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[Abstract] Chronic hepatitis B is a common chronic inflammatory disease of the liver in China that
frequently results in sustained damage to the liver parenchyma, followed by liver fibrosis, and ultimately
progresses to unfavorable outcomes such as cirrhosis, liver failure, and liver cancer. Liver fibrosis reversal can

be achieved through early and effective intervention. Therefore, timely and accurate assessment of the degree of
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liver fibrosis is of great clinical significance for the treatment and prognosis assessment of patients with chronic

hepatitis B. MRI plays a crucial role in the early assessment and monitoring of the therapeutic efficacy of liver

fibrosis in chronic hepatitis B. Currently, there is a lack of uniform consensus on MRI scanning protocols and

related diagnostic thresholds for liver fibrosis in chronic hepatitis B, which is not conducive to practical clinical

evaluation and application. This expert consensus is based on a full review of relevant domestic and international

literature and the formulation of methodologies based on evidence-based medical guidelines and standards to

develop recommendations for MRI scanning techniques and the diagnosis of liver fibrosis in chronic hepatitis B,

with a view to providing a clear basis for the clinical diagnosis.
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ZHAATE B 4 2R, FEEANTT R AR R
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“liver fibroses”, “hepatic fibrosis”.
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JFF S JBT R MO e 3R R AL ik U fE . T Child-Pugh 343 < 7
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Scheuer Fl METAVIR > S3 & Ishak > $4"9,
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FEAGHFIRREREE (liver stiffness measurement, LSM), ROI
V.78 i LA SRR R DI, R T 2. R &
AEFEE, I ELFEHESRATAT 2 CMEAN ML O S 52 M sk, (2)
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FRAES Wit T 4E 1L, PA> 6.87 KPa AR iE 12 i T i
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FTEEZEHT, PRSI HEF I MRE LWL 4E1k. BENFLT
Yefk., SRR A4 ST 2 S R R i 26 T T
il (area under curve, AUC) 4r%]40.84, 0.88. 0.93,
0.92, AHN 2 WU EERIRR R BE 43518 0,73, 0.79. 0.85,
0.91F10.79, 0.81, 0.85. 0.81, AR AYPATEILA LB
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% 0.83, 0.75. 0.78. 0.85 1 0.88. 0.82, 0.86. 0.83,
FES ) PHAPAEALLER LU AR MUK 25 6,93, 4,12, 5.57,
5.00 #10.19, 0.30, 0.25, 0.18, W54 ExR, Gd-
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HAAEEL W, R ™ A4] 150 il CHB %,
A TUES W 238 R AT e Ak, 36 i J0) BT &1 248 b S B 4k 1)
AUC {4514 0.905, 0.907, 0.897, Yang % ™ A4H 126
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JFEF 44k B RS AUC B4 514 0.805. 0.755. 0.726,

4. DWI GIEHBRZ - &, HEFSREE : 59) . 3EFFHEHR «
TP B R % (apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC) A
DWI F 2@ &P iR, ETARKRSTIES. #WiHiR
FERRLAL b (ERBEREE S0 ADC M, $HEEME
WAt ADC A (RS AR B R U E 5 Lu(E) i
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X R BE R AR N S R E R R 2 — 1 Y, TR
o A R R R, KRB R A 2 R T A oh
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IVIM) GIEEZFA « &, HERFWRE « 55) : DWI LR IE
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FETEWRRRL S, S REMERR SO U A SR AR AL, R
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b ESHR, W& BRI, AR iR,
JFET 4t DL {0 DY EFRSAR, Horb £ EF D (%
i 2 Ye 2 MBI E X 12 NS 923 B 2 iR AT
ZRGERER, IVIM W REIFA4EA . R
Hefb 2 FFREAL ) AUC {43514 0.862.0.883,0.886.0.899,
A IVIM B8 26T b (B R A I 188 1 TG 1 381
I b, 44 b EE AT A — AR, 5IAEZM Db
{ERT AR BE AR 45 R . R TR b EEE R0, &
LA A, KT IVIM JFLF 458 T 2 T 241
PR I e e IR Y,

