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Abstract: Accurate assessment of treatment response after local ablation is of great importance for detecting residual viable tumor,
evaluating ablative margins, and guiding subsequent follow-up and monitoring in patients with hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC).
Contrast-enhanced computed tomography and magnetic resonance imaging are currently the main imaging modalities for post-
ablation evaluation, but have certain limitations in real-time imaging, intraoperative application, and repeatability. Ultrasound,
especially contrast-enhanced ultrasound (CEUS) , can be used throughout the entire process of ablation therapy for HCC due to its
advantages of real-time visualization of microvascular perfusion, no ionizing radiation, and repeatability, thereby playing an
important role in detecting residual viable tumor, assessing immediate treatment response, and monitoring patients during follow-
up. This article reviews the pathological basis and major endpoints of treatment response assessment after thermal ablation for
HCC, with a focus on the clinical application of ultrasound techniques and the Contrast-Enhanced Ultrasound Liver Imaging
Reporting and Data System Treatment Response Algorithm. In addition, it discusses the future development directions of
multimodal imaging, quantitative assessment, and standardized evaluation, in order to provide a reference for further optimizing

the treatment response assessment system for HCC after ablation.

Key words: Carcinoma, Hepatocellular; Ablation Techniques; Ultrasonic Therapy

ST 4 it 96 (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC) /& T4 ZFARYUIBRAHCC %ﬁéﬂ’]ig{éﬁ?&m e B2z ek
BRAE R AL DA . PSR AR (thermal ablation, 5 A REE ™ . 9 Bl B 5 B8 40O T 1 AR 52 203
TA) , 45 53 451 14 il (radiofrequency ablation, RFA) Flfsg i, 14 @l o BB E BB R A IS B A1
Y 3 Tl (microwave ablation, MWA) , & /NP & Jevk4 1070 NI, g Rt B 26 R0 2 R 1



1520 I RBTRE R S S 40 5 E 7HI 2026 £ 7 B

J Clin Hepatol, Vol. 42 No. 7, Jul. 2026

P ROPAE AR 2, O 4 5 HCC T RIG 7 U 38 2
A A K TS B B ER Y

H A, 34 58 T 5 HLA 2 B4 (computed tomography,
CT) ML ZE 1R — 4R 1 98 1% 2L 4R B4R (magnetic resonance
imaging, MRD) 8% A 1A i HCC 14 @l A 5 I7 00l 19 4 b
WET L 3 A 25 I S AR A 5 B R 4 (liver
imaging reporting and data system, LI-RADS) AN HLYE T
HCC (9 5218 Rk 4 5 4 a0, 36 3 ok 36 97 B 37 Al
(treatment response assessment, TRA) i CT & MRI 197
ST RAE T bR ARHESR T . SR, CT A MRIFE T Rl T
ROTAG H AT A TR TE IR 52 BUAR v 2 0 vl B 4 5 3
530 BIR A R R AR RN T A I B 1 2 A 2 B 3 F A
B 6 Jmg BRSO o O b4 i R Y B S ST AN
I,E\*[g} N

B 75 15 32 (contrast-enhanced ultrasound, CEUS) H. 4%
SN SR RE T, AT U W R A ERRE TR A AL TR N
A JCHL B RS T R AT AR A M R T A2
S0 MR TR CT Bk MRT, CEUS AES 75 5 i i}
(] P AT U AR S5 X g ke A 1 P S IR SO 4 1T
1 AT e AR Y LA S A 4k
BRAR B L ARG BE T o TETHRIA YT i FEh , CEUS
A TARSE BV ZIPPAG TH RERCR | S & SR AR A I e
& SFUIAYT TR F IR 2 e WaR " sk,
T PR A MELL R B BT LL , B A RS SRR T
ARHT CT/MRIAR B S e ofl 288 75 5248, ATk kb i —
PR LA R BRI SR #E 7 7E HOC T R P A TA
TR EAC I S R Pk . R CEUS LI-RADS{RYY
SRV P 3R LR TR AT (AR AR ] e
AV E B SO ARMEAL R B, DL S H e S AR
CT/MRIBN EEREVTRT B e —si il

AR SCAVL I 8 PR 0 1 T Rl S K8 R 5 3 2
B, RGLEIRHE TS CEUS . 2B Rl G R SO 7
RS HCC T R 425 7 A8 A v 8 P 0 Je , 4R
o R HE T A ) A8 R A ke e e 5 1]

1 HCCIHBTZOTM K RIEFEM S0 iR

TH RIS B2 A8 A PPl DL SV B2 5 Bl
T il DX Sl B I (1] 9 B 2 A 5 [T PR IR AT R A B | Y
LELLGUN L B AL AT — RPNV FFAEPE AR AL, ]R8
WG — BT RO 2 mUORE 2 IR PR2 97 5 BT bR AL
(14 T LI o ASTRE 3 S R 9 Rl A 14 2 B
A, I B 24 i [ PR3 4 T R RO PO AR 2

