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Ebilem CEFEBEHBEAF v v T 5,

2) EERELEED CT EoRo#E (Tumor-
liver density curves)

VY—Fal—vav X254 TELREEEILK
B OERIB R IEE R L BRI RE, WEo CTE
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gL (B2),

Type I (K3, 4)  fF& vEEOEE D CT 5
iz, EAL, BOETTAL 0,

Type II (@5, 6) . F:ABREDCEED CT EHN
FLvd AL, BUREECRES O,

Type I (F7, 8) : FF X v {EfEDEED CT EH
FFov A icgEZ L, BOETFTA40,

Type IV (H9,10) : HBED CT ENF X V&
W o,

2. Tumor-liver density curves ® Type & E E D
BIfR (F 1),

FFE8111x Type 123641, Typell 4 i, Type III 4
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NTHAERETH 0, TypelV (XAFMfE1L6], BE
MRELLG, BEBME286ITH - 1,

3. ERFFLESD CT HoEOELL

plain CT R X 2 EOHFAEZHIFOEREFLE
B0 CTEoER X > T2HiXh 5, Type I R\
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BEBIAEEFELEED CTEDE, %9, plain
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HEERT Type [OCTHEOEDETD B A,
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early stage & late stage ® 2 HFTICHELET 5, early
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FFXOESHEETAEENEONEZ LB LA,
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6 Type Il ® Tumor-liver density curves

<, late stage I B\ CHR e EE 2B S5 Typel,
L IV Q775 T2 0B% TH - fo, LLEDKENL
late stage K& TR BEAF + v TAHBED
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Lal, REIRENREG-OTCT OAROIHFEM
FEMLTCWRWRANRD S, dynamic CT 1IEEHR
BETHH, 2o, BrxoFEEXRELT5, K, I
O MFEEREOHHR % 18 % 7o %1213 Angiography 7%
Me—DFETH o 1o h’, BEHBHFEB~D dynamic CT o
BAKL Y, CTHRER L MEBREOHIE & T
7o~ 7z, dynamic CT TWREFF &8I bolus
injection RO BEHOEB~OBTYEBRTIRLD
YoTHYH, BRE FEMHOEHE BHIREZERDC
BT RE T IME O MIEAULE LFRE QLA D & B
R C &Y, ¥/, 2 v Y a— 82 — 12X B8R
EBWESET LR TH S, BRACEAIhIE
FH AR, BB TOEARELIITD, HHH
IZILIMAEA S O EER R FERB 5 LTk
DO~ LiehioC, PRSI CT Eig%H8 %
ZENRBELD, ERERCETIEREFHORR
1~2ml/kg, #EHATHHEHL B9 KPFEC
(30.8ml/kg DEAECHBLEE B h, C0E
TtHoLEL bR,

EFFF O M 325 ~30% X BIIR T AL, 70~ 759% P9
MRZE A2 50 L, Bk ME— DA
IETHH®, zOMBEDHEDOBFRL S, FIfici
FEOEFRAOBNHAEIN, EEFLEEORK =
VIESANRELBZ LB, ZoOMBERFIAL
7z dynamic CT DFFEC X3 5 Z¥BE BT D
TOHELHL I Tk MO FREF L EEOIM
WMEBRE A B 7 CT HoZEh & L CEG Y2, X
FXFERAS—VvEETHILERNTVB, KB
TWHIEER & EE D CT#E D Z 1t % Tumor-liver
density curves ¢ RH L 4 B 5@ U702, FFdfaE
i Bt Type I, I i\ 3@ % hypervascular & 5%
flic%, ZHh&OEF T Angiography imk\\T 3
FF A e o B 8019 7 hypervascular 8% £ L7, An-
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giography TZMIREEFA &\ 2 LSl o b,
FRHOEMDIT E A E X dynamic CT T isovas-
cular 7z\ > L hypovascular & Ffi L 5 % Type I
* hypovascular 7z Type IVIZB L T\ o, Zhid®
I TRER D EE N EBICAEL T HEND TR,
& 72 BF4#& T isovascular » % \ X hypovascular 7¢fif
FirEmML, ABECEFHEABROFEELZ TR TV
Angiography Tii<~X 7 3hTLESIHLEDbLR
fo. Ete, Typel IL, Il OFfERZGEE H A0 CT
EOBLE HiE, EAMCRBEL A Z -V EELD
h, Zhitplain CTRTCOEFFEEED CTHED
BUnHELS LBbh3, FHlED 25— v DX
AR 2BORELYRELTCVW30012, BE
B A ELE © plain CT i 31} % density @ iXfE
Hotm, i, REHEEMNR I, FERBOMEY
DEET B EHMEL TV, SHOBHBELED
ns. _

