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R TTAE: ARG T R L AR BT o Al R L

R BE 77 2, a1 AL Z 3% (computed
tomography, CT). IE HL ¥ & 4t 7 2 434 (positron emis-
sion computed tomography, PET)FN#ZILHE 1% (mag-
netic resonance imaging, MRI), /& A8 12 Wi Fn s 25
BB TR Ak, N e AT R R A
PR 2R B A E TR AE A — PR R R 2 W R A
AR HEE ST EE T AD, T 5F, 201244
2% 2% Lambin®s N R T 5418 4 2 (radiomics) I HE
o AR AR T B, A R s L
FR) 78 BRI A P 24 B A N T2 808 1) e 4 e 2 Ry
AR S 2 W v 2 R R 5 i A B A R
ARG R, LIRS, 2305 BATIS il
M&E.

iR AP P e A R I HE 44 SR AT (1) 15 TR iR,
I B 2R Y 32 AL 45 A1 i 9 (hepatocellular  carcinoma,
HCC). AT W HH% ¥ (intrahepatic  cholangiocarcinoma,
ICOMHCC-ICCIR &AL, HAHCCKRZ 5 1185%
~90% 7. [Rt, BRERBIVEIIAN, A SCHIHE HHCC.
HCCHE 2 BRI 83 i 2 h HE 44 B 6, e rh B4
RIFGIMBET B 1200 F ke [ b [, R4 T
LW R H e, (RIS A AR, 23R
AL RE BRI R Rk, 7RI ET R AR 2
J7T MU ARG E 2L, nl AHE B 2 Ay 5 il e A
PEALIRIGRIT T &, B BFE TS,

R, AT R 2 FEvE s 8 1)
AR, T LR FR e o AT R I W YR T RO
MEELRS Hk, AL KRG IT Y EAR
FAE 2 RN B PR 2 AR IR 1T R AR AR A, T 2% 25 1A% AT A
VE R TR BERRAE (1 — R 58 I 5w
EYAE, ZEINFAR RS 05 € P i) B iR 1 1)
FHIE, X SCRHIESS 5 52 B HON BHEE AN N FE A8 1)
SO, T IR PO % 55 ) PR A AR PEATS 2 M DU e ) ] R
G AR R 2R AT R WA E E AT, A
RICBAR A Fr S HRAE TR AL, IEEk, 1R
M FRLE P kAT 7 27 e, A AL
HIEYT PR HE TR T A IR B (R D). Bk, A3
U B AR B AR I T A FE IR —£%R

1 BRAERRE
AR — i B R R (— RARCT . PET,
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MRIEE ) H BOE & R 80U 22 Hal R IR R L 5
PREE TR M AT 96 0706, SR 2 2 AL AR
AR AN (1) #ECRE; (i1) BOYBIX
(region of interest, RODIELI 5 73 HI(H 3. FHB
BT E);, (i) HBRAEFRERSRE, (v) FdEiz
I IR A DT I R 45

1.1 ERp4RE

FEFAG AL 53 A PR RIRR VA B0 BRAR P BT B AN
DA A S DN 3R 5 S AR, ARAR AR R
BRI R AR AR W BRI, O 1 2 AR 4
Sy AT IR AT LA, B AR A B AR PSR
.

SR 0 B MR AR 75 sURIROTFR S F N
T, I & SCBLI R H AR, SR 4127 7T DAk e
AR DX s PR B0 I IX 3 A A A A 45 (habitats)
PR AN IR R, 25 G M N IR YT 45 R (g
AFH)BEAT 73 A, I XA ) 73 A B 5 15 21X F3UR Bl
SRR RUARAL, MG YT SR 7 A R

12 i X g5

RO HIZ RAAR 2 o T K Bt 2D 3R, O J5ilh
B2 22 RAR A T DLEAT REE SR I R, B
L i) 2 2 SR LA AR 7 kAT, BLAGAR AL 5o Bt
KRS B RS B AT, FERIROIN AL
Hahr& Az EIMTFs 8. e EHER R 2 #
R E A BRES S BT X EG s AT
AN EME o EIRN ST BRI 1) U o B SE. ihoR
BN EIEEMRE L, T HX T A B an T ik
PR A B2 DL R AN R 3 B SRR 5 S22 M iR S e dn
I Iogt—ArdE. B, SARA 20t R 7502
M40+ & MR R E A F 3t 7 HIROI(WITK-
SNAPE54, www.itksnap.org). {Hi&, ANTL7#|5
2B FMK R EE, 752547 2 #H50F(multiple-segmen-
tation) LLIRf3 F2 8 FRAE, W0 HEAT 2 AN I IR = AR 1 43
EL NIRRT R R PR AN R Bedk AT 2

