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2.1. Strain imaging
2.1.1. Strain elastography
2.1.1.1. Real-time Tissue Elastography (Hitachi)

A) Introduction
Real-time Tissue Elastography® (RTE)iX, HAMNBA%E L7zHiliz B ARBENR L L
ZFETHY, HRTHD TEAME S IR A A=V 7 HiETh 5, MikER%
BEHCHBEEZ AW THRIET 5 6 0T, Strain elastography (24738 & 415, ROI (Region
of Interest) N CTHIXIHIIZEDL/INS VRS (FERTHIICEEVERSY) (X HF A, T O
(FHRTHIN SR 70 S O 4y) I3kl AR E WIS (FEREYIZE & 220 E5r) 1%
REIZ 266 BEICE DT S BE— Rl L HER R RIND (M1, 2) 13
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B) Indication
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C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

RTE 7 7'V r—ya L BT a7 AT ¢ Fv (AR HUR) £ HI VISION Ascendus,
HI VISION Preirus, HI VISION Avius, Noblus, HI VISION 900, EUB-8500, EUB-7500,
EUB-7000HV ([EWN#k5E4 Apron EUB-7000HV) |[C#5#AlsETH 5, 11X EUP-L52
V=7 7nu—7 (FEEFHEWKHK 7-3MHz) M5, HI VISION Ascendus, HI VISION
Preirus, HI VISION Avius, Noblus %, Strain Histogram FHH[IZxfit L T\ 5, ook
L, DEXNFHALETH D,
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2) ROI D% &
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HIEMKRA L N THDH 37915, 7T —F 7 7 7 NOEEDORWEE T, TX 57217 /AV ROT
ERETHZENLEELWVA, JLTES ROI TIEIRE RRE A8ET 5 Z & BN EEC 2 5 D
T, 2.5cm Fit UG TRIET 2 HFNR L0 8.9,
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D) Results (What does the value mean?)

TEMET A 2 FAE URRME(L 23 T3 2 SRR O SICRFAT RIS & BNAE T 5720, T
JEPNER 720012 RO &%) 5 55Tk, IF RTE TIXADIESSE A K& <20 Fxmc
LA NSV (FAOfEk) A X, 720 RE(§R ¥ — 12722 (¥ 6) 249, Shiina
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RTE @& OREAFIR (FVEIK) OmifE% B TRl % Liver Elasticity Score (X
T I, TR LR 4 a7 =50 1S ERERERIEOHBENRD b (X 8, 9) 4 JIFHHME
LW E I TH 2,

L7 L. Liver Elasticity Score |3 @ FBUC/A A SN0 T Wi FIETH Y | FBLHY
IRRHlSVENEE LUy,

score 1

score 2

score 3

score 4

Score 1 : The entire colored area of the ROI is distorted
(the entire colored area is shown as relatively
uniform light green).

Score 2 : Partially mottled blue regions are shown in the
light green colored area.

Score 3 : Light green and blue are mixed in the colored
area (almost a fifty-fifty mix).

Score 4 : Most of the colored area is shown as blue.

7 Liver Elasticity Score (SCik4 X v 51H)
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ii. ERE A T BAEE D B
FIRHE A NI AR L U CERBIRONTC TR DO 21T\, B 2B 925 kb
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a. Liver Fibrosis Index

Fujimoto 5 (%, CRUEM: AT 3 I OWFREZE D EF] 295 1] & fdt& & 15 5 D7 310 1> RTE
Mg St L2 MEAN, SD, %AREA, COMP, t % 77 ADEA (SKEW), t A
N7 7 LDRE (KURT), 77 AF v O¥J%EME (ENT), 727 ZAF ¥ OEHEE IDM), 7
7 AF ¥ O—FkME (ASM) @ 9 FREEOFFMEZ M85 L U, FRR B L2 T F stage
PR L U CEEBEIF ST 21T\, Liver Fibrosis Index (LF Index)Z & H L7~ 5.8,

Yada 5%, B KOV C BUBMENTSR & FEZ D 245 % %5212 LF Index @ validation
study #17>7- & Z A F1/F2, F1/F3, F1/F4, F2/F4, F3/F4 Ml CHEZ%ZRB DT (XK 13),
F 72 F4 OZWHIRE 73.56% . FFEEE 79.7%. IE23R 78.3%. F3 LA LW IS 78.4%.
FRELEE 80.2%., IER2%H 79.6%. F2 DL EOZWrITEREE 70.0%, FFEEE 76.4%., 1E2% 73.0%
LEETH-7=, AUROC b, 1 E74 0.946, 0.865, 0.800 L HETH 7= (X 14) 9,
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b. Elasticity index
Wang 513, 55 #il> B RUBPEAT L & 10 BIOMEE & 2 MR IR E 2 M A8 L LTE

%53 AT TR DAL 4 FEER O F kA & WV TRAHIBIEME & L T elasticity index Z 5 H L
7z, Elasticity index I3##fE(b & AREICHE L (p < 0.001) (K 15), F1LE, F2 UL k|
F3 LIk, F4 OFZWiED AUROC (X224 0.93 (p <0.001), 0.92 (p <0.001), 0.84 (p <
0.05), 0.66 (p>0.05)TdH 7= 17,
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II. Strain kb

