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Abstract

Hepatocellular Carcinoma (HCC) is a highly prevalent malignancy worldwide, with most patients di-
agnosed at intermediate to advanced stages, underscoring the urgent need for more effective locore-
gional therapies. Selective Internal Radiation Therapy (SIRT) delivers Yttrium-90 (Y-90)-loaded mi-
crospheres via the hepatic artery, enabling high-dose internal irradiation of tumors. The two clinically
available microsphere types—resin (SIR-Spheres) and glass (TheraSphere)—exhibit substantial dif-
ferences in physical properties, dosimetric distribution, manufacturing techniques, and clinical out-
comes. This review systematically compares the efficacy, safety, and technical considerations of resin
versus glass Y-90 microspheres in HCC treatment. Regarding physical characteristics, resin micro-
spheres are porous with lower density and prescribed activity, whereas glass microspheres possess a
dense structure, higher specific activity, and achieve greater tumor-absorbed doses. In terms of clini-
cal efficacy, objective response rates and disease control rates are generally comparable; however,
subgroup analyses reveal differential outcomes: resin microspheres may confer superior survival
benefits in patients with large tumors (=5 cm), while glass microspheres demonstrate prolonged
overall survival and reduced toxicity in those with portal vein tumor thrombosis. Safety profiles differ,
with resin microspheres associated with a higher incidence of post-embolization syndrome and radi-
ation-induced liver disease correlated with non-tumoral liver dose; glass microspheres exhibit more
stable deposition and lower risk of non-target embolization. Dosimetric evidence supports the supe-
riority of partition model over traditional body surface area method for survival prediction, and dis-
crepancies between pre-treatment 99mTc-MAA imaging and actual microsphere distribution neces-
sitate post-procedural verification. For special populations, including patients with portal vein inva-
sion or large tumors, individualized selection of microsphere type and dosing strategy is essential.
Current challenges include microsphere heterogeneity confounding trial comparability and a paucity
of cost-effectiveness analyses. Future directions emphasize biomarker-guided precision selection and
artificial intelligence-assisted dosimetry optimization. In conclusion, resin and glass Y-90 micro-
spheres offer distinct advantages in HCC management; clinical decision-making should integrate tu-
mor burden, liver function, portal vein status, and therapeutic goals within a multidisciplinary frame-
work to achieve personalized treatment.
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1. SIS 5 MMER
1.1, BRRARAATT LR 5 B RS AR
JFT- 44 ff 8 (HC.C) A 4= BRI BBl 3 R 2R FIBE T 28 J8 s AN S B g, 2 8UEEfEiZ b T g
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H, RFARVIGRS B HERIE BT IS RELNKIIT 2% (TACE). REMERIGTT (R
B J8) K AR BEIRIT S F BAWIE D, (HeRiE HCC B3 AR TS (DA ERAR, AL A A7 3 s A 2 —
SERPHE2]. IUAIRTT RIS TEBR IR . M52 M S AR 36 R i 7 AR R R PR, I T4 1 1] ik
ek KR A6 (>5 om) BRI D Re it 2 B 22 0SS, IRIR TR SRIC NIEYI[3]. Ak, TP X AE A HCC &
RIXAk, HATHEZ s i SRR E S AR L AR BRI T IR AR, kT T R BE AL B0 DL B A [
SRR IR G, R AR 86 B 22 (4] DRE, IRBEFEA R 24 BRI R X867 FB, BN
LHi HCC £ A & F R st 7 1A

1.2. EFEMAHEHATCIRDMBEARRES LR HIE

PP N A JT (Selective Internal Radiation Therapy, SIRT) & —Fh 2 i s ki 42K 24 52-90 (Y-90)
TS PEAZ 2R RIS i 328 3o 2 e 3k afL if 65 1) J3 3T R R (510 Y-90 BEIUERE B I 26, TE LU iE i
L) 2.5~11 mm, AL BRIk S R R R, R A R R L AF 4261, HRTIRIR B
Z N Y-90 Bk ZEALFER B MK (SIR-Spheres) F1 3 3 i BR(TheraSphere) 195,  1X W % 207 2\AEY)
HRREIE . AR A0 SR P bR EAFAERCR ZE (6] H 21 tHLWISRALLISK, SIRT C/EA T YIBR HCC &3
HALR T RERIGIRER, 20 R SR A BB RE 14~28 AN H, B 3 5 2 se gl s
B BRI E R D2 52 R AR 7]-[9] 0 ME4K, BB NGB 2 AR 2 1 e B i E M I PR A% (1 HEJE, SIRT IE
MG IR TT RS HEA S AL T R EE[10] [11].