Wy ),

1.3 KHMESRPORFFIEL
SR S B AR B T R e 3 1) R AR
ZIHROL H Y, SR EZNRHESR BT 02


http://www.itksnap.org

LR A 2

2020 4F B S0FE F 11 M

F 1 HERHASAEHCCH N

Table 1 Application of radiomics in hepatocellular carcinoma

H i A RRIEAY AR 51 H

i JeE ST 4 ) 177 RIEZF 2] Ultrasound [13]
Jifr g 28 2 2 531) 65 HITH MRI [14]
HCCH % 170 BT, AR, g MRI [15]
MVITH 284 BT, AR, 80 CT [16]
MVIFRM 28 HITEL, AR, 808, 4% CT [17]
MVIFi 482 B, g Ultrasound [18]
MVIT 160 HI7H, S0, /N MRI [19]
MVIFH 157 HITE, TBAR, S, /N CT [20]
MV 495 BT, AR, SCH, N CT [21]
MVITRH 208 HITHE, AR, SCH, /N MRI [22]
HFIFITACE L £ 520 T SURFAE, o5 B, AR, SURLRL/ N AR CT [23]
RS K (14F) 215 B, g CT [24]
FHIE R (T30K) 50 U MRI [25]
JH RS 5 2 R T 133 BB, AR, SUERL/NE AR CT [26]
HREE SR 184 BT, TEAR, SORANNERHE CT [27]
A7) 319 gLl CT [28]
aEea i 88 BT E, TR, g CT [29]
AR 138 HITHE, g3 CT [30]
A7 47 HITHE, 801 PET [31]

¥ Aerts®: NPVR R TENature Communications/1 757525
HEE AR, RS DU 1E 2 R 22 55 R PR 23 Bt
SRS, FHERBRT R AR R, (1) Rk
JH R iR B2 () — B SRR, (1) SRR AR AR /N
FIARFAE; (111) 83 AR pA 50 57 o Pk R SO BRARRAIE 5 (Bv) 71y
WRHIE. BN KERF L EUT T E S AR R
B2 M RARECST, (ARG — 5 AR AR
TEAG B G AL BRI AR AT S R R B T S e P2 A T
—E IR, 1A FTAE R BRI AT B A AE I
HMe. NFRPIX— 198, Van Griethuysen® A\PYH & 7 —
AN FRR P RFIE SR BT 5 ——Pyradiomics, SEI T 5214
A 2R SR DO R A b v AL AN ] 2 A R A
LR, N7 S A T 1 AE S I PR 7] 25,
FARH o T 2RI A TT R S 4ERE. (HORE
FRIEXS T2 R A —E R AFIM, FTELBM
FEAR B A BRRIERE AL A A ER S 1, T HoRE W
FRIE R SAFE T, TURTUFAAR T HIREAE. AT LA,
R T G B PLA (overfitting) LR, $2 m AL v

WtE, RSN REU R EARE AT R £, TR 3 By
fE. PR FRAITVE— B 32K (1) ik Rk
FRAEAN 73 RS A A MR SR, B T I AR 1K 7
Eo o v EAS B MR RECN AR B iy
(41Mann-Whitney U 58 A< 5 K50 S8R SEELAY. (i1)
A RS RFAE TN AR PR/ e AR, T 545 7€
(73 R AR HRGS & . " RENS I FE TN A8 71 5 dn R RFAE, JF
IR ot R0 BT R e /N R ARRAE, LB T 4 E RHIE
ANE (i) R ARAE SR SR AR R BUE R
MEPERFE. 127 R — AN SR 2 di /N 50 Wi 4 A
1EFEH T (least absolute shrinkage and selection opera-
tor, LASSO)S%. J T ik i &8 1 7 VR AH AT oAt Py o
Ti B BA TR A R A A, R R R R I 2R
2, TONKE BEAR AR, B, B,
T P AR R RRIE IR B U7 v TR i 1k

