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Sl

WS I oD i

IR B~V A R—27 7 ) = 7 NE KB FEE

1 1IC®»IZ

IR 5 4 I HAL R FH —NFHZ AR LT, IR E BERIE O R Z2 5T 5 L DI
u. TRRERFOMIEIZE T LT, JREIFD C TR OF R %2 5 0NMS T 5 72 DI AR
£ L CTN (computer tomography number) %#22X &5 2 L2 L7z, ERIERIT2 5
FE, ARG A~ AHIIFAREYR— SN TRIFEZAE LT, 295 L TRAOH
X, ‘Mo CTN EIFEIZRAF 2R Z 327 1THEIERFTHITSN TVWDHEIGEICT 9
8 2 S N/=(Fig. 1) 1), Jeseph 5™ “bright liver” DA 1 9 7 9FITHEX
NTEY 2), BEVHFOBEHRZEIC LI A TW=23, Joseph 573, bright liver “ 23
IR L7 ECHBIER SN D IR RN RFTARTH L E L TWHDIZH L T,” a2 +7
AN CUIAFEEZS AR 2 BRI X BT & 72, S BIiE, &AL, & 2 VI3
P LG DD Z LI Lo T B EOREE &2 - E &I grading 75 Z LN TE T,
FEWIFDEFRZZ 3 0 % LA LRI E T 57 61F, B = b7 X b EIFE Ao
MAGOETENRE2ZW T2 2N T&, 2TH5LT, 198 3FITIT HE= 7
A b “OBJRICOWVTHR TRANCHSE L7z (Table 1)3), “FFE=v b7 A N 13A < BRK
WCHWOND X2 o72hd, BFO grading IZB L TEERO—EEHZ TV, 4
[, 3 OBAFICH » THEMIFOBEGZ N > TE G L MERZ B/l T 5 2 &
245,

2 ENITFOEFRDLE

FLHHERAIF D CT 2 Ofa S DA EWZRE (1 9 8 04FE) ITEMIFOERIT “H/3E
D5 0 %L EICHRIAER R ATEIRRE” EEZRS N T 4), Ll 198 0FICHEEN
TS H S DY R T LTI, BPEERICE > T VNEED 1/3 LA EofEEic o7z
ST, A E R b ERRA OB E & A7 RBE) L ER SN 5), ALY VRV AR E
LTEMLTWeDT, a2 M7 A MOERIZOWTOMIL 3) & FWIREX, RV
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Fig. 1 Yajima WX 1)&Y35IH
CIN & tZEE=EDHEBEREIE r=0. 89 ThHoT=,

TasrLe 1. Correlation between wltrasound findings and degrees of fatty change

G Histological Degree of  Liver-kidney Vascular Deep
diagnosis fatty change contrast blurring attenuation

1 Fatty change H group + + -
2 Fatty change (<<509,) + b f
3 Fatty change } 4 +
1 Fatty change i + +
5 LC - t -
6 Fatty change ¢ + -
7 Fatty change M group - 5 + +
8 “atty change (30-509,) + - -
9 Fatty change + ¢ -
10 Fatty change ¢ ¢ -
11 Fatty change t _ =
12 LC + - -
13 NSRH L group e - -
14 LC (<309%,) + - —~
15 LC — - —
16 LC - = -

17~28 LC LC group - - -

Other 17 cases without liver cirrhosis or any fatty change did not show
significant liver-kidney contrast. Abbreviations: LC, liver cirrhosis; NSRH,
nonspecific reactive hepatitis,

Table 1 Yajima /3 3)&kYSIA
HRTRAFEIAVISAQE RSOV THREL =,
Frin&E R e$8R1E  FZERMELBAHEHESE grading LERIBETH 7=,



DEFZ/NHED 3 0%LL EOREMLE L, Lk, REICESTZOERIIAVLNTE
=08, i, TSN “NASH - NAFLD OB H A K542 20 1 5”7 TIEHIFOE
FlE 5 WU ORI E AR T,