AR R A E bRfE
L1 e aRFRE  HCCHRWRE AL
DABE IR FE A% L, I BE J 320 DIy M 98 S S iz
) 27 A8 A (8 A TS S e X PR 7
B A B E AIRAE B B P SR AL ; A1
UL FE 1K i, 2 3R Sl Dk AU PR B 54 , 2 T
FilS SRR BAVE R FE 2 R . ARG 1~ 28, &
E T2 WA IR | A AR BT 2K 5 o o AL PR 22 4 R B
B, R AL, DU R R R A R A kTR
BEAE 52 ERR , T il DX OB M W 4T A AR L 52, IR B
YN | A W ey A 0 A OF A T
1.2 97 2GR ey 224 8 HCCIHRNAYT S YT 80T
Wit BTG5 — MR = & s R R USSR 2 2R S
e PR 905 B4 AT L 5 ] i R o AR A 5% [ A AT 2
23 2016 4F A A1 (8T8 Bl AR TH BR AL 2, HORPER S H8 AR
oW “F AR R (technical success) ” 5 “$ AR JT 4L (technical
efficacy) " . HEA R T4 I Rl 1R 12 HEOR i IME  O7 6
LA 56 18, A v EOR J5 B2 5248 0 A MR 2 wloe
i, B R R B IR BN H Y RS T RGE
KBV AR AR A Gl R TR 20 140 H 3EFT)IE SR
7 DX A FETEGR AR 9 AL BOHAB AT IR AR 4R, s B
IBYT R HAE B B WU R, %238 bR S s I8 TG
ISP SE R, R PPN T Rl R R o A Y e AR A

5¢ 4= {4 fll (complete ablation) 5 5% 4% 1 ¥4 I I8
(residual viable tumor) J&: 3% T Bt B AR 7 5L b v
5 LI-RADS TRA F 7 A1 98 Rl 7 28R #7242
SEATH Al E OA S I AR b I Rl DI 22 4
SR I R A PR B X e e 1 4 T o
W PEIRFE T 5% A P o8 D46 T Fal et 00 % Py 3 114
IREEATAR A O PR BN KRR (4 3h Dk &g st Ak, O T 1)
91 SR 400 2 B DR e P R B R e
T AN 2, IR An AT B s . ARk, Tt M R
ST YT RN FRIEES & LI-RADS TRA , ¥ 5% 7 1 4K 45
g ke A R A5 A TE B0 DU iR 1k 45 s e g 7% 1 1) S AR
FIEATYT RO , IR B Ao kR NV, % B
BRI T HCC Ry iR T RO P B A% SE B 2827
T AL I ) R TG M R A O R R 2 DA

A g 27 45 Jmy >k 7 Jed B 98 2 2 (local tumor
progression, LTP) M IF N i &b & &% (intrahepatic distant
recurrence,, IDR) /2 PFHTH flVG 7 G 201 79 OC B ¢
LT S SCA B S A T X R 31 % P 9 1
TR 20 A0 e Ak 3 B R R AR R N e s



FE0, % BEEFERERERTSOTEPHERSHRE

1521

SRR IDR DS G 55 T 7 il DX sl ) 4 g ks, o
Z LR G T 5 RS 22 Pt K AR BT A
A=A TR B R AR M IR AR I AR AN 4 T
LTP 20 1E B IR A S22 T Rl 5 5 vl 5@ S, R IR J& K 40)
JRBEEIE AL, B AEIG IR S A EAR T X ) .

2 BERARTEEBT RO A P RN A

2.1 FHAREL ZEHRE CHH B RERA
Jii B L O S AR 2 VPAL T B . T Rl e kAT 3k ]
FEIE R 0] A ORI 0 RO R R B R O, iRk
A5 SEE EPEIRGE R K M SRE B Y Il B AR A
SEP 2 AT Y LR P AT BT Y Rk s
A B Il 75 i Ak B R o] T & BT Bl 56 9 & 4E , 40
EF A BB L S IR B 3l S A A0 I 2 B 4
T A0, K R i 22 05 8 P T 0 — 25 DT A T il X B 283
B A IR Ol o X T kSR i A4S I 5 X I LS
B RIS R 2 A B T RS Z AT
filio BRI, B R PR K 22385 W 75 2 R A SO S
T LI 722 A, %o T Fl D % B/ N A i ke AT H A
PR SRS A IR TR AL S 5 T, ARG &
i 7K b S ] 7 AR e 5% 4% P Rd 55 T R S B DA X
or. S BRI . HL, 8 B T B 238 W AN RE
U A 40 U P 35 e B 0 2 5 S 4 ) R AR L A AT
VE WAL i A B K S R U 4 B T

