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Abstract

Esophagogastric varices are one of the common complications in liver cirrhosis, which are closely
related to the risk of bleeding and can lead to poor prognosis and outcome. Assessing their pres-
ence and severity is of great significance to guide clinical treatment and improve prognosis. Ga-
stroscopy, the gold standard for variceal diagnosis, is invasive and poorly tolerated, making some
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patients poorly compliant and unable to be followed up and evaluated in a timely manner. In re-
cent years, noninvasive indicators for predicting the occurrence of esophagogastric varices have
been proposed, among which the most widely studied include serological indicators, Doppler ul-
trasound, computed tomography, magnetic resonance imaging, elastography, etc. In addition,
emerging omics and artificial intelligence have also been applied to noninvasive prediction for
esophagogastric varices, and have shown good diagnostic performance. We summarized the ex-
isting noninvasive evaluation methods, analyzed their advantages and shortcomings, and pro-
vided new ideas for the noninvasive diagnosis of esophagogastric varices in liver cirrhosis.
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1. 5]

BE B # ik 7k (Esophagogastric Varices, EGV)J& AL 3 (1™ B AEZ —, HH kSl R A
W et AR RS, S BUFHEAL 8 A RIS R A1) BEFRRM, HIU2 W 9B ) 38 50%47
ERE BEphkiisk, Hh, G0 12%0 8 E KA —REbkihkH i, 7R Ee )& 2], FR
E R BEAFL 2 R BRI B A BRI, 0 15 Mk it ol 0 AT R DAk A5 R T 0 0 PR B A 5 T
HtE, AohTHe sy A RMAMEVIEE, 2 EENEEREMNAELR,

[Tk R S B ER K sk R B VIR DG, B G i kO B BE (Hepatic Venous Pressure Gradient,
HVPG)& B & T TF KR I RAR &, AT AR 9T # ik e el & i G hr itk (3], AT ERAE B A @AM H
FRAS &, RS, AR TRRARIBE Y . NEE R B2 12 W B B O sk 1) S Ak 7 E(4], (HI
MR AVERRAETBL, A& i ik th ok b o i XU, A S 3 R B U AR i S A A, U B

=
FH DI o

I st 9 A T 00 A A R A B A Ry, PRI, I PR S B v 7R EEREAS O BV Al
S bk b SRR 72 AR A MR B I IR R T L. HAT, BN ROk 80T R T 2R A
TP & B i Ak sk e B R Bk, B EGV $ROE T MBI B AU %, AR AL &
T K TR TG B PP RO BIF T R HEAT RE P 4

2. RFELHREN

Vi ik e el BAHE DUAE AR B IR S B AT A, LRt 2D S BU MR A, T SR E H
fkHhFK[5]. FEVE A RBRRE L, BT B AR SWr s B ik sk i ebriE, T CLAER IT
At K ot AR B R B I KRS o S TP i K AR AE RO AL B KRR . R AR LA S
DR 2R AT 70 %, UM 5RO A s T EEE, AR RIEDE H R A LDRE 73 U HT DA P98 T 5K K A FR 4] -

BEAE Baveno LRI, FrA#His WA EEL I G F A R 2 Z N BIR A, DAHERR & B kil 5K
FEAE[6]. AT, T 3B o0 AS BT T ki e AR BT R4 JB R U, WO — LR S, 51— 75
I, fEN—FMRAMERE, HAEREDRET RS IR, OERE S, JUHN T EaO 0
B RFIR RGP B, MENEREE KB INERE . B, SRR e, RIS EE B

ik

P
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Bk Hh ok AR RN 1 BRI NE R,
3. FoBIFm s &
3.1. MEZHRE

