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Abstract

This study is dedicated to the application of liver fibrosis assessment using ultrasound imaging,
focusing on the envelope signal converted from RF signal to investigate the differences of the
statistical distributions between healthy and disease livers. Liver cirrhosis is considered as an
irreversible process that there is almost no effective course of treatment to recover the fibrosis liver.
Fibrosis is marked by the gradual replacement of hepatocytes by extracellular collagen, which is a
chronic and long-term degeneration of the liver function. Invasive assessment like liver biopsy often
accompanied with sequela and is prone to sampling error when small biopsy samples are analyzed.
Therefore, there is a clinical need to establish an effective and reliable method for the noninvasive

assessment, espesically the prediction of early stage liver fibrosis.

Ultrasound speckle in B-mode images, which is the result of a wave interference phenomenon
of backscattering signal, has been used for clinical liver fibrosis and steatosis diagnosis. The
characteristic of speckle is associated with the density of scatterers in tissue, indicating different
patterns among various tissue properties. To analyze the RF signal derived from liver ultrasound,
three methods were implemented: Nakagami-m parameter method, Yamaguchi method and ACRA
(adaptive criteria-referenced assessment) method. Nakagami-m parameter method uses m-value to
describe the distribution within the ROI (region of interest), proved to be a valid approach
characterizing breast tumors and cataract lens. Yamaguchi method determines whether the ROI is a
fiber area or not based on the assumptive parameters derived from the phantom experiment. ACRA
is a method, which was originally developed by our lab and could be adapted to various system
conditions; it reflects the degree of fibrosis liver via the unassessed tissues in comparison with a

criteria-reference constructed by healthy tissues.

Results showed that Nakagami-m and ACRA method were able to discriminate the degree of
fibrosis from livers in vitro rat experiment. Area under receiver operating characteristic curve (AUC)
was used to judge the performence. In the in vivo linear array experiment, three methods performed
well in the early stage F>1 fibrosis (Nakagami-m: 0.86, Yamaguchi: 0.98, ACRA: 0.95). In the in
ViVO convex array experiment, three methods performed well in the stage F>1 and F>2 fibrosis
(Nakagami-m: 0.96, 0.82, Yamaguchi: 0.93, 0.92, ACRA: 0.99, 0.93). In the in vitro operation
linear array experiment, only ACRA successfully identified stage F>2 and F=4. It is concluded that
the concept of ACRA could exend to other domains, observing the degree of the difference between

tissues to indicate the abnormity. This method possesses clinical potential and application value.

Key Words: Noninvasive assessment, Nakagami-m, Yamaguchi method, ACRA method
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RH A N8 & 7 A-ModeB-Mode~C-Mode~M-Mode £ Doppler Mode
# ¢ 12 B-Mode # 3 B iZARE* TRA Lo ALH AR L F BEER - FiEE
BN FRAF FEATEAS A T T H > A5 3F 5w d (echo)in B 0w FIHF EE AR JT

_ﬂ

LA A2 G i A3 B(backscattering signal) o & F Ep ik 3 ATE U BLIGIE D
(demodulation)2_ {8 = 3 & % (envelope)it 5L o Mgt & RANIMEL N & gk by g 33
F p: . B-Mode # 1§} > = & & 5 g5 (brightness)~ ¥+ " (contrast) £ £ % F§ § if o
B-Mode 27 i§* X#ﬁsif_%‘« GRS Pl G AF gtk o KIK%W e e )% 5L
W~ PR AT ¥ (time gain compensation) ~ # fi § Fl(dynamic range) > izt 7 &

R Rl B L B EREEH R e B s i o

e g %Wﬂ’ B Hed TR R A2 4 B-Mode B 1§ - ARG A
A% 526 F 0 Bt - BE AU T #ig & 5 % (Burckhardt, 1978) © ©
PR T EABRIL G AT & sl Y B4 R AR A
& (Palmentieri et al., 2006) - 42 % & B-Mode #’ i{-Z_R 4~ RF(radio frequency):t 5.
{6 32 % 5% > é)gk?;ﬁ,ﬂg FR* hde RF MR35 2 € 5 { Heng e

(sensitivity)(Yamaguchi et al., 2001) o @ ¥ s I % e RF UL - 22 3% B B4 st

~ﬁ

)

B HAET - RM G IR RN AR B R A BESY S g
AL E A RF LA E cha > A § o (A€ & eh- JERAL -

t*\“

G P RAT T A4S L RESUBELAE @ ¥ chz f6 2

(A) Nakagami-m SHc AT L ARAe Nakagami 4~ i# AFERHEFT IR LG R
FHA5 0 22000 # 4 F F %4 41* Nakagami-m -8k fs i w57 7 e 4g
bfge S+ R R TR T G R Sflce FUAR Y & RAATE A Faom £
oo A KRR S XL G BRNEF OT

(B) Yamaguchi i 4 47 1 d P &% ¥ Yamaguchi “7# ) » & * 3 %] &IL (5 9 Q-Q

BIrd 2 4 R enpl 5 2 3 BE S eIl (7R T T 48 e T

(C) ACRA =i ad7 1 A9 ot > 2 ¢ [ A4 % £ &=~ (adaptive

criteria-referenced assessment) | — f84 Q-Q BlZ = - FEF > F F @ * 2 L &

] 3] Bk BB IR B A 2 E o

-



1.3615%\?1&%
13134 e %‘“ﬁ'”?’%v"
S iz ARG d N REERF P G UREIR R T stk
SRS Sl U R SV A R L R i R
B S e S B 0 B R G T ] o A R E L

e1(Noble, 2010) -

RigE ko d PR F KRB EFTORE > X FauE 0 A2 F B D
SNR(signal-to-noise ratio)¥? CNR(contrast-to-noise ratio) & » & T if 5 F e 8 o
Flgt o rglo= 2y Rendg § L B o7 Bl (segmentation) fr 2 5 4 2 5% % (tissue
characterization) » & 2 [ F B o H ¢ > @I FAZF AR B ¥
B-Mode ¥ iU 5LOS B HRHE) > B B FERF * OR[E_RF U5L(X S8 18
FedL e Bl e A F A M APE Y RFARE LW TR fi‘fﬁ:@,é 2x
B-Mode # i F 3 o 2 ¢ ¢ * B-Mode } iR a5 42 & &7 $F 4L S Pk Fw i Fagid s

iR FFSR }F*Je RAE T W z’v’ﬂ?ﬁ;ﬁ%(Nishiura et al., 2005; Orlacchio et al., 2011;

Saverymuttu et al., 1986; Yeh et al., 2003; Yeh et al., 2005) -

AL & PR TAZ A B RIS SR A el g B
LT AER o R Y F I AT RE LR U PR A B g e e
P ihe BEARAT S L Bk ;fir,vjl FEu] i3 Ak o F7 7 (Waag, 1984) » ¥4 p 8 2

- 3 S8l ff(parametric image) % 45 i L chiF o e £ d g HREST
RREPFETET Jg % > 2R EAEFF Lo R FER R PR R

R o ATH RN 2 TS AR PR ,fq\qﬂ LSRR R
2 3 (F% 5 B A 2535 (inhomogeneous) g P eAF R TEH > Tt Bk gL en
&ﬁﬁﬂﬂgi?ﬁ*ﬁﬂﬁﬁ°fﬂ%@a%wﬂ%w%ﬂa%%ﬁ@mmmm)
BHER G M~ A RS TR EFREG M ﬁbq%&gggg,kﬁjﬁﬁj
WATHEL o TR P A AR D A F Ok R Sl

% & 1 47 (integrated backscatter, IBS) % #c > 3+ 5 2 ;8 4e(1.1) ¢
IBS=) PSD(f) (1.1)
BW

A d 425 A RF ROUELAATE ] 4 3% F 3] cnwd 4 3 % & (power spectral

4



density, PSD) » %47 % (bandwidth, BW) 4 Bl b cdc 8 o IBS 3 7 s Sgwfr @ if
SO 4L R S 0 % T BT BT PRI L 8 KRR B
3 B 27 2l (Vered et al., 1989) -

I 35¢ S & (mean central frequency, MCF)E_# FAE 3 ¥ #p B eh % — &5 4

(first moment) > (1.2) :

> f.-PSD(f)
MCF = 2% (1.2)
IBS
LEERI 2}3{%@4’ ’ Ki%*ﬁ;&iﬂﬁﬁﬁd”%/ﬁ\'ﬁ)jﬂ ’ g ¢ 7 %il;l FH-H;P_, MR R ¥ 19

(Bridal et al., 1997) o

#-i# (speed of sound) fiﬂ%fgl C ot A AR B¢ o B AL R R 1540ms
IAEFPHARE AT NEEERORRT Y AR AR Y ERY .
THFTHER R - ﬁs?]ﬁ&ig(transmission—based)% it ] BeiE P Hc
(dispersion)A2 /& > i@ f i FU B 7 ¥R 2 (Azhari et al., 2007) o B s 5 B4 i *

H 3o z ook Feanmir o

Fobtie+ =+ o] (scatterer size) S-Beend3F B TRk b OIBGK B R R ST S

CHEHEEF BT E R Ge SO TR SR A ) T w S
2 AR o B H I A IEE SNR &> 7 Rl N ATERR G R o & % i
FCBPAE S e B 5 R B R AR oAb s R S T B Liu ¥ AR
8 * T Mt 142§ 4 £ BF (capacitive microfabricated ultrasonic transducer)2 #% 3

S R LR e F L B E SR @ RE T F (A S T (Livet
al., 2008) -

Nakagami-m % #cTgiR|ené RMAEL H @ EF T LI R AN £- B
PRAE T B0 > B S R R Sl & 5 (1.3)

2mma2m—1 _m
f(a)=———e 2 U(a
(@) m(mQ" (@) (1.3)

#e¢ T()4cU() # 5 & Gamma & #cs? 8 = f oo £ A G425 A & BB
E() % s3tsmE > (1.3)8 fmer QA 6 £(1.4)2(1.5)



(e
m= . (1.4)
E(A-E(A))

Q=E(A) (1.5)
B mARFL AR S § M0~ R hpFiE o & B AMELA F T pre-Rayleigh
I Rayleigh 4 & 2% > m>1 cpFiE P % = post-Rayleigh & i o 4p B g % & 5 7%
F ff' % '8% (Shankar, Dumane, George, et al., 2003; Tsui & Chang, 2007)£2 p% p-v

M F(Tsui et al., 2007) % A5 5 7 o

4 B i (elastography) ¥ :7 # kB 2 B * mf_%‘« FEyu k-2 A XA RIEE

* - i MARIR EE e P g o B (emitter and receiver) 0§34k £ RIS B SN D
B P (transient) R B+ o ¥ {3 F PP RAE 5 L PR MO BB o B E Y iR

“Tig A8 5 d T 4p B 1 (cross-correlation) H i A 47 {8 0 1R 3% B S il 1
(Ophir et al., 1991) - 4p B < /I?et‘ o A FF Yeh ¥ A g 819 bR % £ pEen A
SRR AL R R TE S R A dofp B IR 0F £ (Yeh et al,, 2002) 3
S B2 R 1 AR T A2 B chd %7(Foucher et al., 2006; Sandrin et al.,
2003; Vecchi et al., 2010) » 17# &k § 3@ * 425 & 7 4 Jd (supersonic shear wave)
3 RAZF AR e 7 ) % (Bercoff et al., 2004) °

¥47 £ 54 4 7% fhr(acoustic radiation force impulse, ARFI)® i & 4p ik & % i 4
e @ik A2 FG MY P % o JI 2t 4 2 (mechanical properties) 1
= e7 if(Nightingale et al., 2002) o % j* ZFAE 5 4p ik 3R § > Agole s Pl

PABATRR R AT o F A S b 0 P VRS F eniE R oA
A& 2 484 (out of phase) » igdt it B RIALF 3 e o o PR B Bl

FABNES > M2 ERERDEF - AP BESRE S BRSNS > 2R
Fhlmmp it o gd Rty =X ZRHE - PEHEHMS SR EF S TR
AP ) R N 30 g B4 1 (Fahey et al., 2005)c £-41] % B s 5 vk
R % 3 FFRY ARFIR G TR 3 R Wil ol i 2 R &
i p B (Wang et al., 2009) o 37 % { 7 % & ®M B 22 ARFI R (fcn R > $ 4 8 en
VR BT A2 R BT 4R of (Fierbinteanu-Braticevici et al., 2009) i+ § & & I
5 0 AFRI % S dcp? A JF g i f2 & enit 4p M A2 R & 7 ¥ Fi(Sagi et al., 2008)
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AR AR HLEEFA > 20 Z 2wk § RAMELAATEA 0 A it
AR LAy o HY RER - B G A Al
PRAT LS FRIF FTAOEE RN £ 8 2425 A e B yen avied

Flw st e i k3 b epe S L LR 58 ¥ P -

BAATB R ERT

%EJJ}J%'\% % Burckhardt <7%7 7 > % f27 H ~ (resolution cell)® 7 7 ~ & fgsHi+ »
Hiffgsgientp iz €393 A 0 & [0,27] 2 FF » pr e RMNEF P T B AR Sk
(probability density function, PDF) % 3. Rayleigh » & > & ® SNR &% #_i&
1.91(Burckhardt, 1978) » %—‘*‘ Tuthill L 1% & "G 27 FAEHEF B R 0 T4 R
kR S AR C FRRET 2 B - L FAUME T R R )T Sse/AT
(scatterers/pulse width) - 2 PDF % i pre-Rayleigh 4 % » SNR<1.91 o % = @ F 4zt
o F R 5 S5sc /AT 2 4cbthF cnF iR 5 X L K ¢hd #3 > # PDF % 3 Rayleigh
A iF > SNR=1.91 ¢ % = @ FHgsHf+ B R + ¥ Ssc/AT & 2 5 B B85 frstp
3 IR 5 A £ g o p] SNR>1.91(Tuthill et al., 1988) «

HY 3 2R L AP EREIF g SIS > ¥ @ * Rician 4 &
% Fa it (Rice, 1945) o § @ X% 5138 7 [ 33 = & (coherent component) » ¢ A ¥ ji
MWELP v b — ¥ £ 4p (constant phasor) > @ F ¥ AR E A 4 2 F o B BIR
% ¢ #- Rayleigh 4 i #& 4% = Rician » & 03| f - E Eg* |4 $ & %1 oo B F]
BB TR A G S PR > AT Rician A ARG ¢ B AUEL

mffu)’l-%w;“] I ﬁ,&l E‘ %%‘(‘ °

K &R B FREaTRITHES > P2 L E2REFASL 0 -
B g SRS s A e AR B B B R KA ks
2 P ATk B R 04 5 A (Shankar et al., 1993)c H ? > o FARAR 5 F [
1TE AP B AR licE o R S RS Sl Bl T 2 LR
F 8+ ¥ & (scatterer clustering) % #c(Dutt, 1995; Weng et al., 1991) - homodyned K
AR TS 0 B B A AT R S AR S ha ki > H Y K
4 i £_homodyned K 4 i e 53] = @ Rician 4 i Bl &5 & ¥ & R B 4] if 7

117 f (Jakeman & Tough, 1987) °



¥ - Shankar # 1 # ¥ Nakagami # # %45 i 7 b AcsfieF FRFRT > 425
Ao RHMELOPDF 3] fi 0 2 & B 4 B { ¥ /& ¥ pre-Rayleigh 4 i# ~Rayleigh 4 i -
post-Rayleigh 4 i (Nakagami, 1960; Shankar, 2000) - Nakagami 4 i¥ & 7 = 38 b3 %
#7444 % homodyned K 4 i £iF 4] » o BF A g% %68 T 4 E_Rician A i {r
K & @ ehgF )4 o 2 ¢ Nakagami 4 :B¥ & 5 77| =48 o % - & > generalized
Nakagami 4 & £ 4% R 4>~ Nakagami 4 & cn@ B 18 > 2713 1 8 eni % >

v gy e s+ 3R § { 4 %% (Shankar, 2001) - % = 4 & Nakagami-gamma

A T AR S * Nakagami 4 i 2 3T 17 Rician & ff ehzb i #4 F » 2 ¥ - 35 48 Q
A d gamma 4 % 3 i (0% % (Shankar, 2003) - % = #& & Nakagami-generalized

inverse Gaussian 4 i » A £ A3t 28 Q ¥ d generalized inverse Gaussian 4 i 2 3

o

a @ B A& E 5 2 g Nakagami » 2 H&F6]3] > L &% ks
B g aniit {4 (Agrawal & Karmeshu, 2007) - e d ** Nakagami 4 i = d & B
SHCKR TR 0 AT & E R 3 - 8 b (coherent-diffuse power ratio) 4 2 T8k
B e g ) -

¥ % et WA R Lg% 7 82 233 (Destrempes & Cloutier, 2010) » F it %2t
Bl R a3 e s+ R RGN 0 ZRART R F ¢ REGUELp he LAY
homodyned K » i3 5L F PRI KT AL > B I2E AT P

AT IR AR F G TS R AR o R T Y
H i

homodyned K 4 i |2 B 242 & » M2 B ¥ 1 g2 3|
BB X L - BIRA ad RAMELILIRT -

LA TR TR R B

A_> Nakagami 4 #8278 7 i * & @ Sodfc > fri e i ypnldm T o
¥ (4F engou) sk 0 PF Nakagami 4 i » 4248 5 homodyned K 4 i ehig v ] » H
382 N g §§ H & B (Cloutier & Destrempes, 2011; Noble, 2010; Tsui, Yeh, Chang,

& Liao, 2008) » F]pt ~ 7 3 #-#:E * Nakagami & i 5 SeztH#074] -

133423 & Q-Q W= 2
pAE -‘F’i‘ Yamaguchi £2 Hachiya >+ 2001 # 3 214 %] 0 Q-Q B ki fs w42 § A =
KB g gl e £ (Yamaguchi, et al.,, 2001) » H Q-Q Bl R EEL A< % 36
FemAifmpdh T ¥ERG ARFTHR BRI B[R IEEIH R IELDL G
8



G AR aeBaridi v 5d #e LR QQ ML »d pIRER
BUpIwH £ 8 - 2 2010 & % & ) Yamaguchi @i & 3% » @ % § L3 0
4 LEPTRE R AR T B E A TR SR T R R ST R B B T
(Yamaguchi & Hachiya, 2010) 247 3 ¢ » @ i % T fadcME 40 7 FATsHEF § &
SRR S - LB TR L 227 R o iy U
AR o T2 - R ONETA B IT R Ben il 0 2 RV LT 0

oo LR 120 B9 d R TRLRAL FR

B 1-2 Yamaguchi 4 % 1 1t &7 3, Bl(a)F0,(b)F1,(c)F2,(d)F3,(e)F4

MG BEAR® Y Yamaguchi 22 i B Y - AT 2 w4 A F eI
LB ABE N TR R A BN E S N E LA D RGN R
AR R R L g *@@é’@wﬁafaﬁﬁm@ﬁr@&im%mg?

