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A Study of Computed Tomographic Characteristics of Liver Metastases in Patients

with Colorectal Cancer in Udonthani Hospital
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Background and Objectives: Cause of death in patient

with colorectal cancer mainly results from formation of
distant metastasis. The liver is a primary target organ
for metastatic lesion which substantially influence
prognosis and mortality rate of the disease. The
objective of this study was to review of the various
computed tomographic characteristics of liver
metastases in patients with colorectal cancer.
Methods: Of 31 patients at Udonthani Hospital who were
enrolled from January 2009 and December 2012 in this
retrospective descriptive study. Dermographic data and
CT characteristics were reviewed and assessed the
frequency of the various patterns in number and percentage.
Results: Multiplicity of lesion was found in 17 patients
(54.8%), tumor size 1-5 cm in 23 patients (74.2%),
non-calcified lesion in 24 patients (77.4%), hypodensity
lesion in 25 patients (80.6%), rim enhancement in 29
patients (93.5%), irregular rim enhancement in 26
patients (89.7%), thin rim enhancement in 23 patients
(79.3%) and internal septation in 23 patients (74.2%).
Conclusion: The common CT characteristics of

colorectal liver metastases were multiplicity of lesion,
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non-calcified hypodensity lesion, irregular thin rim
enhancement and internal septation.
Key words: computed tomographic characteristics,

liver metastasis, colorectal cancer

ATUPTUNSIOTANS 2556,28(4): 477-483

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4). 477-483

1N

e L?amim‘wmumwmwuﬂ (colorectal cancer) Wi
IAdaauay Lﬂummmmmmmmqmmmﬂm‘luﬂa‘vmﬂw
WAUILAD ﬁ@auu@qummmmmmimqmuiuﬂawmmn
Sndaiaun TaunasnannsiATaana L aeuulas
1" awsuilszna lnenudesdudusiuannlunedne
(309 NNLITIAU Lmzﬁﬂﬁwﬁummﬁmm) WAZAUALIN
TUWANTY (9999 NNZETILNNAGN NETIFIUN N5
FMuuasrieiPuazzsalen) awmeinadedintes
filanzdean lEvnjuazmanswiin inainnisiinzde
unsnszangliiiedenvanlneanisiigu’ nnsfituzss
LLwém:mamﬁ'ﬁu‘luéﬂqwzﬁqzméﬂm;Lmzwmwﬁﬂ
(colorectal liver metastases) Auaranisnannsnilen
(prognosis) WAZERIMNTALTI6 (Mortality rate) UDE
the anmsneniuanludiauziednldlunjuay
NIUN nulszanns Feaas 25 AnzFaungnszataun
AEUR m%uw?amﬁuﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂifﬂ (synchronous colorectal
wazdszanniFenas 25-30 Nnzid
WWINTTAN TR AT LT 09 2-3 T ndsannAtiaglan

liver metastases)*®

(metasynchronous colorectal liver metastases)*® N7
agunziiauninszany innduludihouziiean1dlng
uaznansutinisndauazsusluszazusn fiagasd
nanennsndlsniia uasdldnsnsagsansaniednIINIg
waanisnge’ wnnldannsaliinisnadelfvzalingg
aa [ Yy v ) a 1=l a o
tadelidn fihsazinsnensnilanlifuazidnsnig
a aa dlu/ = e Ly % o 1%
\ReTInge NaNFaEunnduazunndgliinsineldnsu
AnwniznInenasdaeNRaeasuanINzIT NI NIzanY
unisulugdnanzifedn 4 lvnjuaznanswain 1inloa
Aruiulauazanansnitiadalsaldmous luszozuen
Uszneufuidnuandgdlifinsinmdnsnizniniengsd
pBNNIADLAAINZ NNz aneNN AL U e NS

478

ATUATUNTINTANT 2556; 28(4)

anldlunuaznasurinlulssmenunagassntisanda lunay
Fupan@enwmilaguiudussuIA1eaNzITviauIa N9
=R = Yo ~ X Ao o A
fAnsASlAMNsAnE Faell IulnaidngUseasd e
ANEANEH TN INENTLITADNRILAD FNUAAINLITIUNS
nezananiuludihaussean i lungjuaznasmin e
Tduuualunimdaduuazinudioasialil

a =

AANIFAN KN
=® é’ f~1 =K a v o
NNFANE RN TAN B UL NS T LU S UUAS
9T NINUADUNNTIAN 2552 DULABUFUINAN 2555
BAZNIUNITILIRIANNAULNIINNITATEFITHNTIAE b
Nytee] ‘Em‘wmm@fammu Tned mﬂqwmu@vium i
1 lun3ANEN (inclusion and exclusion criteria) ﬂ\m