ROI = AF3EWNIZIR R LI & @ strain L CRHMlid 2 Hik & | JEPHITSEE %2 ROLIZE D
JEPAIFFEE & HFEE & O strain CRHIIT 2 51k Uis EORENRH L, AN ERTH
5o

Koizumi &%, 70 4 ® C FEMEAF B3 T ROI 2 FFFEENICIRE L T L. RIYAT
BRIz %P9 A F3EE @ Strain @ L3R (elastic ratio) (X 16) & i THiET L 7=, Elastic ratio
X, F1; 2.21 (95%(EHE X% 1.94 - 2.70), F2 ; 2.69 (2.29 - 2.97). F3 ; 3.42 (3.07 - 3.65),
F4 ; 4.66 (4.40, 4.93) L ML OMEST & 3R BRI DM 2R L, FFRRME(L & AR 72 EMH
BAMEZ R L7z (r2=0.82, p<0.001), F7= F2/F3 [ (r2=0.36, P=0.02) L F3/F4
M (r2=0.41, P=0.001) TIXAEEZROLN, FUF2 M TIIAEEEZRO LMo (K
17), —% elastic ratio 1%, RIE & OFEEIZ 720 >72 (p=0.36), £7=. ~ADOBREDOH|IE
FERIE, r2=0.869, p<0.0001 & FRWVHBEZ 7R L, & CORERZIZIEF 2D 7o
7z (4 18) 6,
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18 Elastic ratio Of&FE M OFHEIME (SCHk 6 L v 51 H)
r2 =0.869. p<0.0001 L3RVFHREZ R L, A COREREEITIEFITD R0

F7-. Ochi &% elastic ratio Z AV TIET L = — )LPEENGMEITFE B4 254 L 7-. Elastic
ratio [TARRHE(L & A B 72 FHBAME 27~k L7=, NAFLD activity score 4 LA T & 5 LU _E & O JERIRE]
T elastic ratio IZA B ZEZZ RO (X 19) 10,
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III. Do ik

Friedrich-Rust &%, B35 J OV C AT O RTE B2 6 &7 & /U 25 2 511
L. ZEEMT 2 AW ORBIE X H LA G elasticity score Z % HT LEEAR L T
D05, MLOMEHTHE R & RRRICATRME(L & OF BB Z RO, B/ s v GTP &
ERLAG DR D Z & OB LZERENm < ooz LS LTS (K 20) 18,
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20 HKARHEIL AT — UMD elasticity score &, WM/ E vy GTP & &Nz 7=
Elasticity-Laboratory Combination Score (3Cik 18 X 0 51 H)

IV. ML LIS DFEZ DT

FuJ1moto O OMETIE, CHRUTFREE TR E & RIE grade & O EZRMHBEM: 2R3
BERITED Lo (¥ 21) 8, F£7/2. Yada H @ validation study T, CHIB I
B BUEME T8 TRIE grade & LF Index & OFE MBI H > 72 9, — 5, FibroScan -
VTQ (Virtual Touch Quantification) 7% & @ share wave imaging %, FFfg#E(L D ES
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E) Limitations

FibroScan (ZHEAKHTREIZ L 0 MIE TE 2202 RTE (ZEAKIESI TH > THHIETE 5 23,



¥ 22 AN TREAKEART. O RTE Bt (GCik 28 L v 51 H)
At NTREKVEAERTO RTE Hifg

B: A THEKEAERZD B E— NE#

C: NLHEKENER% O RTE HEif

MK SR TE D

RTE O#HAg 5 0T BT 2 72 b ORME STV D, WIno HiE S L
& OFBAMER A SN TWD A, B D TIEM ORI AThh TWinwizw, ok
D HEN TV D ODFGEIEE SN TR, K HIK<ITON TV A0 AR LcikE
X BN T WIGEICIE RTE B SN2 356 6 & 5, RTE (ZMEKIFRFICHE o5k
BECTHLIHMIAFEETH D720, MATRREIEF D720, L LEBEKR CHLHLLE, "E
DOIEFEE T, BRI LV BB EONRN, T —F 777 Nl 572 L,
AYPRETH D, BERREL, BE OB ENE OREEICEEL 5 2 5 ATREMEN
HLNJFRTE Tlxd HBE L —= TRATERER OETD 2N EREINTND S,
LSOOI RTE O} 88 X O 0 72 W EERER O 7= DIZIE, BT - T 7k ofi— b, %
BRL—=V T VAT AOBENPMLETE L EZ DD,

F) Recommendations

RTE &, ML 2 BT 5 HETHY , R THIO TEMALI L, RBOBE
IR WL T HE L S MU RN A A — 2 7 ETH B,

O EAMETRETIE, ITFBRHEEAT I - TR OB S IR RIEH D E AL D,
JF RTE TIXEDITHHE N KRE 2D FHXTHNCE A3 S Wik (FEOFEE) 238 % .
FREOREGAZ — 20D, ZOEIE, HRERI SRS ISR TE %73, Liver Fibrosis
Index X° Strain b Th % elastic ratio 72 E & W5 F CHEBIMIFHN S TX 5,