BUACRA G RG  BOANERw i IR S € AR
S £ 5T S0 Q-Q Bl 2 1A £ P IR e A K B MEEA

R e+ A

Rt

R i T s S



1L4F§ P in

AL YR o 0 AW R BRE AR 0 L RALR AR R R e R
oo iFea UK TFHLATRELE S 0 T P HRBRARL T SE
% (golden standard) o 822X % f*7 2 sk BB > R ATV 2 T AEFERR:
(Bedossa et al., 2003) » F] 5 F §]*» P #1B m_E'J]%k b ROTERR A 9 0.002% 0 @ E
DA m}?aEEEFF“%E? i € Bl - B B R d A e ez™A 4 fic(Yamada et al,
2006) ° EEE N R PBED > F TR GBI HFANERRA G OEL AR
o HURFHERITEY o A P aEId o R AR N ahdg AR ki e T T
SRR LR A A B R B HR RaL

s MEEENN TR AR TERIFET RS > 8 3 L
e h o~ AT G AT S BTG DI R R 7 49 B F (Stibbe et al,
2011) o #¢ 5 # 2% )4~ APRI ~ Forns index ~ Fibro test ~ Fibro index # 5 #4£pF > ¥
A e e m s m}ﬁa#é‘ﬁ'ox?&,r. 7 g e 15 ¢ 7 B ik R f(transient
elastography) ~ ARFI ¥ ik~ 423 & 3 4 A F %> ¥t Metavir 74 FO I F2 & %
A ETARE P ZRRYREFTDRFERE c VY FALADFHFEN D

grhdcE £ L Ry prendgth 0+ 19 37 45 e % (Ichino et al., 2010) -

FI AR EHRFER 2007 0k o R EFIGE T g S 2 e
VLR R D ERIS TR R E B R o B 0 LR LIS RIL AT
Nakagami-m %-#c4 17 (£ K %, 2008; 5% 73%, 2009; 1 7%, 2010)% 7 48 ~ %% £
BAFgais A B e 5 R BB A7 o ATy B3 2 ¢ Nakagami-m %
Be/h itk P A K Yamaguchi A 472 2 22 AR % 2011 & 5 0 e
ACRA Rg|Z 2 HiEshw e RANPEFTLAIT o @ F > Bik- H &t
CIITR R A SRR AR B RS R e 2 B R
AR GREL o P H AT L TR E AT Rk BT HLF?};JC B e

AR ELS TRy SRR RV R S R IR RS S

10



2. R#EIRH

215 A R2

211 B BiihA A R
LAER R S Pl eh B3 dR B0 5 B ] % 20Hz 3 20kHz 2 RY A4 3 43¢ 20Hz

LA S AT 14 M 2 =0k (infrasound)  #F 5 B 3t 20kHz A HL G A2 A
(ultrasound) » At e * FET 2T W 21

Low baos note:  Ankesls and Cheaslsiey Diagnosiic and HDE

| 2u-|z| 20kHg] 2n=-|z], 2000z

Infrasound Acouslic
B 21 Bk § F(Raftery, 2010)

Flh B bl BiaiEAeT F R A4 F el et e Bl 8- #8145 44 (mechanical
Wwﬂﬁﬁ*§%°%ﬁif A @A R RERABES p B AT R
TR e B 2 T LS B e B - AR RS AEET S L e
FIHRE S B E GBS L o e H BT o F g SR RS Sk M B S
R G RE S e B PR e T E o R R GE - BRIEHT 2 T
A BES e EAFRE S e 2B IR o

T R- B3 U] R B L &% @ (isotropic) 1 B P 0 Bk @i i - B =
Fe A & f2— k#4238 (wave equation) ¥ 1 Fy it 4o T

U 19U
7 ot
e U GRFIanif oz 30 FA B2 vzl >t LFF > & c Lk Bty

}i’rﬁ '_’I,l%\,‘a.

2.1)

c=|— (2.2)

#2¢¥ B A A BcBc(bulk modulus) © o & A F % & (density) » T Ar g & AR
SRR R R G Moo (2.1)F i R 5

11



U(zt)=U e (2.3)
295 a5 K=w/C5 it dice BB P, (pressure)#? .+ 3= #5:# & U, (particle

velocity)F & 14 B 7% :

P, = +pcu, 24)

Fredi Z(impedance) = - B € & hEF M R G ERER G REE R T
T d Q5 o
P

Z=—t=%pcC (2.5)
u

z

Brfz gRefafdi o 2 2134 L2 Feniide

2 21 ¥ a4 P BB R B-R& » 22 %12 3Shung et al., 1992)

M aterial Density, o Speed, ¢ Impedance, z
(kg /) (m/s) (10°kg / m*s)
Air 1.21 343 0.0004
Blood 1039 1550 1.61
Brain 1030 1505~1612 1.55~1.66
Fat 952 1450 1.38
Liver 1060 1570 1.65
Muscle 1041 1580 1.645
Water 1000 1482.3 1.482
212 F b~ bt

FER B FEABAR AT DG § RFAL R ST E T LB LR 2-20
FoBEH#-€ % x5 h £20F B A chiE 2 > @ =0 ; 475 3% & Snell’s Law >
2(2.6) -

sing _ C,
— 1= (2.6)
sing, C,

12



Incident path Normal incidence Reflected path

Angle of o
incidence (6©,)

|

Angle of
reflection (0,)

Medium 1

Refractive index = C,

Angle of

refraction (6,)

Medium 2
Refractive index = C;

Refracted path

B 22 »Sbid ~ R S AT

FlE B g R4 22l aE ok S 0% Kk 2 > Brekhovshikh & 1960 # §

R4 F & iz #ic R (pressure transmission coefficient)2? & 4 4754 2 #ic T (pressure

transmission) § 4 B % 5% ¢

Z,cos8 —Z cosb

R=Fr-

p. { Z,cos8 +Z cosb,

T_P_ 2Z,cos8

_H‘_ Z,cos8 +Z cosb,

£60 =05 ReTH v H:

_4L-4
Z,+Z,

7.2
Z,+7Z

Fil=p;/2Z 39 +

(\n

r —

P A N 22 .
BE L VIENTHG

I Z,cos6 —Z cosb, i
Z,cos6 +Z cosb,

I 4Z,Z,cos’ 6

_t
| i

13

(Z,c086, +Z,cos6,)

2.7)

2.8)

2.9)

(2.10)

@2.11)

(2.12)



F6 =007 TG

Ir Z2_Zl 2
R e B (2.13)
. \Z,+Z
l_ 42,2 (2.14)
i (2,+2)

4opt ¥ A L L g él\?ﬁf‘* i f'Jﬁﬁ@ﬁj%\ﬂi}E%?ﬁ&ﬁj

i3 R LA GO o b ] § Y RIF S LR GG e
B B E MR 2 0 FIB IR G R T I R S(diffuse
reflection) » & &k € bf% w6 ~ > o

213 & a2t

AR EAFY hBhE R R G A TR B RO G

1
c= |— (2.15)
PoK
B pREATOTIERE > KEH R 41t (compressibility) » — 42 I2 o & ih

g oo d £ 2157500 .

AT sk @iEpE o d ST fz(absorption) £ 4sf(scattering) W % i & H
REREHEY ST RERRE 0% ~ 90% s B AR FFE o FAT R S
i E.‘F“ Fﬁﬂ@ g xi N Lé u&E'Tﬁm‘.bE’ /}E\‘ l“ﬁ’im FI% |

p(2) = p(0)exp =A™ (2.16)
#oP0) ik m SRR o P(Z) Rk Zi R B RS 0 25 B MIRR - B

St

#g & % 4p % (frequency-independent) ¥ jf % #c- ,Bl % 4 & 4p 1% (frequency-dependent)

/}f:\‘ l“ﬁ'{ E] /ﬁ» ig_@.zﬁk F\ Z_ 'f- /}f:\‘ B ¥ A %& 2-2 ¢

14



522 ARmpBSRRE

Tissue Attenuation(dB/MHz-cm)
Liver 0.6~0.9
Kidney 0.8~1.0
Spleen 0.5~1.0
Fat 1.0~2.0
Blood 0.17~0.24
Plasma 0.01
Bone 16.0~23.0

21444 AT TF I 2 B

BT HE e BTN RS T SR B P SHOL T LIRS A
o IR AL G R R sk (piezoelectric effect) 0 @ B gt b2 5 TG RT S
(piezoelectric crystal) » 1% § LR A 2 R AFE 4 RT HWHALE - Fd 5
WA 2 AR PPRE R Y Y b > &a AL RAPE Az R o
$H R JRAF 52 5 4e(2.17) R .

) s 2.17
P~ @17)

He Cattize B LA AR -

H At hifeg m%#lg B 4c® 2-3 #ror o H 3 & 2 &(lens) ~ TRk
(matching layer) ~ # #} & (backing layer) £2 /B % HH % 5 31 -

Backing layer

BNC socket

Bl

D

Lens and matching layer

Plastic housing Tuning coil  Piezoelectric crystal

W 23 ¥ Adgd RIETg oiEis M

15



AZF AFEE DL e A0 B8R EE AT E S > LERF SR A A Ik o
g Y R ER S AR A2 - ool R S B B 8
Ftdhe 2 e b BB A G (profile) » 4ol 2-4 #5w o B ¢ Z A F BH R LR
B ¥ M Pl EATH B RS A T o § Z< Z)PF 0 L2 & iTH-(near field or Fresnel
zone) > B FERIN DERE K v RF o @ § 2> Z P 0 RIFEZ F @ F(far field or
Fraunhofer zone) » #* % 3 p cH#/R € "g?f%’l/z M EWEE K o Z DT ,‘{ﬁ“g} (2.18)

2Ly o
BT

r.2
577
AP SR ATt o AR A A AR T TA D DB 2 L k2
o A el BEA 0 f BERACE R LR A PF > B4 (beamformer) § 12
Oend Rairem O & RikT & RE

(2.18)

@ =sin"' (0.61%) (2.19)

Pressure
'y

Decrease as 1/z

Axial distance, z

r -

W 24 AzF A4k Bz ghe &Rl B3

2y=r/3

Transducer

16



e F A 47 B cnd i B (transducer) 0 B ¢ - fE A W5 ek i B A B
SHBRT A RERER BN WA A zﬁrﬁlnjﬁw&;q% N
F-BRETAET UG BF ARG > Aot T TR R RO B0 4of] 255 4 i
R ERER AR 2-60 1 RS EGRE OB IR G a4 RITTR Y o ¥V -
F RN gk B > T H A2 9dg § 4 4F #F (single element ultrasound transducer)
W R R PRI R R R G R A 2 M e iAo &

Az R S N kR

‘Variable time Shifted transmit

delays pulses

/ \\‘ e’, Wavefronts
— N
{1 R t .,
— A 7

H'-\.
— - "y e =
— 1 A 17| ‘“
B s Z Stesred ¢
‘ / -""-s‘n
Array o
elements T

W 2-5 % ibeciag BT s R RS % (Szabo, 2004)

Shifted transmil

Variable time pulses
delays Wavefronts
. Focal
v 2 \ region
T 7 )J/
=R 2
= A ’
X Z i
L N T T
- Z
| /
Array
elements

B 2-6 "% ibecing 8 7 s BUE 7E A (Szabo, 2004)
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22423 B
221 &t

BALAE — R ehELEE R 31 E & ff(imaging)iE i ¥ (Szabo, 2004) > § iR
IERPEEHE Y L & 2 Al(beam forming) ~ HE 7 B 8 1L cEEYE $T S B (spatially
varying point spread function(p.s.f.)) ~ g8t 8~ ] ~ A A H PP Mg A &~ BT

PR S  BRMHEIR RS

= R d mBiE T s (acoustic line) § T v 7 A - B A DR o B2 2R
i BA e & ¢ M (envelope) 8 8 01— BEmend > e E FMME A FZ a
CRY R R FR R > BRI R e s o il 3 AP H]

2-7 > 11T MR IR R

(A) - Bz Byl e (pulse packet)ut jd & #hz 471> B ¥ k57 b chps.fd
Mg H Ak o

(B) #d B ERREI FRERE NP MATIHITI AR ER o
(C) T 75t w K 20 B4R 7% e i 3 5“7 T o

(D) ikpa TR ho ff 0 R Bl F A AR > B i gL o R
W AR E SRS e 1F e

(B) 2 — Hends (v Bz Bodgdbd gk = — e e gl 5L5 o
(F) 5.8 4 473 55 1 P B (analytic signal detector) » #-pt 20 5 = & R 4R o

(G) & BMAIRIGBHERAGE > 2 2L DiF RN & F & G F Fl(dynamic
range) iAg § A EL o kS M E e B B R EL o TRt 0 RS iR G 7%

AR - RS -
(H) # & cifds RELAF i F(A)~E) -
() 4572 PGl EHE LD RRFEIDFRELFERFSP TS -

(J) #973 Fdehe LREBYS P ELI o Y PIBERLGEBLE L G

P B e T RS f g g st B-Mode # e o
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A B

Transmissicn - Reflection
e - )-f ¢ {-
Line 64 —
C Reception D Focusing (rf alignment)

A
i

N

. A —
(41 4

E F

Sum to beamformed line Envelope from analytic signal detector

f
Q_j'l l'lﬂllb/\‘_ - EE-PLSD_«"I '“‘-"\—I-

G H
Logarithmic comprassion & processing Repeat for other scan lines
ﬂ log _)'ﬂ u\‘—., c
Line &4
| J
Geometric arrangemeant of scan lines Image from interpolated scan lines

B 27 423 % funfe(Szabo, 2004)

19



22283 A Bl phe fRTR

#F B 1E 0% fiFjk (pulse wave)d & o #ofd it 9% 4 (sinusoid)HE 5 A fpdedm = o

Grle B A T IER A A w L I LT R G - R ik

-ﬁ

%
[ Gl

SBT3 fpE B T (time-domain) 443 f# (convolution) :

S(t) = x(t) ® h(t) (2.20)
#e g(t) & 7 e chw ks a X() & 2 Hot S ple s g G5 h(t) By
A AR A% B PR R el A5 S0l 0 $3(2.20) i€ 2 48 4 (Fourier transform) I #3
F £ (frequency-domain) > % FF % L 250 BF S A 3 5 AT F A PR IR B 4TS
R