2. WEALRYBEE % (diffusion kurtosis imaging,
DKI) (IEFEZS « o, HEESRAE « 559) : DKIETAEE W
R, BALESK 15 BRAR I R A /KT8 B
0w e AR, B DWI B R0k 41 kb S WK 437 1Y SR A g
Bl o R A A R e e e A D S O = S W S E
H## (mean diffusion, MD) . ADC 5 £ 4Efb A2 52 7 ¢,
M4 HUEE-T¥{E (mean kurtosis, MK) S52F4E{vfREY
EIEM W0 DKI W] T IFLF b Gis Wy, SR ek
PEAHRTRAR, BHFFE T 1 MD il MK (12 WiiEge 5 ADC
ERIZ WML, PRI DK B AR 32 8 B,

3. 3 A X b 1 5 @4 3t R BB (dynamic contrast
enhancement magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-MRI) (GiE
PEGLA - o, MEESREE « 59) « HFAFe bt RS M
MRS AU AR L, IR E) 1A s 2T %
BSEATAE, WERFAG I T £ 2 AL A4 L 31 727 R A a3 1
B2 A B T R85, DCE-MRI & &HF50 T Miish 7
AR, T A PHE A UL A8 P AR LR 4
T, LA BRI AR MLV AR 0L A 95 175 P 45 Ty T 1) o8
8, PRV I M i E A E T i, T T4t
PEAB T ATl O, AR S O T AT 4EAL 2 G035 W () (E TF
FLEERAN—, WA 4ELE AUC 4 0.60 ~ 0.95 R4,
DCE-MRI ZWiF £ 44 2 4 ML AN E R Wit &
B, JEAE DCE-MRI S 505 I 47 410 BT Bk
FE, FEnby 22 fMEREW, REERE, ME ALY
AR AR PN, BRI .l 4% Sk AR B 2 )
GRBRARREN, N LERAECEKERRBEENESY
R R I BR AL BERE TT, BRI, PN
T b 4 T EEAER Y, BT MRI A TR Rt
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VE R IFEF YAt 53 902 Wi A B 9T
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MRI X 25 B 21 4E A 1712 W BG BOm i R 8, A
CHB BE T4 oW, 578U iE WAL T £
HILERE, WIEEINEIREAUFNE MRI A& . . HAEry AT
CHB F£F4ifk MRI 2 Wity 2 oDIGIRAT SRR D, S50 45
B2, FRFEEZHMEN, KL Z Okl
REFEE, LA MRI Wi AT S 82 Wi .

Pt . CHB ATF£F4E1t MRI 12 WA R 3% 38 1) FAH 5547
S O EELIN A

MRE 5 CHB W& R 474k, shfiFereib, JiF
ALY AUC {54 51k 0.879 ~ 0.988, 0.862 ~ 1.000 }%
0.843 ~ 1.000 (33),

Gd-EOB-DTPA A[EFMZ W CHB BE T £f 4k, 3t
JEHANTF AT 4E4l. R4 AUC {5437k 0.646 ~ 0.905,
0.653 ~ 0.930 }% 0.581 ~ 0.897 (%£4),

DWIiZWr CHB & #E M 4F 4k ik, #FR 444k,
AL AUC (4> 514 0.670 ~ 0.991, 0.866 ~ 0.981 %
0.620 ~ 0.952 (3£ 5),
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TRINTTEHE = NREEBEH AT S

