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- B ERFEEE

R

JFF TR 2R S A X6 50 A e g e g ks R Iz FH

%, Era

[EEY 4LE % =4 (Gd-EOB-DTPA) £ B A7 % /A 69 I B 4F b 2 s /) . 3 & 8 42 I i MRI & #F
REAF 98 R4 5 BIAE T € kit &, GA-EOB-DTPA # 7% MRICEOB-MRD) & i B i 55 64 4] 55 2 1 3%
FRR BRI Z G EMBE R IET LA EENEL A EESHAL Y T A Gt hEH BB
W HBRAEARAFRALFRFOMES ATAFHOBRAFED  EANETEMH, AXIANSBT
EOB-MRI & A% R 2 Fe B AR, 5t 7 35 42 BT D2 A 78 16 IR 2 R JL K e itk R B HAF A R AF & 4 £ 47 5 4R

P oy R R AT 4R A

CXSBIRY 23k 3Rk s A 5 AT ok I 5 I B 88 5 P IR 24 3 P2 8 PR 3R] 5 4L R B — 4h

[HE4SEEY R575; R445. 2 [xXx#kirER] A
DOI:10. 13609/j. cnki. 1000-0313. 2023. 09. 002

JIFBE MRT Je4a 5t 52 m H U0 PR m Hl AT £ 2
BOVAL BB TR gi 2 g e CT $2 B9 i IR # 0%
i T AE R TR RR S M T LG R A I DR
MRT 7 T Jiefr 968 D7 Adi J7 10 A 1 8 Rk e o I U ¢
S 1 X B TR A 455 W] B 0 RE A4 200 e 5 B B S
AT B TR AT i DO AR P B AR 8 4% B A R I e R A Bk
UKL . e DL B T R S X B AR 2 AL R R — 6N
(gadolinium ethoxybenzyl diethylenetriamine penta-
acetic acid, Gd-EOB-DTPA), & 7E Il J& b F & & +
L H IR B0 B b X EE ) Cextracellular contrast a-
gent, ECA) FUTFIE 47 5 P % BE 7R 9 45 1 o 78 1 9k 3 2%
0 51 43 A A R I -4 B A TR) B B 2 Bk
41 B 45 B, I 7€ T IH 3 Chepatobiliary phase, HBP)
HESH = B 4. Gd-EOB-DTPA # 3% MRI (EOB-
MRT) B ] $i Ak T e 78 1 50 285 390 ) ot ot o 15 8 i
AT BRI O T E K B R T R i o A E A R
X — ¢ U EOB-MRT 7 JIFE i 96 19 4600 15 7€ 7 1R
I7 USRI IE B B 2% 1 245 4 S T e VAL O T B A B
Wl . A0 T8 EOB-MRI B9 RS B 38R R L 78
JHF I e 93 s A 7 FHD 618y AR 0 3 Je B LA hy s A8 b s
TE B 2% U /Y 1 A (A

EOB-MRI 1% R 32 #0 3% R

1. A% s B
Gd-EOB-DTPA 7 3 3 5l 25 159 - 309 20 A T 1 5 A
L5 A28 it 7 1) B SEL i 5 200 5 B 1) 2 /0 B e

EHBRAL:210009 B H. AR K22 @ H oK = B ik o B
R KA AR R )
1@%%5.\;%? 1982 =), %, Ih Vg KA+, Fink

(
Bl TAE.
4T, E-mail ;jsh0836@126. com

[XE 421 1000-0313(2023)09-1089-07
FFR A (R RAR %) #R1RE3 (OSID)

EHRERR

JFT 200 e 5 A0 R/ 65 A0 5 AN [ g ML AR E R
T B0 JHF 40 52 I 3 32K 1) 79 R % i A A JH 400 D 43
W GAd-EOB-DTPA HvE 58 4E 1T, BN HLET & 1 ¥ iz
% Jik (organic anion-transporting polypeptide, OATP)
IB1 #1 1B3. OATP1B3 ik kit EE M Feim i, 3k
IR 5 IR 0 A L R S R A T B S L
I GA-EOB-DTPA i i /N ) 2 3k 1) £ 24
it 25 48 6 25 11 2 (multidrug resistance associated pro-
tein 2, MRP2) {9 1f H B HEWE 20 HH /N b E 40
1) GAd-EOB-DTPA s 7] i@ 52 52 5 il 3% 35 i) MRP1 Fi
MRP3 [8 i % fF 5. MRP1 il MRP3 i % 5 i /K
FIk EAERT HLG B0 W AT R AR AT . Gd-EOB-
DTPA &Pk 5 29 1 min B JF 46 B 5T 20 i £ B
JFSEBRAE 15~20 min H B 255 5, 6 = JH-4i i
LIy BE I ek 9o 76 AT JIEL 39 DI 4% BB, DA T R 3R A5 2 95 1Y)
i geg /T S TR EE

25 50 %) GA-EOB-DTPA 20 & HEHi .50 %6 48
PR AR GEHE o 3 b UUEE 3 B a4 A mT 7 I 5 JE ) g
S AGR AR ELACES DT 8 R BE R 1 2 e . AR 2
£ B8 43 AT o JHE I 9 78 A IR B 1) 52 18 R AE 5 T R 1 AT
2 i i B B DA a3 AR TE A B 0 2 R K P A
P 56 TR 30 e A 4SS = A Y R O TS IR
/s AR 45 5 - Bt = OATPIB3 %3k, m] WL F B A
S A L B0 I R R RS R 5 O TR T M BRI LA
W 12 MR i AR i AR AL L DL T SRy kb PR 45 15 16 A= (focal
nodular hyperplasia, FNH) 1 FNH #£% 48 I8 15 T .
Jif 98 (B-catenin 336 W AD F1431k B4 #9 HCC; @i
oRomAe . FE W T FNH F B @ .o Xl
PR EL 2 AE 7 0] py 2 4 ) 5 S SO B R R Cn
HEAE ) B OATP1IB3 S i B 32 1k Cln s o B 5% 7%
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2. AR BEAR 5 KO ok
EOB-MRI 518 $ R % 18 25 805 43 25 7 &
MRI J# 51| 25 51 R0 P& 4% % 4 Bf ]