4y

S(f)=X(F)H(T) (2.21)
#e S(f)zrspadargngt s X(P)aH(f)»w it 2asT o

&
=t

B oo B R Sl 0 B AN ITE S PSR S R T )8 w R A

\_

m
£ ¥ % 2425 4 9% 5 B (pulse bandwidth, O)F B > "R P T4 % > A pERT
% e A (pulse length)q*i\J CF 20 HERARRK F > RIPRFE R RIAXE 0 W] 2-8
Bora a3 ik o 4T TR B2 R R R o

F B AT fbra o E B AR ER]ARIT T Delta Sl B3 B B S0 B BT
1095 LR+ AR i B O B AR (5T I 1T b P LB L B
@i B PCE S 2 B AT G ki 0 B b icH T Btk 2 3 0F
Fohw g2 R bR R g w4 iR P oS A B @'J]ﬁ'i Lo B 2
+7 & (axial resolution)4% 43 o

223423 kB o B R4 R

RIALEBE®RNT, S5 d(beam former, BF)#{7 4 %ﬁﬁrPﬁ B— BRI
PV BAER P A PTG > B EAGHAT Y - B osinc Sk o ¢
A543 & 5 B B B 02 PH(main lobe) b 14 % A i B 47k R ¥(side lobe) » 4o
2-9 #15 o

20



2 | L | Lor N
|1 =| 0R
2 3
£ /’\ /\ £ 06
g B
B 0 .—\_/\ /'\,— 5
: b v v b 0.4 o
e )
EAN z
0.2
2 g 0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 2 4 6 8 10
Pulse Length, mm Frequency, MHz
(a) (b)
2 1.0 Pk
0.8
g1 K
£ £ 06
£ 3
e < 04
= o
= i | 2
0.2
2 : 0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 2 4 6 8 10
Pulse Length, mm Frequency, MHz

(©) (d)
W 2-8 H#S A7 FIRHFE R AM I BT TR R

Transducer Main lobe

| e e <

Bl 20 22t daBE® N B 1050 I b

3 AFEFE A 2 Fnumber(F™)2 iz ple T AL E BT 22247
F-number 2. % & 5 PR LRAR BT NE L2 F > B R TRIE S N
9 (223)477m » BAFATR AT o Fl 2210 oy AT F 0 A n B ARE
Ty A G F L) & — Ew R 3B i B e (% (dependent) 47 & )T*‘u"i = B e f2 4T

Bk o F 2z o AR DF Aa 3 o ARG Ew g o gt r e 7 oehdg
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7S nE dp(overlap) IR %3 2 0 F b @ FATH T ARG pATcRER R

b3 €
LR S R
e+ | (focal ~length) @22)
d (aperture—size)

BF width=F"A (2.23)

%47 BE ¢ E 5 (central frequency) T AT ¥ B A £ o RHE 2 A2 A F

#Ae A%
ﬁﬁ?’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$’ﬂw@%&%%?’ﬂﬁ§4%ﬁ%ﬁﬂc

narrow beam wide beam

e AT

overlap

W 2-10 425 A5 &2 Bl% %A ST & B

BEARH Av AT F A FF R HE 7 10 G sende H R ez B f347 A& (lateral resolution) »
R EALF AR R IR A A B TR P B R R
el m i s P R F 2 (frequency down-shift) @ 40(2.24)#177 :

f=f —-20°pz (2.24)

e f2agdpocgais o foarmirtad s> a0~ ferzaui
TR R Gl BAR R R o TR BRI e vt BOR R B B
B o TR BILIER R I THBRS o FIZHEFOREALE L
HEE®REAE & AE 5 T AT > AT EAC P h? SHEF T H ¢ PEEEF
Ak o T B G ABRAFERRIFFARTLPE > TP R AFERT T 2

IR = S PN 4
AT FEEE o

22



224423 RACHR &

B3 Ao W] 2-11 B o e Bl anF Sk Raf o]~ Bk 9v £-20dB $-50dB
SRR R AR E Ul £ F P LN N L R
N (2 5 F SRR I ) s B E R ATE T3 S o) BAGN IR

4 (Dutt, 1995) -

Incident wave
—

Scattered wave

W 2-11  Hepeeiscid s %

(A) A4 H — $053F 2 50 % ¢

im2&1ﬁ’i%%iﬁ%iﬁﬁaaﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁéﬂ’%@%Wﬁ’
Hop, S AAFEEH D HER > A k=Ki 2 tis £ (wave number vector) ° X
Fobf 3 g8 B S 39T AR G B 0% (isotropic) 5 SR > T LB hizE &
Fo S 2 MR B RO R G p o 3T e T ke tR Sl S P, 0 40(2.26)

R

p. (1) = pe '™ (2.25)

ikR

p,(T)= (6,7)% B, (To) (2.26)

23



—,f—!"JT (A J,—»%,ﬁ,m%kr]’ra» BEpe g @ R=

o f(0,0) 5 #c5t
= tg I Be(scattering amplitude function) » ¥ % g i3 eSSk en

RV igd 227):N K E > Z N Ak B aUER S A S0 B B * (2.28)22(2.29)

~Z_ .
“~

=

P 2
| = 2'2 (2.27)
P 2
I, = 252 (2.28)
_ (Mﬂ (2.29)
S R2 ‘

opFs 2 & - B SRR R B¢ 70 (1) Mes HTsE o 4 (differential
scattering cross-section, O (6,?))m”1;§g e H xR~ 2 48 4 (solid angle)

o t+_6 o s B 0 40(2.30)%71 o (2) $T8E @ ff (scattering cross-section,

O )i & 5 H - 47843 g s F 8 x5k it £ a0t & 4o(2.31) %977 o
o, (0f)=|f (o)

o, = _[O'ddﬁz Hf (6,7)2
4x 4z

2

(2.30)

dQ (2.31)

dQ : Differential solid angle
# R 25 R Rayleigh #& 1! » & Rayleigh #7380 ® B ) > $78+3F ehL [T (a)ik
ISR o s # 4TE T B ERAE 0 0 PERTH S TR S FIEUR > 230 R G (o)
STARM o 4e(232)9 T 0 B A K R Dt Fgh T LT 6% At

o, =< k'a’ (2.32)
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(B) 417 % #c8F 2 4csm % ¢

BEFHAT AT RO & F BB ) o B R
L3 N BATsF - 2 & BATHF 0 P05 5 @) IR A BT 0 A 2 TR
B2 AR (G )E R E(R) 5 s D b2 Rk o PRI T i ST B
2-12 22(2.33) AR ew B A58 £ 57 2 0 H TR AG5E 5 (2.34) 457

S=Ae’ =) ae" (2.33)

i=0
1 N-1 0
= Wzgﬁel ' (2.34)
i=0

ppEl =a /\/ﬁ LA eni I o fouk chpE /,,\fé_exp(jZﬁa)ot)i’»% y 2

21 L
ek e

o~

B 2-12 #4gssiz & o £ i dfe

B¢ AR LSRR i SR 15 0 A A A W 7 R IT T Bl ik

o BH TR 4e(2.35)82 (2.36) 7
E(A)= \/_ Z E(£)E(cos8) (2.35)
E(A)= J— Z E(£)E(sin8) (2.36)

25



0305~ 6 b[-7,]|  RIE(A)2 E(A)HESE -

i o B Sen® Bl m iR C FFE L > 4e(2.37)8(2.38) 47T

E(A)= \/_ Z E(&&,)E(cos cosb,) (2.37)
i,j=1

E(A)= \/_ Z E(£&)E(sing siné)) (2.38)

Bl iEET s 2 E g > B 42394 7 ¢

2
E(A) =) == =g 2.39)
2P 07 A AL ASREE P RS ARIES A M E(AA)=0 -

BU P A5 & K A3 5K (envelope) ehdE te ( A)E2 AR 1 & () B 40(2.40) 22 (2.41)

A=A +A (2.40)
2 A
¢=tan"' (=) (2.41)
A
2255 X%

BAZR AT 0 A RN A AP RGP L L 0 - B e
+ 7 et FE A5 S ek 44 (granular texture) > — L2 5T sa i (Speckle) o
FER CRFART FRIMIRETUELEBRAEY L RLE - ﬁf‘u“’afé
W%&ﬁ*ﬂ@?ﬂﬁmmpﬁ{$%$m°wﬁ?ﬁ%*’é@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁi
£ RFIEZRID LS @ 3 - LA e i #rid & (Thijssen & Oosterveld, 1987;
Wells & Halliwell, 1981) st 30 % € "% i< § ;mﬁwuag%@“”ﬁﬁﬁh
OB RN G > NPAR- BIIAF Y Lk E T 33 ATH T (weak
scatterers) » ® 4 & 7 T PR * m;—ﬁ‘; o ipUt B3 ATETR G B B M| et iE 0 H

<ol FR R R R 0 LW 2-13-
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reflector receiver

separation signat disptay
] g
I~ ﬂ Fat p Lo
T A £ %
di.:l_ance
h
k g Construetive
‘ \ ’lf E Interference
Distructive
Interference
O
V
NN ’

Bl 2-13 #coh o 0B 247 B PEeruE 3%~ LIRS H(Fish, 1990)

Bk A BB A B3 27,2 0 A '}‘5 AR FERF £ AT T 5 (2.42)

A= 27
C

BP oo AT FE AL RIFE R FRF & T, (pulse duration) > & 1 33 4TS FEE

AT=T7 89 5 (2.42)

o) o PIIRE 2-13 T A B0 0 TR Bl A 2 S eriE R~ BUR T O o
A TRk Btk T E_=X f247 & (sub-resolution) mﬂﬁ%‘« e+ AT B E b o ApA)
AR BT i -

BA B EE S 0P AU RROB R S ARG & SR

etk A=A +A - g=tan ' (A/A) > SRR OB R S8

e (2.43)

DM(A, 9) = 210>

AT Y b e 4 T 5 i % % R (marginal density) >

27



PA(A) = _‘: P (A @)de (2.44)

A
PA(A) = ?e 20 (2.45)

TR A S'rﬁ”zﬁf‘u{ Rayleigh A fF &ffc o 4 SF e o e 8 T Bt g i # s > G
F oI A oA & DB G s > B85 %R S#ick I Rayleigh 4 i (Yamada, et al.,
2006) °

s ham R g o B 1593 4 1P LB E T B AOMHS ST A 5
T EOR R AREE LS R S R E A S 7 L
i8] #2147 & ~ -] (Burckhardt, 1978)- Bl 2-14 ¥ _fifk 5575 51|45 5 ¢ B-Mode ¥ i »

TR DR LSRR i R g o

B 2-14 423 4 B-Mode 5o 31 %

28



2.3 Bt g

2.3.1 Rayleigh st3*+ & %

BE R AHAZE A LU o RS T T g AT s B > AL L eh i (radio
frequency, RF)FUSL » 1 & o fR47H P cPdgsd 3 & 4 P s i 3 - 8 < § e
SRS R 1320 100pm 0 @ R B iR 4T 82T mm s i o TR R A

FEF A B4 o 4o 2215475 -

Transducer

/

Tissue with scatterers
B 2-15

dH - ] & @ ae s IR o RE JUEL S 994 i EL s 3 0 o (246)%

S(t) = A (t)cos(a,t) + A(t)sin(a,t) (2.46)
B ON ATt E 5+ 0 % 2% E (fully developed)snif it & » irdp @ & &' T 2L
(central limit theorem) » A (t) & A(t) <8 & % A S #(joint density function) § & I
BEAG o AR M 40(247)E 7

_AHA
e 2 (2.47)

P(A.A)=

270
B o = 2EL A+ ALY/ o d (2.40)2(2.41) T 48 B4R ) 5 0 do(2.48)F o

A2

e A>0 (2.48)

P(A@)=

270

29



j: p(A)dA=1 (2.49)

Harg 323 4 Gafp b B A 18 > B R4t e 25 PDF € & 3R Rayleigh
B 4e(2.50)7 2

A
p(A) = G—A;e 20° (2.50)

PP 2B @ I SNR S % B 1910 T & L TE B L gt @ 4eo(2.51) %7

EA  _ Nz)2
JE(A)—E*(A) ~N2-7/20

SNR= =1.91 (2.51)

2.3.2Rician it & 1%

FABITHFRPN T S 2F R 0 2 37 H e AeH T A R
Te P AN A A RN A 2 FEET LS F o R ((2.46) 7 4

— ¥ IF 2% (coherent)n 55 » 4-(2.52) %777 ©
LY
S=u+—) e (2.52)
ING

R AR N 8 R VLTS £ B 5 Ecke(2.53) 47

1 _(A"'ﬂ)z'*'Az

Pp(A,A)=—7e (2.53)
2ro

% P2 4] Bessel 3 3c( (X)) % % ¥ 1 ¥| PDF & I Rician » 7 (Rice, 1945) -
4e(2.54) 47 F

X241

p(A)=O_—A;e_ 207 ( ) A>0 (2.54)
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233K 33t 40w

FANA AR RN B8R 2 B ehif 2 o 11300 Rayleigh 4 i it 49 i
* m#ﬁ“@fk? ¥ hfg i AT 4 0 TR T RF S B R
_ ehnon-Rayleigh #c5 s34l H @ 3 & —‘F% (Jakeman & Tough, 1987; Weng, et al.,
1991)4% 1 1% K Sedt 503 kdg i 2 0% R 23 B if 2 T g 3 & 1 0 2 PRI AT

b4 & %52 PDF 4o T 957

2Cc CA

A) = —MK,,,(cA) A>0,M >0 2.55

p()lfoz) m-1(CA) > (2.55)
M

) 2.56

¢ E(A%) (2.56)

M=N0+v) v>-I1 (2.57)

H ¢
I'() : Gamma & #c
Ky @ (M-DF# iz i+ 4] Bessel & #ic
Niﬁﬁ@%@ IR ERTH S B K
PR T G e e

Vo AR G (0,)3P 3 gk
E(AY) @ ¢ Bnsiageigz - pid 4

EReF BT T 0 B R 2 F B iER A 2 2 (1) fRTR it
B B S 0 ¢ LRI RIE g S 2 T o PR cst s 2 sen PDF § B
pre-Rayleigh» #.3%(2.55)° e F 40543 BHB N K ik o(2) $08F T IRFH 5] o
(3) fR1TREPN 2 F wATEF o (4) FrstF 3 B (cluster) I & o

FROFH 3 £Q) QR @IERT » i AR AL B 0 oS B o
Bt g g 1% RSN Y kdw it AR R R AR Y
B AT
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2.3.4 Nakagami st3*+ 4 f#

42 4= > Nakagami i3t 4 v (Nakagami, 1960)8 % B & @ 5L & L & 254 &
(ionosphere)fe-T /it & (stratosphere)siP-i# % j% i #7(fast fading process) o #-i& % iz i
S A - d S Al B & LIS FCH Moo & @ B

VR A R Y R 8@ A5 2 & i (partial wave)) & ¥ F A Rt AR o B %

By Ry BER B dF > B 4 % (attenuation)fr 4 E (distorted)IR % o

530 fp B % 0 Nakagami £ F % £ Rlehdkcdp 18 > 10— B ik g 47
% ¥c(complex variable)if i+ k ~ 4758 £ P HIp o P BRIAZ I 2R - B
A TFFEfR AT 02 fF o 5 B )k e Nakagami Seit 4 6+ A8 g # >N (76 g Al
Foenfig* ¢ (Suzuki, 1977) o 127 £ 31 Nakagami 4 i# 4 31§ 42 (Braun & Dersch,
1991) -

2P R vy A T endc g 3] 5 4138 (2.58) ¢

p(@) =(d(a-9)), (2.58)

#¢ E=¢(E. E€") Ln BAFEis R s £l Lo (), AT R
T IDE o PR IE B C MR BA TG RER P dF R EK 0 (2.58) ¢ 0
#¥ * Hankel #42 % 77

Sa-&)=a™ j:/l Jv(’la;fv(l $)dz (2.59)

¢ J B xR v A Biceh Bessel vl 0 Re(V)=—1/2 » #7121 18(2.60) :

v+l
r

p(a)=mj A"3,(A2)B, (A)dA (2.60)
2 B/(A)5Q61):
B,(4)=2"T(v +1)<J (2§)> (2.61)
4

HHAS FHER > 9(2.62)
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Ra @ (&),

B,(4)= r(v+1)k§ KIT(v + k+1)

(2.62)