2.2 CEUS CEUS i ik i 5 2l i it v i 52 511, g
fE ST | A M Rk A B PR T O, A AT R
v AR S R A A T BT A AR S5 e
MRIAH LY, CEUS A S B W< ki it Ak il 72, BJC B #5
PE K L B R AT, J0 IS T D RE N 4 BB S
FAIREYT . CEUS 164 B Al “ s v s L 5 I
N PSR AL T TR B AT OCEEVE T . AR Sh kI GE o i 24
J5i 10 ~ 30's) , i P g 4 2 B0 PR f) v 3 . 5 9
(LSRR S0 A B WD SR T N W /N
b, HAZR A DX SAE 1] D0 S 3R 30 52 0 R pl oy
1) BT AT, U)o B2 s B AR TR R R . T AR S L 3R
HELH LR 11 00 SR E 2N A7 AE B0 K IR 1T 2R 30k BROE 5
b AR LI 28538 5 A 250 BOGH, BLAET T kO S e
R 2 A R e RS R, TR, CEUS Y
NS SIATTIE Y S S W B K S L il N (DA R i
TEAS B ARG SRBI IR R AL B A AR 4 R
PATEEA T X T AR R B ER AR AL L, v AR [/ —
TRYT LR ST BRI il DT> ok B R IR

TR E AR NESE W AR, B Eos R AR
CEUS B 22 1At - BIVAS 36 o0 304 il ) 56 s, ) S 2 PR AR R
SEAIY Al R A R

CEUS IREAE — 3 Jmy FRAE , A8 B i 32 75 1 okt
frE RE AR S TR AE R 2, X T IR T
5 T 22 5% 9o ok B ST R FRIE . e 4h , CEUS X
GO i A I A 2 T S I AR 45 797 i AR TE ¢ g
AR XA 00 R B AT AR AE — o I LR
Ha2E R FEI, BT CEUS B Z4E R #5485 CT F MRI
() ZAN T B AR 2R,
23 AR ZER BT TN AR, 2SR
B IR =B S SoE T EOR I R SR — DR i T
FETE HCC I B RGTAG R A RLT . A -CT/MRI &
B AGE B AR RT CT ok MRT B 5 52 75 ok CEUS 1%
A28 [ PO, SCH T D g T i DX R ) e e A )
SEAATRIE SR, JUICE BT IR S s RS RN
T R 0T T X 295 151 B RR 7 57 4 AN T Lk
CEUS s AERY g (045 1621~ HCC HT 133 1548
) RRITFE F WA 137 B A5 -CT/MRI Bl & 5 | S S2if 1
PUFAT R G AT IR RIGTT , Horh 282/295(95.6% ) il &t
PIERAHEIR),266/295(90.2% ) AL Ikl . %45 R
DGR SE A B A% 22 L RE MRS 1 R 13 I B S T il 2 FH A
TCHEAS ) E AR it — 24K Tl 5 SRR
325 NFE o X Rh ZRSRG A Z 48w Tk
N BE I BB Sy o b DA T S R0 e N
H2) BEE BoR, CEUS-CT/MRI {4 il A 7 K 5% B8 0%
PRI IEE B il 320 2 D ELA A v A BRI S A
JEU) RS I 22 S 1 R 5 AR R g e/ NI
Bl FEEAT E X, R BT T Rl 2= 75 7247

Y ARG AT AR, RS B
R T Rl R SRR S XL S R MR R A R .
4k CEUS #F— D85 il iat HE VEAR R, T N2 £ i 440
Ak e S AEE ARkl . 5 A AL, =
4 CEUS A B PP 1 Akt e 2502 75 J0U A K 78 Rl
IR A Xu 2 BE g BH = 48 CEUS T4 i
i (n=107) JR iR Y7 5 BIT 80, 45 R R W M T 4k
CEUS, =4 CEUS X 5% 4% e ik SR B0 . o5 A A
TS T I Bl X P 0 R T A IR B bk
T DX I R AT PR . S5 SR R , = 4E CEUS R fEk
JEE BRSSP 00 S (A o B 43 A
91.7% [95% ‘& 15 X 8] (95%CI) : 0.760 ~ 1.073] . 90.9%
(95%CI: 0.739 ~ 1.079) .91.7%.90.9% F191.3%



1522

G RBTREfRZEE 4255 712026 £7 A  J Clin Hepatol, Vol. 42 No. 7, Jul. 2026

BT ] -5 B £k A CEUS & f 20 Bl 3L — &
GIHETE S B, AR IR W A (] DR 3 I 4 R AR L
TEAF R AE | DT W0 2 e 33 il DX K% S 30 1) sk 0 20 A%
M) BFFE s I R, PO BLET CEUS B9 SE S S &
MR ALI AR , MM HCC 58 AR5 2 & A R R L
TYERE I R B ARA B T 0

