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Long - term Efficacy of Absolute Ethanol Injection — assisted Radiofrequency Ablation in the Treatment of Risk — site Hepatocellular Carcino-
ma: A Propensity - Matched Score Study. MU Yang, WANG Biao, MA Yuanyuan, et al. Department of Medical Ultrasonics, Affiliated
Hospital of Traditional Chinese Medicine, Xinjiang Medical University , Xinjiang 830099, China

Abstract Objective To compare the long — term efficacy of radiofrequency ablation of dangerous and non — dangerous hepatocellu-
lar carcinoma (HCC) using propensity score matching (PSM). Methods From October 2016 to January 2022, 181 radiofrequency abla-
tion cases met the standard, and 32 pairs were matched by PMS, 32 cases in the control group and 32 cases in the intervention group ( ab-
solute alcohol injection). Local tumor progression (LTP), progress free survival (PFS), and overall survival (OS) were evaluated be-
tween the two groups. Results The PFS in the control group were 88% , 44% and 44% at 1, 3 and 5 years respectively, and in the in-
terventional group were 94% , 52% and 38% respectively; the OS in the control group at 1, 3 and 5 years were 100% , 92% and 87%
respectively, and those in the intervention group were 94% , 78% and 66% respectively. In addition, there was no significant difference
between the two groups in the incidence of LTP, the incidence of serious complications, technical success rate, the postoperative length of
stay, and technical efficiency (P >0.05). Conclusion As a first — line treatment for HCC at dangerous sites, percutaneous radiofre-
quency ablation assisted by ethanol injection has good clinical efficacy and safety.
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