it e (
%IL (R BRI E P L EE et
4T (

MR (LT A L ARG R O R | iR R R B I R B E EE BT R
¥ ZZ (EABRHERFEREBIZEER) ?Jx#@ﬂ (A N REBEBRE)
feAmaAR (T A I ARG R AR O R * 8 (EHRFIE RS S BORRE)
VHER [ Bt P EZ eI R B (B nTiss B
3 MRE ZWrigk LB R SER. S WisIE LAH R AhE
Ik - W TR TE fﬁﬁﬂ ATC R FrR FE}‘@ @?'@ PR rﬁﬂri BE
ms) (ms) $(f1) S BE O BUNE BONE UKL UK (kPa)
B2 Lef™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 334  0.988 0.954 0.956 0.947 0.962 21.682 0.048 2.690
Jf4F  Chang %™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 332 0.972 0.907 0.960 0.987 0.750 22.666  0.098 2.570
44k, HennedigeZ®™ GE 1.5 GRE 50 24 63 / 0.974 1.000 1.000 0.960 / 0.026  3.200
Wu 25 & Siemens 1.5 2D GRE 50 22.7 135  0.879 0.932 0.765 / / 3.966  0.089 2.768
Shi 2™ GE 3 2D GRE 50 27.9 113 0.986 0.950 0.945 0.904 0.972 17.273  0.053  4.070
AR GE 3 2D GRE 50 24 109 0.995 0.950 1.000 1.000 0.942 / 0.050 3.175
s B Philips 3 2D GRE 50 20 24 0.960 0.800 1.000 / / / 0.200 2.960
HE Lees™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 334 0.988 0.952 0.938 0.902 0.970 15.355 0.051 3.040
HIF  Chang %™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 332 0.946 0.892 0.882 0.931 0.820  7.582  0.122 2.920
4 HennedigeZ®™ GE 1.5 GRE 50 24 63 /  1.000 0.941 0.935 1.000 16.950 0.000 3.700
e Wu 25 & Siemens 1.5 2D GRE 50 22.7 135 0.862 0.638 0.946 / / 11.815  0.383  3.668
Shi 2™ GE 3 2D GRE 50 27.9 113 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000 / 0.000 5.450
WAL GE 3 2D GRE 50 24 109 0.998 0.952 0.980 0.968 0.970 47.600  0.049 3.880
JFRELY,  Lee 2™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 334 0.987 0.951 0.945 0.847 0.984 17.291 0.052 3.940
Chang % ™ GE 1.5 2D GRE 100 26.8 332 0.920 0.835 0.907 0.866 0.884  8.948  0.183 3.670
Hennedige%™  GE 1.5 GRE 50 24 63 /  1.000 0.952 0.977 1.000 20.833  0.000 4.330
Wu 25 & Siemens 1.5 2D GRE 50 22.7 135  0.843 0.755 0.872 / / 5.898  0.281  3.893
Shi 2™ GE 3 2D GRE 50 27.9 113 0.998 1.000 0.991 0.803 1.000 111.111 0.000 6.870
s = GE 3 2D GRE 50 24 109 0.996 0.955 0.972 0.896 0.988  34.107 0.046 4.935
s B Philips 3 2D GRE 50 20 24 1.000 1.000 1.000 / / / 0.000 3.720
W2 GE : @A s GRE : BREERIJE 5 TR : SRR 5 TE « [FIPEHR s AUC « 2l BEREI & NI 5/ OO REE
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%4 Gd-EOB-DTPA W& AT S XA S 2 WiBHE SRR 3
TR TE BBl ez o gps WIHE DMEMEE BIE
Hm #E Wk

2 Nojiri %™ Philips 1.5 / /4.7 2.05 149 LIS /0.964 0.231 0.779 0.692 1.254 0.156 1.620
JiT4r (530 4) /0.509 0.974 0.983 0.413 19.577 0.504 1.380
#efk, /0.936 0.600 0.869 0.852 2.340 0.107 1.550
75 LIS / 0.857 0.385 0.724 0.588 1.394 0.371 1.620

(B&iF2H) / 0.449 0.962 0.957 0.481 11.816 0.573 1.380

/0.776 0.885 0.927 0.679 6.748 0.253 1.550

Jin%:™  Siemens 1.5 VIBE / 1.93 4.36 68 ECV (%) 0.850 0.587 0.955 0.964 0.525 12.901 0.433 27.400
Yang %™ Siemens 1.5 VIBE 27 ,12° 1.93 4.38 126 ATI 0.805 0.756 0.775 0.878 0.596 3.360 0.320 0.683
ARI1 0.849 0.744 0.900 0.941 0.621 7.440 0.280 0.332

Kiier 0.761 0.756 0.650 0.823 0.553 2.160 0.380 0.133

K% Philips 3 Look-Locker  7° 5 1.7 150 Tl (ms) 0.646 0.652 0.658 0.849 0.391 1.906 0.529 797
Tlaymy (ms) 0.844 0.643 0.974 0.987 0.481 24.731 0.367 226

ATI 0.905 0.795 0.868 0.947 0.590 6.023 0.236 0.740

ARI1 0.869 0.696 0.947 0.975 0.514 13.132 0.321 0.330
##E% Philips 3 Look-Locker — 7° 51 1.8 99  Tly,, (ms)0.984 0.960 1.000 1.000 0.935 /  0.040 452.670
ATI 0.987 0.980 0.939 0.966 0.964 16.066 0.021 0.484