A& : EOB-MRI Ji i 48 F0 JH 52 52 9 5i 4k 2 52
ik T ECA-MRI, F % il [ 2 /R4 Gd-EOB-DTPA )
T1 b g2 % ECA M f5 . (HH Gd ¥k FE U ECA
(9 1/4, B8R & ECA iy 1/25 7, B itk b MR
B 25 1 5 A% 31 G IR 2l Bk A SRR T R L X8 PR A U
Fifr g By 5 Ak B0 AR B T L. MIRT R 19 & 8 fil bkt
BAG AN AT AR 7 0% G ) | 4 S A R AR R
RS A AR % EOB-MRI 3l 25 ) i & 2L
ST AT T T 22 R AT 5 2 56 T LI R A (L

S — A~ [a) RS2 2 M S P R R A, AR T
Gd-EOB-DTPA J5 /R &A= CR AR L) 5% ~18%) ,
2P R E Db . Z RS AT H T X
FPEL G 5 A 0] 8, a0 45 . D17 2 s ik R 4 @ 218
HEHX A (1~2 mL/s), Z J5 H 4 30~40 mL A= 3
K @ #5 Xt B B 2 50905 @G A R I 2% B
S ORI 45 510

EOB-MRI 5[ Tk 3 #1 #4755 ECA-MRI 5{ £
W CT IR R i 0 e 22 0 XFp 22 o
FIk 4 2505 120~180 s W I 2, IR b - £l 09 A 38 1 F
EOB-MRI, i @ 3 “ #4797, K, 2018 R IE
BG4S FE 4R & 48 (LI-RADS v2018) # 14 EOB-
MRI HRBAE 1Tk 0 52 B 0 " AR 42 » B8 47 191 T JIEL
BRI E SRR Sk BB AES

JEFRR . 5 ECA A EC , JF JE 1 2 4 T 0 4 5
XFECFR A F2 B AR A 2 — . b ) AT L 40 e h AR AR
S BB A S T BB RS 1 TC A R AR & . TEIIT
e I 1 8 E P IE S GEEOB-DTPA J5 10 ~
20 min, DR SE 503 58 Oy 3. HLAT R 07 400 A0 45 1 TR
PERZE 0 1k T, W BEAZ K15 &5 0 Wk R 1 2V 1
FUE A TR0/ A2 0 HOR AR T s il 7 [
M8 . Ty W A] SR 155 2l 25 309 A0 [ 9 0 4% #f R 46
A 10°~12° 2 [H], 38 0 8% A n 45 i 95 28 5 5
JoE 22 TA) F %ot B MR 75 L L 4 R AR A S Y . GA-EOB-
DTPA 76 Jif JE 39 9t HE ik 22 JE A b, S SRR 400 EE 5
FEBIFHEA A AR W, v AT IS 1 5 A 2 SR A IR R A
R REAG . 75 BEVE B A e, Q0 2R AT IR A N B4
20 Jirb 0P8 5 I OO0 ) A T R RS 2 h R AE
B,

3. &k

EOB-MRI 9 # J7 & W 200t {4 16 f5c A 15 18] SR SE AN
[ 51 TR A6 CAR TR . 78 1 5 % e 3R s 2 0
HEHIRY 10 ~ 15 min # [8] 7] DL R 4 T, WI(MRCP %

SR FNYHOMAUR AR (DWD . B 5y k44 35 A2 5 1 5K
i 2Z 16 ) X e E T, WA DWT #51 F BH & 48 T, {5 3%
WY HCRBE A W A2k, 1M 3D-T, WI R A fig
1133 MRCP s 507E TE 5 i R AE

T3 —J7 1T >R 4 e 5 B () R0 O AR T B Y
faT A MRT 77 58 & 9T & F 30800 BRI [ R AN 5
AL AS . 12 WF S IE A T, WL AT AT IE 3
faT A 7 284 HCC gy v 45 17 45 % AL 07 8 AH ARl Y
BB . B T, WIIF RIS A1 DWT 9 {5
RO HE 2 45 H I 9w I 5 #8 (colorectal liver metasta-
ses, CRLM) (B 3 B Ui i) — Fp oA &40 0 210 4R
FI AT 5 T 187 46 J7 58 A7 R0 S0P A T3] i PR A 50 T D fe
FH B R 51 o R 1k AL L AT A ik — 2B 5T .

EOB-MRI £ BT Ak B 488 o B9 42 B4 115 oK A2

1. 4 A g

JT 40 M9 95 Chepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) & #x
H UL I JEF I A O e e R 2 9 E A DG FE T B =
RIFHENY 5K 2 8059 A TR, HCC JE 75 9 Bl 2
UESE B AT #4712 Wi o AR X T 3 At % e 7). Gd-EOB-
DTPA FE 7] #2 &5 &5 1 it HCC 112 W off: 8 1k . S AT 4%
5 2 MU R K 9% HCC 9k 13 3%, 38 o] il 7 HCC
AW 2E AT R IR T U R RS PE A R K, GA-EOB-
DTPA X} F HCC {2 Wi fiiayr B EEANH.

1 HCC 2 W 19 # {8 : ECA-MRI %f HCC (12
Wise 1L F CT. 88 . % F HA<<2 em iy HCC, H 2
T o R RN BRI R R MR IR R 0 AR
<2 cm B HCC, A [l 1 P Al J5 75 23 5% i 38 43 /R 3 11
AR AT 2E BRI R AT (barcelona clinical liver canc-
er, BCLO) 43 B3, AT 52 WA 97 7 R k% . EOB-
MRI {4 IR {448 CT 3% ECA-MRI %f HCCOL
<2 cm By HCCO) H A W m 1Y B & 12 Wr ik
BE

Ry HCC % 3k 3% 5% 2 ik B &5 5% fb Carterial
phase hyper-enhancement, APHE) H ] ik #i ok - i 1
JE 3 2 Wi AR 255 . EOB-MRI 5 ECA-MRI X HiL 7%
HCC 2 Wi e A2 . SR . 3 Fh SR 3 B L 0L 20>
BOHARTE 1~2 cm (/NG5 . M2 PR IF AR T AR
£ EOB-MRI JI-JIH 8 W 1) = i L4595 . i 52434
W30 26 25 4 iy 4 o I APHE {9 JiF JH 3415 15 5 45
TR NG T A R . OATPIB3 (1 £ ik K- 5
HCC 43 WA &, 24K &L 1 A 45715 (dysplastic
nodules, DN) # J& Jy B 1] HCC i}, £ % 78 sh kb =2
HIT 5 XD 22 K B 22 38 O G WA AT 6 JHE R B 9 722 2 1K
55, XELLETT oA — 5 H B & A 9 R A8 sk HCC,
2 AR 3 AEREAS O B LA HCC f9 B3 R R4 5 K
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L1160 15, 9%, 415 A o] fE 5% 728 o & af 41k
HCC i & K 3 AR IE 055 T, WI fl DWI 2 & {55 .
AR R =1, 8 X 1077 /K il Je 1A BLA% 448 Bif 1] << 542
RO TN Ay B A B AR =10~15 mm"™, 4
JC APHE (% JiF BG4S S 4537 B A AR G2 i, gt il
PEAT I AL, WA B2 Ry SRR YT

