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Abstract

Although hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is treated with a multimodal and multidisciplinary ap-
proach centred on radical resection with surgical excision, the 5-year postoperative recurrence rate
still reaches 70%, and the recurrence rate after liver transplantation is about 35%. Postoperative
tumour recurrence is an important factor affecting the prognosis of tumour patients, and several
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studies have shown that microvascular invasion (MVI) is an independent risk factor for early post-
operative recurrence and poor prognosis of HCC. However, MVI requires postoperative pathological
confirmation of diagnosis, which severely limits its clinical value. In this article, we will review the
literature from the therapeutic options of MVI in hepatocellular carcinoma.

Keywords

Hepatocellular Carcinoma, Microvascular Invasion, Treatment

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5l

H AT AR BDRSAE T MV SO (R I E R A5 ik S AR 7 e 1 K B ORI ol X s fi
BFH AT E S, R AT IRCASCGE TS . B MVI S VR ST R BL R =07 HEAT A

2. REIXEBARHITIAIT
2.1. RETHREARTT

BEAERF 7R B, HBV #H2C HCC B3 MVI R AERE =[] [2] [3]. AR HBV Ji# DNA #( &2 MVI
PN RS R 3R [4] [5]. 78 Li FE[SIARIBE LT, $EARFTHEZ 20 —Myim 2R 25903697 90 REL L) HCC
BEHHEEZFARREEX L MVI R ESR, SRR, SREZPRERITHMIL, PuwmERTa
B MVI K 2EZ T 9.9%, FEAMAE 6 NH 1K 2 FEERE £ 95 T 9.2%. 12.5%. 13.8%.
Wang Z5[6] R &G HE | CR R HIZLT HBV Mot HCC RETHUREEIRIT ISR, JHREVEN S MVI &
A RADE . BT XL ARG HBV MG HCC B, TR G2 FARIIREIRIT, FEMFY)
BRAJEHI MV, 25 R R, 5REZPURTIRITHL, RETPUBEHEIT 4 HBV X HCC E3# MVI
AR RS PR 40%. AT, HUREEIRTT A UL R L AIHLE] MANTE 2 . WF R B[7], pERK fERE
PUREIGIT I HCC B s, (BAEPUR 2 B & R WS, R PUR FIE YT o7 LUE I
MAPK/ERK 15538 8 (305 R8> MV IR A . BRI, $UREERI7 T ae A B TB7 1k MVI FITE R, o
HBV X HCC BIARTE . REIX 6 WU 75 9 AR fEG, (H45 G 2 w1 = i E 7L R P
BRIATT A BT B AR R MR IR R 28], FRATME UM TEIR T X TP MV TR AR B2

2.2. 7REJ TACE

TACE H A2 J LI Fg 472 I 0 40 B 1A 80697 7324 [9] [10] [11] [12]. Li ZF[ 1318 FE 458N
N, RETZE/DREZ— K TACE 1697 7] LAE#E E oK HCC (B2 > 10 cm) AT YIS AR 5 ) OS Al RFS. Zhou %5
[14]1F1 Guo Z5[15|HHAT I I 72 2 8, %FT BCLC B #A%0% 1 HCC H3#, ARi TACE BES VIR ]
RELL TACE S U) BRIRTS S 4T (W IR 22 45 R, (B 2 W38 080 B AR IOR RORE . R, JLAAF 5
REE /R ARHT TACE BT R E AR . —RLEE T 21 SRR S[16]K M, AKuT TACE LF-A
Rl FH HCC Bt . Rk, Yang Z6[17)AERBT 7 RHET TACE /&5 0] BLFEIE MVI IR A2 il
ATVaE s i g PP DCBC i — 2D iR N B, SNE T 2B EH 0. S5 KE, ARHi TACE X MVI

ik
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IR A TR . (AN, AT U R, ARHT TACE XA &2 FH IR AR R (1) DFS A1 OS f0i
AR HHT M ICUEHE SCRARHT TACE ] BAREIE MVI R A% . R FERY], RiT TACE Q97 A HE
H R HCC BFETUGE . Fik, FATAEBORET TACE 1697 LLEZ> MV JE R