Nﬂfawmlmm'lumiﬁnm (inclusion criteria)
1. mﬂqwummum@mawmﬁqmmﬂuﬂumLﬂu
uz&@‘hvl,z’ﬂmau,mmmmunmeuuym\m,wmvwmwmu
2. fhelifunmmadheientisdnesianeies
SGNN

;jﬂqtlﬁ"laiﬁﬁﬁmﬂumiﬁnm (exclusion criteria)
1. fihefneldFunmsinefeaniitnnunrieu
1N inclusion and exclusion criteria ﬁmf;u;’_jﬂwmﬁq
& lmajuaznanawiin 147 e fidtheduau 31 e
wnAnm filhennaaléfunismamaenaistneniiobes
1@97ia4 (PHILLIPS 1 CT Brilliance 6 waz 16, 120 kV,
200-240 mA) Fausit BNz A feaavussesiavie
wFmiudg gilhannaalsiunisaaansiuiadaila
non-ionic 131184 100 T ﬁmmﬁ;m mechanical injector
ludn 3-5 38R Iefinnsnsadil 1. deudnans
NUF9 (precontrast phase) 2. nasanasnuied 30

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4)



a L3 ¥ =
ATNIL WNITEA

Jeerapong Kaewradee

39 (arterial phase) 3. MAIRAG1TNLTIA 60-70 3N
(portovenous phase) iMN3iiLdeyas1"] et
Anzdf Tun

1. %’@aﬂ@ﬁugmmméﬂqa (demographic data)
Teunnelazeny

2. uaziananenziiean1d o uaznanamin
AR UL AN M N INEN BN T

3. ANHUZANENTISETABNRIAD I UAAINZIES
LNSNsTAN AL (metastatic liver lesion) 4 g
Trafadunnelungueuis@ingn lsananunagassil
MU 4 918 UTTNALAIE AU ANLNUNLAZIUIA
BIADUNZLI :mm;fqmiﬁﬁuummzmﬂuﬁ@uu:L?q
(intratumoral calcification) LazANHULIBNIRUNLITIAAL
WAZVIRY AnANINLTE

4, ﬁﬂ‘lﬂmtﬂ’]WL’aﬂsﬁLﬁ‘ﬂrﬂ’aNﬁ’lLm‘ﬂﬁlu’] UBINTF

d‘ @ ' d‘ o = ' o al Cd
Ay luuziRUnInIzaaNINFL aunalae Saunne

TUNgNUAINeN T9aneNLagaTel A1UIU 4 318

ﬂiuﬂfaumwym LLWiﬂ?v@nﬂiﬂm'ﬂfamwfﬂu (d|stant me-
tastasis), st udesdias (ascites) mmuﬂummm@
mmﬂﬂm (pleural effusion) mim@ummmmmmmuwm
£ 1 1% . . A
NAIATUNLN (antenor abdominal wall nodule) LaznN15d
NULNLLW?ﬂiWWHMWLﬂﬂum’a\‘mm (peritoneal seeding)
uw'auamuummmummLL@“’QLM’]“’ﬂmﬂLLUUﬁJm
AMUILLATFBLAT (number and percentage)

NANITANEN

annsAnEwLgn Huaeanuon 31 9e e
181 18 918l ($oaz58.1) engade 55 1 (38-72 1)

Frumisreenzifeanld i uaznansmin wud
rectum mm?izgm 10 918 (Faeaz 32.2) AMNFUANHILE
mqwm’%ﬁwm%wﬁmmu:L'a‘*qz%ﬂmun&imemwﬁﬂ
Wugla well-differentiated Nﬁﬂﬁl@m 16 918 (%ﬂﬂ@z
51.6) (mmaﬁl 1)