BEF 3PP AF B0 K IEF 5T 24 2 . H AR I IR 2
23 4l [ i P - ) R v 1) i P 4 X L 79D G
(5 XA 5] EOB-MRI JiF I . # S B 5% 7
454 EOB-MRI # 17 WK {5 & F#1E 19 # & LI-RADS
X T2 Wr<<30 mm Yy HCC % LI-RADS v2018 HA4 H
R 1) R B T R S B VA AR . SRR L T AR TR
WK A5 5 RRAE A M 02 Wi bs ol S A 4 000 A 98 SR
B AT AE LA BRI R S5 R AR ke 3 n Ok o, L
& FER I 46 7 B BT I A& 99 A BB AR AE SRR A4E . i X
fE LI-RADS s/ o %l B B AR %, 2 22 R 2 2
LEFRCH 2 Wibr e & 7265 HCC HE47 = 45 S 2
XL R 2 AT BRSO 8 52 R R IR 2 R AR T 5 T
S, BT HCC By & A 5% 12 Bibr e 5 A6 X 51
HCC #EA77 8 SUS M2 W 3E B 25 TR 300 s 97 o
FaIT .

TWEEEMNE. 4 10% K HCC | T3 £ ik
OATPIBS3 ifii #£ EOB-MRI Jif Il #] 5 &5 15 200, %
R IR HCC (R 28 MBI, WS B A7 . X 250 A8 il
AL S AR G R WK 5 X 5 555 KR A0 .
S5 NGS Y R/ B2 AR R

TR K S HCC 7 IR b5 A 55 0. 95 [ 9 F
FEWr2s CAASLD) F1BR P T IEBIF 5% B 25 CEASL) 1) 45
BADUN AT >1 cm MR AR JEAT A2 K. 1 — 283
UG TG 12 WAR TEAS 32005 kKN B4 B i AT 52 80 30 JE K
% HCC By Rz Wi FiRyT . HHCHEFE R BT B 5 0
A EOB-MRI i BHAME A5 5 . 2l ik 1 5 Ak Fn 97 132 R
fiE 2 w] W S 32 78 3 JE K 2 HCC A9 32 W7 S50U% B . (] it
A B F %5 HGDN %98 jirs A2 . FRE (2022 fi R
KR IF R 12 YT 16 B ) HE 77 h Ak f8 R % O ik AT
2. FLE2¥#H Huang - BE5E R M, B HCC
RUAR A RAE A JROK 4595 5 HCC W 27 12 W 2%
PG, HEs <<l em 2 ERE R F MBI E kFH
BARM ST A O R . S A RS RGE , W JE K 9 HCC
R AE ST RIR YT (46 107 4% ZE R il FOUL %% 45 15 i
J&oh & HCC Z [a] /) JC ik J& 4= £7 1 (progression-
free survival ,PF) V& B 3F 2 R0, KW, IV JE X%
HCC 40 o] #8512 Wi DL KR 75 I FR AR SR 97 A7 W i — 25
I PR 36 10E

1E HCC AW 2247 R Al By A : © A WF50IE
52 EOB-MRI % HCC A= 92447 2 () B A 16 - £ 45 43

T B I 48 42 J0 (microvascular invasion, MVI) |
TIERIT RN MR G E K . 3 F WL 40 i 2 1 19
(cytokeratin 19, CK19) fH1E: HCC FE4H 44 i V. & HCC
o A AR AR e . A OGRS R IR i A
DU 2 Jk S0 96 o A T T S A5 AR g i 9 - I S A
S U AH (=<0, 522) DL R BAR A9 I -JIF 52 BT ADC e
{H (<20. 820) J& Hi il CK19 FH ¥ HCC iy 4 57 52 i A
5. EOB-MRI T T f) 45 - 5 5 5 R AE A 22 AE
Wnt/B-catenin A8 HCC W4 dr £ . MVI,
H 5 HCC B WS A G 2 Mg i 2 Y AT R
MR Z — o I G AR | 3l Bk 5198 A 5 Ak JTF IR
W RALE S & MV RER R0, by Ik
N« A 56 BF 98 & 78 Wnt/B-catenin JG %8 4F (1) B 4= #Y
HCC # Wnt/p-catenin 5848 8 HCC B G 107
3k EOB-MRI 528 REE A 7T RE ALk 1000 A8 %
XFGBETR T RN R ik Z — . Sun Y HEGE AR
I IR 300 % AN L DU K T B S0 8 FAL AR AR o 2 PD-1 B Y
P S7 O R 5, T O HCC R 35 G0 5 TR U7 1 3 45 42 it
Wi, RgEKE - ZMEBRIELY SBERGE KA
— R AH DR o G R 0N R 0 G S R S bk A R
JELSRAR T R AR 5 DA R TR S50 45, T
SR A 1) A o AN () 32 T 2 D E R AE R R B A AR AR
R L5 ) 22 5 AR K %) 70000 20 RE A — <& 5%
M

7E HCC 231 36 97 ok 56 BE 15 b 19 40 i - HCC
W R R EZER S5 MR Nk F. Bl
O R LR G IR YT T R g HCC B E HUS
SIS S )7 S ol S 5 T S T S W NP N =
B AR 2 S RE N O il 7€ VR I T T &R .