Tumor-liver density curves (ZJRFEMEFRBOEN S
DBERIZKT?O Transcatheter arterial embolization
DHEIEEL TS FHEE L bR,

Z®D X 5 dynamic CT 2IEREMH CEE O vas-
cularity DMBELIEESTE, 2 EBERTHBH, B
BOFESHCBEL CaBEI 1 eV L2254 A
HTOBELNTER D, FOTRTDOAT A A
HATEE*BRATHSOIRETH S, £ 2T, Tumor-
liver density curves D#EHTIC X », Typel, III, IV T
H A, late stage B\ T plainCT L S EHEF &
BED CTEoENENRD, ToRRRHIRVZ &
& H L, dynamic CT ORBES Y > edic s 1 7
IV AETADLIDTHHT -7 AVBEERAF »
vexzF 4 BFIA LK late stage CT ¥ ZE£ L7,

BB L7z & <, EEH D bolus injection #, EHR
#H, BTN BRECEEIIEXR, Bohbi,
late stage TXEIRME, Tt 2 EPRHEOBER M E
LhaRicsd s, 2% D0, late stage CT & EH A
MEANCPEREBIZ 2 AT CEEFO&EFH OX
a2 PRI & - CHE S h 3 Bl Fass 3
IR HEGEBBA X+ v T 2HETHE, BED
plain CT TiXFFE L L4 hypodense & % \ i3 —Ff
2 hypodense /b 0 & LTRiHEh3, Lal, FH
OFRE (FIIR) XA LECEE LB 0D
2%, late stage CT Tt = h & O REICIEHF I FHA
LTk b, false positive DB EHZRILD, %7, Type
III ® Type IV @ X 5 1z plain CT ¢ hypodense 72 fiE

Dynamic CTic X 5 FFRE2 MBS % BEoE AEAEE 178 125

Blitd - &Rz v P 5 R L&KL, early stage
T hyperdense * 23 % Type I TH - T b late stage
L plain CT k-, BAR 7 hypodense & & L CH
HEhso&nbh, latestage CT Tk plain CT TR
88 L 7¢ % partial volume effect DEE S 17 35
TEMNTESD, L L, B partial volume
averaging?V D7, BRILHERESFAHOLEA
Bo=v v RAVIHRIZLY, FELHRLIRLD
BENEZLHh, BEEETA, Type IOERL
plain CT T% late stage CT THiEx 1<, TD X
5 folEE X early stage ic=v v A E AR ETHR
25 L CT ToOREFF L, Type HHIEFI24/
81& 1<, HLOFFEIERIT late stage CT i X b ¢
NTHIHTETH - 7o,

late stage CT Wi\~ J5# & LT Foley 5223604
DEBMFES R DN 5 BE I postcontrast  survey
dynamic CT (60% diatrizoate 180ml % 2 7R
TREycEA, EARKR L 2E» L2 ERBEH R
F v VT 5 HE) 21T\, plainCT X Y bEE L IEE
FFeoficay b 3 A OBEBLAEERYED Z LA2°
TE, ZHERILEEAHEHEL T3, Lal, late
stage CT iLEEH O AT 52 PIPROIC X - THE
ThHBIICA* + v T HHETHBORL, 0
HEIKEOEER A VTWHZ &, EFATEA
LCWARND, A%+ v RBBLTWEI LD,
WinTe BRHICEBE L W A0 LT L, Type
LI, I ol cuicE i BarfiEdh
5, ¥, FOEEHRAPIRLKKE Y > CTHEEIRS
HleeF2ERBESHAF+ v THHELLT
Matsui?® & i3 Dynamic sequential computed tomo-
graphy with table incrementation during arterial
portography (DSCTI-AP)iZoWTHAEL Tw5, &
H 3% FBREESRE CPIRCEFF Y EA LIRS
FaAxe v TbHET, FEOBWMELED T2
EBNTBA, ZOFEEE Angio CT & ERIEE
HOBE L 25,