AN 1 LAANANUMULAZANEUEN e BInenTwilasasuzifaan 1& v uaznanamin

E‘i"lLlM'lj\‘lLL@SﬁﬂHmzﬂﬁQWﬂﬁéﬁ’A}Wﬂﬁ%’utﬁﬂ MU g‘lﬂﬂ‘a::

rectum 10 32.2

rectosigmoid colon 8 25.8

B LAL sigmoid colon 6 19.4
other parts of colon 7 22.6

79U 31 100

well-differentiated 16 51.6
moderate-differentiated 19.4
ANFUSNINNEEINeq | poorly-differentiated 16.1
%ul,‘ﬁ@ unclassified 12.9
79N 31 100

ANTUINBIBA AU U ATDIA DUNTLTTINT
al oA ala U [~3 o
nsivza AUl uinzneludeunzifawazAnsne
oA 2 o o o , Ao ~
ARUAARNINUNAUBINLTIUNINTZANINTIFL (AN9199 2)
AVUANHUZANWANTLIETADNNIADTNAIRARINUTIR
S de vy 4
Nz unInszanenn U lfaguanslFlunnean 3

ATUATUNTINTANT 2556; 28(4)

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4)

20079 13 doudnwuzniwenasdnaniomas
4 “ de we

) Inulunzdunsnszanaunisy TdagUuanlilu
13199 4 daugid 4 uansnziFaunsnszanghilnilan

(pulmonary metastases)

479



ATANENANETATNENTISTARNRIMES o A Study of Computed Tomographic Characteristics

AN U IDINTISIUNINTZAENTIS ATUIU SREAY

single 5 16.2
RN few 9 29.0
multiple 17 54.8
FUNALIN 5 16.1
AL Frunautng 4 12.9
FLYadednaL 22 71.0

Yaanan 1 du. 1 3.2
AU A 1-5 qu. 23 74.2
WINNIT 5 du. 7 22.6

aa
eI .
Y 135 24 77.4
wnnzne i
uz34(intratumoral .
o d 7 22.6
calcification)
Anmuzansiau | hypodensity 25 80.6
(=3 1 a . .

NELNNAUDARANS | isodensity 0

Nusea hyperdensity 19.4

A15197 3 meﬁﬂwmxmwL@ﬂmiﬁﬂ@uﬁqLm§uﬁq§®mﬁa‘ﬁu§q'§°ﬂfam:|§aLLwémmwmﬁm

ANBUNNANTITIAANAILADS fuIU | TeHAz
enhancement ﬁm@uﬁ@u i 29 93.5
HTLIN
(rim enhancement) il 2 6-5
a3y (irregular) 26 89.7
ANBUZNNG \Fau (smooth) 3 10.3
enhancement ‘ﬁlﬁmuﬁ/’au U1 (thin) 23 79.3
I3 1141 (thick) 6 20.7
nafifafunne ludeunsiss (internal septation) 23 74.2
AN target like lesion 3 9.7
n13x enhancing mural nodule 2 6.5
miﬁqgwmlﬁlaﬁjuﬁu (capsular retraction) 6 19.4
nsTenEfTeietnA IndAn
(dilatation of adjacent intrahepatic bile duct) ° 27
N3QNATNEUIA AR WA TR
(portal vein involvement or thrombosis) 2 05

480 ATUATUNSINTANT 2556; 28(4)

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4)

o

A5 2 LAANAIUIL, ANLULY, TUIALALAN ML AAUAAANINL N RUBINLITIUNINIZANLNTIA

U



a L3 ¥ =
AINNL UNITEA o  Jeerapong Kaewradee

A5 4 uansaneiznIvenedneniawesau wthauzianldlnnjuaznansmin

é’numzmwL'anmiéﬂauﬁqm'a%ﬁ'ue] AU LT
ap 7 22.6
NNTUNTNIZANE (pulmonary metastasis)
luResanzau nazen 2 6.5
(distant metastasis) | (bony metastasis)
AaNyNan ln 1 3.2
(adrenal gland metastasis)
v lutadtiog (ascites) 13 41.9
ﬁﬂu“ﬁm@@ﬁfuﬂ@m (pleural effusion) 9 29.0
Aauiinantiesdrumii 2 6.5

(anterior abdominal wall nodule)

nzfunsnszanyliieydesiias 6 19.4

(peritoneal seeding)

gﬂﬁ 1 @A irregular thin rim enhancement with 519 2 wang irregular thin rim enhance-

some internal septations ment with internal septations

'
=

gﬂﬁ 3 WAAY irregular thick rim enhancement gﬂﬂ 4 1AM pulmonary metastases

AUFBUNSINTANS 2556, 28(4) e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4) 481



