (KCQ TERA L4
MEOZHHEAZX 2107~ 7) . ZHULOTFETIFEENTH Y . W OBE MR
TLRIFFICEMBAIEETH DL Z 0D, IFEMEO A7 ) —= 78 LOREEIZIC
BWCEHTHD, 2. 2O THWHEMEN RSN TR, BRESTO
FAEMEIZ HEINL TV D,

— 5T, & TFIRIEIE O R0 B G 70 & ORKEIR T, FFRRHE(L 7R & D75 B
RE, ZEEMZERIE SR ENMEEICEEL KT rREAER I TWD, K
CQDIZET VALV RBICHELHBIX, (WEREZ Lo T v RZENRRE
DRHHZ &, )y MATIEOIEERWH RIEELD RN THDL Z &, 3)—H
PR TIL SO ARG H AR — MILDIBIRAAL T ADOFREENHHLZ L, HAXT T
UV ALV DOMETET VAN TREN THDLZ &, I2XD, Lo
T AHA 2 B PR TR 3 2 BRI INE R O L@ B 2l E 7 e k=L
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SFAEETHY (AET o Fa i CcQ3 &R, 2T —HKIT CQ4 &) |
T E Al OMEIR A N8 72 55 1213 MRI-PDFF <°fiF 4B 7e St o g 2 45 2 &
LEETRETH D, SBRITIEER O IBIRGE T » b A 7 EOERE(L, JEGE F
IZBITAREREDN Fe Sl onWTE LR ABERRD BN,

72k, BEHTHIZE LI LFQIZSW T, BE— NI A FRIEGEIE S L CHEEIOR
PSS EEETTH Y . EHEAIIZIZ MRI-PDFF % 2 JRLYE L U 7= 220k B 2T
DHENITFET D, LIL, RCQTEMBINIZVATYT 4 v 7 LEa2a—ZBW
TEIR SN ORI < . AR CTORKRMBIELIRENTH D, LN > TR
CQ TIX LFQEsld = v F v AFtikiIfTH T, 5% DT v AERNF- 5,
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