MEKITRE DO BEZ T TICHETE S, ERRIE - HE - Bl CoEBIZ 0T, I
AL 2 E L <FHMliC& 5,



BITE, HIWELERL & RTE OXfb, HUIBREAR & IFAERBEEEA L RTE Oxttb, B
WRIEE . T T 72 L IERBERG 20N RE T O A ML 722 Sz oW C S sk e RIAFZE 3 1T T
HY., INHORERICHIFFINATWS,



2.1.1.2. eSie Touch Elasticity Imaging (Siemens)

A) Introduction

Pk O IEWGEB) LB R E O 7B & TA U7ckik D E A4 ZZRIAHBIEZ H W
THiH 3 % Strain elastography T %5, BE— FIZHER L, S HIZBE— NI
KRTHZLEHARETH D,

B) Indication
OVFE AR B OB L2 W T, T 28I Thiu TV,
FFiEEZ W, & IZBEHOERNCOWTORIHZHNYONAZ 1N H 5,

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

Elasticity Imaging £— FIZHIV X2, BE— RE AN OREREHHT 5,

JEGs A B A9 5 BRI 1 ROLIZIE; & RIS 2 AL D K 9127 5,

ROI ® K& X2 B9, strain imaging H{EAESE D 7= 6 O [ R AL IBE—F

2K LTI T b 720, Mni7)~x%_§m_%4xgﬁ%%@#ﬂ%f%
V. BE— FHEBEKIZNTSZLHTE D,

ROINDEBERIL, L —RT— NN T =~y B TR EOHFNLFIRAETH Y |
soft-hard DEDKEZLFIRETH D, 7 L — A7 —/LFROEED I strain ratio Z I E T
Do

D) Results (What does the value mean?)

OFE ANERFR B ORMEALZINIC OV T, +o 728 3T Tuneny,

NI S DG 1%, NG & FRMEEEES & OBMEDEWL, BN E O homogeneity <P
heterogeneity ZfHxIH)7eEA L LTI AD Z ENTE S (M 23), FL—RA 7 —LFEKRT
I strain ratio Z{IET 5 Z LN TE BN L 72 2 IO 225 E L LTERT Z
ERTED (K24,



23  HRBVETHE O eSie Touch Elasticity Imaging T aFf
NT =<y BT T L—Ar—)VFKR,
FEMEGIC LT, BRIV Z & D ER T X 5,



o |

i
_— . .‘_:’
F e B o N e e SR

Strain Ratio = ROI1 / ROI2

24 Strain Ratio

E) Limitations
O F AR B OB LZITIC OV T, T 7edMliiZ Tl Tunian,
16cm £ TOWRSETERRAGBETH LM, HEVEWVEEFTE HEBEIG LR,
FEAS 1R 28 IR 20, EE MR 72 & CHEHI AN R & 72 D

F) Recommendations

ZE2[MFH Y &2 FHV ) 7= Strain elastography Tdh 5, JHEEMIR A 2 M) 72 B A & L CRE
ARECH D,

B R Tl £ 0RMROMEN 72 SBROMEORREDP TSN D,



2.1.1.3. Elastography (Direct Strain Elastography) (GE)

A) Introduction

Direct Strain Elastography (%, Revised Direct Strain #% VN TN % #H 35 Strain
elastography Th 5, B ONTZELGADOFEE LY RERELZFFOE T BRI L,
EEARDEE, WIEHE L VIRWVEZ RO 7 BARRI L, BEZROAELHIV HTT
HAL., BE—RECHT—EifgE LTY T AL KCHEERERT D (X25),

R—=FS571-&

875712k 5Quality BT —

25 R FIRB)
E:BE—KR, A=TF AT 7 4 EBEWIG

B) Indication
O FE APERFE R, S

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

BE— T —5 v M

Elasto "% 2L T=7 X hE— FNIZAD

Z—0y MBI+ ADRESICROL Z&ET S

Quality bar % L < (% Quality graph 2EVMLETLEZET H L7 B—TI12 X H8WE
BEKLT D

FRE S U < (3B 2 RAFET D

T—=F 777 FOHESTIHHAEZ 7 —BEELT VWO T, ROL IZ7—F 777 oS %
ANIRNE DT D,

D) Results (What does the value mean?)
O E AR B O LZIIC OV T, TR Thi TV Ry,



MRS ZE DA, TSR & FEMEGE & O OE N, IEENE O homogeneity <2
heterogeneity ZFHxi)7eEA L LTHRZ D Z ENTE D,
Elasticity Index <° Elasticity Ratio # H\\CalliT25 Z L 3 TX 5,
Elasticity Index : ROI CHHA ZZ#FHN H 15 B 7= E A8 _EO A5 OB E b, AN
BT R VN Z &R ERT D,
Elasticity Ratio : L7 Elasticity Index DLt