3. MVI SEFEEEIRIETT
3.1. RFA T EEEE MVI SRR HCC B&

RFA EEIAE MVI & AR HCC B . V2 38R NS SHE l(RFA) /N 1 55— Fh— 2167
ERE[O] [10] [11] [12]. VFE2REFLMEEROEUEM, /NPT RFA 7] LUA S5 FAR DI R Fa B 72,
RS T BE 2R 5 5l AR B T H B B 221 RFS [18]. RFA RET VA EL MVI ) HCC Hi? % &3] RFA 1A
JTARRESE VN AR A, Tmai ZE[19] NFfiE T MVI =ML 00 K F-, FREL T MVI R, 4515
N, TE42% RFA WG H, B 2~3 A MVI JOZ RS R EF P OS BER %, RFS BT HA 0~1
AN R R 2 ) SR . SR — T SO T R S5 18201 T E S MVI TRINELRY, Li 55 ANk
W82 RFA 0T HEFE o N m A AR, AR5 AT B P A Al KM b . 255K B, RFA
TRIT AL DFS B2 50 T M I DIBR 4L 3 (2 4 RFS %: 30.6% vs. 90.0%; HR: 4.83; 95%CI:
221~10.54). fJa, AR HEER, BH MVI /NS S8 AE S RFA. 2R10, X EA AL
Ab o S, EATTES R MR A B 1) BB A 9 o AR /IR AR B L MV TN AR Y 2= R 43 2H R T SEAE
FLUR, IR GRS ) BE VT I RAR O R, AL T O AR AR ZR IS B X SBR[ A5 R R HE
TIFR AT KA ZHC MR 7L .

3.2. MVI 5fg HCC BENBETIMFYIBRAR

[ JE PR A 7 L T HCC MV R A D) i R AR AR DB 1 22 A PE AN IR 2 25 =i [ 21] o BRI 7 Tt 7
SER, AR 45 AN B KT NAR 41(RR: 0.76, 95%CI: 0.65~0.89, P < 0.01). #&F 12 Wi 7T, AR Xt
DFS [54A& HR B B EH(HR: 0.64, 95%CL: 0.45~0.91, P < 0.05). ANE[M)JE, XI5 %A M85
JER/NBAT A 73 A IR, Hu S8 NHET 1 — T FE[22]. &5k, MATEESLIFRNE T HCC &3 MVI 1)
AR, KA MV TUNEALE HCC B3 0 N AR, LAl o4 Do A S g M D) B et 93
JEHISE . G5 REY], TR /NI, X MVI &G4 HCC B3, MBI 8 KR MIET:
R T AEMHVIRA . SRERKE, KUERPITHERIE . SRS IRRA R T A RHE
A A AR R /N6 MVI ) HCC B3 AT T ARIGIT 5 1] X T 2 08 ) 4 AR 1) HCC
MVI &35, HREFUIBRAR R EiL, MEA L% FARDEMN MR BRARAI IR 55— Fhik$£823].

3.3. ERFIMBRARPIIETZENEENY

AEfr = VIRR I 56 B o WURTCEMERI IR, i ZE TR e MV 915 ? 2000 4, Poon 55
24N EEE T A FARYIZAE (<1 em)BLBE(>1 em) R o ABAT TR ILTF AR YIS 0 56 BE H A0 HCC B#EA
JEWIE K. BiJE, Shi ZE[25]AXF 169 B4552 FARVIBR I B Z AT 7 —DiRTIEEDT T, SR ER, %Y%
2 em)BEFMAREERFZHEMTEVZA em)EdE, FErTHEm 5 Fu B 7%, Zhong FE[26]%] 7 WK T
FARGHB BTSN ERH SR, 5EVZE 1 ecm)HEL, %P1 E 1 cm)rl &3 M55 HCC &%
FIFUE (5 4F OS: OR: 1.76, 95%CI: 1.20~2.59, P <0.01; 5 4F DFS: OR: 1.69, 95%CI: 1.37~2.08, P < 0.01). —
T s 22 HLAGAE 72 (BL4% 404 4] T1 3 HCC &) Won, VIBRIASZ > 1 om IEANRECEE T1 0188 & il 1t
VIR AR R 245 JRy . SR, B AT DABRIREE 2 AR DIBR R 1K) T1 HCC B3 R K% [27]. Wang %5 Nk
904 AL PE HCC B (BLAAE < 5 em)4r AEYIGAH (<2 mm)F 58 V)220 (>2 mm) [28]. Han Z[29] A K FE
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T IR T FARUIGA MVI HRIGHVIBRAR G HCC BFH M Z AT, SREW, T ZRIRE
Rl B e 7 MVI BE TG . — 3006 929 6] MVI 8235 1 [l 72 Eos, MV B 1) % F RV Z 1
cm, n = 384) B I 5 ELE K E(71.1% vs. 85.9%, P < 0.001)HE A 173 (44.9% vs. 25.0%, P <0.001).
g%, T2 ESNE, % RM MBHTE MVI XS LR, OS AT RFS [£/K(0S: HR: 2.96,
95%CI: 2.11~4.17; RFS: HR: 3.15, 95% CI: 2.09~4.67) [30]. NIt, HEEW, T ARATHNA MVI &
R B, BT RIS AT DI S5 EATR, R4 LR T AR LA 7L, BA AN FAR I35 HCC
£ MVI H 5 1¥) DFS fl OS A RE M. R PN I MV BN AL st . R e fnE . 48
J&, NHARBIVHE AR IE MVI ma B, @R ENF AR K.