1.3. WIE SFIBRIK LB RAIGRE X

REMAR S B3 Y-90 MEREIFAESL AT T HCC iRYT, (EHMBISH. LIT5E v KRBT NEAE
RIRZEE S B0, BRSPS (2 1.06 GBq)E. & I8 T B OR(2 2.66 GBq), 47 HLfi Fl VT e
FEERSHEVER AL 50% [12]. WnARDTFCRER — & ERE N (7 20T BEAFAE Ak — I [ml ik
BEFUREL, AEPETTER bIOR A 0 R rh, SRR AERAL A0 o (e A A7 30T 0 2 O T W AR OsR AL 13 ] T2 e K
R EAE >5 om MU, WARTLERI S LA A A7 3R aa (141 SR, BUA LSS 25 RVET BB BA 5]
BUNEARTIT T, B2 Sk Sk BN AR R 0 SCRE[15]0 BRAh, PHRPRERIEAR ZERNL, RJREREIER
PR AR R T AE A 5 TR AR S AR 16] [17] BRIUE, ARG UM AR 5 B MR e T2 2 Je ¢
ARIERCHE T T 225, AMCE BT ARG R SR, B il 5 551008 UE A0 Sl 5 S ms SR oG s A A, L
A HER LA E S0 TR

AN —RARMELRE, BERGME LGS BIE-00 TERTEFT AN IR B PR
JrRk ek RO . IR S 2 ORI Bt L= B RSkt Sk FBE AL AR 15], A
SCAETES B A IR P nT REAF A — SE IR 7 5 R PR BR Ao DR THZ O AR T St 5T L e, AL
R385 3 T(MATT R0 55 4 TECLAENE) PO OCHRT FUHEAT T/ R G R, JR B IR AT A
ERBEMI AR, JEH SRR TR 7 5 1 R ORI S Xt 2518 R R o
2. 290 MERHMEHMSRRER
2.1, WIRRERIGHIS I S SR B E

BB & B SRR O - — MBI L, R ZALMEE, PR EAZH 20~35 pm.
PRSI R THC-90 OB ARE LS & o RAMIEFUR, Hr e P SL M IR TOERAE 30 208 4 R AT IA 2

50-90 W BFP47, KRN AR E I 14.95 me/g, HAE 24 /NEHEERR E 2w s 5 Lo, Sonh
R U B g PE[18]. ESI AT, 90Y Aric i Biorex 70 #4 fIE IR FRICZ &L 95%, AN HFIF 7 K
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PREGZIE 87.72% + 1.56% [19]. IWwIRFIE TR, W RRERTE SLBRIG T H mT S A W i 771 & 24
100~120 Gy [20].

2.2. FERIRHYBES B SEERHEN

BERSHEROE H AR IR Sh RS I, HES R R — Bk LE ), BREEET 99% [21]. HF
ELAREE N T HIETER, 2959 20~30 um, 2 B2 5T iy, UOREd B SR . IR TUOR i) LU B2 {2 3 = TR IR oK,
R TEATIE 137.7+8.6 MBg/mg [21]. HI T HBUR S, BOEHORIEAR N B RERE NS, InRIEFT
S LT S R OSGR R, TEIE 205 Gy [20]. ZERF A REEE B, BB MR AL 00 R 4
SFIEN 205.7 £ 19.7 Gy, TEm THASHERN 128.9 £ 10.6 Gy (p <0.001), H. 8 5 158 AT 4H L1575 &
FEH (4.9 £0.7 vs. 2.4 +£0.3,p<0.001) [22]. b4, BEESHUERTE R IR YT i nl SEILEEZH 23735 52 e 7 &
263.5 Gy, 3 1NHEEZREZRIE 60% [23].