FIFHEAG I I AR & 3 A CAEBRAOICHIRR N CHPERRIG 2 Ak, BT oMleTch . &
DRFR T L TDNNREE 722, “TRIE” 13HE 2O R Cch o . “IBMF 1%
FREEThHD, ET2ORERDSEDHE NS ThH o7 B M, 5 %DIRIALIZV A
IR DRI BN SH D LD D2 Flf TIENAS O steatosis grade 7L < HWWBH L5,
NAS (NAFLD activity score) (X Brunt 5 % H00xZ, NASH O#fF=HIFT /L% sk LT
FEHNCEHIT 5 Z L 2 HAE LTV 5 6), Brunt i 3 7) TiE S0:0%. S1:<33%. S2:33-66%.
S3:>66% & 7o T, TD% S0 & S1 DERMEE LT5 %N EASINEZL LU,
NASH 1 ZHREHEITT 2 L IRIIFORENR < 7 2238 5 DT (burn-out NASH) .
HET L7z NASH DNZWn GRS 5 Z ENW K 2 IZIEIIFOEFRE 3 0 %05 5 %I
TFreoEA5m2 L, BEHE T TIEWE LT, BEMIIC, o 0 &2 <5 %
DOIs L E RS 2 Z LIIAFRETH 5,

2 0 0 24T Saadeh B, AT 3 3 %Ll EDONENIRIEA & - THIO TIEHME
CHEGEZW CIRIIIFZ i C& 2 & L728), 200 94IZ Dasarathy & I3EFEZHI T
132 0 %LL FORRIAEITIEMICITFHMECE /e e L2 9), 3 0%DIEIHEIZH L LT
FEIRED R — O AEZRD DL LTHOHWLI TS, 6 0 %L Lo EE DR
I DHE, 2 5 %LU EDOREIH LA ST D FH% 2B S5 2 L AME ST
W5 10),

FRIAFIIAFRE CTH A 72T T, REEB L LTollE L H 5, “IBIFIEA X R v
TIEBEREDIFICB T HERHMUTH D" L EN 1) A A U UHFIME LR b > T\ 5 12),
S HITIE, MOMERREF & IFMSL L7 EBIARE RO TR FThHh D L HEINTND 13).
IS OBERZZIEIF OMFZEIINENITFZ 3 0 %~ 1/3 UL EOIENL & EFHT 5 Z & Zhite
ICHRE SN TE T, BWIRMICAEZ: (significant) AEHHLIZ 5 % TIlX o7 DTH S,

4 E T U CEIZIEMIED %k, FOEIRE I EHET 2 KBV O S © 28146 % H
TR L= D TH D, LarL, IEVHEO L 5 &% morphometry O F{E% W TEF
T H_XELDIGEHDH, 19 8 2FITHENILRFOHEFHIRIEL Ta/Miao 1 0 %L
I KB DN 28D D AITNENITFE LT O OnRY L E2xbND, Z LI HE ¥
I TRMILD 3 0 % < BVWICKABNIE 2 H 7 2B ERRBMIEE IC A2 D) 14) & DX
TW5, 200 54| Franzen b1, JEMEORREZ B L2 5E X5 HIMEIZ S L Tl
WZRHld 5 Z & 12725 & LT, steatosis grade 2 O FEHMEIZFHAED 9. 2% THHo7=&
WE LT 16), 2F D BHED 3 0 %ITFHAEOA 1 0 %ITHYS T 5 Z Lic/k b (Fig. 2),

b, ML ZH#ET 5 gold standard X722 ? Wk, HAEMRTHL EE X
LN TET, Lovl, & MO FEE Rz & LTHFRNICERT 2 s o
mEERIICHEET D Z L IXREETH 5, R TIE gold standard (FAb5=/ 722 ARG O
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Figure 1 Scatterplot for point counting technique vs scoring
results. Second degree polynomial fitted to the observations, — ——

Fig. 2 Franzen W3 15)&Y5IH
BT steatosis grade 2 [T#AHEEHAME10%IZFELT S

EThDERSTND, Fox OfFE DT, PRI EREE CTNIZr=0. 89 &L BAf
B A IR LT, 19 9 44FEIZ4IC Thomsen & 16)I13LFEHIEEMM E MRS (magnetic
resonance spectroscopy) & OFHBIZOWTHEL, &#L<H CTN LFHEERIC r=0. 8
97 Tholb@E Lz (Figd), 19 9 542 Longo H 173K HIE & MRS OFHE
(ZOWTHRET L, FHEIRE r = 0. 7 0 & L. #M#GEHIMEIX MRS, CTN (Zxf L THF
NENh &2/ N A EmCH 0 . R 6T L IFIEN 2 E&ET 5 gold standard & A7
T EIETERW, & LT, LU, ALFERIIFAR & EMERREFEDBLETH Y,
ONTEE, B2 ORI LV IFROREN O3 AMICm Y 238 0 9 2FNH LN ST
BV, MO samling error OEE H5H, ZHHDOFENABETULX CT, MRS Z%
gold standard & A7 T2 &L HTE D,

