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2 H B i (colorectal cancer, CRC) J& F H WL W) &
PEMIIRE Z — . 2020 4F (1 42 BR A 28 KO FE 26 3 6L T 46
34, FFRESE CRC S Wi 5 B B 0, 29 1596 ~
2551 CRC & TEV] 12 I R AE A JF 5 # (colorectal
cancer liver metastases, CRCLM)™ | R4 F R Y
J& CRCLM Y5 25607 T BL 16 H T I A kb ol L s &
VB JH AL T I BR BoRBfR B 2 0 I Dhie .2 5
ISV SIS Y I i AU R E R ER (LR SR 7 N
FEa TARZM . Bl Ay 155 8 [mIR ¥ iR 4 /)N
AR TR A B, AR T U B 0 e B e Ak S T BB
FE T Mg K/ B SRR 9T 80P A 1fE (response eva-
luation criteriain solid tumors, RECIST) J& H #if N FH
B JIZ 1 PP S A IR IR T S8R I bR L 20bR Y T
HVE PR AR e R AR S s kb T LB AR E D
2 HOBBIE SRS g kb 5 LG A1 o DR 2 0 4 3] 285 — YR B
Vi ) fee/NEL PR S 8] Ry 6~ 8 JEITY L (H A% b 1fE AT A7
TE— S8R R Z Ak fn el T JoRg BAT I s 5 B L O [ Y
BE T REA AR IR T S AN E S R A Y AR
AR VEAR 25 Wy 36 7 14 2 107 0 5000 TG 7F Ji A= A7 B (pro-
gression-free survival, PFS) 5f & 4= 77 #] Coverall sur-
vival, OS) 1] BEA7 78 Ja B, e 7R DA DL AR S bt
R MW PL & N A K I F (vascular endothelial
growth factor, VEGF) U [7] 254 J7 11", D1 AR SR HT 2
—F VEGF B AN AL S s BE P iR . Bl id B 1k VEGF
5 HAZ ARG 5 ok A ) Bk e A= L S BOIA ORI A &R
iR AL, I BH kBT 0 I . R A KW T2 AR
(epidermal growth factor receptor, EGFR) 0 LL & #5
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Kirsten K B 7Y 98 5 B 95 56 4 [R] U5 4 (Kirsten ratsar-
coma viral oncogene homolog, KRAS) /i £ 2 it 3
SRR 98 3 A RAS [F] & 9 (Neuroblastom RAS viral
oncogene homolog, NRAS) /22 & 1 /7 & W& FR. 25 A 1%
I8 M7 R BUE R R AR Bl 3£ A (V-raf murine sarco-
ma viral oncogene homolog, BRAF) %t [A B 4= I [1f) &
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JE R S0 A AT LD g 0 RN OB 3 B R RN AL A
5 TH A9 728 Ak 6T B 18] 36 97 97 RO PR Al . Mazard S5
P — I [u] o5t B 5T b B, LB MR U 46 Cearly
tumor shrinkage, ETS) F1 & i I £ (deepness of re-
sponse, DpR) FJE A58 45 Al ikt RECIST filg B 45 b
T PES, #R1M0, ETS & % & AR 4 B 42 0 & {5 1 5
Y, 2 W& T R TTRE 23 AN X R 4 /N B R L. T R
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. Froelich 45" 7E — T0U i B 4 F 5% b Xt 347 91k H
FOLFIRI % & 79 Z & S 5r st W AR B4R iy
CRCLM B #H 5L CT #sm 11 KR 17 0 b, &
PR ) 36 T A B U A TR Dk CT fi=61.62 HU
M OS ZEK ETS F1 DpR 8 1 4 5 42 I S8, B
MBI ML CT smALAE = v BURIRYT OV 4. Maz-
ard SE- LU 231 T 43 500 FE DA B Al DL AR BT
JRITH) CRCLM JBE B LR CT EMR, b T 42 AT IE
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Jih 98 25 1 5 AIE 2% % 19 LU (tumour-to-liver density .
TTLD) i N K& %8 W f 48 4%, TTLD F F& R8T
10% Ry 41 PFS Ml OS K, i fi PFS Al OS #
T lo%rBE A MER T 1.2 M1 10.3 N H L HX Fh
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PEHOIY  Kostek %0 ke SR % — M 44T EG-
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H g HE R RTRY CT BME a8 L 2k 2% L I
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£ PES A s OS 31 8 WL E 41 88 35 45 il ok 2> 4.8
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DCE-MRI & 1 2 5 b 28 U 32 B 80U (K ) RN 853
% Cenhancing fraction, EF) (13 f1 KEF §E % 7 1£ ¥
MAERIRYT 2 JA 5 1 2 HA I R LR N & 3 . Rk
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FESHE A 1) = AN TR A CE ROLL 35 3 4~ ROT
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i 98 200 it 245 ) 5 % R I A o 2 A O H R X S
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S TR BRI T R 2 3 4 2 5 B R L 9 R O 7 R Y
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DWD 2 Le Bihan 2817 F 1986 4F 1 W2 HY 9 — Fh ik,
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CRCLM B MR I BOR . SF A58 A it 38 AR Ce-
quivalent cross relaxation rate imaging, ECRD) J&—#}
YA AL MRT £ AR, 0T LLSE 1 3FA% 8 1 5-7K A B A
FHI A% Ak, o 5 Ak b 958 21 20 45 1 0 40 B 25 % 1 A8 1k .
ECR 5 iy 40 i 2 J£ A1 56 . ECR A FE AR 7 $2 7 i 9
AL -21  Matsushima 2027 & 303G 7 7 ECR {8 1 FF
LI 2 JEJE ECR A 1) 48 fb 5 J2& T 42 52 DU A& gt
BT CRCLM (2 FL 7 30 A7 8 2 80, D AR B g
BIT A AR ECR A T Bt 24.5 % A58 h
FEA | K /N, 5 BEHE— 25 g0 A 210 9 B Ok 56 iE
CRCLM & # it ECR {H 28 b % 5 DR B4R 7 97 4L
(I SE