Nakagami i€ * & 4p ik = [p 65 £ (£7) ~ wtade £ (&) engdicd 150 B(D) > & %

Hode™ £(2.63) :

m= (&) ~. Q=(&) (2.63)
(R

Bt ¥ B Y 4 PEends £ 8 002 4817 02 (decoupling approximation) s #- Lyapunov # %

RSN (ENE NV xS Rl FTd ()& (&) k4T -4 (2597

Y s A v=m-1- #(2.64) :

QA% /4 m)

B,(4) ~ ¢ (2.64)
gt 5~ (2.60) 0 {5(2.65)
AN [m]
a)~—— ["A"3_ (Aa)e'*™dA
P@) ~ S [ Am3,.(28)
~ mha2™! _[g)az (2.65)
T(mQ"

T % Nakagami 4 ff » ¢ 33 $8m&z Q- 29 mpfeeniipl> %> 7§ &5
{ 1 rken i & #c#s £ (unbiased integer-moment)= ;¢ % 3+ & (Cheng & Beaulieu,
2002) o

"¢ d & 4 Shankar #% 7| Nakagami » @ **4¢ § 4 A 5L/ * (Shankar, 2000,
2001) > fi&- HBE KA HFREEMANE B E_%‘« #+5] e * (Shankar, 2004; Shankar

etal., 2005) - Nakagami 4 i $8IL3042 5 A M ELNA > VL A2 % 68 |
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2353 A FAWFHAR Sk
YU A e A R Sl A B U7 A A 3 B cumulative distribution function )
*27T i3 # CDF » 11 2 5 % & S #c(probability density function) - 127 ff i PDF -
Bl IR & B ¢ (Papoulis & Pillai, 2002) » 7 4% 4 i Sy i - B F TS
X B A o B[ E A x B NI F h L o AT F X 0 ioo T oo
FREBREX DR A G5BT A(2.66)
F.(X)=Pr(X <x) (2.66)
He 20 L 2R F PSR X E N X o FE(X) 5] B3
0> *xE5 1o F X A%F(ab] > a<b» Mmeiy s 5 (2.67):
Pr(a< X <b)=F (b)-F,(a) (2.67)
He (@bl - BLHPHRF BAYF L #* A BFRACDF B f&p

%4 PDF> 7 7 I shPDF A4 § & i hB Y I 2 7% - $P0- B F g
W H X > P ¥ #-CDF 2 PDF e 38 27 58 & 51 2 (2.68) :

Fo=|[" f(at (2.68)

#A2.68) % X fies 1

f(X) =i F(X) (2.69)

(2.69)% & g1 B X I PDF £ 77 o B AL R A 100X LT s e X

B% B[ X+dX] S o @ @ > PDF # 4 ik f 5 1 » CDF 22 PDF eBf (47 %

4 216> & CDF F? & &8 X5 % o5 > jehlde %50 PDF Bl¥ 30 x gh2

fE A m R o

Bk B andcdy s N A o X, X, 0 #-H P70 x fih b A5 S B (staircase) S fic

F(X) 2 F(0)=0% Xx<X, > * &> B#s8A 2 s hEs TR Uho g
iz e F (X)# 5 (5% % # ~ i S8k (empirical cumulative distribution function )

nESREZEZ Al (ORI SHRPF TR B LE 217



Flx)

()

¥ 2-16 CDF &

Cumulative
Cristribution
Function
[CLF)

=

Frob ability
Crensity
Function
(FDF)

0.s

1
o 07

Mormalized Amplitude, x

09

35 T
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1.4

] 0.1

W 2-17

o 07

Mormalized Amplitude, x

CDF ihf 5 fc £ 7t ¥2 PDF @




2364 ¥~z A =#k® QQMF
A i #(quantile) A ST R BT E Y o - AFIRBFEA ) v A R B
BB A N - L G HTR RE  TLA de BB R SVE R S el

A i #(quartiles) » + 4 = #ic(deciles)frf 4 i #c(percentiles) & 4 %3 BLE

A
B
>
ETI
=1

AL 27 AL 7S —_ AL )
TR~ ERfe-pER o

Bl w o WRZEAZe IS FHY ¥ A8z 212 0 BH
#* RABAT o oW 2218 B o BY Ql & TE - v A i, o Ay
B ISR 25%0im 8 Q3 A TR Z A i o # Rddy B ) Bl S R
% 75% i BT RAE QTS e ol s P o B Al E
P IS 7% 50%08 - Ql &£ Q3 #re 7 h%FH 5w A fE(inter quartile
range) » ¢ 7 0 BIRE T B 50%:HE o B 2 chmAR P EE 4 493% s o B
R R aE g > VBT Bedpeha Rl 0 2% A2 ¢ mliek (W E 50%
hicdp £ 0 E?uﬁﬂ#“fifﬁ‘?%i IFAEE BT AR R o PR
AZN(2.70) > Bl chdicdy > RIAE S B3 E > 2 HRg B (outliers) > A v ¥ Ui d B

Hutkor 2 e

Lowerfence = Q1-1.5(IQR)
Upperfence = Q3 +1.5(IQR) (2.70)

IGR

—
("] Q3
Q1-1.5x10R 23+ 5xI0R
! Median
L 1 1 - 1 1 E 1 E 1 1 : 1 1 1 ]
-Ba 5o -4 -3, -2 o 1] g 2o ' Jo g 5o Bo

5 ESRE DE7450 067450 > BEe
] ] [ i

b 2465%>. !
1 1 1 L ]
-Bo Ao -4 -30 -20 Bl 1] 1g 2o 3o da 5o 6o

Bl 2-18 % f& 4 i chda 2 Bl & PDF(Jhguch, 2009)
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Q-Q Bl(quantile-quantile plot)R| & — &% & 4 =fick vb A B 5 & F 2

% (Wilk & Gnanades.R, 1968)> & i=— 1 ]2 it copLg k| ¥ & 2 BF iz ¥ ~
R~ R (skewness) A R oo Q-Q BlrtAzE BBl o L A FoARE VRS R A2 F s
AR L FR{EFAERFHLIT 2 Q-Q RIH AT RiLH F H iy Lk iy
g o

APt Q-Q B » B x foy L% - R EA G0 PR N x4
Bt y- PR - AL 1 g RERE S e ok y AR 0 X 6D
Aipaodc Pl e Q-Q BIM-E - Fim g AR T RPE R o ﬁ*{qﬂf@‘-‘ﬂ]ﬁl"‘ ¥
12 (linear invariance)sF {2 % (7 Q-Q W24 & § % et B - B3 LH 2-19
WX PR IR E A 2 A il FHRI y A 2 D Rk 4 o
THERAEERAFL 1SRG SR SRR B

[
=
I

Normal data quantiles
(=]

I
et
T

=3 -2 -1 o 1 2 3
Normal theoretical quantiles

W 219 ‘g4 4 ¥ G S#cvs.IZH ¥ A F 2 Q-Q Bl(Skbkekas, 2009)

AT R PQQEEPEA D p 3 Q-Q Blend b a » £ 4tdz s ¢ M
BoATRUeJR (s 0 T OB #1132 L2 Rayleigh &4 2 B enid B 535 o %g%@)l%f“r

ppiu)

L =83 i A A2 5 AP thehsr X35 & IR Rayleigh 4 % enf-35(Yamada, et al.,
2006) » #7r2 Bt i & 2 Rayleigh 4 i 5 A B KEF b f o B0 LR AT R

(normalized)2_ & » 2 & fH4eT

p(A) =—e 2 Q.71)
o
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++¥(2.71)2 CDF » #(2.72) :

F(A) =" p(Ayda=1-e 2 @72)
B G HANA R AHEIQTI)
In[1-F(A)]=A*/20" (2.73)

LB ARAHEKEQ74)

1n[—hqy—F(Aﬂjzz[hmﬁo—thEG)] (2.74)

AL X Y A A

Y=In[-In[1-F(A
n[~In[1-F(A)]] (2.75)
X =In(A)
12 (2TA)F L F e T

Y =2[ X -In(20) (2.76)
f&’;ﬁgRWM@gﬁﬁégﬁm%Aﬁﬁgmw@ﬁa’ﬁifﬁﬂﬁé
%fﬁx%i%ﬁmﬁ@ﬁ@@o%mZ%#{;%ﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁé
BAE A Q-Q Bl 0 T F Rayleigh A i chifh S > 7 L & B AL D

AT A5 (% 4% 1T Rayleigh 4 1% o

— — —HRayleigh
Echo amplitude

_4 1 1 1 | 1 1 1
-3.4 -3 -28 -2 -1.58 -1 0.5 0

Bl 2-20 Rayleigh A i 25§ pa kv ché %4355 Q-Q F
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23.7ROC ¥ &

ERER R wmEY OB 13:—'5 e (745 fcd S (receiver operating characteristic)

T HROC A~ AP R AR I (7 45 i PR i (Metz, 1978; Shung, et al.,
1992; Zhou et al., 2011)  — 4 §_r2 B Hr |+ & (true positive rate, TPR) ™ % B 145
(false positive rate, FPR) %k % 3R » 1% 3§ v* & B e 745 f(TPR,FPR) & & 7 t& % e
FEARR 4 ALRGR B AR RN Mo o ROC F MU AL AFF ~ AT
R Y oA DA ABESY R EEE AR FERF g .

- 4@ * 2% 4L (confusion matrix) & fas 45 B (classifier) sk 3 o #4135 e
F ORI - B R A R AL L 220 K * A KRS e KR
RAL % 5 A ﬁ_. Bk L) 4T 5 B P) ~ B MM EE(N) » RSB EE
F e (true class)l;‘i’ B (hypothesized class)e5%5] » & ﬁia?] MAERAEP EFO
p° frsig;agg.\;ci&ﬁ; EHE(TP); R EF E& n> PIFE 5 BHE(FP)- F kg »
FHNERIAN ERELn NER SRS FHR(TN) ; R 2R & p o P
& BI£ 12 (FN) o

¥ ATRR L PR fﬁ%”ﬂ"lﬁﬁ AAE G R e B ESES f]ﬁ{}'ﬂ@*"’r«‘ffﬁ

A i o R B AT ) IF)»FAI“*/T*'«P\}??‘%K S ET S R 0 R FE

B ]Ja,él" [figrni-ﬂ 0

Trueclass
P n

@ P True False
O Positives Positives
g (TP) (FP)
i
‘g’_ N False True
E\ Negatives Negatives

(FN) (TN)

W 221 R Ed
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7 AR E R T &K 4o (Fawceett, 20006) :

accuracy=(TP+TN)/(P+N) (2.77)
TPR(sensitivity)=TP/P=TP/(TP+FN) (2.78)
FPR=FP/N=FP/(FP+TN) (2.79)
specificity=TN/N=TN/(FP+TN)=1-FPR (2.80)
positive preidictve value (PPV)=TP/(TP+FP) (2.81)
negative preidictve value (NPV)=TN/(TN+FN) (2.82)

WA AR R RIL A R R e Do - B TR MR & dicd;
Bl o R A A G AR A B R bd i E A B 0
w4 w5 2g/dL & 1g/dL- &%%’fﬁ%ﬁ ¢ 2 & &7 % *t & R @ (threshold) & fLAE 2 &
(criterion value) =g /& F-v 3‘% gt;fﬁ;ﬁﬁ-ﬁgﬂ r»}; }]% L APT AR E S ] @
B FPR ¢hit o 34 R B(L M) 6 @@ @ FPR "% % » ¥ & ROC + % 24 o
ROC 3]k » Bojdse i i A hend frfe k7 % L 2-22-

100+
= L
Criterion value £ BU__
-+ - = B
o -
Y Bol
Without _ = C
disease With @ -
disease = 4[]_—
TP S -
L 20K
o
Testresult U_|||F||||’.'||||.'|||.'||
0 20 40 i a0 100
False Positive rate (100-Specificity)

W 2-22 R &7 i B(MedCalc, 1993) ® 223 ROC =+ & Wl
& ROC ¥ &% > (1-HBR)EX xfh FRAEE N y#ho RGHF R ES
T B MM E B AR LR G- B R)ERAOR - - B
B4 AR FENARA P 0 B ROC § 2 1 & $.i% - ROC T i, » i ¥ 45

Poi:

¥ AT 6 #4 (area under curve, AUC) » & FizB o f&# (30> )3t 1 eh- B#F )
¥ FRF - &FF OB -

R TS T e R
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2413 F g aiv & 7

= /§J% # (Tina, 2008)3% i ¥ Fr» 3FHK F_A BB X P BT o (b X B E 112.5% »
AR 224 SFHFRAS S E  E v EORBRS 2R E s R o
TR P A E2ZA RFIFEE T F o p s d Rap i RER K ¥ >

TR L IR fE A 0 B BT AU (Glisson’s capsule)#7 & §

Right Lobe S—

= e Left Lobe
L) Common hepatic duct
Liver % _ // - p

Gallbladder —___ Pancreas

Stomach

-

Cystic duct - N

Common bile duct ~ | — Pancreatic duct

Duodenum =
*Courtesy of National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney Diseases
B 2-24 %7 R B

Gx EANGE S SR el

(D # F L A pim L R d 2o iF s o F RS FF OO RE > b
BEROTRER 2 R RS ERERL o REFFEFL 7 drengd an 2 A
E B R T

@)% FR K I 0 R B R A i S TR AT o RO
B R RN TR e B IFRR N R

G)FiFE s RE S Flo RRRIFH RS 0 2 HERA L o R e
B E ARG o A FEFRABT R AR FRAN g 4 o

(DTesk 1+ fef & L2 IR & 08 F moe cnf 4 [0 T (U o R AT S

I ESERY FRETUESERET LS B LR s P
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242581 B RS

SRR T A FP RO R G T E A e P A Y OB R AR

- fBE @ 4 (fibrogenesis, ‘m#e *h L F & & 3} 40 )frik &4 f3(fibrolysis, sm¥e ¢
AFER)I TS S o B A EOFEH RF G - BBRF R - L3

T F% 2 oo e AT A GRA DT K RIBRER L B o T - AN R
RETpiibds 7 § Fxorgai > eyl LRTFTRE REEFE PR
MAFR T L~ > § ERIEFF 2 reng a4 m Rt o i S
BT R R T R A AR R IR 8 s sipp IL R S
#3 %% 3% X (nonalcoholic steatohepatitis) o @ AF5E4k A it {5 > fmre b JLUR et ff M
B Ay gk g e BT R E BN A 2 ] 5 & (nodule) 0 3 2 PFAL I
(cirrhosis) o *#4L it € ¥ RAFF iy A AT g P ok SRR B Ae o AR SP
"% % /& (portal hypertension) » { ¥ & i | 2% 775 =B (liver failure) o & 3F4T it e L i 4
Ak WP RABIFRAL G BREEE ok I PIRgat L o4 FETR
ﬁqaq’—aﬁ‘l\;é B RAET) A PR . S A miE R TR E (4o
By A B E mﬂg—'i\a 4 5 EEPiFme L 4 r}ig 4) A ESFAE Y o e B2

SRR R A B TR R BT R kR o MR oA 1
g Feoy BiEse 0 - ¥ Eﬁ‘.'l # #X 4 B (Bataller & Brenner, 2005) °

WA AR Y o - e A e b LR BN s B O R e 3
" J F=v (collagens type I, III, and IV) ~ 4 i & 39 % (fibernectin) ~ fe B ‘a3 & %
(undlin) ~ 3842 30 (elastin) ~ & Zbid F~¥ (laminin) ~ g 7k fi& 7 (hyaluronan) ~ F-v f%
(proteoglycans, & 4 M= i) o @ gt ALY T e § ) fod 0§ g
F1F oMo Ié‘./ﬁafr P fo i 178 2 B (cholestatis) #7351 4 s it @ > gl
Bx oA "% 1k if (portal tract) » @ JFPE IF L P s F ) E e o R R
(pericentral)fe & ;% F4 #4817 d(perisinusoidal) % & L &- # > B RAAIFE )
SR E RIS L e S Y L LR T

G ORFAL Lo

R RS T E SRS B CEER R TR VTl
F)A A R v ok JF e B & -9 P (matrix metalloproteinases, MMPs) g -~ >

MMPs e+ | (tissue inhibitors of matrix metalloproteinase, TIMPs )3 4v » 3 = 4 &
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HA a4 PH QA fia s TE AL e oh LFT e ff o @ 3T 4 R ¥ (hepatic
stellate cell, HSC)# 3 F3g L P2 & & 2 Moz b A F chinre o B f 9 FHEe > 3+
5 K e i ot S vE(space of Disse) » o] 2-25 #7 0 v s A i & G
v RA - X FIREAFIE G Pl 0 M E K e i g AT B BT g

