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Abstract
The incidence of bone metastases (BMs) from hepato-
cellular carcinoma (HCC) is relatively low compared to 
those of other cancers, but it has increased recently, 
especially in Asian countries. Typically, BMs from HCC 
appear radiologically as osteolytic, destructive, and 
expansive components with large, bulky soft-tissue 
masses. These soft-tissue masses are unique to bone 
metastases from HCC and often replace the normal 
bone matrix and exhibit expansive growth. They often 
compress the peripheral nerves, spinal cord, or cranial 
nerves, causing not only bone pain but also neuro-
pathic pain and neurological symptoms. In patients 
with spinal BMs, the consequent metastatic spinal cord 
compression (MSCC) causes paralysis. Skull base me-
tastases (SBMs) with cranial nerve involvement can 
cause neurological symptoms. Therefore, patients with 
bony lesions often suffer from pain or neurological 
symptoms that have a severe, adverse effect on the 
quality of life. External-beam radiotherapy (EBRT) can 
effectively relieve bone pain and neurological symp-
toms caused by BMs. However, EBRT is not yet widely 
used for the palliative management of BMs from HCC 
because of the limited number of relevant studies. Fur-
thermore, the optimal dosing schedule remains unclear, 
despite clinical evidence to support single-fraction ra-

diation schedules for primary cancers. In this review, 
we outline data describing palliative EBRT for BMs from 
HCC in the context of (1) bone pain; (2) MSCC; and (3) 
SBMs. 
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Core tip: Due to a lack of clinical data, external-beam 
radiotherapy (EBRT) for bone metastases (BMs) from 
hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is still not widely used 
as a palliative therapy component, and the optimal 
dosing schedule remains unclear. BMs from HCC typi-
cally occur as expansive, bulky soft-tissue masses; they 
exhibit expansive growth that compresses the periph-
eral nerves, spinal cord, or cranial nerves, causing both 
bone and neuropathic pain, and neurological symp-
toms. In this review, we outline the data describing 
palliative EBRT for BMs from HCC to treat bone pain, 
spinal compression, and skull base metastases.
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INTRODUCTION
Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is the fifth most com-
mon cancer in men worldwide[1]. The rate of  bone me-
tastases (BMs) in extrahepatic metastasis is reported to 
be approximately 20%[2]. The incidence of  BMs in HCC 
patients has historically been low compared with those 
of  other cancers, but has recently increased[3]. Previously, 
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clinicians did not focus on BMs in advanced HCC be-
cause of  their low incidence, and the prognosis of  these 
patients was generally poor[4]. Recently, the prognosis 
and management of  HCC have improved as a result of  
novel imaging techniques and multidisciplinary treatment 
approaches. BMs are now diagnosed more frequently 
in HCC patients with extrahepatic metastases[5]. BMs 
themselves rarely affect patient survival; however, they 
are the most common source of  moderate and severe 
cancer pain[6,7] and can cause neurological symptoms[7]. 
In patients with spinal BMs, the consequent metastatic 
spinal cord compression (MSCC) causes paralysis. Skull 
base metastases (SBMs) with cranial nerve involvement 
can cause neurological symptoms. External-beam radio-
therapy (EBRT) can effectively relieve bone pain[7,8] and 
the neurological symptoms caused by BMs[7,9]. However, 
EBRT has not been widely used in the palliative manage-
ment of  BMs from HCC because only a few reports have 
been published that focus on its use to relieve pain and 
neurological symptoms. In this review, we will outline the 
data pertaining to the use of  EBRT for BMs from HCC. 

INCIDENCE OF BMs
HCC is accompanied by BMs in 6%-20% of  patients in 
autopsy studies[10-12]. The incidence of  BMs in HCC pa-
tients has been reported to be relatively low; 2%-12.9% 
in clinical studies, and 7.3%-38.5% in patients with ex-

trahepatic metastases (Table 1)[2,3,5,13-16]. However, BM 
incidences of  10.2% and 12.9% were reported by Katyal 
et al[15] and Fukutomi et al[3], respectively, which are higher 
than previously reported rates. According to Katyal et 
al[15], this difference may have been the result of  current 
treatment regimens that utilize combined chemotherapy 
and chemoembolization to prolong survival. Fukutomi et 
al[3] compared the incidence of  BMs in two chronological 
periods (1987-1997 and 1998-1997). BMs were found in 
4.5% of  patients in the first decade and 12.9% of  pa-
tients in the second decade. The increased incidence of  
bone metastasis was attributed to the prolonged survival 
of  HCC patients due to improved diagnosis and treat-
ment. Bone scintigraphy and computed tomography (CT) 
have been used widely as imaging modalities for BMs, 
and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) has often been 
performed in recent studies. MRI is useful in cases in 
which the bone scan is negative and the BMs have prop-
erties of  soft tissue masses[17]. In three recent studies, 
the incidence of  BMs was reported to be 2%-5.4%[2,5,16]. 
However, the rate of  BMs in patients with extrahepatic 
metastases is relatively high (25.4%-38.5%)[2,5], except in 
one report from the United States[16]. In a recent study, 
Natsuizaka et al[5] found that extrahepatic metastases were 
relatively common, and more than 65% of  the study pa-
tients had early-stage tumors that would not be expected 
to metastasize.