23. AHMBHNERARAEREREEHER

WY R SR I B8 A AL £0-90 578K TSR AW BE o, T 3 ek DO e s s Nt S S A% R
HEBEA NPOE AT XA R R EN S LG . ok — AR e 07 IAE 7R B35 A
Ao BEIETERER G T2, BB, REFomE2E,  mb IRk MR i 2= b, mTae
AFAERE RN PR R B o IR LB rh, BB AER AL 77 76 1R B35 v T R k. 7E I R R i o,
PRI IR s I s TR I, B A, TS AR B ATk +50% A F(p < 0.001) [12]. k4,
B B S BRAE {8 K UL v JHF U B R80T 97%, A& PET AR MR LI Sl e AR T, REIHAE
Fik g AR AR E MR R 21

2.4. WEEFER M ER BN KR RIER

JRAERC-90 TAIR EEDEI g S EORAFAMMI TR AE I, T ARMAS LR 2, (ERCR BP0 A P47 mT e S
LAE PR 0 PR P IR AR AR 2 K R B LR B 15 W TR IR R 8 LA REAR AR08, AE ML B 5
KA, TTRESEARLERVIR . IRRERRT FURIL, M IR WORIG T 1 -8 B T8 A vhoA: H ek
R B2 T BB MERA, HEREEUGAR, R HE SRR RE(24]. MEZT, SIERMERE
TP UTREER,  SEAR T2 i R S S KA, W eI g AR R . RIS, ARSI
PERUBIE TR 7, S et I 5 Sy T S B S SRR B v R P B3 S0 P 25 SR, X B 22 5
R AN B E A AR ZE A SR AR B M A 43 AW TR M IR ORI ARG I . ol Xk 254
FEFIRER EH IL[16], B AT WF 5T 7 9 LA I A A AR AL B VDT TR AR BA[26] . (EASTE R, WAL
BREL v B BRI (>3 40) J8 o B AR L S RSOR) B 2 o v, SR AR ARSI 2 23 b 7y
A n] e R A 16]

3. IGERTREL B it R
3.1. EMEREORR)SEHFITHIEDCRM Meta 5347

22 TR e K mi B A B T - B 40 -90 RERAE T4 e (HCC) YR IT Hh 1 25 WL 2% i % (ORR) Fl
I 2 1 R (DCR)FHAT T VAl o — TG\ 251 5] HCC B3 1) [l it il 978 S 7, B BE AR 2L 1) ORR A 58.3%,
W v T B TUER 21 50.7%, HZESFARIEG A EEME; WA DCR SHE R, e R ek e s i 7
HEATE[15]. AT 32 BIA AT VIR HCC &3 8 B AR R A 78 i 25 ORR A 65.6%, DCR
15 78.1% [27]. BEAh, 1 422 Bl R IR HERIGIT ) CIRT #7294, 6 4~ H B ORR #1 DCR 437l 15 94%
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A 78% (28] TIAEBIHMERTTIH, —TiEHXS 20 Bk HCC BF KB TTER, 3 M BEEMFIL 60%,
7 e R BRSO R T S S B0 Je AR i [23 ] VBN SIBIE FC s Rk £ ORR B A1 (%%, R
EAUESE B AN 2 DASCRE— MR 7E ORR Bk DCR J7 [ E A BRI, HLIA Bods 2 RIE T A RE L |
WEFE, PR T 258 A E

3.2. MBS SREPkEBLEE AR

i I8 5747 2 SRV EC-90 THORTT UM R 3R, AR R R HERAEA R Fufar ™ (R IUAEAE 2 7o — T[] oot
PR AR, fERCKIMEER > 5 om T4, SRR AERHER &3 F 47 oS (16.4 A~ H)F1 PFS (9.3 4
YR ER T HEEFERA (08 12.0 M HAT 6.4 N H) [14]. BEAk, £HXF 53 1 HAZR >S5 em $& HCC &
BRI, BEISHORR 2 IR 2SR T # 3 H ORR (66.7% vs FLIRZE 2 46.9%) [29], #-7R K
i g6 R e 5 L O e ) RARG R R A 2 . 7L, BN — DA N 413 iR R AR 4R
H, MRIRIGRIE > 150 Gy & OS RE LK (322 MH vs 17.5 A H) [9], AR N fER K AT SLELEE = i e
FUE R T g A . AR, WA 0 R oR U 2 A M AR R TS A R IR, b AR ik
FEME IS AR I — @7 24 15]. 25 b, KMo Bl 6 Ay S5 P RE B 52 2 T W IR sk I 77 & R Mk B
BEEATIERI R A 7 i M, (E TR 45 A 7R AR MR RO