E) Limitations

O F AMERFR BOBMELZBNIC OV T, e d i i T bt Tz,

TG 2 W2 B LTl JEE SR WEEIRIZ 1T B 0 72 W O TERWEMLZ & 2 5 1256 ] T &
AAN

FEAS (RS IR 2R EE MR 72 & CHEHI AN R & 72 D

F) Recommendations
BB ClX, FEH0RE0®ER 2 SROMEORENIFHIND,



2.1.1.4. Elastography (Toshiba)

A) Introduction

HRE N7 7 k%2 W TR 2317 % Strain elastography TH 5, U 74 A APEICHE
o, PEHOHES [ZTR VRS B 505, AEERFMED T2 DS N L Did e — 2L 5m o 1 &
TDEMDHTH LD Z X0, FPREZBADREREMOFNL, =AU T 728D
MAEEREL D,

B) Indication
O FE AMERFE R, S

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

B & — FHMGIC TSI 285 U IR EMEAINES L < T8N K2 EEn+o3h
%2 &R D,

AT REIC K DR OM S RIEETIE, AR O RELEBZ#HEV KL,
Hfg ETHEBICEDELPBITE DX 91479, 2D L IR S 2322 E L 7= Bl
RELDOWBETDHEL, REOEBED %2 —FEIZLTA A AEZND HERS D,
DD, AN L DAL NRE =V EBIET L HELBZ BN,

OFEAMERFREDOEEIC, RO & 2 E &I 21237 e —7 24 = h & —
BT DMBERDH D, EBIEDORA » ME, REMAS L < I3h/NEME TRIEST 2 2
ENEARER D, MEDOHEERY MVEABE LN L EREIEWVEEREELWE SR
TV, E7o, WE LW —ITMETETWS Z &b, EERNRFHEICITERET
b, TDH, HEINZFER L THS EELONAEITEZELIEL, MENRFLCTHD
WO TEREZTHLELH D,

X 26 OVFE AAMERTFEE B O R
e Blige o, A FFNO R b LA D55



D) Results (What does the value mean?)
WAL ENT=T —H TR WD, FFIEANDO A S LA D55 H (A ML A A A—=VITE
FARE—ME) 12X, M2l CED E WV IMERDH 5,

Fig2. $iXILG AR ORIFER

P<

p< 0001
pe< 0.01 be
0.025
0.25 0.05
' n=135
02 l
o _
0.15 .'. I
0.1 -.- ®
005 LA
0
Fi F2 F3 F4
n==8 n=3 n=2 n=2

27 JFRRHE(L & strain & O (FESMBIRERBT IIASE T Jed L0 #h)

MBS U Cid, BEIG & FERIG D & OBitER & i Uil X OFME 217 5, —RICHZB M
JElE, = OIES FEMEERH O strain teidm < 72 5,

E) Limitations
OVFE AR B OB LZFIZ W T, T 28I Thiu TV,
R7ZIEEZFHNTWAESD, oA VT IR ARV EENRMLETH 5,

F) Recommendations

K7 Z % W TENMN ZHITET % Strain elastography TH 5, Lo TxzA U T 7IZ
HEETONERND D,

B R Tl £ OMEN 2 SBROMEOBRREDB TSN D,



2.1.2. ARFI (acoustic radiation force impulse) elastography
2.1.2.1. Virtual Touch Imaging (Siemens)

A) Introduction

Virtual Touch Imaging (VTDI%, ARFI OfEMZEH L CHEOEBT 532 L - TA
C2OENMAZRE L, HAHESZEN LB 288 Ch 5, ZBAL0FHANEZE FIFHBE
ZHWTND, EFEEOMENR L ERIEED D720,

BE—FEWHNZERT D (M28) . BHgRRIEL, LV —AT7—LDHTHY | KER
RS, MEAEESA AR RIND,

B) Indication
OV FE AMERFE BOBHE LRI OV T, o 2R a Ml T Ty,
HEDL ZAFEEZH & S ICBEEMEOENNCERTHD L OMRENRDH B 24,

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)
VTI £— FIZBIV &% %,
ROI DA XENLEZ RS D, 74 =0 AMEAEEDRH 5O T, ROLIZMEZ O Y1 X
KL THEY RIZRELSET, 74— 0 AEFMEEO Tk < IZRET D,
ER O IABZAT D, BV IAZFIEL, B E DRV K D IR T 5,

D) Results (What does the value mean?)