MIEFRRFRENGIR E 5 TR, Imesisik, fEA4Eth. [TER ks i ik th sk 71, @ Jisk
W e T Z2MARRNAEVEr . AR AR P43 (Model for end-stage liver disease, MELD). K%
SR E S FE L ¥ (Aspartate aminotransferase, AST)5 N & R & S5 #£H§(Alanine aminotransferase, ALT)Ek
{E(AST/ALT). RERIREAIEFEFLEGAIM MR L 2 5 51 (Aspartateaminotransferase to Platelet Ratio Index,
APRI). RARRALELELE S NA R AL LU (Aspartate aminotransferase to alanine aminotransfe-
rase ratio, AAR). ZF4Efk-4 FEEU(FIB-4)7E PPAN I A 4E A 5 T Bos B 2 Wik ge, 78 0 Al 4k, 28 2
B Bkt sk R A 77 IR I R 4. Deng 55 N G#EAT B[] 14 B 70 5 7 I R TS i FH ) 94, APRIL
AAR. FIB-4 Z53E2 N ¥4 T000 A 28 2 55 & 0k B 5K (Esophageal varices, EV)AITfa] &5 ik i 5K 77 1E 1
AUC 735124 0.506~0.6 F1 0.539~0.612 [7]. - TAHLAZ M AE AP A5, Johnson 2 AFF K T HENA -
HZT 2 (Albumin-bilirubin, ALBI)¥¥-43[8], Ifi J& Elbaser Z5 N ¥ il 7 ALBI B4 I /MR AR R (platelet-Albumin-
bilirubin, pALBI) [9], ALBI. pALBI [FI# 0] /E 950 Uk 6 5 &k th sk AZE R T e s o I/ INARTH 250/ B AT 7L
12 LUAE (Platelet count to spleen maximum diameter ratio, PSR)/& i 7k 2 HIFER AT, LIEAYINT
20 T FEFEAT M, 7E 909 HIRIME K, EV [ PSR SBURMAIE: T 54 0.92 (95% CI, 0.79~0.97)F1
0.87 (95% CI, 0.76~0.93), ] LAsrkE Bt U] R AL b ) B AP Bk 5K 101 520N, Yu S5 N i i
FEYRAS B SRAG IR ARAY, FE ST A /NI U250/ B8 T AR FR LE (Platelet count to spleen volume ratio, PSVR), ffiAi1#k
IEFEH, PSVR Fi ) AUC N 0.85~0.93, 1T PSR. B E A /MG 11].

B T 45 A I PR DL SRR = Fe bR L TC BV 23, A B TR I LA R (VW) TRy R
Jhk 5K B TG BN T 48 bR, 5Pk 4% (Indocyanine green, ICG)¥ B 1036 AT DA B AT SE i Thae M AT i &, A2
PPAR AL A A 2 1T K v T A AR [12] R C&UE I T 24 I 22053 5 # ik th 5K 2 AT AR AE
A, A SIS FR AR AN T — P IR PEAS S B e R, [FIRE, &N PE R 2R 2 A2 W e P et
EE A B 5008 1 7 B — 2R R T

3.2. T

3.2.1. BERE

2 AR AR A Tz ] BRI BR BRI, I PR S e A A P e S B U R A Y
FET T —, B D EBENE LS R Rk, 083125258, CRRBIENEE Bk
TRAFAE I AR AR A TR T

— G T HE R A S P o, 3N 15 R 48 $i(Hemodynamic liver index, PVrl). [tk il
& FH 7J1(Portal vascular resistance, PVR)FIfE ] #ft ik 5 £ (Splenoportal index, SPI)A] DA T 14k & & it fik il
TREAFAE, (AR TR R & 58 i ot D7 T G 2 3 2 [13 ] 53— T ST vEAl 1~ 33 1] ik 3d 5 (Portal vein
velocity, PVV). 454 (Splenic index, SI). Ji[1#5%U(Splenoportal index, SPI)FJH I 2 ik BH /1 F14H 8 4554
S EAE S, Kb SPI AR MHERTE[14]. fEHAER S, A RieH, £ BFk(Left
gastric vein, LGV)E £ 5 5 ik ok 2 b nl A I B8 vy, AR Sl O B8 i bkl sk g T B A v R 1506

4RIk, 28 S T T S K K S S B S T A T 2 R, S HERIK
(R HERF I AR T BRI A SR AR R R Sk %, RIS SZ IR TAERE . K. B SIRSERER, Bk, #1585k
it 5K AECEAH OC B R AN A] B R A5 R BT Re P E A IR
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3.2.2.CT. MRI