3.3. EHEHEEER(OS/PFS) RIS MFE

KT RS BEIS R AE S A AF BI(OS) AT itk g AR A- BA(PFS) A7 T I 22 57, LA WEHRAETE R+l
I3 TSP R TE R AN b B A AL . fldn, 7ECEI TE ik i R b, SISk d4 i 4Ar OS &
ZKTHARHO4vs3.7 M, P<0.001)[13]. 2AT, 7—TRBABERH SRR E OS L& ER
(27.5 vs 22.2 AN H) [30]. M, ERHIEFY HCC BHF, BRMERGL SR HELKKFLL OS (16.4 vs
12.0 > H)F1 PFS (9.3 vs 6.4 A F) [14]0 KHUE [R]EIHERT 7 a0 g\ 251 51 82 (1 A F1 42 B 2H OS (40 vs
29 /> A PES (268 vs 241 KB T Giit2- 22 R 15]. MoAh, ERTEEREMESS B B vh, MR Bk 4L Az
OS HE&EM T B HEH(18.2vs 9.3 N H), RE PEKRIARZE(P=0.292) [31]. X3 ELE LRI T EE
LRI R 43 J R0 U B vk R B T IR (R] P S S M o DRI, BRI TG BRI RS ERTE OS Bk
PFS 7T EA @&, AEA7IRA AT Re e FE AR TR AL 77 2 S s 5 I AR 51 o

4. REMFHIEST RR MK
4.1. HEHERF IR R £ RELE

T M AT 45 4% (Radiation-Induced Liver Disease, RILD) & 4%0-90 fER & Bk AT 14 ZE36 7 75 B A 5y K
ANRFM 2 —. AR, WHESIFEEHERTE RILD K4 X HAFEZ . — R BT E R,
TERESM JRISOERIG T I 8, tHIN>3 ZBUR R 4% 78 FLAR IR FH 2 2 R GR35 v T s sk 4
(43.5 Gy vs 33.3 Gy), o i ek mT a6 D] B v 110 I 5 o et 351 o v 9 o 7 2 g ik XU [ 1610 53— T
AN 614 1] 8.2 1) RESIN VEMF 7R , BEER I Dhfe e 8 21097 )5 3 astE(WBLL = T = 3205 13.8%)
P ER TN R 2, HA VR IT S AR R AR TR 231 KB [32]. AHELZ N, BRE TR AE F1 ] # icms i iR
) R AL AOR AR IR I R IR M R AR SN T IR UK 2 [ 13 AT &, R PPk w7
AEFEL RILD, (HUB R TR AR AR 1 77 2 A1 T W Ay o B v ) Sl B it frgey, - AT SR TH 403 400 XU

42. RERGEEUENIRKRRRER
¥ %€ J5 2% 5 {iE(Post-Embolization Syndrome, PES)/E44-90 T3k 2 2l kB #4 ZEA J5 WL F A R
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B, FERDABE Bl WKk, KM= J7. MR FUIE H, W IRHEREEA G B 2 I ARAER B8
WO, —IULR S 5 AR ER I AU I, R AL MR = A E R TR 2 R, EM AR
BEARJEIER. B ORIRIESE PES SRR AR & [16]. h4h, CIRT ATBEVEREFE s, 52 I ieR
BT EE T 36.7% A REM, Hd 9.7% R 3 F LU L, Z2HERINEEFE PES [27]. 5B
BEXHR A AR B D FEARRT SR, IRRTEME E 20 12 Z00E55 . BAORIB. BOEEM, &
DR EAAEEE[33]. IXUEEER I, EAR PES TEMIISHERIGTT Ry R AR, (AR TR PT RE R LA 2R
R (A B ARG ) A g 6 P A B oy (R ) B O A ) SR RE IS, AT AR PES AR