PET ##&

PET R HIE WL 4% AR o B3 500 3 3 s kb 38 07
XoF 7 5 390 0 45 BT A e k1 T BB AR PR AL BT LA &
PEAG 4> B 45 J0F 2% /9 2 BE A R B0 45 s B A B A
fiE S F-FDG J2& H il R b 5w F e B A5, )
2T W2 W L BCPY BV AG . 7 I DR S B v 3 R R
FH ) P Al 48 b1 02 BR 7 3 BUE (standard uptake value,
SUV) , JLHJE SUV,,,.. B8R X P 19 B K88 B0 1§
SUV i GHILHF 1 cm® BYEKIE ROT 30 3|7 g5 571 48 H
A DX Bk R A5 kY BRTE ROT 4 f5c K P 1 8 B
(B, AN — 8 A5 G ORT 1 1 i 96 6 B ) & 3 TR Sy X T4 A
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8 T 5 T T ARG T B AN 5 N o o3 R o,
s HATAE 2 CRCLM F 3R 7 RO X T SUV,,.
{BLAY B A T [T 23 LU AS ) SCR b A9 22 5 80K, % 3 A
IS ERALVA YT G R SUV L., R B 15 % ~50 % 2 fith
AN R R AR R WL PET £ W S
2k RECIST-1.1 377 S 7 T i U R AR 55 (100 26)
RS S BE R AR 5326 ~57 %0

AN JE L G FR R340 i Ceirculating tumour cell,
CTC) By kA 2 B CRCLM J7 84 19 2E 1R ic ¥
R HUN 3 T RECISTL. 1 B I8 36 97 52 0L ) A Jek i
FHXS AR AN 302657, Ma S5V Bk A PET-CT i
1 CTC Kl % CRCLM i WAL S7 97 RO AT VP4 &
PRI PG LE Sl A5 P G o 8 — oy v B T b 10300
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AT Y — T B R B 5T b A L T 4 32 A Rl IR T
CRCLM #8315 2& i s o9 A3 3 BR DX 1y 8 14 R
(whole-body metabolically active tumor volume, WB-
MATV) FE IR 52 i (metabolic response, mR) #
& PFS/OS By Ml Sz U 7. 18 VF 2088 o, il 4
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IR 1 A bR I A A S R S e R B AU DDA
Ko FH TR I dfe 4 1) e AT R0 R TSR P AR B ) 2 FOR
il 5 bk ke D5 B ('° F-Fluoromisonidazole, '* F-FMISO) ,
Lee 2513 34 W F-FMISO PET 148 3 Jo B P A 25
L R e B b i R EOIR B0, e B AL 1 4 W R X
FMISO By B 55 5 QS AR 825 40 OC L JF n] A3 &5 Tt
W PFS Al OS, & £ W' FFMISO ® A % T
CRCLM /9t AT 2B AR IT BT RO A