4 2 ¥z (myofibroblast)sh— f& - jF 1t PFE Jhlmre B RF X

[T

T P

g
o v g BB EFRRL T A2 X Bame b AT 0 B8 Frdl e

BRF AR W KR A

Hepatocyte

Hepatic stellate cell

Sinusoidal
endothelial cell

Kupffer cell
Sinusoid lumen with

Normal liver R normal resistance to
@ blood flow

~Chronic
liver injury

Infiltrating lymphocyte

Extracellular matrix
proteins

Apoptotic hepatocyte
Activated Kupffer cell
Sinusoid lumen with

increased resistance
fo blood flow

Liver with
advanced fibrosis

B 2-25 4 R 1 £ Bl(Bataller & Brenner, 2005)
d NIRRT 2 I e 2R F e h MR R LY e 2 (AL
Ml HTE R BB RATRET A - A T B ampE B o XA BT 4

B gt R - 7 g Az(Arthur, 2002) 0 B AR - oo o FIES 0 0

AV F e A4 p oMY fZ(spontaneous resolution)e @ AFER M it ek di 48 4] fo R

BN R 4 B s B B R B9 (type L DA BBk 7 & 3o B5(7 42
MMP-1 » MMP-8 4= MMP-13)#7 A 2 » A it % f2 B 27 » & (L W& Rk fm e iR
BrE= 5§ 2 ped|R|(TIMP-1)4 & i 5 5 MMPs 675 M8 40 > 1878 4% @ 1 5+

P o

WAL b o F e



243 TRk iRl %

SR T {27 B & A 2 (biopsy)H_P w3 RETAFRR G R i ehiE B (Afdhal & Nunes,
2004) » FBHILS F T AR T] 0 4 T 0L L G 0 5 R PR
(necroinflammatory grade) 4 % %k 4 [ F<(stage of fibrosis)e i i ¥+ % ¢b 2L B F-v

Fenfskd ¢ > v R i amd oo
2 REF * 0L %25 = 44 Knodell ~ fr Ishak §= Metavir °

Knodell =4 % %v(Knodell et al., 1981) :
b - At RIToRMEIFLCE N s R )kt o 3 1981 EAAK DY - B &
B2t * ety BT ] e pb kAL = BN FEHE UARR LR e -

R B BTG RN RREO04A) Li 23

Ishak #=4 % %t(Ishak et al., 1995) :
Ishak % 28 Knodell % 3eenif T 3 & » vz i A HAL =4 2§ F { H 8 ~ {47
RamiERgait g 4 o LA RAIARR 5 0~6 & 0 B % 2-4 0 Ishak ,x il ¥ AR

FATRAFL L AREL & DT

Metavir =4 % ¥u(Bedossa & Poynard, 1996) :
Metavir & 328~ /2 B 7 BT 1996 & 3 3 o b 42 [shak % tL > Metavir & 3t
HE{PEDHE 20 (AT cnighprs L HER §H gl 2
T g AT - Blwi il o AHE LRSS 04 2o LSRR

0~4 &~ > L4 25 5= %51‘%5 @ * e H_Metavir 724 5 S o

4% 2-3 Knodell % st HAI 34 j# (Brunt, 2000)
V. Fibrosis Score

A. No fibrosis 0

B. Fibrous portal expansion 1

C. Bridging fibrosis 3

D. Cirrhosis 4




% 2-4 Ishak % %34 ;% (Brunt, 2000)

Modified HAI Grading: Necroinflammatory Scores® Score

A. Periportal or periseptal interface heptatitis (piecemeal necrosis)
Absent
Mild (focal, few portal areas)
Mild/moderate (focal, most portal areas)
Moderate (continuous around <Z50% of tracts or septa)
Severe (continuous around =50% of tracts or septa)
B. Confluent necrosis
Absent
Foral confluent necrosis
Zone 3 necrosis in some areas
Zone 3 necrosis in most areas
Zone 3 necrosis + occasional portal-central (P-C)
bridging
Zone 3 necrosis + multiple P-C bridging
Panacinar or multiacinar necrosis
C. Focal (spotty) lytic necrosis, apoptosis and focal inflam-

= N =D

L3 = O

(e T &y R =N

mationT
Absent
One focus or less per 10 objective
Two to four foct per 10 objective
Five to ten foci per 10X objective
More than ten foci per 10X objective
D. Portal inflammation
MNone
Mild. some or all portal areas
Moderate, some or all portal areas
Moderate/marked, all portal areas
Marked, all portal areas
Maximum possible score for grading 1

= N =D

00 = L DI = D

Modified Staging: Architectural Changes, Fibrosis, and Cirrhosist

Change Score

No fibrosis 0
Fibrous expansion of some portal areas, with or without

short librous septa 1
Fibrous expansion of most portal areas, with or without short

fibrous septa 2
Fibrous expansion of most portal areas with occasional portal

to portal (P-P) bridging 3
Fibrous expansion of portal areas with marked bridging (P-P)

as well as portal-central (P-C) 4
Marked bridging (P-P and/or P-C) with occasional nodules

(incomplete cirrhosis) )
Cirrhosis, probable or definite 6
Maximum possible scaore 6
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% 2-5 Metavir % s34 ;2 (Brunt, 2000)

Algorithm for Evaluation of Histological Activity*

Piecemeal Lobular Histological
Necrosis + Necrosis = Activity Score
0 (none) 0 (none or mild) 0 (none)
0 1 (moderate) 1 (mild)
0 2 (severe) 2 (moderate)
1 (mild) 0,1 1
1 2 2
2 (moderate) 0,1 2
2 2 3 (severe)
3 (severe) 0,1,2 3

Fibrosis ScoringT

Score Description
0 No fibrosis
1 Stellate enlargement of portal tract but without septa formation
2 Enlargement of portal tract with rare septa formation
3 Numerous septa without cirrhosis
4 Cirrhosis

4
3

*Modified and reprinted with permission.
tModified and reprinted with permission.

BEART ) P sk RS AR 0 2T 4 3 ¥ B$i%k £ (Bedossa, et al,
2003) = & ¥ 7 FI22 R AP R E RO 90.002% 0 @ 2 PR e
RGBT i § - B P4 d A amma Al e TG T A PR IDTRTY R
B BFE PR A F EB IR RE SRR a2 v - Bk S
GEOFTHEEAIRAERR G URA BN RBEER Y
BT o FREARA SR ARG ARG T PRk L

A5 SR F RO R
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3. BB
3.1 BUFSRAE R 2%
311 % BB SB s ER S

FHREGLD SAFRYBEBF Y Ay k2 249 B el 31 47T o
A EHE YA 210~230 2 AEW ST K AR - BAETUGE RY ERE 0 RS
FA PRI ES o A B R ROHBIGE S FRA RS GELR ¢

A -

/ﬁ"“ =

.. oy
Al

i\

B 31 Fz%* +v &

A 44 Bl w A ¥ o2 dimethylnitrosamine (DMN)# 47 2% 2% + BUA 4k @ b

ok Tk W A4 314 32:

DMN . :

B st 0.5%k R DMN 45 « BUF it > At - X g4 QB4
24 ol pE o LER AR A RO E o L EFHE LA R EME > D R Y
< RATE TR o 45 E 2 585 DMN mikg 0 2 15 R E R R 2R
W e A E R FZ (AP S fr2) Mg A DMN> 2 5w X kAL
PR - TR - GHREART R RLA 0 R FRE B LR
AL AR GATIRER PRS2 FAE G RERE A AR 0 % 22 812

Bl o

a7



% 31 <0 B ¥R RPFAL

R S%iE S5 X RE#E
1 N1 3
2 N2 3
3 N3 3
4 N4 3
5 N5 3
6 N6 3
7 N7 3

% 32 < ¢ BUFREI R R

15 DMN ¥ ¥ ¥ Rk
0 T1 3
1 T2 4
2 T3 4
3 T4 3
4 T5 3
5 T6 2
6 L 3

312427 R A

AL AR ARk S(A KR, 2008; 3 FIB, 2009; 1 F ¥, 2010)0 2 HAe 3 i
TRt o o BESEF kA B BE g A B2 Fenprdlingr 0 i
TEFESRFRTEEZEARE AFE > REHEF A G A o A F %

FReEMAPEY R REFRF AP R fRz S i TR R G e
(1) &3 AFFCF RS £ 3377 —OLYMPUS, JP)

(2) "% f7A 2 #{x ¥ (Model 5072PR, PANAMETRICS-NDT, USA)

(3) % i 7 gt B+ (PXI-5152, NATIONAL INSTRUMENTS, USA)

(4) = #h5 Eip$+ (DMC-1842, Galil, USA)

(5) ¥ #h/& T 5 2 (HRS, NANOMOTION, USA)

FTRERE AW 32 7 P oFHPREITRES T AERETR S0
UM o> 255108 ISMHz sif s 2 RE TR 5 A F %Y R Tk B
ELHEE T B § P4k & (sample rate) ¥ i §] 2GHz P o BRI R AT B R X
Y @2 ZZ b B TR ARARB ORI -
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F 33 4§ AFFFHWARRE

I B S % V310
¢ oA & (MHz) 5
IR ER FARE Single Element
REERE Focal
17 2g ® % (mm) 6.35
R EF & (mm) 10.90
R E % & (mm) 0.53
+ % (-6dB) 3.65~8.93
Encoder
FXT Trigger TR _JIFExpander I\"I;]m]i'
controller
Pulser/
receiver
Clock RFOUT  SYNC OUT
I'O board l -

Limiter |:
i opar | PC ‘ —— ‘ ]f 2[ ‘
card CHL Trigger L |

.................... AD card

prsenrenranrennee .
i PCl-express I
: card H

....................

Ultrasound scanning stage

W 32 R sSALT 5 S W

AR EHFR N FE D AR FAERT A P R TGHEERL X e
B ARG F1 02 2 B 1349 B (resolution AX, pum) » B 474 T 2 3 45430 5L 15 dic(A-line
number)4-(3.1)#7 7 ° ¥FEE kw - = 5 — P f 0 K THTE 9% #ic(frame number)
BERZ FOFRAY, mI 7 A2 Y 3o fEFl a FRITRG Z P % o 5EH
FEBEFRN TR P E S e R AR R SR FRE e 5T
P dEw R A2V AT MEY e e - BRI Ay B HFRH T - 5%
Pijo Z = 205kf0 ol 3347 oRFAFFAREFTARAY S 0.5mm >
7.8

bt

2. AXE % 0.lmm> Flpt & BRFAKDRERYT § I L I mE Ak

BT AR Ay T
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Width of ROI(mm)

A-line Number = - (3.1)
Resolution (AX,um)
< [HE[FA
ilida PRk s ] s
= X g
£
%
L
ZH [

B 3-3 Hes - 2

G5 E A ED S B Y B RIR F o 2 (National Instruments, NI) 5%
LabVIEW 8.0 5 » #2385 * T (71 Bk #L4 0 ¥ b B4 PXI-5152 7 it B
GAIL 05 & fr 4] Toolkite &5 &= 6 > § L &5 EH 1 FRlF M- doil &
TH b Sdts  BER TR L BB DERE BB EE Y ALY S i
B L iE- BRBFMELRERL B V- 35 o A BARERN XA
0 E SRR RS B ERRF TR R R BHE NG > FES
o J RF 3UEL > Jo 7 gL B2k L5 P3NP a R i > B B B AR 0 &
BAEN AR e d] c FARERRER PR TR pEHF S EoT
B RIFEBIAL B 34 LR EEHMEEAG > 2450 Tk Bk sk
BRI 6 fcE > B 35T EMY HEROT R
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Setup Scope Scan Mode H-mavisg (mm) fave path il Fin
| 30-mode ANET | OFRON
Trigger source |
fenwrarun ([ | Mator i ( )
L =
| S oy
ra | 1maging seitings
T Rotwidth (mn)  A-LTNE itcrval {um)
Relfaene M =+ (1o :
oo (mm) Z- Interval (mm) A
Tragerbe | [0 o =) || s | fre— :
o Tspeed (memfe) ¥ o z = i [I—_
boldolf fis 0 ﬁ: ] é’ ’M!
0000 -
Trigges delay Fillberin ;‘
ol Down Start
L |
dm| 3@ @ | B o ssen s Csare

R

DAQ & Pulse receiver

[

W 3-4

Al L]

Computer

Motor controller

W 35 BT S 4 2
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e A TFRE

epped motor
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313 R ZkinAE

Bl FRLN GRS B ¢ BRI B I S s e e
i ket A ki R R AT R R FEARF AFR o d 3R
BAFgEA 5 29 L2 F > S %G RA-BEY AR ZE 0 4oH 36

-

AT o

B 36 & &gy

£ BRI 0T R e

(1) #IFE B AP Bl 2l AR FPaEF R FEANHFELT R

AINA A G F F RN TN ARGk § ITFFEPRT Y
RFAZAF > D RERGELEOFeHH > AL E I NELE -

(2) H-RH K BEY DR QR PRI RE BRI RN E L Ao 370 3R
FORGRE FARF T B2 ERT > RAFF LG CFRIRG T s
AR RS b nf e

(3) s i B LabVIEW A28 4 6 3% %4 S8 #F4 $F 5 10mm ~ H
AP FE S 0.1mm ~ #4555 s 100 36 ~ 3E273E 2 FY chRP IR 5 0.1mm ~ B~ 4E
L 50MHz % 4FE @ SH#E % SMHz 0L & ~ #FFHE & 1000 B(1 ¥ 2)fr
1600 EL(;1 5+ DMN %t 4t %) o

4) FHm LEFAFRICED LA NPF PN REER A SR B3
SAPTEOERE > EFZ AR B REFEFOARELIFRCY S 10.92cm)E

B Sk G o
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B) MIPHEBTRIFLEITBRETHFE  Fh 2SR g_‘,””Fu“—f X A %] L

FR AR FBEERAE T F € Fl5 g 2 FG ok > ixe LA
FIE B L TR 0 R FHACR 380
6) FRF Hv redFFHEMLRL & HAB(DO5) -

() FRERE MPTHRE TR BFFRFRFICE -
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314 }?32‘1’_1‘7 114;3_—_4\

R Sl i RoR R LR

%’ﬁi%%?’iﬁ%%°E@V;%?%ﬁkﬁ,gwiﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬁwﬁ
EfreFerr v has MR RETEFFF SIS TR g 5 5

BEENE2 b f o

7R S TR e Jﬁﬁﬁﬁi§gm}+u$—g§lﬂ i A e B A G R RS

f
|

Jfﬁ

L Eﬁ%é"‘%;\é——ﬁ;‘#"}f 1 H&E 4‘3 o H&E %‘5’%%;‘5—&%1{;_?’3&#‘

¢ ;* (hematoxylin and eosin stain) » * B3 iZ & * os?;}?a;g_v_‘gg_f%\;i LB - J@;?K;,L
”ﬁﬁ*ﬁ—ﬁﬁ%3i”%@,ﬁ%$ﬁ'1§ PR EIRL S
PEE GO ARG S vV AR R R S ER S R R SRR

Fodukizd oom - ji"‘ de Mt B h A7 G Pk hmie o Eﬁib‘_.ﬁl#« & d
fm e ?Pﬁg?}é %‘raﬁ#gb o FIM ¥t it ¥ A H&E % 4 ¥ —F% N A ehimre o
AR F0 B2 5% frb R * Metavir 354 3 BT F PR A Ip R T EF T
ILr 7 A e

“ﬁ% przoeh s ALy derr BiT Masson's = ¢ A d o gt B u| AR R 30 0T
Ad o MBS FAT R * cMasson's = F £ F F AR FNTFRP RS
R I R L S E 3 =

o

PR T RERE AL GRS

2F

Ny

Sre

VIS S

‘.»