HCC VIBRARJG 5 4F Jiloifs &2 & 5 8% % & ik 4000 ~
7020, ) HCC AR PEIR YT J5 T N A2 A R 58 » 2R
PR R SAR X T AR 5 R | R B Rk B B kA
AR R] BE/y HCC 22 52 Wi 3 70 J 3 AR BCLC 73 4.
EOB-MRI # CT X HCC Ay 73 1 5% B2 F e 2 X A
P, AT 4R HCC B35 1 SV A 77 30, Bk S A e T
ANPGRS FE T RS TS AT R S R B
s fEdEER CT fl ECA-MRI J547 EOB-MRI 6] L) 4351l
AR 28 0 R 19 V6 JE 3 IR YT B 43 M FIE YT 5 25
A EOB-MRI & 7] 5 & PEAL JF D 68 iR 97 T &1
BEPEAR AR

JRERIRITAE N TR AT 78 HCC MG 9r
FOEHECHAE N, A ALE T TACE M2 )
Jk ik 44 # %E ( trans-arterial
TARE) \SEAASE 7] 1 Bl 5T o 78 i R 52 B 4% —
o e A 5k AR TR TR I e 78 A S AR R AIE B R
TRl 2 R X T BN Ry R A R R R AR YT T R AR

radio-embolization,
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%, HHER M HCC I8 Y7 BN VA B o £ 45 18 i hit
SR I 3 PE il A8 E (modified response evaluation
criteria in solid tumors, mRECIST) | Rk il T At 0 5%
4= (european association for the study of the Liver,
EASL) #5 #fE Al LI-RADS 3497 & W (LI-RADS treat-
ment response, LIF-RADS-TR) ¥ 2 3t T 45 2 0 3: 47
PPAR L MR 28 A EOB-MRI I H#IMESR . & A BF 5 IE
5: EOB-MRI 7£ HCC Ja #fia 7 a w4l a4 8, A
Bl T VU0 AE 05 e Jfg L R B8 s 32 45 I 2H 4 ROR R R
JFRELI IS {5 - 5y s BK 5 HG A i B AIE 42 (DWI AN
T, WI th 2545 5) Al $2& @ Al LI-RADS-TR 771 i
Jo 1 SIOURR BE T R S B OR AR EOB-MRIT BT AR
HE AR 1Y L R O PEARAE 5 XA i 2 AR
SING A A]RE A R A LA ) &k kE B A
ENY . Wkl 2 B L 2R i i APHE HAF
BSOS 45 5 X Bl o RPE R 3L H 5 K i 0 3l ok A
FEAR A JA) FEIRE T U A G X — R BT RE R 2L K B
1A, H A ) A HERS B S 7 kb R R i . T
TR ARG IT RJE 2 B R A A H T
JEIARAS & T, WI & {5 5 XA ] 68 5 J5 6 97 5 T
AR A SN L S Tl HCC J 3515 3138 2 1Y
TRST A B R R B A A0 T i 5 R ERIA 9T RE DG Y
WARYT Ja S A8 7 R B IF RG IT T T B2 AR BE AT 4 T
H#

2. JFF A A7 4 i R

JIF P9 IH % 41 Bt 9% C(intrahepatic cholangiocarcino-
ma, 1CC) i 55 % WL J5 & 1 JHE Ji g EOB-MRI 11
FREMERI X T 1CC Y2 W A B m mvEsf . b
el ICC e85 CT a5 ECA-MRI 3 ik 5] 5 R0k 5 4%
ORI G A vt DR S 21 4 43 T S AE R s Ak W]
REFEA T B I 5Kk . B0 Wit ik Jr & 26
HCC iy L3158 A 22 B 72 /N kv S8 0L, HL 2T 2 )
FAHXS D . 5 ECA A, EOB-MRI £ 17 % bE
AN LA ] B e A IEAE BRI, AR T ] B2 s {1
JHF S5 o 78 R B A A 5 CIRPE JER T ) o A AT JIE 40
ICC k2 OATPIBS i R AL S5 5. RN W
o IR 20 A 30 G X AR T ol XU 2T 4R ) 5
X6 B TR0 BA T R N AR R R R R B W
PR T AR YR IR 4G G 2 A A L AR AE
oy HCC Fi— 28/ ULy 5P 722 A Ak 1 il 457 98 o
AR HRAE LB XE LS ICC %51,

EOB-MRI it 0] 1 F ICC il J5 WA, » 77 78 T2 45
AR BRI R TS AR,

3.

KL /NI B ek < 9 43 P R JTF 2 B (i CRLMD) W] A5
FARIBIT A ARATATT e 46 Ry AT VIBRARZS L 4 5 8 3

SARAAE A, SR, AH 2 K L CRLM Ji% 48 /N F
Lem, BN T R IMERE . 254 IR AT DWT BG4S
JNF 1 em B9 CRLM U BE R 93% (CT ALK 42%)
HA AR T 45 Yo B F AR TR 5 5 A A A
R, Wik, EOB-MRI 7& JiF % % 98 12 Wi X697
HI PP AL B S .

T K P Ak 97 A% AH GBI 5 B R BE 4K EOB-MRI
RS 45 4F 0T AT CRLM BB % 14 y7 |2 it 31 55
T s A AEAF A A 2 PE . 4 CRLM &0 4 541k
ST IR 18 b B A o kL3 2% (disappearing color-
ectal liver metastases, DLM) , {H DLM 3k | i 5 2% 5¢
S LR R IT N TR 2 AR A5 A I Ik B P 2 08 4 R R
55% i DLM 5 {51l 16 55 2 2 A5 0l & BLAF 15 Bb g
3300 [k B R AR AE 2 A P kSN, DLM (1 ] 1 i o
T4 DLM & SCR W R 71 15 77 X Al CRLM
BRI S, 5 CT. W v 5% ) PET A Ik,
EOB-MRI Xf DLM 5% £ 5 75 (14 00 off 1 o o

B BRI WS AN RN A 56 A0 i W A 4R B
AT 285 BH 2E £ 45 {iF (sinusoidal obstruction syndrome,
SOS) . SOS J& — Pt i 2 £E iy (1505 » HARFAE 2 JH/)N 1L
B2 AR Z AT CRe A2 YD FIED 1) CRLM B 3%
i WL, EOB-MRI IR # &  SOS f f0sk JE hy
T5% R SRR 96 % ~100% , EE AR F R R RiE
PESN A BARARAT 5 CHr /N i r s S 200 2 450D 0
ik JE] B 4 2 35 21 it Ak (= b B AE D L 53X S8 AE 4 AT RE 4R R
SRETE 2 AR N B AT R A e R R O
TE IS 3B ik BT 2% 2 (ESGAR) #fE 7 {# il EOB-MRI
M4 324657 1) CRLM 4% SOS,