14 MR
G A RS R R B LA 5 ST BRI
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R TTAE: ARG T R L AR BT o Al R L

BB R B AT SR, 28 IR O R
TEFCAR L 240 B b il LA Rt niZ % (5] 9 (lo-
gistic regression). HUI4l(nearest neighbor). 3ZFF[A)
&= Hl(support vector machine, SVM). BEMLZR M (ran-
dom forest)FI A T #1424 (artificial neural networks)
&l H AR N SR G SRR BT E, B
AR RS T VA AN E R R, Q@ e a5 Y
X FITAGEAREAE AN E A T D B0 ) 28 A5 2R 6 AR A1 5
B IR L TR 2 SIS AL I X 2 e BV, A
FTW], BT VR RS BRI T % ),
DAL, AT RAS2AEAT 25 Bl @ ABE 7 V2 ok S B e A () A 2
prik

L5 JREHE

o 28 B0 I 1) YW A AR Py 1 R S FH (i =2 A BIR 1),
568 1) AR AL 03 i A% B A R M R 1) VR A RN 5
E. TR (1 1 3 S e MR R A LI PR H B )
WURIRE ST IREIERE IR HEAT VPA 1), d B I 2
T FHHE TAERE M (receiver operating characteristics,
ROC)Hh ZE FIROC Hi £k R i #(area under curve, AUC)
KA R RE /), AR eI . UK
PRI S TR I i 2 mT DAVT AR AR Y 25 RN 82 45
SRIAN — Sk, M E R B AR SR I, A i Tl As
RUER AT N IE, FFE AT VPRI O T AT 4
IR UE(Z HOLIGE), SN UE AR L N 5
R RS B L AT SE .

2 RTHREINEBA

IREE ) LA 22 ST b I — o 3, HAETR
PR 2% (deep neural networks)FEAL b & JEE kK,
B E RN RE R, Hilc&EwgA
SRR T T2 IR, AL G AR L ST
T A A B Z R A5 B, TR B 5 S R e
BR BE 2 2] 58 K B 5 ) B T AR 1 AR 25 M K3
H 35 SIRHE. DAL, R B2 27 ) SRRAIE mT DLBE o4 [ FH
JE IR HFZIRAR SRS .

HAT, SARAE 0w R 5 S A
ARG AR BRI X 4% (convolutional neural net-
work, CNN)™L A& Bt 4785571 (generative  adversarial
networks, GAN) " FIF B [ 4 i3 42 (sparse autoencoder,
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SAE)™). CNNii B4 7 S G g ME R 5 3
JA B SR E— AN Ak, X R AR N A
VERSAEEAT 222, 0 Iy BG A A |] A 2 ) i S Bk
PE. ' REBSARIE ZE RO R B A & ) B B8 3l
SO BURRAE, AT EAT G EIFSREN THRRE
GANHHANCNN R, —/MERERS, 75— MEA
FUH A, JEIE B ST 77 ORI AR A R Al 2
SRR AR IOV AE 3 A T A2 ORI BR R A 0531
28 FH T 007 A N B — AN I S B O A A R K s
SAE— R M 2 5 U5, ik H 5 E gw i i e
MR A TR ZE, AW EIDS S8, RE&S
FIFMAR, BTG NRRRR, il
LSS ik G AR FRAFAE, AN SATATAR S B A OR B, 3
AR (104 ) 22 A A2 AN 75 2 s i o 1 G R B U
fiE, BLALSE R EEL S B A2 AL 2.

3 MRS B
3.1 AR

e A H i R 1) B e A5 25 0 2 s 5 i
(contrast-enhanced ultrasound). CTHIMRIZE, 7L AT%E
(IS W7 B oy B4y Pk 5 B MR . HOCHE iR
LSRRI, P — AN 75 B — DR BIE S B AT
AR S (RIS s A ORISR, SR, —
LEAEHCCH AL (n /N T8 B N IR e A0 6 IR
R S R TR L R R R R S R A R
ANVEH NG 25 L SHCCR AL, MG %0
AR IR L AR (S R AT AR R . BT O, JE TR 2
(1 8 7 TV A 12 W X i PR R SR AR T R R
S VirmaniZe AR A SRR T — I G it
fiEs SUHERFAE (B AR S RRAE . /)i AR 45 R E A
LawsifE, FF&s g meg/r25es, Wit 1T
JR AR (LG S A AR L R B . AR . R
FIRT2R IS 7 2 HER %, e mia$95%. Ligs A7
5T Spair T2 MRIFEHSERAFAE, 255450 2K4%
(KL 4R, KNN; S & # /2%, BP-ANN; SVM; & 4 [f]
IR IR . R ATHCC, 455K, WA
FEANGUHRRFAE AT DA R [X 2 3R 2R AL e, Tt T4
PR RIS B S 1, 3L AR R A R 11.7%
(FF ML 8 R T 5 F2980) . 9.6% (T #5 B J MIHC C) Fl
9.7%(FF I8 FTHCC), 1685 T Spair T2 IIAUMRIIY]



