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ABSTRACT

Transcatheter arterial chemoembolization (TACE) combined with radiofrequency ablation (RFA)
is an effective treatment for advanced liver cancer,but postoperative residual or recurrence of
lesions is an important factor affecting the efficacy of combined therapy.Imaging examinations
play an important role in the follow-up of liver cancer patients,including digital silhouette
angiography (DSA),liver ultrasonography,CT,magnetic resonance imaging (MRI),and positron
emission tomography (PET),etc.Combined with the application of imaging techniques in residual
or recurrent lesions after RFA,this review was made.
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R MFFE (HCO) RS AR A SIE MR, SEmAIFFSEE", AT, SHEE
BisNBERIH, TEAREETHIEIRATIRER, §HTER(RFAZS B
BT I AR (TACE) 2B EAHCCE MAVAIZERE, TACEBXSRFASBERS, B FHMTH
BHMmE, RORTEKRE, BANFAYESHBAREmMAE, HETRHER
FREAR, REDEIER, BRRABERAERERLREL". BRFRERR
ERERIRHEEEREG, EPOENT AT MEEE(DSA). FHEBFERSE. CT.
AR (MRI) LUK IE B3 F & 5T B2 434 (positron emission tomography, PET)Z",
SOESITACEBE A 5T N A B R B E A RN AR RN BB RE—5R,

1 DSA

DSARSHUEAARN T, o SRMEBHMERDR, WABHBES, BalER
hEEMEFLE R, RIS AEmERe, DT OEFELIEREA MR
BRI ARAE KT, EMDSARSHTERME ", Chen CWE" LIEEDSAK R DI
TACEREE &It B | BUR R E i 0 MmE, AATFohSEANEMBLELE,
SEIAMA L INER, =R EEIBDSAL RS ARLEIETACER S AIE T,
I EEEREEZER, NTACEREEDEE & EMtmE R ERraRET
NIZMBT T EI81T. R, TACEELARFARIGATAEZIZ G, HEINDSAEBMEA
R, DSAIMERFEEMM RS ITR, SSEKEEW, WERAEENA LA 2R
BAM, WDSAHFREANARGEMEEFE,

2 B8E

BETERERES, 1REERERE, WEhig®EBA (contrast enhanced ultrasound,
CEUS) TR MEBRIEE NN E IR RES, R AShAKERIER MR IRKERES
&, BICEEEFIREMET. SIhae®, =4 CEUSAITE R BINIT N RS H I R kis
R, THEIELEE", Gu JHZ[6]LICEUSTER B4R E S & Bk E (100%)
FCTHT8.1% , IBTHIERANKERNE X, NEMBEEIFRS. XoT8ENTACE
B RFARE &M R W S BSHSRRBE 4KK3 N 8, FHREMCTISEM a8,
CEUSEISonazoid FFAE IS B E R BB SIS, HEd ERAMSBHNERIT T
HCCHE RIS ARG, AR SEApEE B RILE I NS n&EEIE. AR5 HRE
A Sonazoid i &7 B HRIS BTN M &2 IBHIR0CH0.834, U 7 90.3% 15 &
#1973.7%, 88 BEHIRRRANE, AT, BEKRIREEEWKT, RERLHNE
UHBETALZHEALE. |4 DFSXEMERSHNEEZATHES, FILE
ENESEMGERRBES T,

3CT
1RRCTRIMATACEEXGRFAR BT MBIV E B A, HENE K AR RN EHRKHERRA
RIEIFRIBIRAI BRI L FIBRE . CTRTRBHRIAR, BHih4-~8RE EEE,
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REEEEBHRSTIR . BEA RS MIgRCTH T
RERMFEILEMY, FFERFANRISEINATALNA M R NS RE
HRSE R RM AR ER R, AEE S NRNESSMERE
REL%R, BAlb, RE—NERIILRCTIENER YRS & 04
SREME,

CT XM % (CT-perfusion, CTP)RERARILIECTHIRE,
EEDNMFHORHAFRE, ESREEREEE(hepatic
perfusion, HP). mhfk:&* (arterial perfusion, AP). MAE
(blood volume, BV). iAl&BY{&](time to peak, TTP). AFAEEF
153 ( hepatic perfusion index, HPI)Z, BIRLUFMTACEEXE ST
SERARSRIEEE Y, BExEE N BCTETMGELZMTACE
REHERRR S FMET, MERSARSERARRE
ST BE LR, F B AT4AHPI. HAPE T 5% 84040 (P<0.05) 12
REAEEMHIMARBESE L. Yue XE 326 ARFAR SRR
GRITCTEE, RMEEMBIER [ BMIIRER (L Ehsk, TG
BIHPHESE S (P<0.05), CTPERIZEFMBRERSEME LK
RN E LR, BEEESNETERIEECTES.,

BEIECT A B G AT ERRBCHB LS, ASIAELihs SHME
B, EEOMTACERARFARGEBANMSE, TMREIEER",
S B IAEE CTHUN TACER /ST B 1t 9 R SRR (94.87%).
15 RE(94.06%). PAMETIIE(86.05%) FIPAMTNIE(97.94%), 7
BAREPREERAESTEESAH(P<0.01), MERFTLSE
TACER G B BRI R, B SRHHEIR, BaY
CTIRERIEK, BEINEEA, HMERLARSH,

/R CT(cone beam computed tomography, CBCT)#]
LRSS TACERBIERITEN 7, MBBERDSAE M,
Orlacchio A" ETACERRIE, #TCBCTNEEMHILE
7. KRB ENERESFH94%. 96%F198%. Yao XSZ
U A CBCTIRE AT ERFARSATT R, CBCTRMARACECTHE
GRAPFHEENERGSS, KIMRFAF3SHICR(79.2%). 10
5IPR(20.8%). 0fISDFIOBIPD, X5RAHRIBIEX, 2R
CBCTIM&ERFAR S AI 52, BCBCTIRER 1K, JEBIFRE
RS, EGBREIMERREMCTHMRI,