OVE AMERFR B ORHEAL 2N OV T, 7253 T Ty,

TGP 22 DA, TSR & FENESH & OB DFEWR | IEF O homogeneity <2
heterogeneity #fHxfH)7eEA & L TIHAD I LR TE D,



28 WEBHENTH
BB I~ T, MBI TITAR I BN DR T L BB TE B,

E) Limitations
BRI £ 55, WETETSH 5,
Strain elastography O¥EE & 13 ) | WEEEmRIC 7 ) — XS,
FR OEFMEZ R T D RRBR,

F) Recommendations

ARFI OFEM Z G L TR OEIE T 2 F T, EIBICB T DINERFIEN D20,

O EAMERPREDOBMELZETNIC OV T, BRI TIE, RO RENR 2L

BOMFROBERN TSN D,

B



2.2. Shear wave imaging
2.2.1. Point shear wave elastography
2.2.1.1. Virtual Touch Quantification (Siemens)

A) Introduction

ARFI % M\ 7= Elastography O5EHT TH Y | HARTIIHEO =T A N 7'F7 7 4 ODHFT
KHEL L TWDLERDO—D>TH D,

W (BAEIR) O A ST 2 SRR O X, W O RO S & IEOFHEI A
bb, Tb5, B OEIHRE DN ENZ EEVHE TH D LR D,
Virtual Touch Quantification (VIQ)%, INHBEWR VA (T 'y 2 vR) ORSHICE
o THAE LT BRI O MR (STWMEN) A &R SV X TR L, 2 OBHd 4 31
T 5 Z LT K o CHRLMREE B 2 5l 92 HIETH 5, T 2 Bk 132 A8 w5 i 15 2 1k
EETHOONTWS Ry 727 —TBIWN) =77 a—7Thbd, Rl
K% 200~300u O v v 2L A& L RHRRRIC ST LT, S A A S BE
— RBIEHOBE RSV ADEZFIC L > THEROZEM 2 JE U, 557k o 2 5
B 5, MERDOZDO B E— NEfg & HERRITE—mmicRrshsd (429),

ARVECILRE & Z 53 2 8l & L C, TR BB i % Vs il [m/s] 0 B TRART

2o
_ , E
Vs= 2(1+v)p

Vs : Velocity of shear wave, E: ¥ 73 vy : RT7T Vb, o BE




Vs=1.3 m/s
Depth=2.8 cm

Fr104

4 29. VTQ D /<EH

Fibro Scan %, VTQ & [F U < SyWriM sl 2k 208, sHEXZEHL TY 73 E
[kPal & L TERL TS, LivL, ZHUIMIKICEIC X 2 RBZE(L272< (R7 Y vl
y =0.5), BEMNKEELY (BEp=1glem 3) L{RELCEXHEIFERTHD, #it
HALOEIT LI &, ZORETHLIBEZYTHDL EEXLNDLN, AL D
R CIIMREN 157 TlE72 <, Siemens #hCIIHRARMRAEE A Hol & L 7o kARRMR OFEAR & LT
BT T Vs [m/s] 288 LT %,

B) Indication

PR PE P B TP L DR S LB R G BTN & 72 D, A NV AMEIFRIZEIT D
JFRRAHEEE A H Td 5 2528, 0 A L ZPEIFR I W TIIFEMRA) R I8 RS R AT R Td 5 A3
JFAERRAAFEETH HBEH I L ThiHirie Thd %,

TV T — WAENEWIIT 2% 2982 702 &0 A )L ZAVERTF R LIS DSFEBT~D s FINRE TTHESE 33 34
ROBHEFRE O FIECHE T2 & COFME & L TSHREIRFF ST D,

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)
## : ACUSON S2000
Tu—7  JJfar Ry s AT u—TH5WEEER) =7 Te—7



W A M 2> S ANENL T B SRRERATE 1 FICHE T 5, REFFOEILD 22 Z12 X0 gl
FIREDS EAT 5L Vs S ERTL2Z2ENMbNTWL 72, RIFHOBIEDITREET 5,
Ta—7 3BT T BE— FE2ZR LN 5 RNME R &2 T TIFR LD 1~2cm
D& AIZ0.6cmX 1em @O ROI G, HIERZ > 24, EEERIE L, Vs [HD1
O RAE 2 JEME & 95, FFETETIIRRRERL - H - RENROME) - FFRAE) 2 & D%
wZTHAREME b HE SN TR, WESIIARERRY AETIT) ZEnEE LW (M
30) 35,

A B W
09 -
0-8 1 57
07
> =
= el
B i ﬁ 05
2 94 1(J' [— AUCfor Fz1: 081 » %471 |—= AUC for Fz1:0.69
03 4 ~—— AUC for Fz2 : 0.81 03 — AUC for Fz2:0.71
02 ===+ AUC for Fz3:0.85 02 4f] |===- AUC for F23:0.76
01 4 [sereees AUC for Fz4 : 0.87 0.1 4 |ssseses AUC for Fz4 : 0.86
0 T T T 1 1 T T 0 T T 7T 1 T
0.102 0304 0506 0708 0910 0102 0304 0506 0708 0910
1-Specificity 1-Specificity

30 (@FHETHOVTQ., WAEKETHD VTQ IZ L 5 IF#HEL2 e
FEEVTQ DJ553, ZWRENmERTH L (TR 35 LV 51 ),

ZE LN T ZEEIE57eonay e LT,

OROI IIAFE®E S 1-2cm T 5D

Q@7 v —7 EZFEREZFATIZH TS

@GROI L v fFRmEMNIC KX 22 R <° space occupying lesion 73 & DFEEY N2 RIZT D

D) Results (What does the value mean?)