RERE: AR 2020 0 50 % 511

SOHERFIE ] E A LR A2 W S B T B, Lewis™
TR R R OISR (diffusion weighted imaging) /1)
R IR EL F B (apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC)E. J5
KIS 505 RS R 5 AR B R S (liver imaging
reporting and data system, LI-RADS)7ZEXTHCCHII
Ay J5 K 1 S (ICC, HCC-ICC)HEAT %5, 45 56 WFm
E TR B5HSADC(5% ADC)MILI-RADS 2%
[ TRMIAS Y45 21 T B AR T M R HCCS oA Jf
% HIAUCH0.90, ICC5HCC-ICCY I FIAUCH
0.89. Yao NI FH 22 25 M 75 i 15 IR B 2 ST BOR
XTHCCHEAT 2 W HE NI RAT H, D AL S 5AN 18
YA iR RO SRR R R AUCH0.94(95% &
{Z X /8] (confidence interval, CI): 0.88~0.98), &R
FKA(HCCHI HAh) ¥ R B A IAUCH0.97(95% CI:
0.93~0.99), FEFMEIET 4K 1(programmed cell death
protein 1, PD-1)FMIE A KJAUCAR0.97(95% CI:
0.89~0.98), Ki-6740 R TR () AUCH0.94(95% CI:
0.87~0.97), % {2 L (microvascular invasion, MVI)
FI TR AUC H0.98(95% CI: 0.93~0.99). it B 3L T
IR 22 S 50H 5 S AR I B AR 20 5 0 M BT R e og
FIZ W A PR TS P25 PR, X Se it AR B T AL 28
SRR S SIE PR S W R O, et TG A

32 FFAEMVIB

MV i B3 F ARG IT 5 0 R 0 2T
S IR . BEAER AR I, MV B R s ) i
TR R, TR PR A R R 4405 R
HEAT TR MV A B 1P A R ST AT DS Bh 12 26 % i i
HIRYT WGy RV BRVE ), BEARA = R R,
LEETE, S RE MR R T B B
GRS, 20174F, Bakrs AR H CTR#AS K42
BT RGBSR . MRk SRS B E
BERARURE, Xt T B MVIBE T T, 445 5AUC
H0.76(95% CI: 0.58~0.94). HEIRIZHF 7T 45 B EL e R A,
{EE A SR A S E AR IR AMVIETE & R A
CYSRALE TR SRR, IS, YR 2 0 5T B BA B XX — i
PR I B P AS [ B A PO 5 22 5500647 T R e, Ma
25 NPORE T RAT I CTRAR AR BUMAR A S5 1E, 2 5 H)
FHLASSO [u] U5 77 25 3 3 e A R0 To00 45 41E I 44 2t
MVITRAER, 25 R R 1], FET 1 TEBKHCTRAZ 1 T

&5 AT sk AR IR BA R 45 5, 7 LBk 1
Jik HRSEAG 20 AR 28 A PR AR B (A5 B /R B0 TR 4R LS
AL TR AE: AUCH0.80(95% CI: 0.67~0.93), i
J&IE 4090, FEFMEA0.76. 1hAL, YangZe NPT A
HTMRIUFNI AR A7) MV FRIIAR T £ 56 F 5
IAUCN0.86(95% CI: 0.75~0.97), Ut 40.90, 4
S 90.81. XuZe NPURE TR B 8 R CTRAG SR LY
G ZERRAE, 456 HF B T I PRAFRAE AN S PS5
FEREMVITI AR, 7R 38 4R FH I AUC H0.89(95%
CL: 0.85~0.92), U8 ~0.90, K531 0.79; ERG
T 28 53 BT 3R B 55 21 2 B 25 I AR 3 0 45 38 25 6 (net
benefit), {HH I FAARH AR SRS T K41
T FE(AUC: 0.80~0.82). X LEHfF 2 N AHEM VI A HT
VAR A SR AL T — g i 7 vk