4. REHKMRTT (RO FFYIBRARRE MVI B9 HCC 2ENETE)
4.1. ZRFPKETT

HAT, Zlkiayy, FERHBELINNKATT i ZEM BN KBTS0 A v U B e SO V)
AR S5 777 e fG UG I8 3 1 B ) R BRI R [9] [10] [11] [12]. 4R, XFTHFshlikibrr e R 2 5 fe
WD MV B R R IR S AR RAEAE S . Sun ZE[31]A BT T 322 BIFFVIBRA G MVI
) HCC . Hrh 137 BB EERIGS 4 A% TACE 16)7. 458K, 32 pa-TACE 15771 MVI
BRI RFS. B RFS A1 OS AR TAEEZ I VIBRAR I MVI #5%. Ye Z5[32] NIRRT 58 1 519
fil#E52 RO FARVIBR) HCC B3 . AT T, BFH 5N MVI H(n = 260)H1JE MVI H(n = 259).
£ MVI A, 52 IBRARLR) B F A EL, 5% LR + TACE ¥&J7EE ) RFS (147 RFS: 37
MH vs. 13NH)FOS (4 4F, 67.5% vs. 53.9%) %3 BHif. 7E7C MVI &+, LR + TACE 4151Y LR
HZ A RFS 8 OS LREZER. AWKZ, AT TH pa-TACE fEHVIBRARE 1. 3 F16 MNH AT,

i, Chen ZE[33]AN} 12 WWF7T(HL4E 1 B0 RCT WFFC A 2 TRTHETERE 50T T 2040, WR T
pa-TACE X} MVI HCC #E W FEME. 54 OS FHFT ARG TACE MdEH.4E HR (OR: 0.59; 95%CL:
0.48~0.73), 838 il 3525 HR+AJ5 TACE 697, 1078 Bl #H {332 HR 1697, 10 Bl E KRG TACE
BIT I 3 ST AR (OR: 0.50; 95%CT: 0.41~0.60)F1 5 FE T A 1EZE(OR: 0.58; 95%CI: 0.46~0.73).
EEAERNE, EXESCHERY, AR5 TACE IR SRR .

gE FRTIR, BATICH A TR IR B, R RE2 k% E MVL, MR F$E:5 TACE 697,
JeH RS F MM ER > 5em. ZRETTHIEL . TACE 7 EZBRT 8 & G MATThEE IR E

4.2. THHHATT

WFFRY, 5 TACE ML, AREHBUGIT ARG I MV ) HCC B f2 47 1K) RFS. —Ii# 7T
[34][B1EPE M T 117 B4 MVI 1 B BT 2% 8 (HBV)M o< HCC B - iR AR GG ¥ B 5 0N
PIZH(RT 4181 TACE #1), FF3ATM M 3E/> VLA (PSM) LR B SE LR IE (R 22 57 . 45568, RT 41 RFS
BF KT TACE 41 RFS (25.74 £8.12 ™ H vs. 9.18 £ 1.67 N H). WALZ K OS LREER. —H)5,
YERZ (35183 TR T RT 697 BIAEBENLIT AL 45 R . K& MVI ) HCC &4 78 RT d(n = 29)FX HEZH(n
=30), XRALZIIREIRTT . EREH, SEERGHBITHL, FFUIBRA S 5B BOT 3 HE & 3 MVI
BFIRAE T LM RFS. (HE2, RWEH OS MEEER,