?%&ﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁfé’@*ﬁ c RREH G R PR d A

ax*a

\

° W 3-95 H&E % ¢ cnlgfcsL™ < B> 5 5 100 % - @ Masson's % ¢ R4
URSUE R FERPY ST LS 3" F SRy o e

* thd_Metavir 34k 5L o




32 ToA RHES R

AETETRRARR ARG S FRAER TR AREFT R E T AR
%t €(IRB)* M2k L3 | AT AR 2F iFd b2k (7548 o
E Bz fEAg g A B A N AL TRA R OOTRBHF R - TR AL g H
o~ WA SN IREAF de o iEim el g AT 4 TRl AT

(A) Tk e ts " g d sl e -

ST OTREEA S R o dp DA F R FOTRCRRE G  TTRB S el > BT
mﬁaﬁwwﬁ$’ﬁgmemﬁ%Oﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬂmmmem’ﬁ¥lﬂﬁﬁ
PFFEFHR - ALFdFm B s 11" REF>TF- BEFERE - ¥
HRERAREES R ERGHR B TALE 34

4 34 TR TFRERME R R L TR

Assessment Male Female Total Age
Metavir 0 1 0 1 36.0+£0.00
Metavir 1 - - - -
Metavir 2 2 0 2 71.0£9.90
Metavir 3 - - - -
Metavir 4 1 2 3 65.3+4.93
No score - - - -

Total 4 2 6 Mean £ SD

(B)Tes SILL A F 45 °

d & =et32 & % Terason t3000 71215 &2 AL 7|3 8 Fops £ & (7 81 *H fsk e
BAFALE 35

i 35 TRAMPEFHEE R L T

Assessment Male Female Total Age
Metavir 0 1 0 1 36.0+£0.00
Metavir 1 2 0 2 53.0£22.63
Metavir 2 6 0 6 63.5+£13.93
Metavir 3 2 1 3 60.0x£10.15
Metavir 4 4 5 9 64.2+9.38
No score 3 3 6 53.8+17.88

Total 18 9 27 Mean+ SD
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(C)gesk 32 A L5 IR oy
d & * 8432 % % Terason t3000 515C2 %‘.\ﬂjﬂifujjrﬁ?g‘g—g#:}{;s SECAEE RN =8,
i A FTHMALE 36

4 36 TEARUEFAER L TR

Assessment Male Female Total Age
Metavir 0 1 0 1 57.0£0.00
Metavir 1 1 0 1 57.0£0.00
Metavir 2 1 0 1 73.0£0.00
Metavir 3 4 3 7 66.1+6.94
Metavir 4 4 5 11 67.1£14.77
No score 10 4 14 60.5+£13.05

Total 21 12 35 Mean+ SD

3.22Terason t3000 &z 5 A % #

Terason t3000 *“ A= v A ey 58425 L d oo 5 { i s E 8w 4

H (T4 o % 3F Fusion ¥ + 2 % > Terason t3000 %% A ¥ AT 7 F 8%
i ”f?g
ja

\rm\-

3y o 4 (T4 o 4 123 Windows 4R § efé * Jﬁ" fim > @*A2kE 5

[

M enifEl o poi e #048 Teratech Architecture i it 7 Fusion ® + i

o

R
BBl ed® » ey BT AL VRLHE S i BRI E K
= e BE I % % (Teratech, 2010) - Terason t3000 3% # * L4 @] 3-11 -

B 3-11 Terason t3000 % & -7 & B

I B 5 Aot i Ui $r Fr o R AR I g SR L kst e
Terason t3000 & 7 % fd = -zt » L4 3-7:
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% 3-7 Terason t3000 = ik fisd

I maging M odes

2D/B-Mode, Fundamental and Harmonic Imaging

M-Mode

Power Doppler/Directional Power Doppler /Color Doppler

Pulsed Wace and Continuous Wave Spectral Doppler

Duplex Display (Simultaneous, Real-Time 2D, and Spectral Doppler)
Triplex Display (Simultaneous, Real-Time 2D, and Spectral Doppler)
ECQG trace

AR % 18413 > Terason t3000 % 3tk e RF 5L > » ﬁhiﬁx}% o R D E T
R TR L ER RN B AL P E 2 S TR R BB

WoIEER B0 B & 3-8

% 3-8 Terason t3000 §&/k 47 ¢

Case name Transducer Frequency Imaging Depth
TEfk UL 5 4F 5 1215 5~12MHz 4cm
bk 7525 5| 4F B 5C2 2~5MHz 10cm

K;% Td 5= EPSF;D}—%E%J-%EE$S;EF Metavir ;I‘A’\-i SN %—Q;@.ﬁ: e HLE%&)) .
i * Picrosirius red % ¢ {8 » 2358 h Sl il s HR o Y PR R A G
TV A S R d A5 del] 3-12 0 H ¥R G2 A $EEL 3 % Masson's

AR SR NN B RFLFRRBRNET F LR

W 312 95 iiFis MR & Picrosirius red 4 ¢ )
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33RFIEMRT ~ - &4
3.3.1DCDF # #¢

AT RAIEAZS A RFASLE > A& § 49047 ch T RS | - A PR
E BT EEE BB OfL L S B 2 % 3 (region of interest) © 12T i AL~ ROI e Az i+
ROI ¥ » ¢ % -+ ek G 4 A w38 o 2 1 B ok B(pixel) 3 B BERUF 6
% (sliding window)3* & = & & < ROI » L[] 3-13 ¢ #73*- ¥ ehig 3948 7 304645
FALT RS kiR B o A domE B BRSSP RARTE ) A
REL G- BIRE  APRES- BRF DRE ) S IR REFERT
P AR M (globally) R RS i e BES B EAFRALE 3 3008 4

T R4 L ko s ET- B R B [ (locally) g o

S PFREE i ek ROTAR

Pl 3 Y E A B

B 3-13 ROI # &4 % 7+ % B

= )E%Eﬂ*}éﬁ # (Yamaguchi & Hachiya, 1998, 1999; Yamaguchi, et al., 2001) » %
EwmAed st FEP T AEITE A0 7 RSO P (Bl ¥ R TR
) o wik LR IEA G L E W Rayleigh A fF o &t B 0 A B B
BALT TR IUELA 5 en T A B R Sl 0 215 % Rayleigh A i A B A SkiE
oo spsE b id R A % & A DCDF (difference of cumulative distribution function)

KLz & 0 40t (3.2)
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DCDF = j \ Fogno (X) = gy ()] (3.2)

H ¥ F(X)g L% 3 30567 CDF » F(X)p, ] 4_Rayleigh A & CDF < ]t » 4 DCDF

A% HPEE 0 N4 Fw ot Rayleigh 4 7 CDF 4%4pif » & 2 7 2X(Wilk &

Gnanades.R, 1968) - # % E gLew L3150 CDF £ Rayleigh 4 @ CDF 4 %] ** §]
3-14 -

—

05k 4
(i

Echo amplitude
— — —Rayleigh distribution | 4

D 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1] 0.1 nz 03 04 05 0B 07 08 09 1

MNormalized Cumulative Amplitude

® 3-14 DCDF 7= % B

3325 i & * Rl 17

A YTAEAF B AR E P hw s CDF > A Z & 3 RF AELEE = R
(histogram) » #X {4 £ #-H & 31 (normalize) = PDF 3] 5¢ » # » {4 {8 CDF 11 iE {7
£ Rayleigh & i vt fiee ot P iE 3% 0 E 2 B4 8(bin number) ¢ /& =4 CDF 2%
gL o P4 il § i S CDF )80 fe i 54 5 ke 52X CDF
A4k S TH o ?‘7} -_5}_ g B s R BT EER AP E R ER- B
FE bl B EPERRRTTT o 3 b rjliche R 315 rn o

S B E BRI R T DV HREY - 3 BRI AFE
Tk 38 P Ef T Metavir=0 | g 5 A w i 2B 0 BABoif B 2 Bl ficens 4T o
P10 48d /] 2 X hROLARE = -] » W% 14 f6+18(4,6,8...30):> & # DCDF >
I - BT DCDF & F 00 & B &% ks Fant B4R E . FiE

& 4ed 3-9 #7om
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% 39 {i#cA 72 ROIARE + /]

Number of binsfor 10 small ROIls

#Bin 4 6 8 10 24 26 28 30
Rat experiment RF data size: 100x 1000 pixels
Transversal 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
Longitudinal 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240
ROI pixels 360 640 1000 1440 1960 2560 3240 4000 4840 5760
Terason t3000 Linear Array RF data size: 256x 1859 pixels
Transversal 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25
Longitudinal 49 63 77 91 105 119 133 147 161 175
ROI pixels 343 567 847 1183 1575 2023 2527 3087 3703 4375
Terason t3000 Convex Array RF data size: 128x 1558 pixels
Transversal 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25
Longitudinal 84 108 132 156 180 204 228 252 276 300
ROI pixels 588 972 1452 2028 2700 3468 4332 5292 6348 7500

Z 05t
| |:| Bin nurnber: &
|:| I I
a 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.s 1
Marmalized Cumulative Amplitude
1 .
205}
| [ ]Bin number 16
|:| | | | | | |
a 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.s 1
Marmalized Cumulative Amplitude
1 - —
E 05t
| |:|Eiin nurmber: 30
|:| I T T T T T ¥ T T T T T
a 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.a 1

Marmalized Cumulative Amplitude

B 315 616~ 30 fr#ic*7 ¥ & <5 CDF B
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* 1228 DCDF & i 23 @ P e s> i > b E 7 ik Ak
H pvalue » 1T A K-S He Sk o o4 A w s
F i enlicdy > 21T H A G 23 AP b 47 ek B (Papoulis & Pillai, 2002) < K-S 1 %

Kolmogorov—Smirnov test % 3+ %

cxt B 4e(3.3)97 7 -
D, =sup|F,(X) = F, ,(X)| (3.3)
X
H ¢ sup 4 ¥ (supermum) s B, () ~ F, ( (X) A 585 5 s dicip 2 A 1 didi o

R BH AR aARIES

nn'
n+n'

D, >K, (3.4)

Pr(K <K, )=1-0r (3.5)
W% o Blchp s A E A o B H p-value $& % 12 7P~ 4% ¢ DCDF & i 4
FRHERF ATV ESRARTR L SRR DB IE 4oL 310

% 3-10 DCDF 4~ i 2_ K-S # % & *
K-St-test hypothesis
(1) & #& #32% (null hypothesis, HO) : % 23~ DCDF % T4ak | A 7
(2)¥t > B (alternative hypothesis, H1) : & %234 DCDF 2 T2 | & f#
(3) %8 ¥ M (significance, o) : 0.05
(4) % B & ¥ % (two-tailed test)

B E Bl #AS Y 0 F p>0.05 &7 sz DCDF ~ i EF4plF o
p<0.05 % 7 3%% i ¥kcz DCDF 4 G ¥ 3 b c REAEFH X [ 4457 -4 @ ¥
otk et = S B ¥R fEARE < ] o 7] DCDF 4 i 4& et 8 % 3 o
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(A) &R %

£ 89 % 10 64875 L F 71 DCDF vs. 11licy* £ 4o 3-16° 5 4875
HE ‘FKA'/\ L)@ * K-Stest k&5 = & {1 #icz. DCDF 4 i el (% (5] 2 4vs6 418~ 6vs8
folic. v AEd) o R EK S A 3100 H B %ok 3-11-

Rat experiment

0.045 -
. a .y a o Y & .y o Fy
- " L i o w
noaf s g ¥ L T A
v
& + ROl pixels: 360
EN S ¢ 5 e - !
0035 vt @ o Eg: p!xe:s: ?ggg
* . . % pixels:
toe " ;2 é é o * T + ROl pixels: 1440
S o0 5 8 07 4 2 8 B % 5 § & 8| + ROl pixels 1950
[ . B + + + + _>'<_ ® = £ . = ' :
= T ok o# I+ o+ F o+ O ROl pixels: 2560
" * * *% % :
P * o ¢ ROl pixels: 3240
v ROl pixels: 4000
0.025 - +
R a RO pixels: 4340
* * RO pixels: 5760
< L
0.02
0015 L 1 L 1 I |
0 a 10 15 20 25 30
Bin numbers

W 316 & F &% : 10 faE2F 524 & 7 DCDF vs. 1 #cF]

£ 311 = QP 5% 10 BETFF AR T ER k%2

#Bin 4vsb 6vs8  8vsl0 10vsl2 12vsl4 14vsl6  16vsl8 18vs20 20vs22  24vs...

Pixels p

360 | 0200 0537 0537 0760 0760 i 0.011 _ 0.002 0011 _ 0026 : 0.997
640 | 0342 0760 0936 0936 0936 1.000 0997 0997  1.000  1.000
1000 | 0.011 | 0342 0936 0760 0936 1.000 0997 0936 0997  0.997
1440 | 0.000 | 0342 0760 0760 0936 0997 0997 0997 0936  0.997
1960 | 0.005 | 0342 0537 0936 0936 0537 0936 1.000 0997  1.000
2560 | 0.000 | 0342 0537 0936 0997 0936 0997 0997 0936  0.936
3240 | 0.000 | 0.109 0.537 0760  1.000 0936 0997 0936 0760  0.997
4000 | 0.000  0.002 0.011 | 0997 0936 0997 0997 0997 0997 0997
4840 | 0.000  0.000 | 0.109 0200 0342 0936 0200 0997 0936  0.760
5760 | 0.000  0.000

0.936 1 0.002 | 0997 0342 0936  0.760 0.936 0.936

I 1p>0054& 73 .39_+1ﬁ£1 DCDF %~ (3 ¥ 40 ¢ > p<0.05 % 7 3% 241382 DCDF » G 8 ¥ 7% F -

% 311°¢ %7360 %% HROI»* 14~22 +r #ic2 ¥ & 15 B % 2 e F(p<0.05) »
Haphrie *t T12vsld | 2 s sk B %% 5 p>0.05 > & & At dr ez 1 g 4%
¥kt 8 DCDF » G ¥ Apl » 23— BRLHOROIARTFE <] - M%“,ért 7360

%F OROI> HAREP 1440 b > T L4533 &5 DCDF ¥ B3t - &3 s i o
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(B) Toik SILLFIFIER %

Tl AL 73R ER 7 % 10 #4875 % 824 & 7 DCDF vs. {i#ici & 4o@ 3-17 -
& BEAFEAT A B K-S test kg 3 ez DCDF A i 0B (i)
4vs6 trfic ~ 6vs8 frdic... P AEdn) o Bk 2 & 310 HiZH R4 312

Terason t3000 linear array

003
. R . " + . * - + +
oo2st .0
¢+ ROl pixels: 343
* o ROl pixels: 567
0oz % ROl pixels: 847
- o 4 0 2 0 a + ROl pixels: 1183
&5 e 9o e 9 * ROl pixels:; 1575
8 o 9 0 O ROl pixels: 2023
nosf ¢ ROl pixels: 2627
% ooro T m T e RO pixels: 3087
o & ' § N M + + + + + +| & ROl pixels: 3703
- i * RO pixels: 4375
0ot % s & 4 8 3 & & i & p
#*
0.005 : ' L | . . ,
0 5 10 15 20 25 0
Bin numbers

W 317 Tehk AL FEREE R % ¢ 10 <875 4R ¥ 59 DCDF vs. {18

% 3-12 fRBk R LIFE R % 10 A 0F AR T Bk Rk &

#Bin 4vsb 6vs8 8vsl0 10vsl2 12vsl4 14vsl6  16vsl8 18vs20  20vs22 24vs...

Pixels p

343 | 0.000 0.002 | 0342 | 0.004 | 0760 0342 0200 0200  0.537 0.997
567 | 0.004 | 0342 0342 0342 0936 0936 0936 0936  0.760 0.997
847 | 0.011 | 0537 0760 0537 0936 0936 0997 0936  0.997 0.997
1183 | 0.026 | 0.760  0.936 0760 0997 0936 0936 0936  1.000 0.997
1575 | 0.000 | 0.109 0342 0200 0936 0.760 0936 0936  0.936 0.997
2023 | 0.000 | 0.055  0.055 | 0.001 : 0936 0537 0537 0997  0.760 0.936
2527 | 0.000 | 0342 0342 0200 0342 0760 0936 0936  0.936 0.997
3087 | 0.000 | 0.055 0342 0109 0760 0.760 0342 0537  0.760 0.936
3703 | 0.000 | 0.109 0537  0.055 0537 0997 0936 0997  0.760 0.997
4375 | 0.000  0.026  0.026  0.026 | 0.200  0.936 _ 0.760  0.936  0.342 0.537

31 p>0.05 &7 2ti¥kcz DCDF & W E F40F > p<0.05 % 7 3% 24182 DCDF & ¥ F 74 F o
% 3127 > fr#ct 3t T12vsld | 2 (6 ete B % ¢ & p>0.05 > % At 48k

2 {5 e AN 7 DCDF & G ¥4k > &5 - BAETHROIRGE -5 ] o o

PFEP- 1440 b > R B R & DCDF % B> - f2as i o
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(C) Tk ™AL |IFF R 5% ¢

Tl 55 7R EE % 10 #4875 824 & 7 DCDF vs. {i#ici & 4o@ 3-18 -
F A AT 34 B R % K-S test k&% A 7 frdic2. DCDF & i b (5]
4vs6 trfic ~ 6vs8 frdic... P AEde) o e Bk 2 & 3100 HikZ% s A4 3-13-

Terason t3000 convex array

0017 ¢
ooisf E .
0.015 Coe v
. B v
§ . LA + ROl pixels: 533
YT o 3 © ROl pixels: 972
oot T @ P
B ; s v 3 e . ROl s
oozl ¢ $ 8 e i + ROl pixels: 2028
= o P o B - * ROl pixels: 2700
8 0.012 M 8 o] e O RO pixels: 3468
- © * ¥ % £ ¢ RO pivels 4332
% 0+ 5 ¥ 4 Ed pixels:
0o " + 7 ROl pixels: 5292
. oo & ROl pixels: 5348
0o % . x % * ROl pixels: 7500
) e
g
ooos b g
%
0.008 ' . . . . .
0 5 10 15 20 25 0
Bin numbers
Bl 3-18 ek F|3EEEE 5% ¢ 10 52 4 T 0 DCDF vs. 11 #cB
7

% 3-13 §RA AL SR E R % 10 fAEA) 0 $ AR T OBK ok £

#Bin 4vsb 6vs8 8vsl0 10vsl2 12vsl4 14vsl6  16vsl8 18vs20  20vs22 24vs...