3.3 ERRELS %

WFFE R, HCCHIREL 2 B AR e Z KR
WA T2 —, A HCCHEE AR M HCC B
HA BTN E R ED e TR HIHCC B 3,
K2 0 = H O HCCR N ATE T AR UIBR I 75 25 K1
a2, LR EE ARG B, AR
By 1 FSUII HLC C 88 35 10 9 0 45 4 6 08 (2 i3 ¥ 7 SR B 11
PEBE. BHOFZ A, Wuss AT T USRI T2 Ik
BIERGG A S5 1E, FIHLASSORAREIE B & A
R R T 4 A S A 72 TN HC C s B 55 2 (R S 4% 41 2
PR, G5 RERH, B TMRIPFAGH AR S R KR
A BTHCC 3 AR AE B 2 2 7(P<0.05); {UFI A4
2 2RI () RS S A B (0 S0 1 REARC T3 Tl R
BRI 25 R FRNAR Y (AUC: 0.74 vs. 0.60), T il & 5215 240
P 25 A PR DR 25 (1) 20 A 45 B0 A S A 1 T 00 12 g
AUCH0.80(95% CI: 0.65~0.90). iX 3% W 22 2 545 AT LA
YENHCC B B AR A T T B, FRnr U s
e AR A1 2% P T 00 12 .

4 AMEALIRTY T SR E

HCCHEH F AN IREA 4. HCCEEMFETA
AT BE A2 TR 48, AT e RN T S RE AL 5
ALk, R AT IS R L A R A .
DIBRA AR e B ek vayr X, T bLse B UIBR
JibyRg, Mo BRI A C AR B, (A B BRI e ;M
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R TTAE: ARG T R L AR BT o Al R L

22 B kAL J7 #2 %€ (transarterial chemoembolization,
TACE) S8 2RI, HYATT G T Be< bk B e 40 g
BB H AR TFBIA K KR, HUIBRARMTACER)&EH
05 B ERAE ARk, R L T E AR #ERK
DHIFF W AFE 75 Wip 2 A0 52 [ F BERFE Ao bh 22 I FE R R, X T
AR PIRHCC (52 U BB PN, R
52 [E [F 5% 42 5 iE X 4% (National Comprehensive Can-
cer Network, NCCN)#8Fifs i, 7Ei& & 4T TACEIRIT
(K39 N HEAT FF IR, AU A i, B
I, SRR AR AR Ol B IR B A& R 9T U7 1K
B2, HuilER G sT 77 e/ R, ik
AETEIR YT IR FE R A DL R Bk Z A UK IR I SR IE.
R, FEESIN—FHH T EAHCCEH LA, %
M 135 3% BT U0 b R B2 TACEVR T, M 7% B 25 2 i
SEAMEACHIIRTT J7 5. XTIk R, Fue NPRIAT S5
B2 P L5201 HCC B # AR BT CTRAR B i g 17— A
T4 BT VI B AR I TACE VG Y7 1 B R, 8 1 45l
B 0 22 S, W FOR A HEAT TR, LG
" 47 % (progression-free survival, PFS)NZ S T
COX[H AR, 2553, AL HA R4 (1 %5
AR IERE 7. IZREEANMNREE 3 PFSHAUC T il 22
0.8010.75; K1z T B 15 FAtha /N i S idk (R ASE 284 3
ITheE:, WARR T E ST, FRREMNET
VLB, NI AT DANR AN [R5 4 e B A R vE 97 7 RO
VIBR AR ELTACE). #4515 77 BUE (B {=—5.00)#F & & 1
174325, “199 /N TFET-5.000, FFUIBRAR AT LIS 2
EE TACEBE K [ PFS (M4 H1 XU L (hazard ratio, HR)
°H0.52, 95% CI: 0.29~0.93, P{E 40.026), At LLFFDIBR AR
WV IR IT Ik HE, 4195 KT =5.000F, 1)
B AR 5 TACEMFA T A1 IPFS L Gi it 22 5 (M 4L
HR A 1.14, 95% CI: 0.69~1.85, P{E ~0.614), {HZTACE
FIaN TR /N, DR T DA N BB A R 97 1 .