4 MRI

MRITCEEIES, BEELMINgEm%E, BAL S HERRCTE
B, WHBAGHRERE LMisHuaER=", Gd-EOB-DTPA
BEHRMEFREEER, FEALRERTEEBEGI-EOB-DTPARE
=2, THE"LHLIGd-EOB-DTPAIEIEMRIL B 5t 4 M Bl
1406, R4 ERREILAG], SCEUSKHRTLEREM, IR
EHCCEM R AR BN ERYE. PWISCTPREEEAM,
A [z BRI B T L, BRI FIR(ETACERESRFARG I E M
B8 PRI L IRBEA BB B MO AT ARk S SR AR Y1 B8Rk
FFINS7ME, BPWISESDBEARMCTP, RGN EFEK.

DWIR] el N ERBLR KD FI 8, EEPMTACEES
RFAR SR L AOMMEE ", RZRRABFIEEH(IVIM) 2DWIRET
HhR, BIESDWIR] EREHMITNARNKD FH SR FHMmEZE
o Yue X&' HRAMTACERGIEEESNX (TAA). FHEIFFEX
(TNA)RYE XD E(f). 1B BAI(D) MR A (D)EEFEE
£ 2(P<0.05), fAIDERIRFITAAFITNABIAUCESRI590.959
10.955, Shanshan LZ" & IRFAGTEE RFTVX2E YDA
BEEERTRERMEK(P<0.05), FEXENDEEZRTEE
FiEE (X 35 (P=0.045),

WREEE A% (DKI) R TKAFV BRESH2HENMR
E, BepEmEREnEmRE", cao XE"RADKITERE
TACEAERMLI, Ty 8ZE(MD). HmEy ZE(DA). &HE
FHEDRIERMEEEFRMEPSTELEERIL, MiHRIEE
(KA). SHEMESE(Fak) EE M HBRFIL PSS F RIS BRI,
Yuan ZGZE"£MADC. MDFIMKWRFASE LMY, 1554
FAUCH3(78.6. 73.3%%10.842; 85.7. 83.3%7#10.839; 85.7
#96.7%#10.956), {EDKIFD ¥R, ZFRMEIKENGLIER
AEM, ARSEEEREWL.
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MREZ—MeIFMGEAR, FENETNEESsEENAR
B, Haas YAt &MY 5@d MREM TACE AT BB & M HT S
(PLC) 54 & 4T (SLC) AL, ERHEESMERE(5.8kPa
vs.5.1kPa, P=0.04), "EMREZM™, MREATNRFAGEE
HEEFEE EBRETNMESE R, AIRMRENNTAREEREHE
EHH BTN EE R,

T13 %S I8 A& (T1 mapping) A L&) FUNHCCAI R &
Z(MVI)PY, Rao CEPI3T04fI BT RBEHRTT O, &
mMEZE(MV)BEMEHCCAIT 1t &8y a0 X B Z | FMVIFA 4
HCC(39.4%vs 49.9%, P<0.05), fbfi13ARTL3ES AR =S
BhFIEHCCRIMVIARAS, TENBEE %, T1 mapping R7ERT
BAANRGHARRLD, MRSHEFE—T T A

MRSEREIIH TR BEHBRNERES, A ERERT
FIE RS AIEE ", Ou HYZE EAMRSITETACES
HCCREZ L, RWAITE, 36(14%) 2EFEHE. BARNINE
(7.814.9X 10”1/ RZAHHE(17.2 4.9 X 10°) 2 |8 B9 RBHR /7K b &
FEEEER(P=0.005), EiFEHERE, STEIRFEAYRILABRHIE
BoBRE TR, HHUMERERES AN, BREAS.

MEKFEFHMRI(BOLD MR ZEFIREMEREMIE
HEET.ESNRERGREAR, HAGHARENES 2. 3
EE2E"RM, HCCRY/EXMAMRMHMNR2ED R
(72.1£24.1)F1(105.6+29.5)Hz, R2*ELFIHCCHEE/E L1932
WU E 85.2%. FHRENGT.1%, EMTEHRAIMERSE/
Sk NEEENG, BBOLD IMRIEHAMSNEERSESS
g, BFE—FRE,

5 PET/CT

PET/CTI°F- @B S A &4 (“°F-FDG) YE RS M R B AT 7E
AFKREHERMERIEEY Y, NAREELRE L EKIE,
ERANTIERE, BERAMKINMEEZNE L F-FDCE
BEY, Mateva G MRITPET/CTIHERFARBIIFTRY, H 5%t
b iER B 2 (CEUS) #HTHL AR, RIPET/CTEURESCEUSHR
L, A AFRINTERFARBIF M. REZEHMRELNM, PET/
CTIM A AR EHRERE L HEREHR91.9%, RBEHIT.8%,
¥BR R Z FMRI(79.0%. 86.7%) B2 AIME Lfkt. AT,
TACESRFARS BB A1 R R 23 #2138 PR, BPET/CTRAAEST
FIEs, FERTFEANER.

41, TACEBtARFAREHYRE L MTEP, BAEL
S&EE; CTAMRIKER, BSMERGEHTFENHEES
5%; DSABRIERAMEMSEAENKS, REEEMMEH;
PET/CTRITES Tk iR BB AEIE R, BE57BMBmEE
BRERM, NREESEBEEDEEESNRERET.
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