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Abstract

Metabolic-associated fatty liver disease (MAFLD) is currently the leading cause of chronic liver dis-
ease worldwide, encompassing simple steatosis, steatohepatitis, fibrosis, and cirrhosis. Early, non-
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invasive, and accurate evaluation of hepatic steatosis is crucial for screening, risk stratification, and
longitudinal management of MAFLD. While traditional ultrasound is limited by subjectivity and poor
reproducibility, and liver biopsy is constrained by its invasive nature, recent developments in quan-
titative ultrasound (QUS) technology have introduced objective and non-invasive alternatives. This
review summarizes the recent research advances in the application of quantitative ultrasound for
assessing hepatic fat content in MAFLD.
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1. 51§

AR GHAH 5 g 5 V£ BT (Metabolic Associated Fatty Liver Disease, MAFLD) T 2020 4 i [ b fiig 5 AT % 5
BT, X HE RS P B W7 P FF99 (Non-Alcoholic Fatty Liver Disease, NAFLD)AE& 58T, KBRS $ A\ 5K
G IFHAR A R R FEBRAE AL, & E SR AU % AE AR M 0 R A2 R R iz O ERI[1]. MAFLD
IR RFIZFEET, WO ER ) F 2R 2 —, 2R AL AR . ¥ 2025 FFhk
5 P B R IR HE X AR RO 3 28%~40%, B 2020 FidEF(29.62%) %% L TH2]. JFH MAFLD
3 B0 T AR DS (AN AL . AT AR BRI S5) O I A 529 LA R A FF R 2 e R 95 1) R A AU [3 ]

JR By AT MR B L A LN 2 R A D e B g 45 22 07 T R 3 380 T MAFLD [k Bl gk
JE[4]o BEAEXTHRNIRIIEN, X MAFLD HE B H A5 DN BRAZWie ) BRG] s ABERA . K
W43 J2 S A TR 15 7 B

JHFFE G I 2 B AT D S Bty 71 R Rt e () B AR, HORS HE R A0 I R PSR A (. B
SRS RS A, (AR AMESCRFERZE, ANIE M T MU & M 2h & 77 ; MRI-PDFF SRS HEE &, H
A S & SORARSEIR G T2 N A E BRI AU, S BRI, IR
FCANG IR VEON RV & S B 75 %8 o ARSI Sl AR 75 8 B HORAE MAFLD JH AR & & VAl A i
FUdk AT TR ELRIA
2. BB (Ultrasound, US)

US 2 AT/t WHNE R E AL — (N —FEtEiik, TR R R, T
Rl P TR E S R [m] 7 o B RE o PAY I S 7 7 T P 5 B 3R a3 AT A g 007 A2 1 82 P 2 (B 5
N L R [5]. BT HIGE). bt KR KSR, T2 BT MAFLD 010, (E AR R
LI W A SIS HORE T R R S R SR RS R 2R R, R IR AR AN UR, XE R
SCHLIE G & R RS AL .

3. A S B (Controlled Attenuation Parameter, CAP)

CAP i AR L FibroScan ! FibroTouch AR, H 5 Tl i 5% 845 5 R (Transient Elastography, TE),
A0 o 0 P R A T 2R R e Y S DR P SR ST R AR s 2 B e B VRA, TP AR S R R T 10%
IR AEPE. HAT, Z0UENAMEFCIESE CAP A5 # % X MRI-PDFF Jlg A8 YRR RE 5 5525 IR A
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%, BHRIFHZHIRAE[6]. Robinson Ramirez Vélez [7]%5 45 i i) CAP HGEIL 25 90 AN H 4347) 51K
W W M RAAL IR bR N BB M K (p <0.001). 7E—TREF G/ EMBI 5 H, TasE [8]% & 281 dB/m
[{) CAP {8 BA i I ABURS I (60%) AR 57 1:(74%) (AUC K 0.649), I H 24 & I8 3 R AT BE 25 50 T g
AR W B CAP B . CAP Hi R EA AR BAL 4L M AR HI AR . USR0S, SRR T4
Wiz iE . SR, HET CAP SR A2 AR B2 2 W BT AR A SRR 1 e —Fnite, DL 45
Gy NI MK AR SR BLR s, I B T Be sl e 0 A PR FE 9]