5 BB B AT

51 REEERIEE KA

FR 4 B2 2£ 2 754 (Barcelona Clinic Liver Cancer,
BCLCO) &%, & A I e 25 1va 7 77 N
FHOIBRA . BRI SE A, 17 DI BRA
e AR AL 8 DL Dl e R (0 JHH R AL £ 1 1 ik
WRITITECTOL BRI, VAT R M E R VR G
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BRI — A FE B RaTiRal e 2R EEReisiE
SFEAREH. AJF NG

YT HFOIBRAR B2, I DIBR 2 R I 8] 1] B A2
— AL TS R, i SR )RR B TR
Ja FEBE (14 LA B TS B 22197, 20174F,  Zhou’s:
NP AR SRR ] 8 B OTIC TS5 40 B4R B 1
3001~ B 7 PRI FE JL AR SE R RRAE, 2 f5 FIFHLASSO
(] =1 77 ¥ 30 6 A A 255 P T AR A S 4 7 7 A A Tl
FEAY . B Rl I RS B AR 2 AR S i 4 S 1 2
HY 15 f A 10 U0 M e, AUCN0.84(95% CI:
0.78~0.88), UM M0.82, K571 ~0.71. 20184, Hui
2t NPV R BT MR IEZ B T 2904 803 2 550 Fi
HCCHEZ FARVIRET30RME RGN, REY, 3)
A WERMRITH IR AT 2S(4, 0)HUAE T HAR I
TRIMEE R, HEHR~0.84. ATLA, ZE T RATHICTEMRI
(ARG AH 2 53 HT R DA S — it 1) T EL S0 e 7 41
"R,

JHF % A A 246 A T P £ e iRy 3R,
EAE FH e RAIE S P 1) 8 Bk vy FEIE S5 38 AN AF 6 K 22 b
WM R R, SENERERRERRIEC0%
~80% % (HRAE20% 5 Z AT R ML B b R T
MVISE R RIS K, WS A A7 2 N80% [4F =
40% N R R AR ST R R R T
DRI, %o A% 3 T 52 R I D dE AT TN v DA B 4 5
TR FAREARMBUGE. Guotg NPIET A
AT FE S B A CT B SR U AR 20 e 4iE,  FIHLAS-
SO-COX [a] =3 5 £ At 1 00D 457 A0 A4 2 CO X [ A A
B A R AR S AN R R 2R R 2 A A5 o Y
BRI TR B, AR AR A 1) — B0t FE £ (con-
cordance index, C-index)’N0.79(95% CI: 0.62~0.96),
R 1E #2878 7 U 1 — B0 (P=0.164). WF 50 A
HIT 001 Hh TR0 A AR S R SR I DR AL T —F o 2%
T H, BAEZEMNERE X

FEShREAN A AR B IRAS 255, (13
BRAFN TR AR B FH 32 20 PR PRI, SR FAREAR,
WIS AT A TR T R R, S N EIIE R .
T Al S B R R GE RGA T G 24E N BLET R kR 2
SEEERTRRT I EERE -7 R,
MME K EEEFFERTEMRTREHE RKE
FUOT R R RA T JE B R 0 5 B R i
WRIT AT LRSS, B E AT R A R T



RERE: AR 2020 0 50 % 511

LB TN A5 2 . Yuan NP7 1844/ HCC
BEIARATCTRAZETE, UL E KAAF M(recurrence
free survival) &S, WIARCTRGEIE 5HEMEE K
IR ZR. WFFCLE = WIS 5 fk RN S 5 1) 38 5
CTRAZ IR G A 2R AE, SR 5 KA 96 -fe /s
TR % (maximum relevance-minimum redundancy)
HATHIP R EIE R, PRI HLASSO-COX IRl H & %
I3 PIRE B 3AN B HA R SAG 2 24 Y B s Rl 3 I 34
MG bR 2 i I A ARG L 2R TR 1
AN AR AR T B KA A8 2H S A AR 56 UE 4R
FIZR I B, C-index ¥0.74(95% CI: 0.63~0.84). F4
ik BA A 20 AR RN R L R KA 4, W FiAS 3
TEARKTYERE, 30ESERIC-index N0.76(95% CI:
0.65~0.86), Lt B4 A I AR AR & 1 i PRS2 (C-in-
dex=0.56, 95% CI: 0.47~0.64)F &1, MR EM,
SEA IR AR B IR A SR 2 A AE AR, RefE T
HCCHR 6 1 il 5 1 52 R T