4.3. FERH K AEGNHES 1R/ B BiE 7 T E R

JERC-90 TARRIG YT B 2 Ao AT, AE3A7 4058 DLAE™ B A AERL 7 ACRE , WBCH R i R AT 18 i
B0 BN — T TARIE, 52 IR RORIBTT (K 8 TR AT 3. 2% LA AL TBURH R R [9] 0B T
FOE ) B AE T AR AT AERA PP A i 70 I3 A 3G Dl e W PRAG 9, V677 AT AT 45-99m ARt K
FURL I 5 LR 1 (99mTe-MAA) i S A%, DAL AAT &1 432 52 10 0 S ) B O e v XS, JE 3 3400 X
FaiE i, R F AR S (AR e BT SRR T 7 B Sl ) AT REHE 0 AR e A ARG o BRIk, AT I A5 3 52 VP A 0
SR RAREHEFAE EN A AR Y-90 AR IAIE 72T, & TRl 57 WO A A% o fit it o

4.4. FFThREMEENT RREAETIER

I Th e £ IR AS A2 PRUE £0-90 TUBRA NI A FE 22 A M I B ZLR TR 3 . 2 I AR SE, B8
RE ST 35 Va7 AHOCEEME XU, . RESIN VEM 5 BAHfdE tH,  Child-Pugh B 28 MELD ¥4 8 &
TERSZ W FRERIATT 5 o 5 H I 3 GABLL 3Tt i S AT Bt SR [32] . 59— TkH X e ) HCC 3 1)
WA T MAAPE /535, RIUE MELD vP5r(<7). IS E&EA > 37 o/L LTET TEkE i 2 A7 3R
i A RN B2 A (R SE TR Rl (3500 BbAh, ZEAET TRk i B v, BBk i AL S A A A BB R
THIEHERE 9.4 N H vs3.7MNH), HEIGT m KRR TS, S&REN IR 2 AR T, Bk
R EA B 2 MR [13]. 4L, 78014 Child-Pugh 43¢, MELD 4> & F/KTF M Tk
YE, ST MRAGIERERER AL . PR B SR A BRI RS R 28 0 B

5. FIBFMUSHAEE
5.1. WBERERMHETE

W REEC-90 THERAE I PR SE B b 4 KR & S e B 57, Hh R R T AR(BS AV B R oA
2o SR, ZIRFFTHE HiZ T A S R IR . — 1502 bl BB AIF SR AIE 92, SR FH 43 X #5574 (Partition
Model, PM)EAT /N Ak 7 B R 7T 538 st £ 3 i AE A2 I(08S), 248 84T s PM 5% BSA 1157 =%
BB, ek, EEER IR RERIETT B TR 7o da th, A s R SOR & B bR e 8>200 Gy HAEIE T
HYIFIE(NTLD) <70 Gy I, AIRALIETT T H AR THEAFIRAE[28]. 3 —TUPABURF 7E it — AR sE, 44 IRi
BRyGTT MR GR & > 150 Gy B, B EF AR ERG22 M vs 17.5 M) [9] X LIRS L [H
TRE NGBV BSA FEAY i) - RV AR ) o XA B AR, AR TR YT REHEE 5 I R 3R 25

5.2.99mTc-MAA #EH S5SEFRFIE SR o

99mTc-MAA SPECT/CT # H T AR AT ER 73 A0 LA ST 73 28 SR ), (HH 5 92 BRE2-90 Tl
RO AAFAE RGN R 2 o — TER X B I ORI AL B LA T 8 T 99mTe-MAA HSZFr 90Y-B 44k
SPECT/CT ()43 IX I EAR A, IS5 5 Al SR b 77 3% P ¥ 38 B =5(2.53 + 1.23 GBq vs 1.56 = 0.80 GBq), F
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S5y RTS8 FEF P SE BRI ST £ 2 3 135.98 + 6.30 Gy 1 55.04 = 16.36 Gy, B =T MAA Tl
H(127.44 £ 4.36 Gy F134.61 + 13.93 Gy) [17]. A —UiAIE A A ER, WIEMERETRIEE S
S2br SPECT-CT B R/ I AL S I M 22 14 1%, TSR MERAIUNZE 4 1%, Fnm BaiEki)
AR PERE R, MAA BB TRINAER PEAR X BAK[36]. 3 MAA #5405 SEPRiT B A7 7E 22 = i B R )
RESE TR BRI R (R R 5 B . R A ) AR IR 30 77 4 HIRE . JiF 70 R B : MAA KRR 5
AELTE, T IS BB ORI A W SE N, BRI BE 2 MAA TEF RV Sk (A2 22470
L SERRERAN ], HE T R AR AE R E[37]. IR, MAA PSSR . VRS DR S R S R R
[FIRE 2 B M AR G TROERTE AT N I 430 A, BFFE R, MAA 5 SEBRAERAE 8 BE T [X P 1) D i B A2 1 S R B
Wi {3, PRIV AT 3B MAA AR T X, 17 18 A S T O ) S PR AR 25 ] R
ik, MAA 552 METIRRA rl Bk K H0% TR, HEHEEEARE 900Y ST RIREIESEIE, Lkl
DIAERIT RS I P20 AT Bk 2E 80N 22 e B U R iR 2