4. FETEAL & (Attenuation Imaging, ATI)

AT HAR T T SER K= 51 S, S 425 320 & £ (Attenuation Coefficient, AC)I1E &
K, LB BRI T XUIR B o %5 AR AT [ S8 i S AHE 450, T8 Tt . 2 TR0,
ATL MBI R B S TR T & 2 2 B3 IEAH0C, A WA RGO g A8 v vh B B s s Wik e .
DU BRZE 2R R b, AR TR 10]55 R I ATT 12 Wi AS [1] 25591 14D JFF 1 197 38 P AR 2 (=S 1 >S2 F1>S3) (1) AUC
439179 0.966. 0.931 #10.708. Welman Christopher J [111551A A ATI BEWSHER X 730 B4 FE (SO-1) Al o B
P FE(S2-3) g AetE, o ATI RIMEN 0.74 dB/em/MHz. AHFFR KA, XL CAP £AK, ATI kY5
MRI-PDFF {)— 31t 5 w5121 oAk, A 2 Ft 2 0] ATI Bl 4569 AC {EAY 5 g A8 PR R B A %[ 13]-[16],
A2 I WE JREFNAF AR s . JF H, FCEAABUF S N A S8 2 A — B A T SE R B [ 17]
ATHEN—FlEEBFEHA, CRWHRTFIRIBCER, 53— P IS W R T,

5. BES| AR SH(Ultrasound-Guided Attenuation Parameter, UGAP)

UGAP AT CHMEIRS BHA, SRBUH IS RS S, s & R 2R o 50 H
ZH[18]. UGAP BA RIFHIHEST LT, HILEnHE 4t = E A& . Shiva D Yagobian [19]%
DU BRSE R A2 Wik, UGAP [ AUROC ik 0.894, 3 H UGAP {H > 0.57 XHR A2 B A7AE AR AP B
H 100%BUBENEAT 64%FF 718 o 7£—FIFTHEMHT 55, Huang [20]55: L MRI-PDFF A2 WiksifE, &I UGAP
{5 MRI-PDFF 2 1EAMH5%@r = 0.77), 2W S1. S2 M1 S3 HHIATFA AL AUC 20518 091, 0.90 A1
0.88, H H15 CAP 23 IEAH I (r=0.65). Imajo K [21155 KB MR AZ T > S1 A1>S2 i, UGAP
HIZWHEREIE T CAP (AUROC 43114 0.926 5 0.878. 0.908 5 0.802). ILANA W4T o UGAP 645 5
ANBZ RS B 52 [22] . Marie Byenfeldt [23 155 DA T i i 36 iR =k /) B K3 5 UGAP Hka il gE . 2
52, UGAP ZIIB{EAERESIER, JLHHZWER IR (@ =0.599) [24]. UGAP JNJH AR A2 14 & S 4
BET N —MEAT RS, H R T R 2 ORI TN AE 52 DA RS AN [R) AT (R 1

6. AR # (Ultrasound-Derived Fat Fraction, UDFF)

UDFF A& 3T 75 7208 R $(Attenuation Coefficient, AC)FIEY [l HUH £ H(Backscatter Coefficient, BSC),
M R B B3R5 55 MRI-PDFF %5018 80— (1 5 43 b (%) Sk 38R FF IS 7 4 &, HC e 36 B oy
0%~100% [25]. UDFF &k, FKUIFFIEAEN & Efkm. H AT 2 10T 7 I T UDFF 7812 Wi it
IR G J 28 1 R P R A T 2 T R R, 5993 B 24 3 4G I MRI-PDFF B 1 5 — U (FH 5% R %00 0.79~0.90)
[26]-[28]. Riccardo De Robertis[29]55I\ >~ UDFF n]$&5 US A 2 WA B A8 PE s Wi (8 . 58 i — T
Z O F, LA MRI-PDFF N2 Wik, UDFF 2K &% 5 e AP AUC #J>0.90 [30]. Yoshiko
Nakamura [31]55 A\ DU BESERS N2 WiksifE, KB UDFF SR ARVE o A 4L g 0 & VA 5 (r =
0.7736), H5HELHEALB B R » B EIBK[32] 55 78 o g 07 8% UDFF B 2.3 & T B =, JfF
H UDFF A2 &R R, HARIF I EE WM 5. 7558 KA1 5% UDFF it MAFLD [
B K TAESLIR(2025 hR) (3314, B I IS 4 I FHE 50 08 8% (>S1). 14% (=S2)H1 20% (=S3)-
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41, UDFF 5 E 3l 5 38T V)3 580 5% (Auto-pSWE) [ s 5 T 4% [F i | ] /A 7] Acuson Sequoia ##
B Rg, W] ER - RESRI > 15 ANEUE, IFRE B 3 BEROZ 3 R D A S I T AR X, AT
WDRE, ST IRMIAR T S AL IR R . NSEARL” AR R RS S AEE RIFHmT
HAEME S R K T SEPE[34]

UDFF {ENENF i oA, HeaREmEW. #Ei, 7w TrEa@sekns e, ARE
Ve HRVEJTESE S, &S R TR _EXF MAFLD fisa . WllBE v J2As7 . AR FEE 2%
Kt —BIAIE, CARARTHE WA T B 2 B E