52 EAEEM

REHCCHEE VIR A JGH S1570% 147 1%
P H f T 2 HUEH RIS W 4 ab T s,
EA VIR A AR 30%. ok, B 78R, TACEX T
WRIT T B A RO (B R TACEIT B
KPR FEARA NI, BT sl R ) B, IF
RANIGAE —Fh o] ATE R YT BT TR R 3 A A7 2R 0 AT e
TR, DMESE LA AR T /& JEH EE). ZhengZs
NS TR B B CT A 508 3 B SUH LR AE,
LASSORNASEER A R SAAR A 2R, 45 &
I PR 9 B2 K 25 A4 2 1 COX Rl AR 28 LTI HC C & 3
H1R B 17 % (overall survival, OS), W 7K, G HY
b2 50SEE A R(HR=3.24, 95% CI: 1.42~7.41,
P=0.005), T H5A5R 4 22 A5 2 FHIE A3 2 D8] 28 il A
RS T B A 00 4 B8 (C-index=0.71, 95% CI:

0.60~0.82). Kim%: N\ ™4 T TACEIT BT IICTRAR 5L
WEEHG G A 45 4E, FIFHLASSO-COX Al 55 ik ik
BRI TUMRHE, 456 B ARG R R &
A ACOXIIARAL, BHFRM, SilmpREA A5
G RERIM L, AR RERS B T HCC
TACERIT Ja A7 % (HR=19.88, 95% CI: 6.37~92.02,
P<0.001). 1tt4F, Blanc-Durand®s A\""JE T FF8IAko0Y
JIUH P4 42 E (transarterial radioembolization using Yt-
trium-90, 90Y-TARE)JAJT I MIPET 444, *THCC
BFEPFSHMOSHEAT UM, FEHFHHLASSO-COX = 45
ERRTEREE, W R, FETPETHI AR H RS
5PFS(HR=120, 95% CI: 3.98~3625, P=0.006)F10S
(HR=16.1, 95% CI: 2.94~88.3, P=0.001) 5.2 1 5¢, A A
YENHCCH # PFSFIOS ML T K 7. X Leff 514k
B, HCCREE 1RYT BT ISR EE v] L T 000 AR A7 28,
N AN AR T TR RS B,

\}

6 B4

HEl, BA¥CEER T —E5wENEItAk R
A ARMES, FAEMR RIS W JAI7 RIS ke I7
SPR TR T f DA 2 T SR BRI . BRJR
KA R A, SR UL A R T P DA R oA
FFFIS ch A5 3 TR S S, AR 2 IEAE RS
AN HEANTH LA Bh T 2 [R] sy, G 2
FOE R T 7 B, WS S RBOT . IRE
PBIUT « RIEIRITEE, ARSI IR T g
(ISt~ IE B BR T IXEYRYT T Ak, AR R
HELE PR AT Ay SR S0 25 S N 31 A i A 2 (1 2
fhEE 22 TR HCCAF Mg L2 . 5 EHCCAH
ICCARFEIRAE MR, BEE N LB RERARI K FE,
G R G IR SR BB AR ) T AR VR T SRR
il M E AL E, RO T R R 1 BRI R AR .
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Medical image has been widely used in clinical application to aid decision making. It holds information related to tumor heterogeneity
that cannot be easily recognized. In radiomics analysis, medical images are converted into mineable high-dimensional quantitative
features by computer technology. Combining with related clinical problems, radiomics can provide help for prognosis and clinical
decision making. The emergence of radiomics represents the transformation in the evaluation of medical imaging from a descriptive
and qualitative discipline to a predictive and quantitative discipline. Hepatocellular carcinoma is one of the most common malignant
tumors in China with high morbidity and mortality. Radiomics has been used in diagnosis, treatment selection and efficacy evaluation
of hepatocellular carcinoma. Based on the basic principles and techniques of radiomics, this paper reviews the reaches in diagnosis,
treatment selection and efficacy evaluation of hepatocellular carcinoma.
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