THHEHLWTZ F 4 (Computed tomography, CT)7EF & R H 72, X T FFAfAk . 40 i e 45 3
RS WA 5 8 I DTk . JoB) CT $948 CT Al LA AR & 55 ik il Tk i K/ B RS R B N B A 25 R R B
B RE k. B B K TR R I AR AR 16]. TR CT fEBHTRIIGE A G, THBES REE
Bkl Ak, RIS E T DL EDWVPAN I S5 L Deng S8 AN T AT S I3 58 CT 19 52 4 i L
R, AN ik i 5K B U (95.56%) [17]. — T 2016 4E ) meta 23 BT 2o, CT W ATAEAL
bk 5K B2 W R BRI, CT FoTIIATAnT /DN vy PRI i ik it 51 )9 S SR ATV S 2 43 ) 24
87%1 80% [18]o [AIIIL /NG AT BLA% ELAE AR LA, CT VRS H B ik ot ok Fr vEE At 1k o s, ORI DR
PEST AN 86.1%A1 57.1%, FE KK Mok B8 PPl AR [19]. SHEARE —FF, CT M#ERELH
LRI FEARO T4 AR R AR TN 50, — Tt [ OB 7000 o 7 M TS BRI« JCR R M B = U P 45 2=
U Ao WO DA K ot k7 T R SR, = AR R v A R K SR B RE AR, AR T /N Ak gk A
T, A 2056 1) 3 TS S A= I 2 B0 B A 52 [20]

CT B 7 %k ittt A S i 5 SR AR A TR e AL VR, 742 T CT MU sh /1= T B
FRIbK sk B . XUEE CT A 58 70 JFFBE A R0 25 11 & kML Y 30 7 2 T BVP Ay Hh (A FH 245 BE S,
— T A AL AE & 1 M3 1 IR R A A D ReviAl, g7 1 MAEE AW-S)$8%, & I ME
AL PR R PR AR 3 AR, BT R T PP A% B A i Ak ot ke P 7 B RR R OB AR SV 43 i 84.9% 11 84.2%
[21]. BribZAh, FET CT B &S H WA &S5 Skl Sk S nT e N sk &
PRI, TR ki ak[22] 23],

Wik LR 151% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)[FFEHE F T80 & B gk ihsk, [ CT AHXTEE,
AT DABE A B B D B AR AR A o FR I PR T AS B A e A R I AR Ak, 56 MIRT i &% v

L ST A E A AL S, A THARRY AR A e IR S B BTk, BURTER 80.0%, FF
SN 83.5% [24].

L2 KR — W1 K (Gd-BOPTA) & — P-4 M RF e 143G 52570, T 4 Dy R e JHF A4 e g i s, 6 T 1fm /s
BRUTEL. 1Rk SE 5 AURT G-BOPTA #3% MRI (A XS B 5R(RE) LB 5L T BV WA, BT a5 4%
T s e ki Tk, AUC N 0.903, &y, Jo00AR I T B [25].

MRI AU AT LR LR 2215 B, R4 B A RR T A S AE BB . R, S8R EL
JEFEEARLE, MRI Z2PER &y, WA i T BRI KR . SR, MRI FEASMNOERT, ZRE
WA G AL, HASARERT K. SR, A XSS ORBR G T HAE G R A o — T T W 2 1A
FLH) meta AT IR, 5 CT AHELEL, MRI ZEPEAS E K sk 7 T H AR R I oA R e Witk Re[26], &
FE L K e S TSI v A 5 T B BRAE