ATANENANETATNENTISTARNRIMES o A Study of Computed Tomographic Characteristics

a 4
A1t
al aa v (-3 o 1 o
nsdeaimnaasgilaenziiean & lungiuaznansmin
- 4 d e
Haannisnnzfaunsnszaeld Nedeazau Tnaanny
d' & 4 al'd @ ' d‘ o v <
neu nnendnzfaunsnszanannauluglaenzi
an & lunuaznanamin (colorectal liver metastases) &
nasanisnenInilsAuazdnsNadeTinaaegilon nng
Aadanziseumsnszaraunauludiloeuziiean 1dlug)
waznaaminfsasauazsaus luszazuan filagaziinig
wensnilandia AERIINT90LIRALATARIINTUNLANN
Tonge*® n1ansedunnduazunndd linsnunlansu
ANHUZNINENTITAINAA FNLAAINZITIUNINTZANY
dl o L2 [~3 o 1 o o v QI
wsuludilhanzsan1&lugjuaznonsuin Mlminu
Andulanazannsniiadalsa limaus luszeazian a1n
= A 4 £
NTANEITENUNN Paschos wazAnie wutlszunndes
az 25 1asfthanziiaa & lunjuaznansmin duzidaung
nezAnsNRRUNATUNFanTURARase 13A (synchronous
colorectal liver metastases) Mﬂ’]?ﬁﬂ‘izf"}ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ’]mué
thanzifeandlunjuaznonsmin avun 147 318 wu
NzifaunsnIzanauNAuIialunfaniunitade lsa
31 918 (Fozaz 21.1) atglsfinugAnsduiingiudn
Auudiledinann dhazininndtll wivistiiiasann
nsAne luafell idunisne@eanssundeunas
anaazyin i lideyaliasudouanysal uanainiigiloy
AU Tuan1sATaan1anesIneTuiletudunay
v d‘ Yo a o o 1 1 1 =2
dileeeldiuaiiingannnau Tdsuatlunisdnm
ATIHANE ANUFUANHIUTATNANTLIENLARINZTIUNT
nezaneusuugiaanzsifaan 1 dlung uaznansuiniiu
NTANENT8Y Sica WATATUE® WLNFUNINIZABNN
neuluiloauzideanldnnuaznasuinaaulug I
Anwouznmendirdranimefien anansnuieaidy
WL low %78 isoattenuation kaznadsang1snufadiy
WL complete rim enhancement 11 arterial phase Way
thickened rim enhances progressively Tu portovenous
= . 10 = o
phase N13ANE1849 Chiang WazAz ' NANEIANELY
ANENTLITABNNUATNUARINZTUNTNTZANNN AL
QMU 74 lesions WU enhancement N2aLABUNLIT

(rim enhancement) 62 lesions (588182 83.8), enhancement

482

ATUATUNTINTANT 2556; 28(4)

flueuAeuuzIB UL (thick rim enhancement) 36
lesions (%‘fﬂﬂm 48.6) Ilaz enhancement ﬁmﬂ‘uﬁﬂu
NELFIWULUNY (thin rim enhancement) 18 lesions
(Yazaz 24.3) LaNaN Soyer lazanus” ARnEIAEY
ALANLNTVANELAZAINANNE (prevalence and
specificity) PIANHULNNANTIITALRUADIT LR
miﬁ\i%mmlﬁlﬂﬁmﬁu (capsular retraction) JasRaulie
38NAL (hepatic tumor) Wumiﬁq%\wm@'@ﬁ:uﬁu viled
Fnunznnenaistrenfiamesfing 1§ liUasusAeny
d19qmnzAa malignant liver tumor wazainlanulu
benign liver tumor Fl,umiﬁmmﬁ%‘l‘ﬁ WUANBOUZAIN
N TIsARNAILAR FAUE AT UNINTZAN eI TIFL
filnenzdenldlunjuaznanaminiisenadeuazing
AeeRuNs AN TiiuLn TEunfeuz SR dneny
hypodensity NaudnansNuied 25 e (Fazaz 80.6),
enhancement ﬁm@uﬁ@umﬁd (im enhancement) 29 918
(Yazaz 93.5) LL@xﬂWiﬁﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬂLﬁlﬂﬁNﬁu 6 318 (Fazaz
19.4) GoUALANFANAUALNNT AN TiENUL AR luANS
AnwnAsil WU enhancement AeLIRaLALSALLLILNG
23 78 (Faaaz 79.3) NINNGILLLNKEN 6 18 (Faua
20.7)ﬁﬁlqﬁjﬁﬂmﬁuﬁﬁgmdﬁﬁﬂwmww WeBAMENTy
Lﬁ@mmﬁﬂwmﬁqﬁﬂmﬁmmemwﬁﬂslumiﬁﬂm
! anulunjiiluuuy well-differentiated 16 9181 (Fal
A% 51.6) NNNNIUUL moderate-differentiated 6 918
(Gaaaz 19.4) WaZLLIL poorly-differentiated 5 91 (3o
a2 16.1) 1 1¥%n13 enhancement FaufauniTiung
n3zaneanTiFL N U TN N LA