7. SR AR 75 3% 7R BE R R P RO LRI EL B

JFEH AR BRI R A7) 2 H T A N2 W MAFLD B VP A5 AT AR D7 A8 PEFE FE i e bm e, DAL 5% P JFF 20 B H
LRI E R AR (358 SON R MR AR 1 s B H R AMERRAE, [F]I AR AR R AR 1R 22 LA AN IE & 4
LT RS R R, DASE F T IR AR A MU & e Zh &SRV . CT nldk 2 AE CT BB
OB (RPN I & &, (R0 AR FE R I 78 MR MR B, ELAZE e s i U . 3t AT MR R, g
FLPR I (MRS) SR 1% 5 I8 17 73 BU(MRI-PDFF), o] s2BU FEIE AR G & AR R AN MR L, O
FAE VR IS W A ML 2 bl . HATZ UL PDFF 1 > 5% N2 WA [36], 3E9 R (5%~10%)-
HREE(10%~25%) B E(>25%) = A58 Z I LR Y], MRI-PDFF 5 [ E0 35 R A 4 i 2 I A G 1
[37]. #AMM0, MRS & FERT K, 01 % S B Tl A BRIy, BRI T HLAE 58 2 BT AL B R A
7 7 P N

i ERTR, ML N, B ERRE R Rtk G5k K B A M T A WA T T
HFE(US) ZAZEM S E(CAP). R IRRAR(ATD. 7 5] 3 F IS H(UGAP). 7 fi5 i 7 £ (UDFF)
TEJFFFIE i J7 22 M DA B B 25 A EAT X b, LR 10 DR 380 R (A C) RIS [l B REU(BSO) s = B,
W 1.

Table 1. Comparison of ultrasound quantitative techniques for the assessment of hepatic steatosis

1. BEEERARER AT RIS

soR%R Wi %ﬁ%? R e IR SEH

WRLESE e . 0.93 84.8%/93.6% . s P
=S1: 281 dbjm sy WRTERLE
(R4 I DG 170
CAP TE >S1: 294 dB/m 0.649 60%/74% B LT s B %52 'ﬁﬂbﬁh“}%lﬂ
(M #£3k)307 TERERON
dB/m (XL k) ZE
SIS 0.74 dB/em/MHz 103 M JE%E ,ﬁ%m@i b 7
ATI S AC S0-1vss23) 071097 s 100 R A5 fEs TR T e
LT YEAL 2R ZWIRE
RS o o ARG BRI .
UGAP Wpac 057 dBlemMHz - 0.88~093  100%/64% AR FENG SRR
JMREPDEF - poneim g o
8% (=81) MEEL T T s
UDFF AC +BSC 14% (>82) >0.90 90%/84% o HR R (%) %%rhf‘% HE X/ﬁﬂg
20% (253) EUANLE S S
AL ! &
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Figure 1. The schematic diagram of attenuation coefficient (AC) and backscatter coefficient (BSC)

1. FERBRARAOMNE M RBBSOMTEE

8. EBARTAEIERTE BiFELHE S

5 [ 75 25 2 2 (ATUM) B A6 56 U 2 2 (RSNA) 5 i AR 2E Wb B0 25 (QIBA) /& ST 1 kv ]
W B A (PEQUSYE UL, 43 il $ LIl PREE T A1 T R A= Wb 5 00ar W 07 v 3 BEAR A= s 078 e 1k
DIAZ O ZH IR EU(AC) 1 MU R E(BSC) LA K 75 14 (Speed of Sound)H il & br kA ALTE, ) T4
BN R 2 E AR AR AL HERR[38]. SRTHT, AR &) R EES SR Rt 2 H
BOZAR B AR R . 1%, WA ZE Rt AR L ZE R ROI Bk, SRAMERAE
s SR AR TG AC EA BSC AR Z I RGN 2 . HIK, BiZS%— Rk R, R
H TR R B FAT AN T B R HERE . B, RSREBF G, 2O —BE R, AR T @ E
FHYE I pysd 2 W R A & o

9. BESRE

B MAFLD BN MIFrSE LT, @022 4, (E5E . BRI ITFIR 07 52 B PP AG 14 5 R 3 2 R = 3
A E B AORAE MAFLD 92 20 20 X% BE U7 Hh R I H R4 A BT 5% o ARRATDREAE LT 77 Mk — PR R -
(1) AFRBELEES R EN, L5 — I 53R Q) 2 T RFEARRTIETEDT T RITT R,
TR v B AN A KRR 7, A S A AR il & v B BB A2 W s (3) 22 MGE A IA N TR B
(ADZH, PR EREE E R, RIH2EReR S — Bk,

B2, EFERDOR ARG . ERAERT A, mRERAETE S TR IR IR
RSEMR, RIS BT MAFLD (4 8 1 B, RO THm (297 K1, B0E B i
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