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BE AHARXEERTRHAMRERE (DWD R C FrHKAMAEN Y GAFHEA B EETH A
AL AT 2011 £ E 2021 FEABREMAFHE RN TEK

WM 196 £ EFW MRIE®R, RADWIRCFAWNER, SERMT LA RAFHE, KRERBWHAESRTHEKE
$#, ik, A LRSXEE, WHEHCCH FNH S HGAFLHNERA, R P GA¥HEAAEL T HCC 7 FNH 7 @ %
AU BHM LW NG, EFHEATER (AUC) 4 0.900, % 0.833, HAE 0.800, HHK 0.867, &it DWI L C
FRBRAMAENYRAFHAEFNH 5 HCCHEFN ST EABEFME, 8% A% K45 FNH I HCC, A8 TH# %
LWEdE, RUET T RABRAEAFTEEAAEEER XL,

[X$A FFalE: AT EE e, RRAS; #dERAG

[FES%ES]Y R735.7; R445.2 [ wkRiZaE]1 B
AT 48 8 98 (hepatocellular carcinoma, HCC)
SRy kb Mk 25 Y 88 4= (focal nodular hyperplasia,
FNH) 28 R WL E Ry ks A8 5 3 76 I
PRFHL ., IRY7 kMBS 5 A B 22 5. MRI
IR T A S 0 4 2% H R R O B S Y R A
TR VEAR RS 728 () 2 T Bz — . HrP iR BOnAL
% (diffusion weighted imaging, DWI) #F0#% 3k
PRI 5% (contrast-enhanced MRI sequence, C) J¥
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B g I HE s 72 9 A Joi B A3 T RO B AR B 3 RE AR
B, 2 FNH K HCC %512 Wy C #7510, (3
W B BRI RE . R MRI
R b AR B AU RRAE D B B2 IR DR A 4R
TR L TEATIE S S S Wi T E . A
DWI 1 C 41 B9 52 45 41 7 B R A7 52 4 71 i 728 N T
A= 2 R, TR 5 FNH 5 HCC %512
W 0 A T TLAF R R AR A S A IR 2 12
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Wi o5 A T — g kR (B DWI I C P51
A THEZRAERER, BENHT FNH 5
HCC 1 %5012 W A7 75 2 R R ASE 1) i7 B M F 90 ok 36
WEH A R e S, ARBFSE B R T DWI K C
JFAN G 8 1 52 R L F AR A X FNH e HCC %
Sz, R A TR R IE S FNH
K HCC Z MK F&, A FNH & HCC BR fE % 51
W R BT B B A K AR 34

1 MREFRE

L1 —H3EB AR gs A 196 B8 &, Hrp
99 il FNH H& 1 97 ) HCC B&, B 122 4, &
74 ], FNH 444 62.00 [54.00, 68.00] %,
HCC #H4EW N 33.00 [25.50, 42.00] % . HiiBE
LA AN R f g iEdl . 2445 67 9] HCC &
HH 69 i ENH B3, k4l W4 30 il HCC &
F M 30 4 FNH B3, HCC Ml FNH 5% 74 1%
PN DT T 22 S A b L (P<0.001), ABFSE
WREMAHLZMHETE. (D L3 F R E L%
FRAFAG 0 I e e AL H R 2 W8 FNH 2k HCC 1
Wil (2) FEFARAT 15 KN TEARBE 5E M MR £ 4
AT =T DWI A C )P s, B G BIET
SERETCH . ANFF A FMME IS (1) HCC &
HUEFARRAT A FIE I SOEHRIT s (2) 1R
TR ANE G A BT PG R s (3D B = SRR I IR
5B Tk AT A R Ge s A T, AR F A SR
(B RFIEE T ), I8 A 8 2R B K 27 B 1 N T
P& [ I PRI 18 B 25 5% S5 il B 323 3 09 1%
A (HEMESC S 2020KYBI24 5, 6K K& # 14
BERL 4 BE 44 AL R U A B

1.2 MR B % X&E MR K #& 2 Fl | Philips
Achieva 1. 5T # S LR AR AGHATHY . AR
LR RV AR T PR B RR R A I A2
Yk, X HI % GdDTPA (R & 4 v 553 7,
TS RHE I 250 . Il 0.1 mmol/kg. RH
o T A A MR e PR B G, R 2.0 mL/s,
DWI i Z 8 & N: TR 2187 ms, TE 73 ms,
FOV 375 mmX375mm, Hiff 152X110, b & 800
s/mm?, FEVESXF ] 60 B2 JE . #EATHNAL T1IWI
i, 2% k. TR4.1 ms, TE 1.98 ms, FOV
370 mm X297 mm, %H[F 284 X175,

1.3 BBHKEESE DWI A C Fa 1 EG ik
i #F ITK-SNAP 4 4 (Version 3.8, http: //
www.itksnap.org) HEATEEISHEIX (region of inter-
est, ROD [W4r#5 3D H##., n#EldEH—E

A 3 AELL bR RS W 2 56 0 B B EE A, O
oy FNET T .