3.2.3. BWMRHREAR

M LE A, SR SRR 5N ORI 25038 148 1 s i) PP Al o IS 5544 B (Transient elasto-
graphy, TE)iEd & SRR, SREUH LA A BO45 B DA A AR RS, B8 1) % 38 ek i 5 2H 2 f il 2
FIER . fEAN 20 TR ST 2520, Qu % ANFEHH, TE RIS BUSIEAIRS 453 514 0.84 (95% CI,
0.79~0.87)~ 0.68 (95% CI, 0.61~0.73), EA R i B F S5 Pk, nT /R A 200 JE B i A LB [27].
Fribz 4k, Baveno VIFLRE IR, AU A# 1L B2 (Compensated advanced chronic liver disease,
cACLD)¥I FFHERE 5 (Liver stiffness measurement, LSM){E < 20 kPa H.ifi /MR iTH%((PLT) > 150 G/L &}, H ik
AT B K 5K XU ARG, M2 B AT DA S T N BB (28], 7 )5 B2 2 T L h AR AIE 14518
Bax 7 BT JRETEE B 2 P 0000 ik el i, 8 8 0 2 (Spleen stiffness measurement, SSM)tH A] /F y—Ff T
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AR AR AE S E . —TgIN 32 T 5E 1) meta 3BT 27, SSM OGS I8 14 JFHos 28 25 1) £ B i ik ot ok
HAHERZ KM E, BASBURIERRERIE29]. /£ EV AR 267 10 ki 5k(VNT) 71, SSM &
Bl 3w E B 2220 5 LSM A 24, 7 Manatsathit 55 A 252550 i i 3 B, SSMZEAS I ik ith 7k 07 T8 T~ LSM,
A S0 REUE0.90 vs 0.85)F14F 5 1(0.73 vs 0.64) [30]. E2AR TE 76 T ER bk #h 5k 77 A AMB 1R B,
(R HERR RS 5 s RS « 7 IEZK SR 2= /il

Ll stV BG(TE)VAH B, B5 T8 75 3 ARFI HAR 1 i BT D)3 3 1% A8 (pointshear waveelastography,
PSWE)FI — 448 I 514 1A% (two-dimension shear wave elastography, 2D-SWE)52 I8 /K F1fig 17 E B T35/ .
Giuffre 55 NGIN T 210 4 4L 5 1] pSWE i & SSM K& LSM,  £5R3EHILL 31 kPa 1F7y SSM %k
Wi ] LR IF PR BV RAESE, HMEfEmE T LSM SHAMSH(31]. L5 RE N IMF 2R A
2D-SWE A& 1Al & 8 B ik th ok = B AR A B0l B, rIPE I AL 3 EV WIIRTRH A I AR
PR . BRILZ Ak, Liu 5 A6 pSWE K 2D-SWE £ TRl ATA 1k, 25 3£ 8 i ik il 532 W vk afe 1k 0 T
HAT T 2R, iR @ pSWE 1 2D-SWE & 1) LSM F1 SSM 7E PEAl &1 i £ 8 & ik itf 5k 7 i ¥
B U Fr R ER AUSROC, 3 RIS BE AN TEAE B 35 2 7 [32].

B T RE A BOR A BGHIAR,  FET REILIR BB % B R (Magnetic resonance elastography, MRE)
FETIIN A0 Ak 8 B kit 7k 7 B B T AMB IS B RE, Zhang 58 A#RTE T 263 B8 1EEE
fr, FEAHEEAL B, EV B3 MRE-SSM & 1% EV I F#, AUC Jy 0.853, HURIEN 84.4%, %F
SR 73.7% [33]. MRE 5 P A A 252 7 B T P A e ot ol XRS5 18 A2 LA AR DG AT 5T b [RI AR 45- 21
T HHIE, A1 MRE-LSM [ Wit B i AR A —F 4518 .

TE. pSWE. 2D-SWE 1 MRE E AR NPERT N7, 72T & 15wk th 5K 77 1 2 B A 24 10
o FIBBI A SRR SR E, UuilEREE T2 L TE. SWE fE AR 4E4b . &k 7k i ik
R F B, FEARRIE TR B 2 R, A& A0 706 MRE (1) 5 3 T3R5