Pixels p
588 | 0.760 0342 0760 0760 0.109 0342 | 0.026 _ 0.026 | 0.537 0.997
972 0.055 0.537 0.760 0.760 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.936
1452 0.055 0.200 0.997 0.760 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.936 0.997 0.997

2028 0.004 : 0936 0936 0936 0936 0997 0997 0936 0.997 0.997
2700 0.002 ; 0537 0936 0936 0936 0936 0936  0.760 0.997 0.997

3468 | 0.000 | 0537 0.760 0.537 0760 0997 0936 0342  0.997 0.997
4332 | 0.000 | 0200 0342 0936 0537 0936 0997 0.109  0.936 0.936
5292 | 0.000 | 0.109  0.109 0.537 0055 0.760 0936 0055  0.537 0.200
6348 | 0.000 0.026 | 0.109 0760 0342 1000 0936 0342 0936 0.760

7500 0.000  0.004 | 0.109 0.537 0.109 0997 0342  0.200 0.936 0.2003

3 p>0.05 &7 A 2fificz. DCDF 4~ G 8 F4pk > p<0.05 % 77 %3 2 4i#c2 DCDF &~ ¥ 7 F o
% 3137 otk 588 ik hROL* 16~20 fdfc2 8 4 15 37 ¥ 7 b 7 (p<0.05) »
Hapdde = 2 T8vs10) 2 {5 e s i % ¥ 5 p>0.05 0 % 4 gt frdcz (5 e 3 40
¢ % DCDF & i dg ¥4l > 23— BAEROROIARG 375 ~ ) o p-pFp 7 588 g
2 ROL> HAREP 10402 b > T L 53 7, & DCDF ¥ B3t - 34 fF o
A s 0 X3 24 418 h DCDF 4 483548 % ¥ £ 3] 247 %
FB T24 41 | # i & B ROLAR § ehdif 18k
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B3I BABTIF | &7

BEAEE H(RONDZ A 45> 08 & Bl 9 s il 42 6 H=47
g s Awlg* & 392 10 f8d | T A 7 ROIARF > i€ {7 DCDF et g > 2
FNMZFRHEE B R Y P RO E Sif & o
(A)E &R =% -

B BT T DY HBREY - ¥ 0= & BER(15 L)is o
% DCDF vs. ROIARL % =+ /|- B (4o 3-19- 4 17 2 DCDF 2 & ¥.d th% Bk % 3-10
HeEx a4 314 7 FmE ROIAx k4%~ pF > DCDF £ & + 2 » LI gep 7 X
EUFRR ey L LA 0 B F 7 48317 Rayleigh 4 % o #& 2\ i7 B~5 B DCDF 4 i 4%

TATRB AL TE > T TR % 640(8x80) » ZF ¢ & 0.8mmx0.8mm | -

Rat experiment

0.055

DCDF
/

1 1 1 1 1
] 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
YWindow size(pixels)

B 3-19 =<« &9 % : DCDF vs. ROI L% =+ -] []

4 314 XRFHREURERE L) A

#Bin = 24
Window size H p-value
360-640 0 0.200
640-1000 0 0.342
1000-1440 O 0.342 |
1440-1960 1 0.036
1960-2560 1 0.001
2560-3240 | 0.001
3240-4000 0 0.055
4000-4840 0 0.055
4840-5760 0 0.200
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(B)Tesk SIS 5 7 5 °

~5

® % Tk SULAL R Y S on [ Metavie=0 ) - B 4 AR E) ks 4 0 @
DCDF vs. ROTAR & = /| B #:4cH] 3-20-4 47 # DCDF 2 8 % 4 &% BK % 3-10
H&E L4 315 7Ry ROIAEKALS fF DCDF ™ % » p o g3 7 4 470%
AT LUELA 0 ABLT Rayleigh 4 i o zest i B DCDF & ff 48 L% 38 % 3
8w TR d 847(11x77) » £ 9 ¢ A L7mmx1.8mm -

Terason t3000 linear array

DCDF

DDDE 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 400 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500

YWindow size(pixels)

B 320 feAEsmMErLsiEEEF % ¢ DCDF vs. ROIALE =< /] B

% 3-15 T‘}?}'J;F ,%ﬁllf’j_"i ¥ F' —? //g’fﬁ;ﬂ ) a3
#Bin = 24
Window size H p-value
343 -567 1 0.004
S6r-847 . | S 0.029 |
847-1183 0 0.109
1183-1575 0 0.200
1575-2023 0 0.342
2023-2527 0 0.760
2527-3087 0 0.343
3087-3703 0 0.200
3703-4375 0 0.109
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(C)TRk 38 A5 L AR R

@ ek AL A e e [ Metavir=0) — ip < BHR( L) AT 0 @
DCDF vs. ROLAL§ ~ /| B % 4c ] 3-210 4 47 # DCDF 2 7.9 5% &% & 3-10 >
AE% 04 3160 7 H M ROIARKALL PF - DCDF % » LI §3if 1 4 4%
AT LUELA 0 ABLT Rayleigh 4 i o zest i B DCDF & ff 48 L% 38 % 3
B AR ok 972(9%132) B U R 5 RIFRERSDL M o

Terason t3000 corwex array
0.024 T T

0.022 - A

0018} B :

DCDF

0.016 - 4

0.014 -

D . DDB 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 4000 G000 7000 8000

YWindow size(pixels)

W 321 Tk A5E 5389 %  DCDF vs. ROLARLE + /| B

% 316 TRA N LAFE R BB FBART XL AT

#Bin = 24
Window size H p-value
588-972 1 0.000
972-1452 . | 0.011 !
1452-2025 0 0.936
2025-2700 0 0.200
2700-3468 0 0.200
3468-4332 0 0.340
4332-5292 0 0.340
5292-6348 0 0.340
6348-7500 0 0.340
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3.4 Nakagami-m %-#4 45

~

GFEN AR S R Y o AT E R Az - JF 53 A (5 3 % Nakagami-m o 4%
RiZdm g o gt 22 | A d & Shankar #% ! (Shankar, 2000) > i¢ * Nakagami 4 i
kA frde s hend BARME c HA B A E o R & LMNEI T EFI miE
B PR R RDOFHEFT R FI MBS BRI AN o PR
Huwchas s GHA > BB RE g PRRA L £-F L7384 ¥ ki Y
fe gt eh %o )Y {8 Shankar 1 % %74 E (Shankar, 2001, 2004)# & 4 f& 4 i Hi-
U e SO § A ) -

Nakagami-m 4% #ic* *% & 47 54 5 "6 % 5 {% 4% ¢ % IR (Shankar, et al., 2003;
Shankar et al., 2002; Shankar, Dumane, Piccoli, et al., 2003; Shankar et al., 2001) » & p
A2 IN§ AR W R Wt ?E)—‘%(Tsui & Chang, 2007; Tsui et al., 2009;
Tsui & Wang, 2004; Tsui, et al., 2008; Tsui et al., 2010) - 7 7 % % &7 » g §
SNR i ¢ * (Tsui, Yeh, & Chang, 2008) » ¥ 11§ »c# %] % | A2 B i st+ B &
¥ b s BEAZ 3 L (KOLAR et al., 2004) ~ ¢ KAz 5 & (Tsui, et al., 2007)> & ~ "
T AR P o

ML B A E F i B 24 (Tsui, Yeh, Chang, & Chen, 2008; # 1% 1, 2005)
& m B et B 22 4 47 - Nakagami 4 i 0 PDF 50 42§ A @ 4gst st 5@ 7
2.(3.6) :
2mrat™!t M

f(a):W Q U(a) (36)

He A @ MM > me Q4L % i Nakagami % #c#? Scaling #icem & & d &
BRANE - Ppfre AR E > T AR B RAWEL GFHT o QE
& B g T 35 £ (power) © —‘k d (3.7) ~ (3.8)3* & @ ¥ (Cheng & Beaulieu,
2002; Zhang, 2002) :

[Em)]

m= 3.7
E(A -E(A)) o7

Q=E(A) (3.8)
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e

7 B em e B ¥ & ] Nakagami 4 v 4o ] 3-22 -

PDFs of Rayleigh vs. m =0.5:0.05:1.2

Rayleigh (m = 1) ]

o
=

=
m

=
i

=
I

o
s}

Probability Density Function

o
b

01

1
0 0.5 1 15
Amplitude

B 3-22 % FaymiE ¥ & PDF

FHR M EFHED LG 0 Tk E R DR L 0~1 * 4 d pre-Rayleigh
I Rayleigh 4 i o 4 1 i % post-Rayleigh A i » # ¥ 4 Rician 4 i  £-$4 7% F
chie ;Fk\:‘ F o eagcikFERE A e IR M E’:gé’ﬁ pep - AR ko 84
317 B2 28 K A i fo 3 &8 % 2 7 1t Nakagami » i § { 4F0dgiT £ > 2 3034 8

O QAR o A R LY £ 0 E 4 Nakagami A 1 (3 425 A B S hs
17 2 % 5 i & ¢(Dumane, 2002; Shankar, 2001) °

AT REFERT P f BRI ME # % FRRT ol 313 i

AN E YR ROLFR > P MER RS E S G R miEs T -

% 317 7 FAgshk iE 2 978 % o0 Nakagami-m & (4K 2, 2008)

Envelope designation Tissue characterization Range of m Statistic
pre-Rayleigh Fewer scatterers 0<m<0.5 Uniform
pre-Rayleigh Scatterers are randomly located but have 0.5<m<1 Uniform

random scattering cross section
Rayleigh Large number of scatterers m=1 Uniform

Generalized-Rician Sub-resolvable periodic alignment of 0.5<m<1 Non-uniform
scatterers and collection of randomly
located scatterers(1/4 or lower)

post-Rayleigh(Rician) Sub-resolvable periodic alignment of m>1 Non-uniform
scatterers and collection of randomly
located scatterers( 1/4 or lower)
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3.5 Yamaguchi = ;= & 47

$0%d p A F H Yamaguchi #73% 21 (Yamaguchi & Hachiya, 2010) > o &% £
o= 02 LEPFRR A A2 R o BiE A 17w Sl (echo signal) K T % B AT
Sl AR koo AT Y o WP TR 7 RATMER S R R iR
R xR Faghf+ 2 224 7 b ehm R i ,fﬁ.,u &35 g B ekt
B Bl 323 £ 324 A5 iR R e B AL F oo i H ok
BB R RS » BORLELE  nD A RO T B R R o P ReRHR S A 0

F9t 53V E D& B f#47 H ~(resolution cell)#7 7 F et SAF He (sc/p.s.f) o

.

W 323 #ge fw g Al o P LR R R 5 Ise/psf e kA
F 5 ROL 5 A0 1 (2)8% » (b)12% » (c)18% + (d)24% » (€)30% » (£)40% o

..

B 3- 24 B d e R Ao P L e dratk T R & 60 sc/p.s.fo R A &
2, ROI ev & ¢ 1 (a)8% > (b)12% > (¢)18% - (d)24%  (€)30% > (£)40% -
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B kLA R Q-Q WLt 0 WIIF 325 L 32658 % o FHER
MR ARG BRSERR S AL F P B QQ BIEF MU T B A
ERahis R ek ISR A RIS Lt Rk Ch i e
P Q-Q BINEE B 40k BAR B R 4o A MRIFIE 2 A F a2 %
BB IR B ALK D IS M) o S iES B ROLY > T - B

SF o kHWE e e A F e R B L .

W 325 6fEfHte fdd ¥ i Meri g Q-Q W
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W 3-27 #_Yamaguchi > ;2 e B > L & #w 5 a0 Q-Q W47 8 &5
B RIS 2R 0 A h B T 2 d A EAS(S 0 S) £ BIEA R B

Ay 21 ( X )(Erdem, 2010) > * 5= i &7 %% 0

\\\?{r

oo K B R T T I
B4 3180 Ft 0 = 2l RS LG TAZ ROl G MM Tl (7 5 i
HFE)

low-amp part

high-amp part

}J

Accumulation density :

>

log-compressed normalized amp : X

W 3-27 Yamaguchi » i#e7 Bl - 27 § =tan§, - §=tang » X,

# 318 = BEBG At 2R R G

ROl » i gim & FY IIEeY ) : EhiE
L S L f S8 S T 20 X, TR ) e

T R i

U BB PRt LU A 5 gk i S#ET2, § M2 X, EHRF
b
A e iR aREr Y RSAT S KE Smir2s o2y X 2H 3
BB S ¢ g
EF - LG en i)%fi’a‘? R F IR S A2 SRIT2 X BiTR
)8 m%* S i BT hT R by E

15<§ <20

05<S,<1.3 (3.9)
02<X,<0.7
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36 ACRA = = & 47

ACRA(Adaptive Criteria-Referenced Assessment)> * 7}76_'_ AR 2RSS
Ad AFHRE2011 &S PN RA D AR A AFNEET B
Bk a s (RS M LN R EE (HE S RF) P
B BB (4FHFE) PR (KRR AHFRLE) 0 B
FRBATTPDRF B o #TI0EH7 o e s VPR ER L * - B F 2 it
LSIEE L SRS E LT

I}‘]LL y J‘;}Eﬂ 1+ r PLVEEINS < mﬁTFIIJFF {Emj\j/ s 3 lF“rﬂB mq\_g«/\wr»h B
R ORR ) o AL RSRE . TEeRDR YRR, c RALET b aiFE
TR R BARAE S BH R - AP0 R R R 6 o
- gud Ty & TR ORBTT o

AL AP R A - B R K H] sl % N ¥k o T AL RN

() Bk Mt ded @ TBded oRIAMTe LANLPEPL T LS
(2) P PpiEEaiRk Uk e T ¥ as oA ke 255 (Adaptive)
Q) #*ple MM E: - B THLE ¥ H | (Criteria-Referenced)
(4) Mgt siihe Rag > BRI Y HE 7 R Y A2 R V- #i(Assessment)

lgﬂh BT SREE S o FOF iR T ¥ B ARUELE 2 e - e iR
ST R B AR B Sl B IR R e o 10 B S

P E TR e A TR e g s RAAREET F LR
AL RAR 0 R TRA T e

MTE A e &K ..‘s_azih R E AR e RMAE S - BEEYH - &
B o3 & % gk AL AR F % 0 Metavirs0OFR T ¥ @A R )X b s 8
¥ HCchik g o L EBFRGA 17 ROD $#5 BAEAFFALE Al ¢ R85 Q-Q
Bl o PRisd 975 & F B H? #1F BFFRT L P 1 Q-Q MM 2IMesdz k>
LB 3280350 T e o i Q1(25%) 0 1 E Fow & i fA Q3(75%) 0 B EAR
TR AU ST S TR F o LW 329
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>
4
W 3-28 Metavir=0 % B 4625 F 64 % 7 Q-Q F

W 3-29 #EF $:0Q-Q B
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FER) 3-20 2 W g T B ARSI % TR A TR ¢ RAGLELG
QQ Btes i » Hue o ixjiE, 7 RAMME 50% 54 TR > THBELERM
& % L 2 ehRayleigh & 0§22 1}% e P 4 S5 % — 3% (Tuthill, et al., 1988; Yamada, et
al., 2006; Yamaguchi, et al., 2001) -

BEFT AP - BB FHBART P H ACRA & o @ ¥ Tk S 7§F e
F S ciMetavir=4 ("F5A L)k G BH ¢ - BAEAFFART Q-QRE L H 3-30-
ACRA &35 = 8 9(3.10) »

— @ (Metavir=4)

_E | 1 | 1 1 1 1
-4 -3.4 -3 245 -2 -1.5 -1 0.5 1]