3 JEWIFEZWr+ 5 LIS thix?

NEFFRMER DS FD 1 A5 CEAERRFO/NEA, TR SEAEDESL TEN LR
Wt "NAFLD OZErodEDd 5" 128\, JENTO CT 2Wr TIL LIS tas 0. 9 KDY
& BFEZkiEns, LOTBERH D 18), 2 0 0 6 FICHED Park S, KT
MR R F—Fofmetk v, FFIEE> 3 0% ZBRATHL/Skoh v M4 7%

0. 9L L7219, LD DREIL2 0 0 4 FICHERFDEIGIANRE L- LIS t



% fat MRS
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% fat liver biopsy (wet weight)

Fig. 3 Thomsen i®X 16)&Y5|H
MRS &EDILEEEMBEDHEMEFKREIE r=0. 897 TH-T=,

1. 1 CBRRAFERTHD, HllEGHL 2001CH-> TX LS 0. 93 LEERE (> 6
0%) OFIAEITAHE T2, & BITERITBIEICKIT S FF—%255% L L, EFES +5
VN, (THARENREVIES O 2 HRGEmSC TN L OFEE % B T grading
L T2 M Park i S CIEAEIEOFLE % scale 2 AV T %R LT\ 5, MO Tk
ZHRWIZGAT, @EOHRTD 3 0 %DRENEIE 1 0 %REIZEHIIEND Z L1120 T
IBEIZHR~72, Park @ SCOENFRE D 1 0 %IxE T2 LISEZRDL E 1. 1 &0
Rim & —%9 2 (Fig 4),
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BBRHFOER CTN L/Sk  EHH HEEH BE Bt Derading

%H (1979) 33% 46  0.86 8 B EOREZEL-RHORE B

Yajima (1982) 30% 50 1.0 13 CTELEFEEEEDEEZHRE B

Saadeh (2002) 33% 1.0 25 EfRZEORAE33%LL EDEE B

Iwasaki (2004) 30% 1.1 266 AKRFFBEORT—(IHTHRE B

Park (2006) 30% 0.9 158 AHFBEOFFT—IZHTHRE #RiETE 2
Kodama  (2007) 30% 40 0.75 88  FFEHBAIDUIREARTORET BERATORRRTYEE?

1
CTNDREEH I HAEEE. HXP OO FIHCTNTRLT., L/SHEEEHLTLS

Table 2 BERARFD CT 2MFIZRET 23RE (L/S LEDEEER)

Table 2 \CFEFONEIIITZ BT 5 LIS lICOWTE &0z, HRADZHEOFHIL 2DILE
THE., BIbD grading ([ Z AV 7- Park 3 C 19). 725 %R CHEELT-
&3 % Kodama #i3C 22128\ T LS eME < S S TWnWd Z E N HE LD, Kodama i
LB WT, BR TS % TR ED grading 23 2% 2 & IXREEICE 2 2 O R
DFEERNZDTEA D22 (Figh), WTIUZ L THAENIIFO grading ([ZIEMEA I L7
R, RO BMRICL D grading EDOBICAL A LZb oL Bbns, EEIFBRHICE
W, RT—FolEMbZ 3 2 BRI T A o ST ARG STV T, R 2 3
SELTLS boBy FAZEIZL. 1ICREINTZ, L, Wik EZ2ERT 2 & /S Lt
(T1. 0&72% (Table3), HFEHENEF T HEZOTIL TIIBWHEELEHEMLTL. 0M”%
WThHEEZTWD, FxOMETEH, Fig. 1 ORYFER IV steatosis grade 2 D)
WIREM LY LIS HAHET L L IET 1. 0 L7225, EEICIEIIFORMREEEL LCL/S it
1. 0OV mENER S D 23)24),

Fat Percentage

T
o 20 40 60 80 100
Mean Attenuation Value (H) in Resected Liver

Fig. 5 Kodama X 22)kYSIH (—IEE&EHEM )
Fat percentage I£5% MR THEEINT=LEIREINTLVD,
6