4. FNH fil FNH kg5 45

FNH 2 JFFE R W00 it B A8 O AR AE £
5 SRR | e s K B R I 3 S AF 7 Kupffer 4
M, HEIRE . FEZW /N T 3 cm B9 FNH B} ECA-MRI
A AR BB 25 S AR K (FE LN 20% ~ 80%0) 5 1fif EOB-
MRI X} 3% 2890 48 92 Wi i i AR v . PRI i 15 5 .
2y MBS SE FNH 12 Wibr i, 23 % ~59 W FNH %
A A a4 .23 % ~66 U ENH B N 40 A w55 5 3
(HF OATP3BI Wit 265,

[P 38 AR PR 25 AT L T AR ST S 0 PR ORS e
ol HAth 50 B E IO I . B4 78 IF I 0 3 3h g 2% ek
A5 A5 BLF o a1 Budd-Chiari 254 fiF , 07 U0 & i {2
o AEELE L X eSS FNH AL, ZE#k O FNH A
4517 R FNH AR 28 8 80N B HAE EOB-MRI
PR E AR FRAE S FNH 2800,

5. o

G395 B2 1) Jee AT R R AT 43 o 8 Aol AL, I
L IR /B0 A XU R R R I R . R Y
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AR 2RI 2 F AR K, EOB-MRI A] 42 &5 % JiF Bt &
TR WRE S0 . Al R CHNF)-1a-2k
TG TR 7 EOB-MRI B E B A FRIE R M. i+
20 L PN i 5 3R B A SRR AN A 5 2 ) AH 57 Bl A s A8
5 RS Bl Bk R B 5 K 100 Y0 9 4] A JEE 3D
EARME S . RAETRIRE MR | oA A 0 . 78
T, WI _ERIH B & (555 2l Bk s 16 W) 2, ik 4h
WHEAE CH TP 5k B RF S48 T, W | R B0 S8 8 o &
FEO AT 4020 i B R HRGE . 2 1401
JH M98 78 EOB-MRI JiF 03 2 45 8 15 5, Hop ok o
TR HI IR & A Fe 2 11 %% . S0 AL IR R AR R 1404,
B-catenin i B MR K A 2y 59 060 H L, A HE
JFF BB 135 455 5 A0 U A 5 72 68 31042 i o 2% R 315X
B BRI

6. I & 9

JHF I 4% 933 38 4 75 ECA-MRT | ¢ 30y v 7 7 437 252
Ak P = 55 . M HfE EOB-MRI EA
I AL AL, 7ERF IR 2G5 X &2t T Gd-
EOB-DTPA [t ECA 8t M ifin th b A3 . 764 EOB-
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Contrast-enhanced CT radiomics texture analysis for preoperative prediction of microvascular invasion
state and risk in hepatocellular carcinoma PAN Ke-hua, ZHANG Zhao, JIA Xiu-fen, et al. Depart-
ment of Radiology,the First Affiliated Hospital of Wenzhou Medical University, Zhejiang 325000, China
[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the prognostic value of texture analysis of contrast-en-
hanced computed tomography (CT) imaging in preoperatively predicting microvascular invasion
(MVI) status (positive vs negative) and risk (low vs high) in patients with hepatocellular carcinoma
(HCC). Methods: A total of 496 pathology-proven HCC patients were retrospectively included from
January 2018 to December 2022. The patients were randomly divided into a training cohort of 331 pa-
tients and a test cohort of 165 patients with the ratio of 2:1. The tumor lesion and peri-tumoral area
was segmented manually on the largest cross-sectional slice with ITK SNAP according to agreement
between two radiologists. The LASSO algorithm was used for the selection of 576 radiomics features.
Two classifiers for predicting MVI status and M VT risk were developed using multivariable logistic re-
gression. The receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC) and the area under curve (AUC) were
used to evaluate the diagnostic efficiency of the models. Results: There were no significant statistical
differences in age,sex,tumor location between training and test cohorts. The developed radiomics sig-
nature predicted MVTI status with AUC of 0. 783 in the training cohort and 0. 773 in the test cohort.
For MVI risk stratification,the AUCs of the radiomics signature were 0. 743,0. 718 in the training and
test cohorts,respectively,and the AUC of the final MVI risk classifier-integrated clinical stage were

0. 856. Conclusions: CT radiomics-based models can be used to predict MVI status and MVI risk of
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HCC,and may serve as a reliable preoperative evaluation tool.

[Key words] Hepatocellular carcinoma; Tomography,X-ray computed; Radiomics; Microvascu-

lar invasion
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The value of Gd-EOB-DTPA-enhanced MRI in predicting CK19-positive in patients with small hepatocel-
lular carcinoma (<{3e¢m) LIU Mao-tong,ZHANG Xue-qin,ZHANG Tao, et al. Department of Radiol-
ogy,Nantong Third Hospital Affiliated to Nantong University,Jiangsu 226000, China

[Abstract] Objective: To identify the imaging manifestations associated with positive CK19 ex-
pression by comparing preoperative MRI images in patients with CK19-positive and CK19-negative
small hepatocellular carcinoma ( HCC). Methods: 94 patients with CK19-negative small HCC and 33
patients with CK19-positive small HCC who underwent radical resection were retrospectively ana-
lyzed. Two radiologists evaluated their preoperative MRI images and relevant blood biochemical test
results separately, compared qualitatively and quantitatively by univariate and multifactorial analysis
and identified important factors associated with CK19-positive small HCC,and finally constructed no-
mogram to predict positive CK19 expression in patients with small HCC. Intra-class correlation coeffi-
cients and kappa values were used to assess the agreement between the two observers. Results: In the
univariate analysis,statistically significant differences were found in elevated AFP, arterial-phase rim
enhancement,arterial-phase peri-neoplastic enhancement, DWI target ring sign,and decreased LLLLRhp.
Multivariate logistic regression analysis showed that arterial phase rim enhancement, DWI target ring
sign and LLRhp reduction were significant factors associated with CK19-positive small HCC. The a-
greement between the two observers was high for both qualitative and quantitative data. The area un-
der the curve (AUC) predicted by elevated AFP,arterial phase rim enhancement, arterial phase peri-
neural enhancement, DWTI target ring sign and decreased LLRhp were 0. 633,0. 685,0. 628,0. 674 and
0. 670,respectively. The nomogram combining the three factors yield the AUC of 0. 838 for predicting
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CK19 positive expression in HCC. Conclusion: The signs of arterial phase rim enhancement, DWI target
ring sign and LLRhp reduction in Gd-EOB-DTPA-enhanced MRI are important predictors of CK19-

positive in small HCC,

[Key words] Hepatocellular carcinoma; CK19; Magnetic resonance imaging; Gd-EOB-DTPA