1.4 FBEFHMEREK ICCHRE KFHEEKR
N B AHEBR AR E 9% 6] DWT K C J3 81 J5 i AR I
figed 4y B B 12 £ & Python (Version3. 7.0, ht-
tps: //www. python. org) I Y Pyradiomics JE
(Version 3.0.1, https: //github.com/Radiomics/
pyradiomics.git) $&BCRFAE . F ] 23 A 41 18] AH G &
¥ (interclass correlation coefficient, ICC) TEAL M
UARTE ROT [ B W22 & — Bk, R # 1ICC KT
0.9 BYHFAE . Kcds AL 70 o I 2 A A0 48 CLE 41
72 3) . AEYIZREE TR O 22 A AT K R £ i O vk
A G F B SRR . 2B i Lasso [l 9 i % 4
fiE, L5 LERE R

L5 REAFHERERERAE X DWIAC
JF A B RAAE AT A G AL B . X REAE 4 AT B 4 A
e, e, RMITEBEEMN R ZET 0.8 1Y
FRAE, DA JCGHRE I T4 . Bl o B8 o ik
PEVE YR S 0 e X H bR 72 B AT 0 5 e A RRAE .
LASSO FIHSE L AT RRAEZE £ 0 28 A R 1R 72
k4 v HZ 8 M3 (logistic regression, LR)
R AU AR A 2B

1.6 %itZE4H#H  {#H Python C(https://www.
python.org/, Version 3.7.0) #4758 1% 4H ¥ 451
PRE, GRE MBI AR ., ¥ K Python HFREA
Scikit-learn ( https://scikit-learn. org/stable/index.
html, Version 0.19.2) #l Pyradiomics Chttps://
github. com/Radiomics/ pyradiomics. git, Version 3.0.1),
ffif] R 155 %1 (R software language, Version
3.8.0) HEAT NH G5 B b, 1l 18 L2412
RO (Or3AEs) MRE R 200 GESS
MRS R TG TR B, R R GE T o ] S A
A MEME BRiE2) . WRES & NIEES
G375 WA Kruskal-Wallis B R 56, 34 48 11 2L
R CER AL RO . 12 WP AL SR 32
il H TAEFFIE (receiver operating characteristic,
ROC) ) & n#ritH M FE A (area under the
curve, AUC), PR i UERG E  (accuracy,
ACC) . R E (sensitivity, Sen). #HFRE (spe-
cificity, Spe) ZF¥ghr. KKK «=0.05,

2 #R

2.1 REEFHMEHEE, HFREER DWI K C
JFA 4 BRI 1 688 ANFRAE, LB ICC=>0. 9 MY HFFIE,
SrHIh 1538, 1 616 NRFAE. £FXF DWI J& C ¥ 5]
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PRI R IE S T H G . BRG R AERELE . e 20 ik
36 A LU ALAF M RO S A R AR . B, 2 W =,
2.2 HERB[BEELER KA. LS ORES A
LR 7025 4% #F A7 st B, it FH 00 3K 4 5 i o A7 00 3K
RN BRAER WA R 0.567; AUC A 0. 900,
WERH 0. 833, HURE 0. 800, 4 HPE 0.867, (UL
#1, B3,

x1 HHEEAFEBPTELE

21 531 AUC Wi HURE 5 MH Kappae R
X 0. 981
I 2k 4 L .95 . 8¢ .
VI35 (0. 965, 0.994) 0.926  0.957  0.896 0. 868
. 0. 900
Lianil 0.833  0.800  0.867 0. 667

(0. 823, 0.957)

Receiver operating characteristic example
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False Positive Rate

B3 JYIGARMNRAE LR DRBERFHY
Zik & TIEHF1E (ROC) #i%k

3 iFig

3.1 HEBRAFHBELHMAENREE XTEAE4A
SERVERE X FNH FI HCC EAT % 5132 W i &5 o i
P, RAER AWM TR MM AT . ZHENG
IS R DWIL C M T2WT BEA 91 4 1 14 5%
4 20 2 T RS 780 45 B F BIERADS 4 FL i 28 14 3%
PR I, HONG 285 B 58 0 7 52 A% 41 24 4
TEFIE PR P28 A4 2t 1 5% 10 4 27 B B0 %) g 81 C I B-
IV il B g B I R A A A B . QIAN
S UIOTTE I PN RS R I Bt A IR R S Y R 1R AL
SRR R R LR 432888, 45 oKX H
HREIZWRhe; WEL 280 78 5 T2WI B 3214
2 A A A M ) R PR A S R v R SR R Y o
Tl R SR A LR 43 25 45 4 0 455 70 A o A 1k e
MA 2B SE B A WHO/ISUP 324 1Y 515 40
SERFITAE A R LR 432 2 A4 2 0 455 7802 7 8K

