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Ultrasound 1n the detection of chronic liver disease

Joseph et al
British J Radiol
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fatty infiltration
severe hepatitis
congestive heart failure
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Original article

Ultrasonographical diagnosis of fatty liver :
significance of liver-kidney contrast.

Yoshiaki Yajima et al
Tohoku J exp Med 1983; 139:43-50
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RERAIF D grading
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1 HE BA T + +
2 HE BA T + +
3 AE A T H&f + +
4 FERARE ( >50% ) + +
5 LC + +
6 AE A T + +
7 HE A HF + +
8 AE A HF + +
9 AE A T ME$ + +
10 AERARF ( 30~50% ) + +
11 AERA AT + —
12 LC + —
13 NSRH + —
14 LC L#F + -
15 LC ( <30% ) + —
16 LC +

17~28 LC group




Original article

The utility of radiological imaging in nonalcoholic fatty liver

disease.

Saadeh S, etal
Gastroenterology 2002; 123: 745-750
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FF/NEDIERRIE CTN(HU) L/Stt

ZHE 5 (1979) 33 % 46
Yajima (1982) 30 % o0 1.0
Kodama (2001) 25~50% 40 0. 75
Saadeh (2002) 33 % 1.0
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Iwasaki (2004) 30% 1.1
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Fat Percentage

Comparison of CT metods for determining the fat content of the liver
Kodama et at AJR 2007
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Liver-to-Spleen CT

Noninvasive evaluation of graft steatosis in living donor

liver transplantation.
Iwasaki M et at Transplantation 2004;78:1501—5
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Azuma K, et al. Higher liver fat content among Japanese
in Japan compared with non—Hispanic Whites in the U.S.

Metabolism 2009;58:1200-1207.

Tsushima A, et al. Spleen enlargement in patients with
Nonalcoholic fatty liver. Dig Dis Sci 2000;45:196-200.
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Macrovesicular Hepatic
Steatosis in Living Liver Donors:
Use of CT for Quantitative and
Qualitative Assessment’

SeongHoPat, O . I
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Histologic analysis
The degree of steatosis was quantified
by using a scale that was based on
percentages (ie, the amount of liver
parenchyma that was replaced by
macrovesicular and microvesicular steatotic
droplets.) NV
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Liver-to-Spleen CT attenuation values ratio
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Semiquantitative evaluation overestimates
the degree of steatosis in liver biopsies:
a comparison to stereological point counting

Lennart E Franzén', Mattias Ekstedt?, Stergios Kechagias® and Lennart Bodin*

'Department of Pathology, Clinical Research Centre, University Hospital, Orebro, Sweden; *Department
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Figure 1 Scatterplot for point counting technique vs scoring
results. Second degree polynomial fitted to the observations, ———
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