enhanced magnetic resonance imaging
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EME BT 4E : O N & Xy T, WAk N
W ES T WL kE o DR 2215 5 s O IR B 4y - &
MAY in-phase # Lt , out-phase J5 bk PUAF7E A5 5 1A%
X s QMg A B IR BT - oE oy T, W kRN i 5 5 X
5B 1G5 ARG 5 X O R a4 - e LR b
Jed G I 1) P T 865 5 © M NELIBT 98 AR A 5« SO I
9o kb BB AS AR A 55 © IR IR AR 5 20 < SO T
JEI 55 L 5 [ RO A5 5 - @ DWI B3R AE: & X
DWI i kb i1 2 3B &5 5 WAl AR 55 ®
BRI PRI s AL < SR Bl K Kk & IR s Ak,
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e AR AR 5 5 @3 k09 Jo 5 Ak < 5 SC R 3l bk 3 i
I S FE B R IR B H B RS 5 s O M L % - 4y
BY, BIVIRE s B2 Gl got#) | BRE S0 BRE 4555
FEGEE 73 R S 01 G A L DU i I s 5 o A 7 =X
3 0 WO RL L RISl Bk 30T 5iR A RF R | S Dk 0T 5ER AL P 4 20
b B W AE IR SR A L T 5 A B TR e Al s L I ) Sy =
R, RI5E 8% ER oo e TR

B 2 752 AR B AR A 3 0 ) % R 47 7
G307 JERE 2 22 K 2 T ) = 1 7 25 B AR D dme 4
AR IR SR & AE R 20 min 152
F kL 5 5 58 JE (signal intensity,SD . kb %
X (region of interest, ROT) jii B J W . M 12 975 &t A9 5
A DX I, S e TF IR SE2H 2L, I e R AT RE . i 5
it ROT JCE J5i 0 < A2 T 26 Sk 22 ]t i i F A S
M2 E 1A ROLL i Bl 25 100 mm? , sk TR I 8 JIH
AR T AT B AR I SE B Ry ST R I
S5 HE 2, F X 2K (lesion to live contrast ra-
tio, LLR) =Sy /Sy o 1A b 7% £ VE 7R 45 IR
7 [ (alpha fetoprotein, AFP) | 5 & & il fifF 5 . 90 S P
J& (carcinoembryonic antigen, CEA) . ¥E2K$HT 8 19-9
(carbohydrate antigen 199,CA199) HZL & | JILET. H
R A5 #EAL LU B (international normalized ratio, INR)
FIER o JiRg /s Sy et AR T s Al v JH AR €] 4% o
98 i R 2 T Y e R KA

o BURRAE < AR 4% HE B T A A L% HCC (1912 Wi b
WP E TR S 2 bR i . CK19 A & X =5 %0 1 Jib
Jo A R AR R S A A e e

4 GEit s

K] SPSS 20. 0} R B AF AT Ge it 2 0 o 4
BRI BT R ECE LA hr i 22 £on R IR
3 A T B0 DL A B O 7 T D R L O
P LLBIRCCA 3 Ho) . CK19 FHYE4L 5 A4 irf
o327 R R 5 K B 5 Fisher K 0 K5 56 i 17 20 1]
B, ¥ S8 A8 BB I He R ¢ K % 8 Mann
Whitney U k5. i g 5 CK19 BH /N - AH 5 1
JAURR: R 2R S of LR 3R 0 A v AT G o 3 SCRY 28 i 4 A
P BRI AT 2 R logistic [ 347, ] R %k
A g w0 N 9 CK19 FH M 258 1Y 91 £k &, ok A A2
i #H T AE ¥ fiF (receiver operating characteristic,
ROOC) £k i il £k F 17 #2 (area under curve, AUC) 3
PEAG B 26 1B 1 00 R RE  OF 1153 95 %6 Al £ IX ] Cconfi-
dence interval,CD BURBE RS B2 BHVERUA B B TE
IR . SR A 4H N A 22 &R 3L (Intraclass correlation
coefficient, ICC) & Kappa {H tL3 2 v W FH Z A #Y
— P, ICC<C0.5 H—E P 22,0 . 5<<ICC<C0.8 K
— A, 1CC=0. 8 S —H P44 s Kappa {H<C0. 2

H— 2 0. 21<<Kappa {5<0. 40 Jy — B It —
i, 0. 41 <<Kappa {H <<0. 60 b —F 4,0, 61<<
Kappa fH<C0. 80 i — B PE 5 58 . 0. 81<<Kappa <1
g —EPEsR . DL P<<0.05 HERAESIFE L,

#H R

1.2 {7 WLEE & 18] 5 1 K i BT RE Y — B0 AR

2 LTS R B i ] 5 1 BRI Kappa {R BRI N 2
1 i Ah  H AR S E >0, 8(F8 1) ;2 A it S Ak 125 Ui i)
FEEFEAR ICC ¥ >0. 8, i LLRpl(LLR ¥4,
LLRap(LLR Zhfk#) &% LLRhp(LLR JFHH#D 5 ICC
AR 0. 944 (95% C1: 0. 920 ~0. 960),0. 991(95%
CI:0.987~0.994).0. 965(95 % CI: 0. 950~0. 975) , F Hj
2 AL TS A I N 1) 5 P M i R Y — B A AT

2. CK19 B 5 BHAE /N -8 28 3 09 2 i 90k LR

5 CK19 BI¥E /N B 98 855 A0t CK19 AR /NI
RN AFPE & IR LLR 548, 2 R A 4%
AR SC(P 19<C0. 05)  Hor o & 9ERH 4 (8] 22 55 44
TGt L (P #1>>0.05,% 2.3),

3. CK19 [ 5 BAP: /N 988 R0 3 B 8 PR B9k L 3¢

55 CK19 B /N BT g 58 3 A He . CKT9 FH 44 /N BT
P B ELEAR = LW 5 R BN 2 k9 i Ak (P <<
0.05) . 3 ik 19 2R K 5 Ak (P << 0. 05) & DWI #E FRAE
(P<<0.05), Ho AR AR 2 FRAE W 41 8] 22 5% ¥ T 4e 312
BX(P¥>0.05,%1.K1.2),