S ORI, AH S HZ 15 5 R R it S e B PR
BB X R WFIGE B R AE RS SFE I F 5, B
R B = G — 1) BUE FNBR AL 9 23 T e

Rl AR =Y S B CEUS & 00T S5 45 R 3
TR AEIH AT O A R B T, T o B
14tk AL PP AL B 52 2% 9k 1) 0 B AL TR I A R B A
SR, R H AR AEA R B 2% o] ) 3 52 1 L e S 80 b
YEAL B A S KL PR AR 25 07 18 A1 o ifE— 20 T g
KA L LTRSS T LA 4
3 EF CEUS LI-RADS HI#R AL T7 RE M

[ i G2 45 LI-RADS e 0] 4 CT/MRIZE ST T FRifE
AEHE S, T 55 HCC I 76 25 38 W7 B A 7 R R BEAG 0
2024 4F, 3¢ F U 2= 23 IE 20K CEUS AR UR TRA 40 A LI-
RADS A Z , DT A 3 il 55 i Ry 697 )5 19 CEUS 11

T ERAE T G — i 23 2ehne T (18 1) o
3.1 CEUS LI-RADS TRA #) £ % £ #| & #] & ¥ #%
CEUS LI-RADS TRA F=%23% HIF 4 RFA MW A S5 3E il 5
PEJRIFRIRIT 5 W97 RO o, 0 & 5 CT/MRI LI-
RADS TRA — 34, R i 3 M 1 =1 bR/ S o
5, CEUS LI-RADS TRA ({3 A PR 2 ) Ao 45 AR 3
(LR-TR Nonviable) . 7] & (LR-TR Equivocal ) Fll3% 4 (LR-
TR Viable)' "', Hovb, “JE3d " 5 SR N K8 A 3 1
BHVfG oI 6 PR TR 5215 R IR T Al DX R R i 22 43
T P9 TC B Ik A Ak , S0 L TR I X ) A R R 3 i Ak
BB . ZEM RIS RGYT Fe 57, $5H MRE T 1)
S A BRI T SOR A AE B %) T g O PR AR | 5
15 2 B R 98 PN S8 ) L B A 1) 3 O s Ak, IR AR
I S A 3 ) A L A0 R R AE . 38
SRR T RS BIUR) R4 & AT B W48 6 P s )
(14 FV 96 0 P ) S A AE AN 8 P, A6 R T R B AN Y
B R E AN B A SR S R AR T B 5 A INER AR e e
TH il DX P S A 5 T X 3 R AR Y X 43, J2& CEUS
LI-RADS TRA [ 5 BRI o AT BB 1498 P8 3l ok 30 5
AP AR Sy T B S M UE R o X TR ] iR T e 1 )

(1] 65/ CEUSEAGITATE A B R B 14 B R BT, MUFHLR-TRAE IS, FHEN S B4o

By R EBIEME CEUSEBHIEITE BB AEREME CEUSE G HIET A
(Abnt) AR Abnt) 1438 5 A BT SR AR
THE, RBKEREIER THE, __ ohBKEAEILsR K ERE T
(Uncertain) (A HERR) (Uncertain)  =hRkER<E 1G58 (B85S ok sk HAR G 58
=i BRHAm IR (LS ERE) 3F BhRKHAE ISR
(Present)  mhAKHASEHGSR (ERAEERE) (Present) SRS

[PEE2] - L E0. EIAF A ITEE R H I U E R RIS R, BB E A R A RN TEETH, B FREY.
(B3] : a@AAEE R E T, 1 8 —a7T R (TRA) 25,

FRyERIERIEE

x

THAE

FEOHIS TS

[(FR4) . BEME=SNHRER, HINREATRZTREY

o

X LRTRIFEME LR-TRATEE
LR-TRAT&E

=7 LRTREM

THE =z
LR-TRE M
LR-TRAT&E  LR-TRIEME
LR-TREME  LR-TRIEME

B2 MRAESIE, STRARFILITE, NREEH b

AT EEL, #5EE ERPER—HIR BEXERSIE, ENEMRITE S BHITHEIT.

TH : LI-RADS, JIFIESE Bt i 5 800 52458 5 CEUS, M 1552 ; LR-TR, I IERAR At 5 800 R G007 SO iFAd .
1 2024 kR LI-RADS CEUS e R 8478 7 ) Rz it fl it 72 B
Figure 1 Flowchart of CEUS LI-RADS TRA (non-radiation treatment response assessment) , 2024 edition
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