FFEOZKBREEEOBM CHET A0 TR
<, BESH, HFABBOFELWINCHERL, &k
Wi, BEEOBERY Lishidlledblicw,
MRS CTRFEERGH LT 2 E0EL,
resectability %% U 5848, FFHELERICAR,
Teb iz, PERBETH-TE, REDENH M
C2lL, YBRFOBR#HTEL Thitithilibic
V, Lo T, BIREOCZHIERED S Z LANE
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L7125, late stage CT OZWIREIC DT, YIBAI441]
TYRBADKRER LW TELFHER M XRT
BEI L7t tdh 5%, plain CT, US, Angiography
N, FOhBgliRERL, BREOKRVHLIZ
HH EE 2 bhic, late stage CT ORERM DO LUTERA
BETH D ORTRGITEREALER 12415, 565K
DK Z ZFIDOBUROBKE 5 plain CT, US, Angio-
graphy I~ /N ERECLHHTE L L E 2
bhts,

ChbofERYBE 2, CTRECILITEORE
BRERDOISET50REE L WEBbh b,

Y, A7 Y —=v 7 &L TCplainCT 17\, BE
DHEETIHAVIEbID AT 1 AHPEEL, B
FBEILEWTH —Fal—ays REFT 4 BTV,
TEBEOHEYRHT 5, Kig, FMoRE MHRAR
FE DT, late stage CT %17\, EIIREORRILEED
%, CEA ® a-Fetoprotein 7c K DB ~ — 7 — 25
L, R A6, plain CT CEEOFEES
R T 2 72\ BA 1T late stage CT 2 &FITFTL,
BEOCFEYRDIIE, TOAF 1 A/TH—* -
L= a3 VeRETFT 4 ®IT, BEOBBEYLZHT 5,

HEDXS5@Tr—Farv—vaveR2F4015
dynamic CT izin%, late stage CT #1755 Z &1tk
h, FHEOHE, En) 2WRICBHTE, DTk
FEOBBRER L KW ERTtE 530 L Bbh
5.

i

V. #& B

FrEg1el (FFfEfafed2tl, IREMARE11M, Sk
FF#E2841) 12 dynamic CT # K17 L, LIToOBELE
7o,

1, FFE81%Uix Tumor-liver density curves 7:5 4
2D Type CHETE 7,

Typel: 236U, BF & D {EMEDEF D CT EHFT &k
%2, BOMETT540,

Typell ! 4, F&FBEOEED CTENF L
B ERL, BURRBRERRES 0,

Type 1L . 4 6l, FF& v {EECEED CT EH1FD
VARAREL T, BOMETT230,

Type IV 508, Hif@EED CT EXFL D EVD
D,

2, Type I, I, IViERI52TEHERF EED CTE
DEX plain CT O L b L EEHF D bolus injection
7%, F80%, 20D ETHEBIIENSZ Ehb, =
DRSO L2 BHBE A+ + v T 5 late stage CT
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DM EoF A TRHE I hi,

3. UBIDYBEA DL EFOREROZWR L 25
L late stage CT 1386% T plain CT, US, Angiogra-
phy X b F<h T,

4, CIBREERH B L I56WE DO H R 1L late  stage
CT ¢1291% Clem LA L DR BT XTI © &
plain CT US, Angiography 2kt L/ X iR ZE DR
T,

5. late stage CT (IFEREHTH v, ERREICILE
BLEOEEHITERTE, PN RFEOZE, A
EBRozZkicT<hn, CTOB#EEEN»LEERK
HETHB.

FEx R B2, HIEE, MR A B - o ERE S
BT 2L &b, \iEE, ARGV REOELEE
HEELS BBl LT,
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