K FHIAE R OE R EMEWGA . FHRRIZ XXX m/s & LTEREND,

HIEE Vs X, 1BYEFRBICIB W CIEBHE LT3 2 L IHCREIC 2 5 L E ST
W5, VTQ OHIERE X FibroScan & EIE RIS &3 DA N LU 25,2836

Friedrich-Rust 512 &% C Al X B AUBMEAT TORMET TIX. VTQ IZ X D AT D2
WraBlX. 7~ b A 7% 1.75m/s & U7z & TR 81.8%. FFELEL 91.5%. [ ERY 13- 78.3%.,
MR 93.1% Th - 72, F2 L EOZWiEIX AUC TVTQ 0.82 (95%(5 #E[X 11 0.73-0.91).,
FibroScan 0.84 (0.75-0.93) . FibroTest 0.82 (0.75-0.93) . APRI 0.75 (0.64-0.86) T&® ¥ |
FibroScan SCIfiLiE~ — 7 — L IFIE[FSE Th 5 53 L F4 OZ W TlEVTQ 0.91 (0.84-0.98),



FibroScan 0.91 (0.84-0.97) . FibroTest 0.82 (0.73-0.92) . APRI 0.76 (0.64.0.87) & . I
H~—n—X 0 VIQ X FibroScan B HH TH -7 (X 31) 25,

1 1

£
0.9+ 0.9+
0.8- 0.8t
0.7 0.7}
0.6+ 0.6
= . 2
2 H =
= 05f | = 0.5F i
g | & :
? 0.4} | 1 © oad
0.3+ ] 0.3f i
0.2t —— ARFl Imaging 02t | —— ARFI Imaging !
P Transient Elastography / S Transient Elastography
DAF: - FibroTest 017 .. FibroTest k
% APRI APRI
ok : I I pla 1 | | I T T I I
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 1 0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08B 089
1-Specificity 1-Specificity
a. b.

31 VTQ (ARFI Imaging). FibroScan (Transient Elastography). FibroTeast. APRI
LD F2LE (a) & F4 (b) @ ROC Hlifg (5Ciik 25 L 0 51H)

Sporea H1Z LD CHRUBMEAKEZMNRIZ LT 5 » [ EOLhusxIE ClL, B T 5HIE

(VTQ TiE “XXX" T/ = & FibroScan T valid 23 60%LL F4v> IQR 23 HIEED
1/3 L F L EF) 13 VITQ TlE 98.8%. FibroScan TliE 93.7% (p=0.003) CHIEETdH ~ 7=,
VsfEIX FO: 1.09+£0.42m/s, F1:1.22+0.41m/s, F2:1.37+0.48m/s, F3:1.70+0.59
m/s, F4:223+0.71 m/s THY ., FMLAT—VHTHEZEEZRDTZ (K41), F1LL
@ positive predictive value I% 95.4%. F4 @ negative predictive value I 93.7% & FE&
IZEETH -7 (X 42), F4 & F1 L EOZWREIL, VTQ L ¥ & FibroScan THEfETH -
72728 (AUROC F4 : FibroScan 0.932 vs. VTQ 0.885, p=0.01, F1 2L E : 0.857 vs. 0.772,
p=0.01), F2 Ll k., F3 UL EOZWHEIZIAZSE CH -7 (F2 LI L :0.818 vs. 0.813, p=0.77,
F3 LI L : 0.866 vs. 0.862, p=0.81.), F7= alanine aminotransferase (ALT{E72%, VTQ ®
HIEMEIC 2 KIE L, ALT & EIE EAFSRHEZ2 B O cut-off (S EEIZ/2 5 2 & b H 2
(2L7z (X43) 28,

1



45F
4.0 [ p=0.0005 | '| p<0.0001| & | p<0.0001|,| p<0.0001 |1,
3,5k .
30F =
25F =
20 °
1,5F
1,0F
0,5F
00| ! " ! !

32 METAVIR Score |Z L 2 T L & VTQ I\ &k 2 IFiEEE & oBIfR (SCHk 28 K v 51 H)

Predictive value of LS evaluated by means of ARFI. for various stages of fibrosis.

Fibrosis Cut-off (m/s) AUROC Se (%) Sp (%) Positive predictive value - PPV (i) Negative predictive value - NPV (%) Aceuracy (%)
Fz=1 =119 0.779 69.9 &0 95.4 16 70.4
F=2 >1.33 0.792 69.1 T9.8 873 56.1 726
F=3 >1.43 0.829 74.8 81.5 76.3 79.8 78.2
F=4 =1.55 0.842 343 76.3 531 a93.7 77.8

A p-value <0.05 was regarded as significant.