3.3. HEHEAR

IR, SRR NG E . TS T 697 RO S AU TR R RE R, B TR
B Z — o AT DR EUE 5 ER ) End  E BREIE, K AR TR AR, iR SR
FEMERE R, CHEIE NG BT G 2T H[34]. —TUATHETE 2 Hh OB 7048 B 50 CT HISAR 42
FE TR SRS I s S S 25 14 1] &% Bk 1 JE (Clinically significant portal hypertension, CSPH) [35], UER] T #&T FF
(TG BARFAE X IS4 0 28 25 (1) CSPH A (K2 i B, RIS AL AR 2 5 R R DG IR 1] # kv
JEJT T RN . IR b, Wan 58 AR SR 2 I VE VAL 1115 K e HAH 5 10 8 8 i ik ith
5k[36], XPIREAE RN —FSEAMER A T EV M SRR RH A%, [FFER, Huang 58 A B0 7T A AN
BOUE 1 BT RN b3 sm v H SR ALK Z 3 (CT) BUR I SR L AR AE (3 7], fERI B f i F ikt ok B B R &F
FIZWITERE . 73— TN T B B8 ST EOGER X 38, 7 7 — Pl s R % - /MR Z K
Refiy v SETN = e i E K TR [38]. R TG A =M R R T RIFrizWitEse, HIFECAH RImE
FTVE AR, B SRS WaE e, R — M s VR T A

JHIE 2R K E SR T —, B25 T2 RENAEIE R, AQU 2 57T DLE 2 A il 44
WA, 38 534 240 B AR 13— 20 AR ST s () s B AR 38 . — DU S MR 9 ad o o B o 1 WA AR e
(1H-MRS) kil A 7K1, R TG e A 6 8 e ok th o JPH A 28 25 0 LR+ H vl = MR AN IR Bl K P (2
EZrwmTEfe BV PFEEAL RS, Al A8 2 W RN T A Ak 5 5 7 6 T 0 il 7K ## Bk (Varices  needing
treatment, VNT) {1 2 T H[39].

EIRA S AE VTS K it 7K 07 TR T R AR ERE 1, (R B AT IE RS A R R
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o ANFEBT T R BRI 2R R 2T B I 22 5, R — DX R SRR AR AL, 3R
RSP E .

34. AITERe

FERFHEIAR, N TR BEAIAL &8 2 =) (1 S R AT DA B 2 AE S0 A R sk AT I R iZ W A e 38, e 148
HRE A, JF HT DU T EE e S50 IR A 238 1 22 e i AT B 2T, IR TG guit ~ xR 43 )= T
H. GRS T 796 LHENEE, TFR T — Mo AR AU A58, B Fag H 1 SCRR L
$%(Support vector machines, SVM), {EARFEZ 8] F3K B fe 50 Bl 10, DA & KAGUIZRBA A1 FR EREA
AR RE A 2 8] (%) TB) B, A2 Tt vy o ofm JXURS: & B ik th ke b OB AR = B HERAME (4010 53 — TR 78 LA 1 LA
BL#% 2~ 2] (Machine learning, ML) J7 275 5256 2 G R B4 il EV #1458 , B HLAR AR 5% (Random forest,
RF) F AR B 7s T Bt e, A B TSR I R RN S50 25 H5 s DA s P52 AN vE Al P Rb Tt FHE s A0 28 3 R R
B FR K IR AT BE[41]. UDEESR ML ALY f St A PPl SR B 0, B ARG RS2, IR
(AT R EAT R LG 204, DADE LS .

4. B

O b KO R AL R W W IR AOEZ —, LSRR, RV TC R bR T 1S K SRk AT
TR MIFEWD 28 FE LB AR € WNOHE, I, AR BrEs
— R i o AT FE L O KB IZET SO ATTPTE SR AN B — M2 Wik, BEE BRI S ik,
Rl SR M Bl T3 e R BOR . R BOR . N TR RESE T BB R WA A, AT HISL 2 T
AR S KA B A S PP R K Sk O B AT RE . IR R T RAF I PIERE . (R ERATERN
K&, H AT AR — TR R TE 1 7 R LA PTG I PR S ke v AT R A A T 1 I T A XUz, B
Bk AR AT AR HE I W T B AT AR R IER LE  RE BALE EOR
PERARRNIEPFE T %, B2 MBS UERE . ZSHMERZE S BB A m] fedk,  DUYISCIL 47
WIZWkRe. SIS, IS KB FINE bR T CAFAS R A ARG 0 TR 83 A A
K AR RS, RORATY T BE TR AR AT SR (K. R EENER . Ledr A1 o e P .
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