HBAF

18 U % (radiomics) MY M & iz 5 J& 1 Lambin
FEUUT 2012 AR L AR AL A T LN A5 AR BT R
rh g IR B RRAE L O 4 B0 B 2 R B e e o T T
DA 0 R S S ARR B0 v A HSCHE I ST A AR Y L ) i
TR Y 2 B0 S SO A T2 AR B AT A L R T AT L
00 Jifr g8 (494 97 RN LA KBRS . Dohan %59 5k F 24
A AF AR 5 I g i A % FE R R ST AR MEAR & T SPEC-
TRA (survival prediction in patients treated by FOL-
FIRI and bevacizumab for mCRC using contrast-en-
hanced CT texture analysis) ¥4, FH FFEWRIT G M
A H A FOLFIRT B 45 DU A H BT Y 97 2L L 950
OS. &R Bk H ERITES 6 HJFHEET RE-
CIST1.1 A7 i PFAG 19 A M — 3. Ravanelli %57 )
#hog CT BG4 SO AR AR JE 47 20 B T 100 e
EVIBR Y CRCLM X & DU 5T Y A6 7 B S 1z A T
JG. H 2016 4RI, [H K LE5 AE M 45 (NCCND 45 7

N KRS H A KRAS/NRAS/BRAF Jit A 58
AR R AN UHE LA BT EGFR 259 rp 3k 2501 i
HBUGH 2D, QU 21 100 25 E W 9 B 3L
AT A B I, Yang 250 (0 55 45 1 W
~ CT 28 21 5 15 AL fig 48 11 il KRAS, NRAS #il
BRAF %748, AUC 3%} 0.829.,0.857 1 0.857, Xu
U R U BB kL MRI 175 Fh S B R AE CF- (8 7
25 ARAHEE B R BEAS S8 50 M R AR K BE R A1) 1Y
FHE S KRAS 272 i 3 4 5¢ (P <<0.0001) , AUC {5
Fil} 0.703~0.813, Pierre %) 5 T F-FDG PET-
CT Wt . & B 5 T4 2= K7 AE . SUV,,., . SUV s i
. SUVsp (SUV antard deriiion ) F SUViy (SUV tcent of vasition ) »
5 KRAS 272 i 3 A0 5C, Hoh SUV,,, #ill KRAS %
AR AUC Fe R, 34, A 2 3 BF 55 & 3K 1%
20 27 5 W PR ARFAE A 25 G T 1 28 19 52 1R A 2 R BR
AR 7 I Ab 7 7 8 sk i TR AN R R A I A
SRl o A 7 N iV R S S SR TR I'e
ABL L R R AR AL AE O B IR T T AL SRR L i
Bl = i B P BE LT BRI 5 28 47 20 B IR IE

REZIEARHNER

B 22 2] (deep learning, DL) & —Fh T+ AN TH
REMIHLER 22 ik B RS RGS SO 5 & T
JUZ ORI AR T WA RO . F T A B RS A s
B TR BBE 2 2] J5 15 1) 32 2 BR A 2 45 BBl 28 M 4% (convo-
lutional neural networks, CNN) . f#i Hi CNN ¥ & 5
2] O vk U A L8 43 2T 55 R L L = i PR RE
BB S UM R . TR N B 2
RO 22 119 R ek S g R 2 D R B R R AT R 4 IR
RN T BLRRAE , 4R S5 X ik e R AR R AT 0 — 25 41k
DLSCEL AT AR AT 55 . Zhu VM & T — A3 F MRI
B DL AL, 5 RECIST1.1 A b, i% 855 89 78 H 536 97
S 7 TR HUS T S S B A A %2 (0,875 vs. 0.578) il
AUC(0.849 vs. 0.615) ; 1fii H. fig 57 4 Hh IX 53 T % % 8
DIBRA G 0 A FE 25 3 A6 AR B IR 4 (25 ] [ 3 3k 61
A i AUC R 0.833, Maaref 2657 ) FH & R
MM DL FiEW@ET —F e A fER,. £ X ST
TR TR FUBT & 5 RS A I A5 A R 3k 91 %0, 7E F 3
T FOLFOX(EE T 5-% R W5 WE /. - 2 45 B B b 1] 411
1 R TT 5 ) W ARYT 7 R YT 0T LA 78 Y6 1
FFAF, A LR R B XA yT T8 R B, Wed
U ILFIRIT AT CT BECRH DL ki #2142
4 2 MR A I S S R I UE A b g 3 B A A A
CRCLM AbJ7 J i 1) 13 2% fig » AUC 435 2k 0.935 Fil
0.830, DL F3k [ 2% 2 2 f FRAE AT LURD 58 8 L2 2 ¢
I Z A0 ) A 8 7 1) BEIAR AR AIE S DT AT 42 g 9903000 &0
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