TABLE 3. Assessment for cut-off point of L/S ratio more
than 30% steatosis in time zero biopsy according to ROC

analysis
Cut-off point
of L/S ratio Diagnostic
(=30%) Sensitivity Specificity accuracy

1.2 0.944 0.448 0.481
1.1 0.833 0.815 0.816
1.0 0.556 0.984 0.955
0.9 0.222 0.992 0.940
0.8 0.111 1.000 0.940

Table 3 FI&FIHX 20)&kY5IH
EHFEEIX IS B 1. OTHRKRELLIMN, EARFRRETIIFF—F &Y EEXEICHIR T 518
[CRREFZZELT hybA27EZE1. 1ICLiz&EBEINTLNS

4 CAP (Controlled Attenuation Parameter) O E&MEORREE
(CAP 13A YR 2 EETE 2D ?)

CAP % Fibroscan |[Z#5# S 417z, EMIHFICH T B E B RA E&ILL X9 &3 2551
ThbH, LL, CAP IHENITICH T 2R Z EEMICE R T 508, BB IINIENE
ZEBIICRI L TV LE RS, 201 0FICT7 T ADTah 240D Sasso
IE retrospective study (23T, CAP | steatosis grade & p=0. 8 1 (p (% Spearman
DONENFABIREY) & m WIS Z 7~ L, 23 L < steatosis grade X AT 52 &N TEx 5 L
L7225), L2rL, 20 1 242 Sasso ODLFEIFFEE ThHh o7z R/ R—RKZERE L Z—0
De Ledinghen ##%| prospective study (23 CTiL steatosis grade & OFHEIZ o = 0.
45 7T ThHol-EME LT 26), TDHhD prospective study TH p=0.455~0.
51 EFVHBINHE STV D 27)28), 2 0 1 447 Chan 1% ROC f##r LV . CAP
WIAERE IZB W TR E DMK T L, steatosis grade X4 5 Z ENTE T, FIKERIT
ROILTWD, L7229 (Fig. 6), ZD XD ITHRAID Sasso DEITE LM L LT,
ZTHLAME D TIE CAP O JE ISR 28R E IR N TW S 28, AETIZ201 5
LI Y CAP L steatosis grade OFHEIICBIL T, r=0. 72230, 0. 70931
R Z R HE DR N TN D,

CAP O EEMZMmErdT 5 9 2 T gold standard 1 Bk L W MRS, CTN (L/S) T
boHEHEZDH, 201 442 Karlas 51X MRS & CAP OHBIZOWV r =0. 56 L&
LTCW5%32) (Fig7), L2ICEBETORETIEr=0. 82133)~0. 75340)&%
L0 EWAEBRHE S TWD, 20 CAP OE&EMZ O < HENAOZET 2 EE L TV
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steatosis grade EMDFEREIE p=0. 51 | fABEHAMELOMEEX r=0. 47,
INDYEXHKEL, steatosis  grade FHTETHIEITREN

LDy, ot 2% CAP OIEE BT DS 2R+ 5 7= 012 XL 7' v —7 % B
LT, ZOXL 7Fu—7%HN 5% 0OREHEEN -5,
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Fig.

5 MFE=r b7 A b ERUFOBERFTRO 227k (US 2=27) (220 T

200 9FITHEBEOIX, EMHFOBERZEZ O < HRFHOHF T, [ZO%RMME I IR
PR -4 12 U oD & D IRER A O Wrn Ea2 B L2 Hdind, /I EmED 3 0 ~
4 0 REOBE~PEERMLIC L 2BEELMEL, BITFOZKREL N2 VIKTIET
LEofz)] EDORTND 35), HEHIL200 9FELVBEOEDZ L ¥ —IZ8ELTEY,
L OB T OHRCE L TR 5 Z &ic Lz, CTN % gold standard & L Tl
DOBEWFTRZHETH L, &= 7 A FDORT steatosis grade 2 LI EDAFAENA{LAS
HESNDIERNSH D Z LN L (Fig 8), & Z TRTOEHS L7-3E 42 A i-35
Hlx, PEEUL EOFE2 b7 A NOLTIEFORZBEREL T2 %201 04FIC
EH L72 36), ZOZWEEORBEAIT, BELPEEDOHFE 2 T A Mz LTKX
T Thole, FRERNL, ZORITHBEDEN, BMITIKET 22 L1200, 4
B DELAT 2 RFGUTHRGFT L 7t CIEE I KLV SGE L 2 5 &£ B2 T b,