433 VTQ (2 X2 AT#HE(L2 e Uk 28 K v 51H)

Fibrosis ALT = ULN" (n=384) ALT= 1.1 -3 = ULN# (n=376G) ALT>3 « ULNa(n=94) n

FO-1 110 4 0.35 (n=156) 1.23 £ 026 (n=101) 1.42 1 0.49 (n=16) “#:0.003
o 001
#i L18

F2-3 1.40 + 0.49 (n=160) 1.63+0.63 (n=175) 1.61+0.47 (n=413) "#: 0.002
1 0.002
#n: (L.36

F4 2.07£0.76 (n=78) 2.31:£0.64 (n=100) 245063 (n=35) #1002
"= L.00G
#0103

A p-value < 0.05 was regarded as significanr.
“Patients with ALT < ULN.

#Patients with ALT=1.1 -3 = ULN.

u Patients with ALT> 3 = ULN.

34 ALT &fEf TIT Vs A ZICHETH S (OCHk 28 £ 0 51H)

E)Limitations

W 22 B Tl R IEN TE RN 3B 5, 7= shear wave imaging (23 L
722 & TIEdH DM, FibroScan % & [AlERI AME R E P ZEM: 25 IR % CIFEEE S Vs fE
AT DHIEOFEENLETH D (¥ 35) 37.38,



A ARFI time course during recovery from ALF

35
30
'_g 25
-
'g 20
2
§1s
g 1.0
05
0.0 +— —
2 4 5 a 1 I3 52
Days aftor admission
B ALT and PT during recovery from ALF
a7 BO
30 70
80
25
50
i” g
3 40 E.
5 15
30
10
20
5
—o-ALT 10
~C— prathrombin time |
0 0

1 2 4 5 L] 1" 21 52
Days after admission

35 TMENFEEORIE &I VTQ IR T2 (SCHk 37 L v 51/H)

LELIBBE 2 S D2 ENTEXHERIS TORENLEHATHY . ROIIEL 8cm £ T
DOREIZIR DD, FFEEREE, FFE2D 1-2cm OFFC ROI %) 5 72 DR VDY,
RSSO 2 I E 3 D BRI, ZOWSHIEICR D Z LD 5,

FiboroScan 1& & EEREAKEI TOREN TE 7200, PORBEFIITE KT HIEEETH S
720 VIQ TN H > THLHERETH 5,

Fio, REIFIE, BAFEE ORGEHENES | KETIE FDA OREHEET- LTIV 253,
AREMTHO SN BER OEFERECBERDUERO LD L RE SRR L0, TO%
RA~DOEBNZOWTIBRF R CTIXHW N L <, Z eI ZeMERRDLLEENLIMEICE W
TIE, SOICHRHT2HERD D, Flo, BREAIZREG LIZGEIE, v~ 7Ty z
DIEAFDMEND BT 5 F TICHLERRH A28 L2 BICHoER L TERT L Z &
MHERE I TWD (BABEREY KSR X2 ZEZAE S



http://www.jsum.or.jp/committee/m and s/acoustic radiation.html) ,

CRETEHIE~Y y TRFR SRV &0, TEIC 1T BFTOWE L TERP 27203,
S3000 Tk X 41 Virtual Touch IQ (VTIQ) & L CVU =7 7' u—7 & H\W\ CREIRIHIIRE
SNFEESNTZ, LPLROIDKRESOEENTERWVAITIREL LTS, S HICHRE
KT, 2o RNy 7 270 =73 TE R0, SBROREDHEFISND,

F) Recommendations

B E— RELRRD O ALE DAL TO KRR E A REST 2 N TELHFIET
» 5, ENLLARENZEYE Sz FibroScan &13H72 0 BE— REHWLHETHEHEZ Lo
MO ERZDZENTE, BELEAERBENSEOND, o, DORBERIIEKFT 25
FEARETH D720, MEAKIFREIToH > THATBEERIEN WHETH D, B E— NEAENFEER
Ta—TEERL TS, —F RIS X E AFEEREICE D Z LN TE D,



2.2.1.2. ElastPQ (Philips)

A) Introduction
FEFR : ElastPQ (=7 Ak« B¢« ¥ = v) (PQ: Point Quantification)
FEHESR - 1U22 xMATRIX (1U22 =v 7 A~ U » 7 X) (iU: Intelligent Ultrasound)
ElastPQ %, H25554E ARFI (Acoustic Radiation Force Impulse) % F VLR O & %
B HNTIIE T 2 IR ERAIZWNE TH D,
BRI Y JAA & RIRFIZE R FICRER AR RSN D, BIEMRIT kPa £721X m/s DH
frCFRS ., FHE, PRE, FEFEELFRIND, (X 36),
*FHHRE SR OE ME MRS FHARERIL 0.00kPa & L TERSLD,
ST AR E & Vslm/s), B (RN TIE L LiERlTx5) 2 pfiftl Tx %) &L
T, WMEE ElkPalid, E=3pVs20Uc k- TEHE SN D,
ROLIHMEEDLGFTICT 5 Z LN TELINEIIT 8em ETTH D,

PHILIPS

FR BHz
RP

17.079 kPa
POINT QUANTIFICATION ELASTOGRAPHY

36. 77> hAOWPERF, MR 17.079kPa.