RfE., FREZANREG RS ARG LTS,
ARG HRF DWI K C 551 43 5 32 BUR 17 19 52 1%
H2ERHIE T XZ AR AR AT E A e 4 . Tk, R Ad
F] 36 N HEHASCHEMFRRE, RH LR 402588 X RRE
PEATHERE, P 6 4 B %o 12 B R AT 58 E O G 3
SEOHT, 45 R %R R 7E I AE FNH R HCC
ualzWh AR TROHMEZE N E, KEE
AUC A ik 5] 0.900, #EHfR N 0.833, HUKE N
0.800, ¥ M K 0.867, XL ArEH, KT
DWI K C J5 4l Bk & 04 # (19 52 15 4 2 AL, R Y
AUC {8 &, 0 HAURE 4E5v dE o 3.
A REXT IR A 1592 K12 %y A AR R 5 B
3.2 RGEAFERNBUERESEEMNITEMH =4
Y12 —F LT MR EHMGRRAE A 40 7 7 1, RERE A
LSRR AR BUE BRI ARAE
WY A5 1 W 5 R AR A 2 AR DY R B AL
HUREAE W] BB 5 0 AR B I A A R ok 4n i S R R A
ST, X SRR AE FNH Hl HCC w3 30 1 1 i 2%
S LR 202588 H T BRI 48 g A U4 4 T 12 Wi 15
B, AR R TFIE FNH Rl HCC s 2 A= 2 5
FEof By 5 Bk 25 5 N, TONG %D ff — I 3 T
PET/CT SZAR 412 MG KRR AE 19 AL A5 2% 7 455 40 351 Ul
AE /I 240 i it 5 19 fieb 33 B 8 R AL I BIE ST TR A 9 A
FRAE AR AL 3 A — B A s HAN 507 s 4 2 1
IS5 IS AR 2 22 VPAG LA T 2L B e 1) 3515 7 F 5 h
FHT 21 AMRAE; GAO 28 T CT Wy ik 5 41 2
U COVID-19 7™ 5 A5 B 1432 Wil X o o 14 25 4 oy
Brob g A 4 TUF G T 3 T IR AR 1 52 AR 41 2 4y
fiE, 6 W5 b i B — B il S AL 2 R AE 5 T 5T
i B S AL 2E R AE s TRl FUJITA 2609 76 F
VS R (=i Il 1 Sl 111 g o ol 1 & (T ST = S
FENG 45 B 5% & 3 /0N B U I8 A8 46 1) 145 v 42 B
14 125 YRR 7E S AR A 2 B R v i BB R AR .
ARG AR L AR AR S — B . By B B
e Hi 5 LR Z WA se 45 e — 8. 58 LR &
KRR NG TR S B, 58 3 R Dl % w7 45
Z G B 36 MR, 78 H AT AR R 41 1 5T
TR T ARE B R FE I 1 X L B AR R E A A
A B H N AN 36 R4 R,
4G 9 A —BrAE . 27 A 6 Kom B R AE s — g
TEAEFRAE 5 Heik 2590, REA b 2 o 5 1R 21 4 R AE
7E MR EUG R EH; FIRF, 2SR GaE TRs
F) B K R BRI L T B AR A BRUAS R4 132 T Ak
Al LA B R A AR S
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ZIBEIE K B3 T DWI F 51 418 BURRE # 2t 52
821 2 B 1) 12 W A BE A TR BT A s AR
BI %55 — TS AR 4 24 F 5% 2 A 7 7 6 o8 T 1) 4
SIS Y v G AR AR 52 g K R AE 2 C P 51 $R LAY
FEARBEFE I LASSO [ I8 78 X 12 B B B 52 i fie K
) 5 AN IE M SCRRAE R H DWIFESI, 5 A 568
fE 3N @ T DWIES, 2 M@ T CFEol; 4558 %k
DWT J7 51 45 BRS¢ fiF XoF 52 15 21 27 452 80 44y 8 1) 1
KT CIPH)., T XARI F 2 Wb, FoAT
FE T 4 T b PR AR A8 A PR, $& s X FHN J2 HCC
1) 56 7112 W A E
3.3 AMRMEHMERBRYE AMRERT
DWI K MR 345 J7 51 25 A A8 £ 1) 52 AR 41 2 155 R0 7
JIFIE FNH K HCC 2 Wi h it (6, A3 AE T
B, WA AN AR T A, R AR 8
BB R S S AR, B T2 T I v A 1 D
AR, HOR, FIFH LASSO Bk e B R 0 1
MBI A 2, $Em T HZ fkre )y, oAb, BiAlGK
N AUC FIfERG R R 7 HAE X 40 FNH 1
HCC by st fe .