BEO kSR
CTN 70 . ”ﬁ?gg - BE AL
(HU) DI
60 e i
™
U - S R e R 30 %
P _D; 50 %
40 / OO °
4 ode
30 | [FEILSAN] | e | 70%
(hEE) oo
s °
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Y
10 o0
FEavrS AN | BFEAVRS AN FFTOLETREEERIE| ZREpmEs=
(=) (+) (++) (+++)
BEIRRR

8 KB WX 36)&YSIHE
BV rSANEHEDATCTNEY30~50% DS LN HEESNBEF I HIEND I B,

FCTC.PEELULEOHEIVFSAMT steatosis grade 2%F#EFET S &IZLT=,

2 0 0 7HITHANM LK T D Hamaguchi & (ZARHANT % IEMEIZGEAG 32 72 DI F W AT
ROA AT ONTHE LTS 3D, 5 DHEL REOEEL BT D Z LT D,
Fig. 9 FENHDOUS Ray LREOEMEL I~ TR L TW\5, US 227 T3l
DEEW T AA grading L TREBZ G X AGFHMETHMT 5, — R L TEERT 7'rn—FIZ
RADN, WANTHES 2 EREDOEMELF LT AZEATHND ZENnD D, T2
bbb, &2 b7 A b, bright liver @ grading (23 T2 < A7 #1172 grading
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Fig. 9 Hamaguchi X 37)ZF1ER. M DEIRL TS

REDRELERTLETDE. USRTATE TEHMA grading T. RLESILBEEETHIZENT NS,

PITHON TS, IO TIZIROCHNT LY US 2Aa 7 =z 2 #EiFE2+ 250 v b4
TEE LTS, i OERER L Y US 227 2133T 3 0 %D EMEICHYS LT D
23, Fig. 9 £V US 2 a7 2 IS 2 BERIT AT EEDOFE= L F7ARTHY | &
S LS REOEELFTERIC—E LTz, BE., BEMNRFMEZ T2 L9 ICA2 TERITRE
DEMEL L2 FILIMET rERE2 L TWDHZ L2, DED, US Aa7 2T 5 2 Ml
HEEDOHE Y T ANEEEZMWMZDLZENARETHL, HEa L N7 A MBRETH
D25 MEEARARIC 2720 | JREN AT D 2 L1320 s TH S,
EHEOFE L M7 A MO NTHSGEE WX ELFENGETHY . HEVFIHIND
Z X3 e o Ten, 2 00 7HZ Asia-Pacific Working Party on NAFLD “C“f’FEfcéizhf: 7
A KT A PR 38 INT, & I TIHIEMFOBERZEEREL LT BE. AARIC
WTAZ U HZ—=RIZRoTn5, RS Tng) REDHEYE 3)75%)% shi, 201
14121 Eur Radiol 3 F 39IZFAM & O st THRIGIF OME B2 W 256 U7 w0
ELTREMRXINSIHENTZ, 2 0 0 942 Dasarathy 5| iprospectlve study TROC
FRHT %2 3 Z 72 WS IR O F I 2 W OB DI OV TIHRET L T D 9), 1 D Ot
TS EEEE I S A, FIIRD REERLA M 9 & 2 0 %Lk LR b % & s B LB
T&E%” Thote, 198 3FITHKRLLEREML3) Offam & IZIEF—EH L T\,

6 Bbhiz
e, BEHEESS T “IBHFESEZEEEICET 5/ EESR” Pk, 72
WK FOFEEHRZ 2 O “OF AR BEOBEBIFES” bIERRiEm a2 BER TS

Asia-Pacific Working Party on NAFLD TOi&i CTld, HRFO HADIBNT ‘i%%@%—%
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IMABZ U H—RZloTnD, LOBHBTH-TLIEN, ZOBRELITT 1 0F DA

MWMELD LTS, ZOM, IBFOEENRAIETH D LIBGVMAD THREG L TE 2

CAP # ELLKFHiT 562 ENEHEETHDEEZX D, £o, ENIHOEBZE O gold

standard & L THWHNTE 72 CT 2ORELZ ETHERH DL L EX D, AlEim L TE

TeFRIEZZ TG K TH o2 LY 08, FERDHE R Z W E RS,
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