4. ZH K logistic [1H 4387 K 51 26 & 1) 4

Z &R logistic |19 43 7 45 R W7 . 3l Bk 9 3608
AL (OR=13.81,95%CI. 1. 03~14. 08, P=10. 04)
DWI #FRAE (OR=4. 57,95%CI. 1. 26 ~16. 60, P =
0.02) &% LLRhp J /% (OR=0.01,95%CI. 0. 00 ~
0. 11, P=0. 01 J& /N CK19 PR K 1y KUK R 3R
(4. 3),

AFP Fh & . 8l ik 80 200 5 4« 3l bk 3198 ) 5 4k
DWI B A E A1 LLRhp AR 000 /N -9 CK19 FH k3%
kB AUC 43 %k 0. 633, 0. 685,0. 628, 0. 674 Fl
0.670, 845 3 M By FI L B /N8 CK19 BH Y
FikMy AUC K7 0.838(F 5.8 4),

ot

Cytokeratin 19(CK19) J& 38 # %35 T 1 41 i A0
MM bR G 2 —. CK19 k5 HCC (1
WH e 2E A K ERE S TE HCC AR #Y 5k 3 2
YU B o P R R Y R S LA O 2Ok BRI AR
JE M RB R NI EE KN 28 B, B
JHF U £t 45 21 RE i £ 6 T AR A T 52 Pk B 30 P 3 0
A& B R CK19 R38 FHAE I R R B E o 0
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k1 CKLOMEAGHEANFEEENEESRUE ()]
A CK19-19 # CK19-ra %t Kappa & P14
P 5 0. 54
B 62(66) 19(57.6) 81(63.8)
* 32(34) 1442, 4) 46(36.2)
JA IR R T A e 0. 857 0.31
2 87(92.6) 29(87.9) 116(96.3)
% 7(7.4) 4(12. D 11¢8.7)
BARTE R 0.792 0.51
2 5(5.3) 1(3) 6(4.7)
% 89(94.7) 32(97) 121(95.3)
REELTRR 0.901 0.18
-3 5(5.3) 4(12. D 9(7. 1)
¥ 89(94.7) 29(87.9) 118(92.9)
O R T %% 0. 885 0.28
2 2(2.1) 2(6.1) 4(3. 1)
% 92(97.9) 31(93.9) 123(96.9)
K Re B % & A 9 A ARAE 5 0.954 0.23
2 22(23.4) 5(15.2) 27(21.3)
= 72(76.6) 28(84.8) 100(78.7)
B Re 29 % & A EARAE 5 3R 0.967 0.41
2 33(35. 1) 13(39.4) 46(36.2)
¥ 61(64.9) 20(60. 6) 81(63.8)
DWI £ & A f& e 3R 4E 0.974 0.00
2 10(10.6) 15(45.5) 25(19.7)
= 84(89. 4) 18(54.5) 102(80. 3)
IR AT B AR R AL 0.987 0. 00
2 8(8.5) 15(45.5) 23(18. 1)
¥ 86(91.5) 18(54.5) 104(81.9)
ARG A &AL 0.974 0.01
-3 13(13.8) 13(39.4) 26(20.5)
¥ 81(86.2) 20(60. 6) 101(79.5)
Edmondson-Steiner 44 0.68
2(2.1) 0(0) 2(1.6)
I 15(16) 6(18.2) 21(16.5)
Il 77(81.9) 27(81.8) 104(81.9)
B 9 1 % 0.98 0.07
B 7% & 4% B % 77(81.9) 20(60. 6) 97(76.4)
B % R A B AR LR AR 7(7.4) 4(12. D 11¢(8.7)
2 eh ik 8(8.5) 8(24.2) 16(12.6)
ol NN 2(2. D) 1(3) 3(2.4)
AT X 0.958 0. 64
Zh kA R ACAE B F 75(79.8) 24(72.7) 99(78)
KA TR AL AR 4 7R AL 9(9.6) 309. 1) 12(9.4)
B A R TR AL 2(2.1) 2(6.1) 4(3. 1)
AR MR 8(8.5) 4(12. D 12(9. 4)
2 0.972 0.74
RS 34(36.2) 10(30. 3) 44(34.6)
o T 8(8.5) 4(12. D 12(9. 4)
PN 52(55.3) 19(57.6) 71(55.9)
%2 CKIOMMAEHUANFRELNZESRILE
A PR [a A P14
AFP(ng/mL) 7.22(22.53) 12.45(160. 44) —2.27 0.02
F % % o 85 B (mAU/mL) 44.36(99.00) 46. 86(155.00) —0.34 0.73
CEA(ng/mL) 2.41(1.9D) 2.44(1.55) —0. 54 0.59
CA199(U/mL) 18.19(22.71) 15.46(14. 83) —0.58 0.56
e 4r % (umol/L) 15.70(9. 40) 17.60(10.50) —0. 14 0.89
WLEF Cumol /L) 64.70(18.00) 63.00(22.00) —0.58 0.95
INR 1.03(0.19) 1.08(0.19) —1.69 0.09
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2)

Bl &#.%.43% . BARBELAREFETE IFRM, F RFBLIEE A ST & HCC, mBARFE R A
Edmondson-Steiner [[[4,CK19 fat, o) T, WI Tt B 2 XA EH 54125 (57); b) DWI(b=800 s/mm*) =
MWRBEFHESETE); o BRERAFKIRBTHBEALFHEALG); ) 2R 20min g2 H = E 2

R GEAZF (FF) o 2 BH.F AL ERRME TR R ERT TR, F RREIEL AN ST &
HCC, % 2 A R % 44 # Edmondson-Steiner [ 4&,CK19 M, a) T.WI &M% 2 £ 0% # &1 5 (3F);
b) DWI(b=800 s/mm’) = ¥ & 239 4 & 15 5 (F7) ;) iR S Bk A P98 291 B39 9 AL (AT )5 ) R

20min 3§ 3% 32 4 = I 7§ £ 3 Q1842 5 (30D

%3 CK-lOBpasmbta ) FEELANEESHLR
X3 A b (zRE ({5 P14

a%&a(g/L) 41.25%+5.71 40.98+4.69 0.24 0.81
Bt K s (em) 1.90+0.65 1.8840.64 0.20 0.85
LLRpl 0.7840.11 0.77£0.15 0.31 0.75
LLRap 1.4640.44 1.40£0.35 0.72 0.48
LLRhp 0.5540.13 0.48+£0.07 4.11 0.01
FH (S ) 56.7649.09 57.002£9.33 —0.13 0.90