I, Yang 25 [36) N KR T — 05T MVI HCC B33 AR5 BhiGy7 12525007, A 148 i, 55 pa-TACE
FHEG, ARJEBUT > HCC £ MVI BEARGHDIRAR G E K . (HIBATEIIX —4518 25T Wang %5
PIREFL, TREZ O KRFEARRTIEMEDIFRIGIE. Hal, AT,  “XF HCC &3F MVI &34,
RT LT TACE” WA U KT EA L, FEMRX LR SR 4510 I BT .

DOI: 10.12677/jcpm.2024.31008 50 I R AN Ak 25 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/jcpm.2024.31008

4.3. ST K R & HIHIT

HATHRR e R, A ARJE R SR AR B e 78 et e AN mT U0 B 40 e S84 1 PFS A1 OS 7 LA A R
FEITERE[35] [36] [37]. —LeditAT (48R O BBz AR JE R A B JE I M S AN T 7] e JHF 40 e 2855 1) — 4k
1BIT . —I=HAREALN RS B, FARVIBR G e B E 2 R R AR B 1BIT AR UGEH DFS, (H3gm
TRAAECRERMIR AR, WIRYE. F 2 BB [37]. ARSI E X, B — M n -5
MR TR R 0022 I AR A WL B 2 AR MR 1) HCC S 4w SR B m B RS . FPEE X
B SON AR (>2 em), B B A BE A I AT A RN MVT B8 TR R . W4 /bR i, 2
TR AN (1 A 22 52 R B () SRR AR A7 A T T, YR 4R G B 35 22 5 . Huang 25381 BAHEAT (1 — AL &
VIR G MVI #) HCC & /MEARR B 7T Bor, 2R BdEeitIT/a, 3 4 DFS 4 56.3%, 3
0SS N 81.3%, MR TXIAL. F—T[39]%F 728 B FARYIFR G MVI (1) HCC &35 347 ) [1 12 i 78
SR, G ST, REAEJBIGIT N 5 4F RFS N 39%, B SAR T A4l T ARYIRH(19%). KhidE
JRIRITALI 5 4F OS N 57%, BERTFARVIBRAGBT%).

TERE R FITROER 75, Gu ZE[40] A% 4 WO TR A AEB ST MV EH IR F#AT T 25501, 4553
$err, 5 RAIFRYIBRAELL, FARVIBRECG R AR B 16T 7] B 008 A 9F MVI R (175 (HR: 1.369,
95%Cl: 1.193~1.570), #RTM, XIIZEFESHTWA —LAE 2. B, Frawt il RmyEm s, mA
e BEALN IO BUATIE A 78, X W] ReS 2 i UL B far . LR, X DU Fe i) B # i E N, X
HI5S T 451 .

5. ARKMRE

T, HREBIAFEFERAE RS0 MVI TS =R IR R IIm, DL MV ZEPRl AL 52 F A
PIBRIY HCC B3 WU i B2, RS U2 MVI 2 EEMLER . REPERFEYROS
AT IR AARAEAL AT R SR 2 Bns BEBCRE AN PR HCC KA 19 MVI, (B4 B35 MV 12 WibR dik ik
AFRILIN, XV RES 0GR BT IX S bR UE 1) 22 il S B R . IR, BAKR THFZ KT HCC &3
MVI I8 7. SR, FRATR IR 5 ot = A A A S B B FH T IR PR SE B o REREAT TR P A 58 DASS IR I R
SO A T Y o R S v R R P T AR B A S TT DAAE I R SE e R HEAE R, E— 2P HCC &
EHTUE, Blands FEAMEEEREGHIFARTA. £=, S FREEHN MVI [ HCC &3, RfE
TACE S &k DFS fl OS (A FERE, [RIULImPREE A B HER: MVI 3852 TACE ¥897. A,
S TR AR YT AN G IR T E G M A TS 7 T R AR, AR AR SCHIATIEERE 72, LA B
MV V20 35252 3X PR P I B 0 1% 6 701 15038
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