6. PR ANBHIATT RIEE
6.1. I'TERBKER B E HRIKIEFE KB

I"1## ik JE #2 (Portal Vein Tumor Thrombosis, PVTT) & AT 41 i (HCC) it @ ik F2 i 13 WL RRE, 124t
AN SRR IT A2 ZE(TACE) A X 2R AR, (HIUTAE RO AR ZE(SIRT)TEZ A B I8 H 2552 31
K. ZIWRIRED, 2-90 MERTBUE SEZELE PVTT (1) HCC b B RIFH 2 MM —E7 8. —
TN 14 TR RGN R, #252 Y-90 JBURIR 2817 I PVTT B P AL S B 0y 9.7 M H, H
H Child-Pugh A ZUEFH T 12.1 AN H, MR TR HF AR E R T 302125 6.1 vs 13.4 1~ H) [38].

KT WIS BRI IE R, DA UEIRAFE — @ /. — Wi BIBPETT U R I, 8 s ek
F R TP AL AT I B T e R 419.4 N A vs 3.7 ANH), B EAFEEME(IBLL E AT AST FHi) K
B AR (2 9 2.8 F5 A0 2.6 %) [13]. SRTM, 53— Tt [ m i BA S 5 LA 1 Y R 22 3 kRO #2 ZER 50
A S BKBUR AR FEARSE PVTT BF R IIRCE, 45 R 5 R iE -5 B ok /8 S A A7 3 07 T 6 2 3 2% 573275
MNH vs222 ANH)[30]. BbA, — T E 2 O SRR, Y-90 U AR ZECR IR X 4 ER R AE PVTT
BT 3 HEMEMZ(32.1% vs 3.2%) IR HIZ(57.1% vs 41.9%) M TR FidEE, HM™EARK
REEE /1 [39],

ERERERE, RGN E(TAD)XY TG A R . —IZ LR M, TAD S5&E M
LK, RAEFEY R IREA M EZFEMR, B4 TAD #id 600 Gy i, dfr s EfE IRk 49.5 4> H[40]
[41]. 75— T Mtk i 7 dia . OREsRI & > 125 Gy rIRZEEK ARG N vs 7.5 MM A)
[42]. EML, 76 PVTT BFE, FERBRIMERERN G & METIERIR] . T IhReRAES KR i o8 & %

=

Ho

6.2. KEMEES cm)BIFIEERELLE:

YT EARKRT 5 om BRI, 5K s 7 B FSO A%: 2 mT A 10 I e g 78 5 4 B 5 JHF2H 445 4 AR 38
DRI R STk, R SR R R Z TR R B3R 7 8 . — TR R S g N 53 51
JE >5com MK HCC 3, WRB IR IR 2 (n=32) 5 7 B IR 4 251G 1 JEAI 2 i, n=21)3
B, SREIRBEABN 3N H B WGEARZEEE(66.7% vs 46.9%), HIFVEE%, FRDIRGHETIF
B $E ) 32 B k-5 L8 /N B Bk T B A TR AR 5 29]

7T, MY SRS TR TR H R )R S IR . — I ikt BCLC A/B . 98 > S
cm [RIA)YE BB R W 7 S B S A ER P U # 2E, SETIL 80% M IR & R 58 R, 6 NAF 12 N H
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FH ¥

JRERTCHE R AAF A 94.1%, {H 20% E 4 H I R M RHE B A LA 3 B RER) [23]0 IXHE7R 77 & FR IR
BIT BAAR (TR A IR IE H R KU .