I Nojiri 5™ Philips 1.5 / /4.7 2.05 149 LIS /0.967 0.466 0.739 0.900 1.811 0.071 1.550
W (555520 /0.593 0.948 0.947 0.598 11.404 0.429 1.380
14 /0.901 0.621 0.788 0.800 2.377 0.159 1.510
ik 5ud L125 / 0.868 0.622 0.702 0.821 2.296 0.212 1.550
(B&iFH) / 0.514 0.947 0.905 0.667 9.698 0.513 1.380

/ 0.838 0.737 0.756 0.824 3.186 0.220 1.510

Yang %™ Siemens 1.5 VIBE 2 ,12° 1.93 4.38 126 ATI 0.755 0.734 0.710 0.723 0.721 2.530 0.370 0.669
ARI1 0.827 0.813 0.807 0.813 0.807 4.200 0.230 0.330

LN 0.819 0.766 0.710 0.732 0.746 2.640 0.330 0.114

K% Philips 3 Look-Locker  7° 5 1.7 150 Tl (ms) 0.653 0.744 0.588 0.685 0.656 1.806 0.435 799
Ty (ms) 0.832 0.829 0.706 0.773 0.774 2.820 0.242 208

ATI 0.907 0.781 0.897 0.901 0.773 7.583 0.244 0.710

ARI 0.862 0.756 0.824 0.838 0.737 4.296 0.296 0.320
#E% Philips 3 Look-Locker — 7° 51 1.8 99 Tly, (ms) 0.847 1.000 0.707 0.777 1.000 3.410 0.000 458.550
ATI 0.930 1.000 0.813 0.845 1.000 5.356 0.000 0.466

JHFRE Nojiri 2™ Philips 1.5 / /407 2.05 149 LIS /0.956 0.529 0.467 0.965 2.030 0.083 1.470
1k (555520 / 0.400 0.942 0.750 0.784 6.897 0.637 1.315
/0.778 0.808 0.636 0.894 4.052 0.275 1.380

75 LIS / 0.824 0.672 0.424 0.929 2.512 0.262 1.470

(B&iFe) / 0.471 0.931 0.667 0.857 6.826 0.568 1.315

/0.765 0.862 0.619 0.926 5.544 0.273 1.380

Jin%™  Siemens 1.5 VIBE / 1.93 436 68 ECV (%) 0.899 0.840 0.837 0.750 0.900 5.160 0.191 27.420
Yang %™ Siemens 1.5 VIBE 27 ,12° 1.93 4.38 126 ATI 0.726 0.756 0.617 0.523 0.820 1.970 0.400 0.669
ARI1 0.809 0.911 0.667 0.603 0.931 2.730 0.130 0.332

Kiier 0.776 0.600 0.852 0.692 0.793 4.050 0.470 0.082

K% Philips 3 Look-Locker  7° 5 1.7 150 Tl (ms) 0.581 0.735 0.475 0.405 0.787 1.400 0.558 799
Tlaymy (ms) 0.853 0.735 0.861 0.720 0.870 5.288 0.308 249

ATI 0.897 0.714 0.891 0.761 0.865 6.551 0.321 0.660

ARI1 0.873 0.714 0.881 0.744 0.864 6.000 0.325 0.260

¥+ LI25=25min post-enhanced LISI/pre-enhanced LISI, LIST=SI sy ) i

ECVie (%) = ARlye/ ARl x (100- ZIAIMEE), A Rlye =1/Tlye postcontrast 1/ Tl Drecontrast ? ARl =1/ Tl postwntmslil/TlaDna precontrast

ATl = (Tlpre-Tlpost) /Tlpre
/A R1= (1/T1 post-1/Tlpre)

KHep = O' 39/20 X [ (I/Tlpost of the ]iverfl/Tlpre of the ]jver) / (I/Tlpost of the spleenil/Tlpre of the spleen) 70'77]

GE . ] 5 VIBE : BRI AFRIBE SRR 5 FA - #F%fh 5 TR . R ; AUC

ECV,er  HFEZHAAMATR 55

: ARERAEFHMEZ TR 5 / - FOCBHRIER 5
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=5 DWIZWHEMELBIFSARKAHESEL. 2 WrisifE SN 24 RE