B) Indication
OFF#HE(L D E il - OV F AMERFE R
ORI O JEIZMERE B

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

OFLE A F v o THlEZ#iH 3 %,

Q7 n—T7x[EET D (EEITRERT)

@ROI ZHET 5 : REIL 8cm £ T,

DEHIZEIEDZLTHEH 9, (BIEONERRIEE TELRY /NS WEREZLTHED D)
®F MR Z > (Update) Z 4,



OHELEIE 10 fEATLA L TRIE LESME AR %,

MAEEEZRE LT, ABENLT 7o —F95, HFAEIOROMEOEELZIT 57
DUENHEETH 5,

JEIEZ BT 2K S IR Ik 2T 5,

ROI OfZEL, B OHRIE S (Fe—7ET) TOFHINZEE LS, 7e—7KENb 3
~5cm HSERARRY,

M, BEFEER, Mfas OB, DHEIORE LT 500 (ex. IFAKE) 138ET 5,

3 B (RURP/P1) DS DOYI 2 M ARETH D, RIBZNET 256 1%. B %
TFDEEERSHET D ENARETH S,

D) Results (What does the value mean?)

« IEFHT : 4kPa (2.5-4.7kPa, 1-1.5m/s)

« Mild : 7kPa (4.7-12.0kPa, 1.5-2.0m/s)

* Moderate-Severe : 12kPa (12.0-21.0kPa, 2.0-2.5m/s)
+ Severe : >21kPa (>2.5m/s)

E) Limitations
- FHHIRTREEREE DN B 5
FE - (REVDREDN B 5,
< DIROHE DL T 5,
- RAEE ORI TER H 5,
s WG OEEDIT I, IEREE MRV,
< g ol EE Rz (lateral shadow) DA =T 5,

F) Recommendations

B R Tl 20 RORE D2 < SBROMFEORRIHIFIND,



2.2.2. Shear wave elastography
2.2.2.1. ShearWave™ Elastography (SWE) (Super Sonic Imagine (SSI))

A) Introduction
T —T7 L0 T —HASNTEBERE — L EEET D LS %ITICEN L, Mo
WIS ANAEHE L CTIT< 2 & T shear wave (Bilril) 23%44 5. MiNO R D
REEHEGEICHE B E— A2 ET 5 Z L2k 0, M#EIRO shear wave DL AL S
N5, BEWROKEZEZ T X TORE F 240 L TRRHCITV., 2z s Tl IRT &
V9 Ultrafast imaging™ & 9 FiE% HU T shear wave OfafFEEZHEL, v v B
JUEBE®RE L THERT D, vy o7, EER LTI T X D0AHDZELHE )
& shear wave OBEIHEAHINT 5 Z LI XV 2RcHEig L LTERT D, SWE OF v
TF X IZHO BN D DL, EOEA 3,000 7 L— A/ @ UltraFast™ Imaging T 5,
FHAEHYE E & shear wave OR#EHE ¢ DRAfRIZ, E =3pc2 (p IXMHMEE) TRITZ &
M TE %, Shear wave DIsfEEL ITAEV AR T TIdd < | 8O 202 A& TIEEY, £ 0
B DA HME OB A R TE 5, fMRIL. T "X BVHEAL (kPa) & 2 W Tl E AL
(m/s) CRARTDHIENARETH D, HIMEMED D WVITHEII N T —a— NZE#mIh, Y
TNEALIBE—RFEGRLEERN T —~ v 7L LTERRIND,

Q-Box™ (kPa)

X +
mean: 84.0-18.
min ; 3.5-16.6
max. 2355-19.2
stddev: 14.0-0.0

Eratio : 4.6

Q-Box™ (mm)
diam: 3.0-3.0

Display saturated

X 37. 77> F AL THSWE
fEE® ROL (QBox) &RET S LICEY . ZDBFTO shear wave DRI L AL
R R TE B, FIEIC ROT Mk LU E 2 £ b OBk M Sk i (250 . Q- Box
DRE S B EREFRSND,

B) Indication



FTRRHE(ER2WT 3942 0, BB AE TR DRSS OHT R O FPE DLW 872 EOBENH D
T REIZEAESS 22 O 2 Wr-o R HEJRE O Jm) BT iR R G O RTATh 722 &~ OIS O "I REME & it S v T
5 o

C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)

@D SC6-1 =2y 7 27 —7® Abdominal 7 7V r—< 3 VA2 EIRT S,

© RFGEBAL A W O T RICEKIRT D,

@ SWE A A v F &,

@ ROI ZAEEDY A X - HALITHIET 5,

® SWE W7 —~ vy 7 MEELTEZATT U —X &M,

©® Blife7 L—2%8R L, Q-Box GHIIY —) HERNINN— RT 4 A7 IRAFT D,
Raw date IRFINTE 5720, —ERFLIZERIZHR T T —~ vy B 7D LU VS
Q-Box HIENFIEETH 5,
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D) Results (What does the value mean?)
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42. SSI & FibroScan OFHBAME
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2.2.3. Transient elastography
2.2.3.1. FibroScan® (Echosens)

A) Introduction
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B) Indication
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C) Procedures (including Tips and Tricks)
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D) Results (What does the value mean?)
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