SR, BERAAEAE —E R, B5E, PR
A R, T AE R R A Y 8 E M AR e . K
W, B EEILTFRURERE, RAER 0% EIGIKS
BORBRE AR 22 5, X 0] BE R W2 T Y 4 T
IJa, RERAIRIM A, (8L R LA AT 5
ZHUCT B35 PR AR AR PR 7 3 — P Bk, Rk
WF5E N BT F i i S Jmy B, DLk — 25 3 A Y
F14 1 PR 1oz FH 041

ST F R DWI K C 7910 B4 2 1 5% 1%
MR FNH 5 HCC 8945 5112 Wy b 3 i 58
Sy RL A AE . %R AR 42 B R RE G A7 S0 X 4y
FNH f1 HCC, XX T mizWineahrk. hikinsr
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BY WRUALB=ZFEHEEZEF % S EH 2 (histidine triad nucleotide binding protein 2, HINT2) & k & 45

# % (E-cadherin, CDH1) 7 %% M % 1 % (ulcerative colitis, UC) A A kik, T HINT2 M AEF L AMEEH
(FHO) it # e At ®Bm RHL4l., HiE KRR UCAZWHELTRE¥EHAL, £ HINT2 X E-cadherin #§ mRNA #1 &
B kik, T FHC 49 f 4k iy HINT2 %3k K F, Transwell £ 3 & X JE 2 3 40 N 40 f 19 3F % 88 57 . Western blot 4 | F
S 18 i % . (epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT) 5 BB E AW kA KT, R UC 4 4 % &y HINT2 5
CDH1 #y % 3k 1%, 7 Transwell L4, K £k HINT2 i@ 5 Ea W £ T BaAmM, Kk HINT2+ & £ %
miRNA-200c A 53t WA Z W FEA B ER LA WNFEN; ME LR LR LR K&k HINT2 4 40 4 89 X8 4 /D BE % o st
K, fkk HINT2+ 5 % & miRNA-200c 41 5 ¢ 8 4 2 (4 XK % /N BE 35 2 3 % H 4 iH % & L. Western blot # 7 (& & %
HINT2 41 FHC 4 & CDH1 %% 1k, W4k % 2 (CDH2), W EGEHAUAEHKEZE 1 (ZEBD) 2% #5. &it
HINT2 ## CDH1 & UC 4 4 k% %, Z& FHC ¥ 1% %k & HINT2 #& i 31 %] miR-200c +# ZEB1, # %% EMT #& %, %
FHC 41 fo ty 37 % 6 9 58,
[£8RY 35 M4 % HINT2; miR-200c; + & I # 1L

[HEHES]Y R574.4  [X#k#RIRAEY A

Wz 45 % & (ulcerative colitis, UC) J& 45
173 T80 P 1) — o R A P M SORE PR b ) B
¥4k (epithelial- mesenchymal transition, EMT),
NHJE LK (E-cadherin, CDH1) B3k
TRE. AE UC /Y8 R ¢ B PR A IR rh 454
A, = BR4AdEZAREERSE A EN 2

E£WMAE:

EZE L.
AL EBEFLIRAMEL . AR 350001

DOI: 10.20148/j. fmj. 2024. 04. 008

[xEHS] 1002-2600(2024)04-0030-05

( histidine triad nucleotide binding protein 2,
HINT2) J&—24m R E KRS . Tz A1
THEFL WA R LSS T A S 5 AR 2R
A YT, B HAE UC v i Rk 0 X AE
PL S ARG S IE . A SCHE UC BE AL
I HINT2 £k, Ik — L 0F 5 T sg ry pL il .

A DAETHHEFEE T AARFRIE (2019-ZQN-4)
1A B LR 2A A8 LI R B 22 B it A Sr R e B AR, R M 3500015 2 A R Bk O 24 4 3L I R B2 2 e A
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(a) (b) () (d)

e () MR, WY, A SRR, 40K EE (Dil-Quik Y i, %565 BiEE 10 X400,
(b) W oRSFRANM, UMY @R W6 A ARBUR R A, MM OB L6, BRI BRIk Y@,
WA BB TOCBI A A W TS, 10X40), (o WL F IR 41K 0825 i A9 A BUIR 2 BEAT 1 (DO
BRYL e, WA UV BRI i A Y WA T, 10X40), (D) Wox M5 @ w2 A3 i — 30, A i
W, SATTR, BEAS L POKRRY @, WA 340~400 nm JEHIAY R BT T WL, 10X40),
E1 ALRFELEE

ZF5 MR R AFEEX B IELSTIEERFARENZHME

(FILIEXLH 26 W)
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