KT FUERE BN K MR B e, — It [E] B A O T R, 7R KB ELAE > 5 om [
o, WIRTRERZE T BN SIRT ¥697 H 35 ool ok AR AR (P A7 9.3 vs 6.4 DN DFLEAEAEH(16.4 vs 12.0
MNH), BV M[14]. %85 RIRR I IRRER AT BeE KR va T b B — e %, (R 2 ariEt
PEIGUE « AR F, KR B 7702 S SRR B g it A R Refl o8 B AR AT M, 7R B e R =
500 IR 25 2 TR AT AN AU -

7. HETR SRR
7.1. kSRR ISR IR LS R AR

JUE i 5 B AC-90 TRERTE T 4H ML (HCC) YR YT h S5 R I H R 4 () Jey i 4 1) 5 AR A7 3R, (H 3 1E
VIERAEVE . SRR A S AL T RS DT TR R 25 5, AT R I AR R0 45 SR (0 T bl 5 AN P A kAR
B, — I A TR, IR TR ISP X AR T TS 1 (1.06 GBQ) W K T3 ER(2.66 GBq), # H.##
A, TS AR B ATk +50% L F(p < 0.001) [12]. 3XFf7) & 2 7 7] B8 T B0A R TER S BLAE A R IG PR 2%
RURPEAEA =T ROl . A, TEIFESRE MRS Bl g, REWAASREMLREER, HF
JEGORA AL AEAFHI(18.2 ) EFE N T BIEHIRAL0.3 ) [31], HRoniEREM gl 452 =
TG . SR, H AT 2B SO R, FEARER, HE =g —RRE AR, R
ST SRR T BORN 22 A PR B S A DAHERfR B AL o (AR RIR, — DA 251 4l HCC B35 1 a4 A
ORI, FEW IR 2 22 iR 2 5 55(58.3% vs 50.7%), {HPIALRAETEHIE0 N H vs 29 AN H)YFITE#E
JRAAFHI268 K vs 241 R)FHEGTFZEF[15], #— 08 T RIMEREeE 2 7 SR IR RS R i 2
PEo DRI, ARSRBI T 0 75 SR FH AR AL 7R A AL (0 43 XSS FE NN FTRE PEBE AL B v, DU I sk S Jo vt
e R AR 0 225 SR 1 B S5

7.2. A HTHBRE S BEZFFTN

LRI T WG 5 BIEEC-90 Tk EL AT 78 1 8 b Ty &5 22 At et HoAR 3 i e PAR A B
MBI RGP AL R 07U S BN B B R K 3 55 7R (90 Y -BhabhaSphere) 2L i 2 AR
[43], (HIRZE IR M ARAE KU R L B P IR E, R HAR R A= ST B A Gr L L. o, A
[ AR ) Ak 7 3 P 22 S (L AR AR TR~ 3500 PR L B B AR (KR 2 60%) [12], B AT RERZIMAYATT AT, {H i
TeHE e B SRR T S . AR BRI [ BUS B9 Fa SR 52 . 7E 5 IRA BRIVERTT R, flERiE
AR TIGIRACR, B R v] RVE S T REEE . S8, DA TR SR 2 B TIRRIESE, S0 BoAR-2%
FEG 3B AR R A LL(ICER) S TSR 52 0 AT 1 18 (4] JEHAE WIS HCC m R HIX, & AT 2
AT REPR ] SIRT B V2 R, 1 B = ek B EAN I 77, (AT RS 2 B8R A R [43]. TR,
R Z . B RIS AL G T, S A AHERBOR S RIT RIS, PPEA R R
FERTEA R AFEFH AT E, BOE ) E 5 IR R SRR K -

8. AR
8.1. MRS MIE SRR iR

2T A (HCC)ETT s £2-90 (Y-90)H HE 5 3 B TCBR 1 3% AT 5 BRI R 42 560 5 51 22 R 41E
B = 3T R A A R MR AR B . SRR, 2 IR IR R AE bR B E s SRS A ik AN
F AN T B BN, i, AWRET Y PET/CT FIEN & 5X0RE PET/CT RRiltS5, K
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5 %

HCC 4o A0 FR P8 S 35 5 00 g o RO T ORI, R AL B S 5 704 28 HCC 43 Sl %
262 Gy~ 152Gy 5 174 Gy I R A7 RME, HIa 77 mi i -5 3E iR 40 2357 & LU B (T/NT) il A Rl v6 77
JE RN, 2B G B R AE R AR R B AL T (A AR B [44] . BbAh, BEERAL E AR IR LS R SR E-3
(GPC3) R #1 i S PE IR BT (PSMA) S8 % 73 AR SR WP IESE AT 62 5 HCC AR R R 5167
e 2 42, R AR SRR EAR B T REAAE 1 5 kG i ik SR AL BB IR 16]. S5 B iTEk r THE M AR R R
RN, ARRATREMGSCILN “ LIS IEIERE” M) “ Vb EYRE) 7 BRI RL[45].