‘ TR TE 6 ) o s DOE DHERIECPRE R
i = ML R s ) b{E fghr AUC o wm R Bk (<10

(ms) (ms) % (i) EOE 5
i H K mmYs)
B2 Serag %" Siemens 1.5 / 5500 62 232 90,400,800  ADC 0.968 0.928 0.856 0.828 0.941 6.444 0.084 1.410
JFeT nADC 0.973 0.969 0.871 0.848 0.974 7.512 0.036 1.705
Hefk, Lewin 2 Siemens 1.5 / 1400 76 54 0,200,400,800 ADC 0.790 /  /  / / / /  1.240
Hennedige 2 GE 1.5/ 3000~4000 76 63 0,500 ADC  / 0.718 0.750 0.824 0.621 2.872 0.376 1.276
3000 ~ 5000 91 / 0.846 0.792 0.869 0.760 4.067 0.194 1.273
V™ Siemens 3 EPI 3024 73 84 0,800 ADC 0.991 0.958 0.956 0.962 0.952 21.773 0.044 1.254
[ Philips 3 EPI 3500 55 99 800 ADC 0.903 0.740 0.939 0.955 0.674 12.092 0.277 1.260
i B Philips 3 EPI 1400 55 24 800 ADC 0.670 0.800 0.560 / /  1.818 0.357 1.330
wAEall GE 3 EPI 3024 73109 800 ADC 0.947 0.967 0.831 0.875 0.954 5.722 0.040 1.285
P Serag 2 Siemens 1.5 / 5500 62 232 90,400,800  ADC 0.879 0.881 0.806 0.608 0.952 4.541 0.148 1.192
I nADC 0.933 0.881 0.859 0.681 0.955 6.248 0.139 1.499
4 Lewin %™ Siemens 1.5 / 1400 76 54 0,200,400,800 ADC 0.920 0.870 0.870 0.720 0.946 6.692 0.149 1.210
ft, Besheer 2™  Philips 1.5 EPI 2800 74 208 0,400,800 ADC 0.866 0.990 0.670 0.720 0.946 6.692 0.149 1.540
Hennedige 2 GE 1.5/ 3000~4000 76 63 0,500 ADC  / 0.897 0.765 0.765 0.897 3.817 0.135 1.276
3000 ~ 5000 91 / 0.897 0.647 0.684 0.880 2.541 0.159 1.273
V™ Siemens 3 EPI 3024 73 84 0,800 ADC 0.966 0.806 0.970 0.944 0.889 26.867 0.200 1.204
[ Philips 3 EPI 3500 55 99 800 ADC 0.817 1.000 0.640 0.739 1.000 2.778 0.000 1.110
wAEatl GE 3 EPI 3024 73109 800 ADC 0.948 0.941 0.714 0.674 0.951 3.290 0.083 1.125
Mgt O GE 3 EPI 4000 Minimum 59 800 ADC 0.981 0.969 0.902 0.931 0.955 9.888 0.034 1.109
JiFRE Serag 2" Siemens 1.5 / 5500 62 232 90,400,800  ADC 0.940 0.870 0.854 0.396 0.984 5.959 0.152 1.093
1t nADC 0.986 0.957 0.893 0.496 0.995 8.944 0.048 1.355
Hennedige 2 GE 1.5/ 3000 ~4000 76 63 0,500 ADC  /  1.000 0.690 0.617 1.000 3.226 0.000 1.276
3000 ~ 5000 91 / 1.000 0.595 0.553 1.000 2.469 0.000 1.273
Emara % Philips 1.5 / 1000 137 75 500 ADC 0.890 0.860 0.900 0.264 0.994 8.600 0.156 1.150
nADC 0.520 0.610 0.607 0.061 0.974 1.552 0.643 0.520
V™ Siemens 3 EPI 3024 73 84 0,800 ADC 0.952 0.902 0.833 0.596 0.969 5.401 0.118 1.089
s B Philips 3 EPI 1400 55 24 800 ADC 0.620 0.880 0.440 / / 1.571 0.273 1.330
wAEal  GE 3 EPI 3024 73109 800 ADC 0.889 0.915 0.727 0.459 0.917 3.352 0.117 1.075

¥ GE A
FIEURE s nADC : BRIfEIL ADC, JHIE SRR 5 HE
Be) B,

¥R (BT — AREREAZBRAL)
BEIn (S EREMEH LR
W (DU M R IE S L BRE L)
ik 8 (R HT AL AR EES T OO RE)
i 5 ORI REBEAT 2 ER)
KA (g g AR AR DR ERL)
BESE (H A NREBESTF
JEEE ONACEE -~ Bk BEBE i F)
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