W 3-30 Metavir=4 # 7 - BEAFHART 5Q-Q R

#Bin 1 ) ) )
ACRA= > 1°g£|+ )'(1_5q<i)<oe(i)<Q3<i>)'mm{|Qe(')_Q1

=323 |
(3.10)

He | FHFEFES L IRIFAEE > UE BT L In0): AR HEA B
° B4t 0 ACRA E48% > R A HRBFARR Y « ATRAHFFI R 7300 fh
T TMetavir=0(*F% @ ¥ 5 ait), 7 ACRA & ; ¥ RF %7 - % 30 i)

1““’

T ¥¢mRey - ¥ RS ACRA & °
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4 3B P

FHEZBAIT S A PEEFEEAFERT N D RAE A uE
SR Gdp tho i B2 iz LB LB 41 F ASRFASLEH & ¢ L@y
2R 14 j€_B-Mode 82 ¥ » BliE ’”"v‘iﬁ%%ﬁl\ 417 ROL o 2957 ¢ F Skig 2 > & *
B ) AR AF BT GELY 65 F) 0 AR AN 2B ERRTE
foee RAEL o 3 E A SR T ONAEAFRART Y L F o EAFE =T

¢ RAMELLS 0 W S S8R f(parametric image) o ¥ B~ AFEEES B ) 4 47 ROI

e
PHcz TI0E o LAY m;}p #&(index)

RF signal is transferred to
backscattered envelope
(by Hilbert transform}

|

The analysis ROI is
manually chosen in the
liver portion (B-Mode)

v ¥ v
Nakagami-m parameter Yamaguchi method ACRA parameter

¥

Parametric imaging

|

Derive the index from the
analysis ROI

End
B 41 FEEZETRE

AF2 % & * Pentium Dual-Core E5400 @ 2.70GHz e 4 T "qie (788 » 3+ 3

# %8 5 MATLAB(MathWorks)> & 4 47> /% Rz Bd 4 7| B](Massart et al., 2005)~
ROC ¥ 42 (Cardillo, 2008):& 7 +* #i(Chapra, 2008; Pascal, 2009) -
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41 % SUFSBEM A R S 5

SRR SRS s BT I ¥ e, 2 TDMN & | o % Rehd LiEde
Bl bt NEAE 47T F o TR A4 27 ¥ (7 Nakagami-m
%#c ~ Yamaguchi & & 1t ¢ &) ~ ACRA 8= #8722 S Bt o & BUFSEHE 7
Serdg Btk EH A 1T ROI B AW 42 BP K & & E d R
A 45 ROL» = ¢ | cPBIE # B 3 X B FHART -

Rat Mormal B-rode

B 4-2 & EUFECAAF % RO+ & B

FREPRIF AT AP TN B FRWR G 2R EE N
2L & gL 245 ROI ¥ 1 RF 258 o

ks 475 K iT R 0 B 48 3] Bl(box plot) 0 ERL B 2-18 - 4 3] B
PIEEER B RAERIP SRS L F S0%NEEAS T ER LT QLD Q3
Bl e 247 Q1-1.5-1QR # Q3+1.5-IQR 2 B chdic* B4 7 o £F # teyt ff
BRSPS BE RIS BEE > S FRpE ahed e BT - ARE
PR BRIk A RIS 0 T TR T e
T E

~
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Nakagami-m % #4 7

MNormal

055

051

Jajaweled w-nuseyen

035

0.25F
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% BSR4 7 % Nakagami-m $-#c

W 4-3
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0.75F

07F

1
w ] W
=] w0 =}

0651

0.45
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035

=]
Jejaweled w-nuebeys

=

Week2 Week3 Weekd Weeks Week& Week?
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&

BV 3 88 9 B Nakagami-m 43t DMN %

X
)
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Yamaguchi = ;x & 45

MNormal

ole SISoIgly

Week2 Week3 Weekd Weeks Week& Week?

Week1

¥ BUFSA A F % Yamaguchi 5 A1t v B m X

® 4-5

DMN

20

18

16+
4
2
0

111
ole SISoIgly

Week2 Week3 Weekd Weeks Week& Week?

Week1

w2y

SRS 7 % Yamaguchi 4 4 it vt 5 DMN

X
©

W 4-6
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Sk A4

ACRA

MNormal

1 1 1
o~ @ 0w < o~
o - - - -
o =] =] o
YHIV

01

0.08
0.06 -

0.04

Week2 Week3 Weekd Weeks Week& Week?

Week1

¥ F e

I % ACRA

=
o

W 4-7

DMN

+ L

L 1 L 1 1 1 L

==} =} =+ %] 3] oo 0w =+ o - =}

™ ™ ™ ™ < b - - i =1 =

= L=] L=] o L=} = = (=} L=}
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Week2 Week3 Weekd Weeks Week& Week?
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¥ TR P % ACRA %% DMN &
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A2 Tk MILELIFFF R %S *

ARt RS F BRI MMetavir 324 | s A %8 0 A~ B E_FO & 54

iEF3 8 > ¥ 7 Nakagami-m % #c ~ Yamaguchi % & 1t 5] ~ ACRA %= #8672
S B e TR UL SRR R B AR A B o B/ 4 17 ROL R 2 L Bl 4-9-
Bl ¢ 75 R 3 BIE RIS 17 ROL Y = b o] chBlE e B & 35 B B2 fo Al

T e

Terazson 3000 Linear Array B-mode

mim

10 20 30 40
mm

B 4-9 TRk SIELAHFEF % ROL - & B

BT R TR F R AW 0 B Y ROC ¥ SRR A
W2 e it 0 B4 el B A 41

4 41 ROC ¥ sz % v il B3P F%HEN F)

Abbreviation Full name
F>1 FO vs. F1-2-3-4
F>2 FO-1 vs. F2-3-4
F>3 FO-1-2 vs. F3-4
F=4 FO0-1-2-3 vs. F4
CI Confidence interval
PPV Positive predictive value
NPV Negative predictive value
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Nakagami-m %4 47 :

Linear Makagarni-m

T - _i_
11k | | i
I
| —_
T T |
106 — | .
£ |
E
e i ]
= —— [
= |
085} | 4]
I
I
I
naf | 1
FO F1 F2 F3 F4

B 4-10 Tem s 53R 9 % Nakagami-m %-#cia 2| B

F T

T
L A

A —&— F1
I Rz
L —4— F23

F=4

True positive rate (Sensitivity)
=
m

1] D.I2 D.Irl D.IE D.IEE 1
False positive rate (1-Specificity)
B 4-11 95 R 7$F R F % Nakagami-m %3 ROC & 5

% 4-2 i A5 R 7 % Nakagami-m %8s 25 %

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV
cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.86(0.70-1.00) 1.05 71.79 100.00 73.81 100.00  21.43
F>2 0.68(0.50-0.87) 1.03 66.67 77.75 69.05 91.67 38.89
F>3 0.66(0.49-0.83) 1.03 70.37 66.67 69.05 79.17 55.56
F=4 0.65(0.48-0.82) 1.03 76.19 61.90 69.05 66.67 72.22
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Yamaguchi = ;£ £ 47 :

12 Yamaguchi = j* & 47 > 7 3|4 §)
4-12 g s o Fijehiz i~ Metavir 3%

AR A LR AR AR AR A

Metavir 2
Ratio: 4.65%

Metavir 0 Metavir 3
Ratio: 2.95% Ratio: 10.95%

Metavir 1 Metavir 4
Ratio: 4.32% Ratio: 8.69%

10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40

W 4-12 gk MR E 7| $F 5 F % Yamaguchi 46 4 1 v 6] §)



Linear Yamaguchi fibrosis ratio

sy sy
(o} sy
T T
1

‘famaguchi fibrosis ratio (%)

b [} i g} o st} o [u}
T T T T T T T T

—y

FO F1 F2 F3 F4

B 4-13 Tk R FEEER F % Yamaguchi B it v &) 43 3] B

ettt
L7 S
e
: ey
= 0.5 -
2 e
= -
oy
=
i}
0,
a1}
=
a1}
=
=
o
o
S —&—Fz1
. —*—Fz2
, —+—Fz3
L F=4
i A . - - .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

False positive rate (1-Specificity)
B 4-14 sk ML 5 EE 7 % Yamaguchi 3 2 it 1t 5] ROC o 4

% 4-3 fak R E S| IFERF % Yamaguchi H 1YL B A 5E 4

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV

cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.98(0.94-1.00) 3.22 94.87 100.00 95.24 100.00  60.00
F>2 0.64(0.44-0.83) 4.42 81.82 55.56 76.19 87.10 4545
F>3 0.66(0.49-0.83) 4.42 85.19 46.67 71.43 74.19 63.64
F=4 0.61(0.44-0.78) 4.42 90.48 42.86 66.67 61.29 81.82
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ACRA # 2 547 ¢

Linear ACRA

0121 1
o115t 1
011
0105 ¢
01f
0.095 ¢
0.09 ¢
0.085 r
oo T
0075
o7y —

FO Fi F2 F3 F4

-

ACRA

Bl 4-15 Teak LR s F % ACRA %84 3 B

0.59:% I &
I % ~
£ ey
= ! o
E |:|l'.vr E
5 I 7
L1 0.6 I ¥ 4
= ek L g
= 05§ , I e
g i
FER /I/
o T
5 0.3 I~
FonzE —— F=2
018 —rE
W F=4
| A . - - .
0 02 0.4 06 0.8 1

False positive rate (1-Specificity)
B 4-16 Ak L5 iEEE F % ACRA %8 ROC ¥ #

4 4-4 TR RPEF|FEEF % ACRA %#cs % 4

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV
cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.95(0.87-1.00) 0.081 87.74 100.00 90.48 100.00  42.86
F>2 0.68(0.50-0.87) 0.083 81.82 55.56 76.19 87.10 45.45
F>3 0.61(0.43-0.79) 0.083 85.19 46.67 71.43 74.19 63.64
F=4 0.57(0.39-0.74) 0.097 76.19 52.38 64.29 61.54 68.75
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ABTeAk AL R &S S

ARt RS F BRI MMetavir 324 | s A %8 0 A~ B E_FO & 54
B g2 F4 9FAL T o TRakofs A ek 3 SR E S5 o TR Z A4 R
iEF3 8 > ¥ 7 Nakagami-m % #c ~ Yamaguchi % & 1t 5] ~ ACRA %= #8672
5B Fo TRk A R St 5 A B o B/ 04 45 ROI R 2 LB 4-17 -
Bl P AR 2 0BlE f RIAL A 3T ROLY = b o] enBIE f RIAL 5 35 B 22 # 40

T e

Terazson t3000 Convex Array B-mode

0 20 30 40 50 60 Y0 80 50 100

B 4-17 Fesk 5825 SR 5 F % ROL T £ B

AP SR SR (W] 4-17) 0B 0 AR § R 53R o (W) 4-9) &
0 S E_F] L N | IF R iR B R M htk ik o e HARASE S IREE T 4 5
FORE SRR 0 - BT TR RFROR G o F AU SR I i g
R AR G 12 28 e

AR TR R OIER e A E o B R ROC W SRR e
a2 Fas sl A ma s R Ag % RAY SR LA
41
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Nakagami-m %4 47 :

Convex Makagami-m

031 ' ' ' —

085

=

o
=]
(]
T
1

=
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Makagari-m

065p

06}

0551

FO Fi F2 F3 F4

Bl 4-18 Tes 5575 7] 4 519 % Nakagami-m % #5452 ]

& v
t/

E o
- /
= L 7
E. # <
= E ~
§ E 4
i) e 17
z il
=
(a1}
=
&
(]
o
& —&—Fz]
- —*—Fz2
£ —— =3
i F=4
o - - - -
d 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

False positive rate (1-Specificity)
B 4-19 T 325 53K B 7 % Nakagami-m %-#c ROC # 4

% 4-5 TR A5 535 B 7 % Nakagami-m %8s #5 &

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV
cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.96(0.89-1.00) 0.810 93.94 100.00 94.44 100.00 60.00
F>2 0.82(0.66-0.97) 0.789 83.33 66.67 80.56 92.59 44.44
F>3 0.56(0.35-0.78) 0.722 51.85 66.67 55.56 82.35 31.58
F=4 0.59(0.40-0.77) 0.715 55.56 66.67 61.11 62.50 60.00
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Yamaguchi = ;£ £ 47 :

r4 Yamaguchi = ;2 & 37 > {7 Fl4c§
4-20 2k % e B~ Metavir 354 ~

AL G A R FT & o

Metavir 2
Ratio: 18.59%

Metavir 0 Metavir 3
Ratio: 4.56% Ratio: 22.96%

Metavir 1 Metavir 4
Ratio: 13.68% Ratio: 14.14%

W 4-20 a3 A 5 EE Ep ¥ % Yamaguchi & @i 1t &) B
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Convex Yamaguchi fibrosis ratio
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Falze positive rate (1-Specificity)
W 4-22 5 3835 5 ¥R Ep ¥ % Yamaguchi g it ] ROC o 4@

% 4-6 TRk 58 A 4F B % Yamaguchi & it vt b e 3E 4

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV

cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.93(0.83-1.00) 13.78 78.79 100.00 80.56 100.00  30.00
F>2 0.92(0.82-1.00) 14.33 80.80 100.00 83.33 100.00  50.00
F>3 0.68(0.49-0.87) 14.33 77.78 66.67 75.00 87.50 50.00
F=4 0.59(0.41-0.78) 18.32 88.89 50.00 69.44 64.00 81.82
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ACRA # 2 547 ¢

Convex ACRA
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—
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FO F1 F2 F3 F4

W 4-23 g5 55 7 $E B F % ACRA %-#c4s 2 B

1 % A
il i /
03 3, o
I.. o
= 0.8 T d
35 h //
=07 $
= 1 4
0B * 4
@ E ~
E 05 T 7
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= 0.4 4
‘m I P 3
S_ ] 3E=l
Z Ty // I —&— F1
E 3
= |:|2 / - —“—FEE
8o T F=4
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False positive rate (1-Specificity)
B 4-24 g5k 3L 538 e 7 % ACRA %8 ROC ¥ #

3 47 TRB AL EE R % ACRA $8cs 3 4

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV

cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>1 0.99(0.96-1.00) 0.071 96.97 100.00 97.22 100.00  75.00
F>2 0.83(0.68-0.98) 0.116 70.00 83.33 72.22 95.45 35.71
F>3 0.55(0.34-0.77) 0.117 66.67 55.56 63.89 81.82 35.71
F=4 0.65(0.47-0.83) 0.117 77.78 61.11 69.44 66.67 73.33
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4.4 TRR T VPRALILAE R S 54

AR LA %F%Lﬁslﬁl_yfim MMetavir 34 | s A %8 0 & B E_F0 & § "+
REEFFHBE L) ~F2 P R R (> % SRR R FA AL 1 o Bk g A oD
ek P NEAE SSF o TR Y Z fEa 47 273 E 0 ¥ 7 Nakagami-m %k ~
Yamaguchi 4 3 it vt 5] ~ ACRA $8ic= #8722 e ficr' fi o TRk (S "SR il 3 1o
F oAz LB o A 15 ROL T L 4250 B¢ 4w 2 B B R
a1 ROL = b o cnBIE e RIAE 5 35 5 d AR g -

Terason t3000 Linear Array Qperating Roorn B-mode

10 20 30 40
mm

W 4-25 TRk AFis SFREALAE 4R 45 % ROI 7 . )

BTN AT R S TR 0 5T AW @ ® % ROC W MEET A
el Fehaer Sl B Y hff i 48

% 48 ROC o % % % b e B3 p (FRets i o i d)

Abbreviation Full name
F>2 FO vs. F2-4
F=4 FO0-2 vs. F4
CI Confidence interval
PPV Positive predictive value
NPV Negative predictive value
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Nakagami-m %4 47 :

Linear OF Makagami-m
075} ' '
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FO F2 F4

Bl 4-26 TRk isis SRR &5 F S Nakagami-m %-#ic 44 3] B
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True positive rate (Sensitivity)
[}
m

0.4
03}
0.2%
s —e— F22
WRE
F=4
042 : - - - -
0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1

False positive rate (1-Speciicity)
B 4-27 §R5 i R & 7 % Nakagami-m %-#c ROC & 4

% 4-9 TR TS VUL 3T f7 F % Nakagami-m %-#cs 25 %

Case AUC (95% CI) Optimal Sensitivity  Specificity ~ Accuracy PPV NPV

cutoff value (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
F>2 0.60(0.26-0.94) 0.54 66.67 66.67 66.67 90.91 28.57
F=4 0.62(0.35-0.88) 0.53 55.56 55.56 55.56 55.56 55.56
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Yamaguchi = ;2 4 45 :
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