8.2. ATEHetHEFEBMRHLPHIRRAEN

R Y-90 IEFNE N BURIT (SIRT) 12 MHF HCC, (EAL SR AL 7 77 i (WA R TH AL B A 5
PRI IX AR A A RE 70 702 FE R = I PR 5 MR 22 5, 3 300 1 22 UK B B AL RG22 2
BRI BB AAFWI37]. R ST, AN TERRADBA N SEIURE R E LR AL T B2, Kok,
JEIDK AT SR NSTTIREE, 454 Tc-MAA SPECT/CT & &M FT S FI MR 7 & RE, A EE 34,
IR R RS, HE3) SIRT M “PrEfbea2)” Em “MERE DT -

9. BESImKRSEEREIN
9.1. ETIERAIRIkIEZRR TR

TE 4 FfiE (HCC) I %4-90 &£ A U VA YT (SIRT)H, W IR 5 BB Bk A 3 I 25 T IR R AE . I
DhEERAS . 1TE @ 1 2R TT H b5 2 R R R IS . S TRAMBEER > 5 cm 1KMIR &
& B BB R FE B s B R sk mT e SR B K 1 R R AR IR AL 9.3 vs 6.4 AN ) FLEAEAF AR AL
16.4vs12.0 ™ H), HEMEMETE E[14]. S8, EFENFEIEREVTTES T, BEEHekE R E
EWVFEAARB (PO A 9.4 vs 3.7 DN KRB RN 13]. B0AF, #9697 HARNBUR VIR EiA7
T MR A5 G, SRS TRk DR L BRSO BSOS R s BT R SR B A . R R 55 17 B L AR E i
PE[46]: TR T XU i 23 A 1 £, IR TMOER TS SE AR (P = 0.023) [15]. FIE2#T7 1, W HETER i) g
FOEHIEIEE A 100~120 Gy, M HEREIL 205 Gy PAE,  HFE T 800 R & R E 1A e 2 5
[20][47]o DRIMG, HEF VARG TTERBICIRES . 120 A A& H AR AR O R, G560 XA
(R TARTHARNE) (28], M ZERFER: PVTT FHESIATHCS B D) B ok % re sk s ik K igg
(>5 em) XU A BSCIE SR B v P W R e T e R AR R, R DR AR iR I 2 SRR A A I 7
2 BE N (W1<40 Gy, FIBAGZ > 3 Gsus v -4 £ 5 AR 57 &0 43.5 Gy) [16].

9.2. ZERENIMENKXBEERR

FRINHIEC-90 TERIEIT WA NBCHR. FFREANEE, s P RE, IR 28R R B2 A H I 4 R 22 22 )
HAMDT) S 2 WME . 158, A NJBSCRRHES I 75 R 1 1 a1 ek g 116 1 2 ik - 5 BRI B e 5, RIS DA T 3
ik gt ) 28 S S AE B R A IR, DARRAR B i s AU —— R RGN R B MERTE=3 2 H
TEAN [ FAF 5 T R AR Z A (48], ARAT 5 TR AR 6 i fa 7 5 IR, BB FERN AR 99mTe-MAA 54
BAR, BRI L-MAA 50 H-MAA UL fERRAS IR A s B SR 1 A 0 4 A1 (491, Jk/b s
bRy g7 SEANA R B w22 . 55 =, R ER T RE AR R Rk RS R B v SRR IR TR R A
3 XAERI(PM), PRI R ARV B SE K AR I (27.8 vs 10.8 N H, P=0.011); BEFSHERIN T iE =
T FERF VR TR B TR R R ), G DR 24 T L AT S5 40 22 S S BUE BE bR 8 1R 22 (501 B, R RS TR
HVRFR AL FIVEAG IR YT HAs——MrEe et BRI (b sl B, MR E a7 (5 G 25 A4 il 7))
T Wb ) 282 B BEAE B N[5 170 JUHXS T Child-Pugh B ZAFEABEAE AR A, L BRI P Rg AT
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