®4 SEE logistic B E R

¥ OR 95.0% CI P&
AFP 1. 00 1.00~1. 00 0.11
Bk A 2R & AL 3.81 1.03~14.08 0.04
bk A g B 3% AL 2.03 0.65~26. 31 0.22
DWI 2 3% 42 4,57 1.26~16.60  0.02
LLRhp 0.01 0.00~0. 11 0.01

A5 3R I b B 9 B R N TR R R PR L E
Ko PRI AR R o A I CK19 f 363k % F HF 9 e
LTI W S TG KR R e
AW LSRR 3 kO R JE 5k . DWT §E R AE
5 HCC iy CK19 RIRH DML, 5 Hu % Rk E

i EU Y B IE A e A Rl s R AE B TE 2018 R E5E
12 IRE 58 245 (Liver Imaging Reporting And Da-
ta System version 2018, LI-RADS V2018) ik 925 Hy
LR-M, H% 4f 2 9% (intrahepatic cholangiocarcinoma,
ICCHYFI HCC 435124 5 LR-M Jig 28 9 30 % F1 36 %617
Ni 5% 2 B DWIT B8 AE A 3 Jik 3 260 5 46 2
T ICC By B ARG, MM X LE Ak 5 19 1 B2 iy T IR
2 g 987 v Y (] J5T 2T A A R ] A0 Aok 49 A g B
TEASRFE BT S 80my- . CK19 & — Fb T 41 40 i b 25
Y. HCC 35 CK19 FHVEE 5 P27 I HoAA 14 04 20
i 2 0 o3 Ak B #a s il Ab . HCC 23k CK19 7895 3 -
PR IR N A £ 4 1 A 1 R] Bt e v e IR SE L 5 IR AE A0
0 98 79 3 B il 2 0L, PR o B H A 40 i 3R B A Ak
HCC BB A4 AE 7] 4 T 43 HCC 5 1CC Z ], Fa-
tourou % HF5E F B HCC 3 ik #9384k 42 75 0 Lk 43
A ) 5 #5225, 1 HCC ) 38 2R it 4k vl BE 5 g 1l
M AR AL VR AR G i B ol 2 K% e e R i 1

x5 BIFUEZRA&EREEE AR CKI9 MR & 8 FOU R A

P ¥ 3 AUC95%CD BB HFEL) MEMAR MEMKR
AFP 0.633(0.547~0.717) 42.42 84. 04 2.66 0.69
Zh R 2R R AL 0.685(0.596~0. 764) 45. 45 91.49 5.34 0. 60
h bk HA g B 5% AL 0.628(0.538~0.712) 39. 39 86.17 2.85 0.70
DWI 3231 42 0.674(0.585~0. 755) 45. 45 89. 36 4,27 0.61
LLRhp 0.670(0.581~0.751) 84. 85 51.06 1.73 0.30
A AR 0.838(0.762~0.897) 81.82 77.66 3.66 0.23
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& 3

P 5% AL DWI ¥e s AE BAT e A0 LLR A% 4 £ 245, 53 42 %) — 4 4 A 2% %) 4 844 (Points) . A3

HCC CK19 rak % i 45 GAd-EOB-DTPA 3% 3% MRI 3| & B, ¥ £ & AFP.3) Wk 8 3R W 5% 1L | 3 Bk 0 5

e =

A &%

B 2 B CK19 Fa M R GA 69 5 HAE , 3T 4 AN 509 5 Rt AT K e, 5F % 5 8 245 F % 4 %44 (Total Points)
& L REARE» AR 2 (Risk) 4h Loy & A&, AMmAF2 D AFE CKL9 b & A of Fom 4 &,
B4 sz B & A & BEAAEA AR CKL9 Fak & X Fm 69 ROC w4,

KIFtEA LI . bl HCC 3% CK19 Bt
FIRH TR IR ARG 5 % % I 5 B A4 T 5 » I DK il
IFEE=N

ABESE KB CK19 B i i & BB P S8 5 i I
B LLR BEAIK, X 55 Tsuborama %5 iy i 5% 45 16 2
oL, AT % 3 HBP E{R F i ST 5 HCC W 2% 5 2%
SR G, X R AU OG5 TR ARk R R A AL R T
¥z £ ik (organic anion transporting polypeptide,
OATP) R BE W T A &, Boh. Kim S5 B 5%
R e B A B R ARAE 5 5 A8 R A I R I3
Jo EARAR DG, IR 3 26 o el T S A i A AR A0 L
WA by I N R R BRI A KL TS 2 K A
AR, W, CK19 AP 09 98 o] 58t CK19 B PR 1
JH- i B A R R 221

ABESE K B, CK19 B M 0 96 5 103 1 iR 25
THE ARG X o — D 5 UGS A RAHSC R HFFE, 5 Durn-
ez SRS A58 — 3. ILIE AFP K THE
HCC 855 b9 40 M o3 A6 A R B0 A8 4= 40 A b g B 49
BRERRENER S IEMX, EARZ R i 5 CK19 [H%
HCC BH R A R —2. AWF54R ios, CK19 [
PEZH 5 B P 4 A 3 kD)8 R s AR AE R B 22 5 A Se it
R X T R R TR L R DA g 5 | it 20 i g e B i
JHFSE R T S 80 . Kitao SV W5 & 8L, BE#E HCC 1y
B+ FH TR PR IR A %) JH e TR A0 P ZE L bR 5 i A
JHF e ok e A% 300 P9 o) L ) of 2 0D i b . e A L R R
Bl k- 1T ik 43 38 0 L0 B A 4 S S0l KO R ] s Ak Y
KA.

ABEFEAFAE LT R PRV : O A58 9 A1 B AR
<1.0 cm Wy kE7E ROT Z2) ) 3 72 o A] BB S FE 7 —
A AH AR P E A<, 0 com B4 R A 4 ), %t
S5 /N s QAT Sy ] PR B 5Y R RE A E 3 B IR
(EREECIRVS RN =R SV EA NN ISP /RN = 2 N 1 N 1]
WE— 2 56 UF AR B 55 A o o i

2 | Tk, R T GE-EOB-DTPA 4 8% MRI %f
CK19 FHHE/NHEE A — 2 B AL M (6 AFP F i 3l ik
WA T 5 Ak | 20 Ik 9% ) 58 4k . DWT #8235 4iE | LLRhp
FEARS /N CK19 BH M 2635 41 56 . HL 3 ik 8 0T 3%
£ .DWT #L3RAE . LLRhp A% 2 5 /N CK19 BH
FEIBAH I RS P K
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