G

ANBUTNINANTLITADNNIAD SN LAPINLIFIUNT
nsvanaunfsuluginanziean i lun waznansudin
dl 2 A @ a o v aa
MnuldesAanzifaarwunanaiau, nnslddnugu

% v @ 6 Yo .
nnenne lufaunis, faunsifa lidnenie hypodensity
] R oA @ 6 Yo A
ARUAAANINLSE, AauNz3elidnuaiy enhancement 7
v

aaufauLL ldFaULAZLNY kavnisRaierune ludau

FUALN!

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4)



a L3 ¥ =
ATNIL WNITEA

Jeerapong Kaewradee

nnanssNUsznA

YAIDUNTTANM WeunneiNta nunAail Hanuos
nslsenenunagassll, unneuee Ains eunatlsiady
PFautinguanusedinen Tsavenunagassnil s
avfualunsinenasail sadlad i faungsadeu,
Wuthfinguenied@ineuasdning ngueunen?
ey ldpaudaawdewazaansaniielunng
sausandayaiiuatieg

References

1. Aphinives P, Bhudhisawadi V, Kuntikeo N, Sripanaskul A,
Chau-in S, Rungsikajee D. Review of colorectal cancer
manangement in Srinagarind Hospital. Srinagarind Med
J 2000; 15; 232-9.

2. Vatanasapt V, Sripa B. Liver cancer in Thailand:
Epidemiology,diagnosis and control. Khon Kaen: Siriphan
Press, 2000; 3-6.

3. Vatansapt V, Martin N, Sriplung H, Chindavijak K, Son-
tipong S, Sriamporn S, et al. Cancer in Thailand 1988-
1991. IARC Technical Report No. 16. Lyon: International
Agency for Research on cancer, 1993; 88-9.

4. Paschos KA, Bird N. Current diagnostic and theurapeutic
approaches for colorectal cancer liver metastasis. Hip-
pokratia 2008; 12: 132-8.

ATUATUNTINTANT 2556; 28(4)

10.

11.

Schima W, Kulinna C, Langenberger H, Ba-Salamamah
A. Liver metastases of colorectal cancer: US, CT or MRI?.
Cancer Imaging 2005; S149-55.

Basso D, Mazza S, Greco E, Belluco C, Roveroni G, Nitti
D, etal. Metastatic colorectal cancer stimulates collagen
synthesis by fibroblasts. Anticancer Res 2001; 21: 2665-
70.

Nino-Murcia M, Olcott EW, Jeffrey RBJr, Lamm RL,
Beaulieu CF, Jain KA. Focal liver lesions: pattern-based
classification scheme for enhancement at arterial phase
CT. Radiology 2000; 215: 746-51.

Vermeulen PB, Colpaert C, Salgado R, Royers R, Hel-
lemans H, Heuvel EVD, et al. Liver metastases from
colorectal adenocarcinomas grow in three patterns with
different angiogenesis and desmoplasia. J Pathol 2001;
195: 336-42.

Sica GT, Ji H, Ros PR. CT and MR imaging of hepatic
metastases. AJR Am J Roentgenol 2000; 174: 691-8.
Chiang SH, Thng CH, Teh CSC, Tan AGS, Poddar SL,
Wong BS, etal. Computed tomographic appearances of
colorectal hepatic metastases. Ann Acad Med Singapore
2003; 32: 191-5.

Soyer P, Bluemke DA, Vissuzaine C, Van Beers B,
Barge J, Levesque M. CT of hepatic tumors: prevalence
and specificity of retraction of adjacent liver capsule
AJR 1994; 162: 1119-22.

e Srinagarind Med J 2013; 28(4) 483