RADIOLOGICAL FEATURES
Most BMs from HCC are located in the vertebrae, fol-
lowed by the pelvis, ribs, sternum, limb bones, and cra-
nium[18], which is a similar distribution to the BMs of  
other tumor types[19]. The distribution of  BMs in HCC 
is similar to that observed in previous studies[3,4,8]. The 
lower-thoracic and lumbar vertebrae are common sites 
for vertebral BMs[18]. The reported incidence of  skull me-
tastases varies widely; 3.5%-30%[4,7,8,14]. 

Radiographically, typical BMs from HCC appear as 
expansible, destructive findings with large soft-tissue 
masses[13]. Most BMs are osteolytic and thus detectable 
using CT[14,19] (Figure 1). However, HCC patients rarely 
exhibit either purely osteolytic or osteoblastic lesions[13,19]. 
Soft-tissue masses are unique to BMs of  HCC and have 
been observed in 39%-85.4% of  patients[8,18-20]. These 
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Table 1  Incidence of bone metastases in clinical studies  n  (%)

Ref. Study period Patients Extrahepatic Ms Incidence of BMs Rate of BMs in extrahepatic Ms 

Kuhlman et al[13] 1979-1985 300    22 (7.3)
Liaw et al[14] 1983-1887 395 20 (5)
Katyal et al[15] 1992-1997 403  148 (36.7)       41(10.2)                           28
Fukutomi et al[3] 1978-1987 269    12 (4.5)

1988-1997 404      52 (12.9)
Natsuizaka et al[5] 1995-2001 482    65 (13.5)    25 (5.2) 38.50
Uchino et al[2] 1990-2006       2386  342 (14.3)    87 (3.6) 25.40
Senthilnathan et al[16] 2000-2008 209 51 (18)   5 (2)                           10

BMs: Bone metastases; Ms: Metastases.

Figure 1  Typical computerized tomography image of a lumbar spinal bone 
metastasis from hepatocellular carcinoma. The bone metastasis shows os-
teolytic, destructive, and expansive components with soft-tissue masses.



soft-tissue masses can replace the normal bone matrix 
and exhibit expansive growth, frequently within the 
vertebral body. Paravertebral masses have been shown 
to grow inward to encapsulate and destroy the bone ma-
trix[18]. These masses often compress peripheral nerves, 
the spinal cord[21], or cranial nerves[22], causing not only 
bone pain but also neuropathic pain[6] and neurological 
symptoms. 

RADIOTHERAPY FOR BONE PAIN
EBRT is prescribed most frequently to relive pain from 
BMs and the efficacy of  EBRT for treating BMs has 
been well established[23]. Generally, pain relief  is ob-
tained in 60%-90% of  treated patients, but the sites of  
primary tumors from these reports were mainly in the 
lung, breast, and prostate[23-26]. There have only been a 
few studies of  EBRT for HCC BMs, but they show that 
73%-99.5% of  patients obtained overall pain improve-
ment and 17%-44% of  patients achieved complete pain 
relief  (Table 2)[7,8,27-30]. Except for a report from China[8], 
these studies were retrospective analyses with a small 
sample size; however, the reported results for overall pain 
relief  are similar to those obtained for BMs of  other pri-
mary tumors. HCC is often complicated by liver failure, 
and narcotic drugs may induce hepatic coma. Therefore, 
EBRT may play an important role in relieving the pain 
from BMs, thus minimizing the use of  narcotic drugs for 
pain relief.

Soft-tissue masses with BMs often cause neuropathic 
pain, spinal compression, and pathological fractures, and 
these issues were evaluated simultaneously with bone 
pain relief  in some previous reports. The pain assess-
ments differed among the studies; two recent studies[8,30] 
evaluated pain relief  using the International Bone Metas-
tases Consensus Working Party Guidelines[31,32] with some 
modifications. Even after considering the differences 
among studies, it has been shown that EBRT is equally 
effective for the relief  of  pain caused by BMs from HCC, 
as well as metastases from other primary tumors. 

Various EBRT dosage and fractionation schedules 
have been used to treat pain, ranging from an 8 Gy single 
fraction (SF) to multiple fractions (MFs). An SF of  8 Gy 
delivered in one day is more convenient for the patient 
and more cost effective compared with schedules em-
ploying MFs. However, MFs that deliver a higher total 
dose than an SF may have increased biological effects on 
the tumor. In a randomized controlled trial conducted by 
the Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG 9701)[33] 
in which an SF (8 Gy) was compared with MFs (30 Gy 
in 10 fractions over 2 wk), it was demonstrated that both 
schedules provided equivalent pain relief. Furthermore, 
the RTOG trial found a significantly lower rate of  acute 
toxicity with an SF compared to MFs, although there was 
no significant difference in late toxicity (e.g., pathologic 
fractures). Similar findings concerning the pain relief  
after treatment based on an SF or MFs have also been 
reported[26,34]. Similarly, according to other recent studies 
including a meta-analysis, both SF and MF-based treat-
ments have provided equivalent pain relief, although SF 
treatment often requires re-treatment[23-25,35]. In terms 
of  pain relief, most previous studies failed to show a 
dose-response relationship for BMs from other primary 
cancers. For BMs from HCC, Roca et al[27], Matsuura et 
al[29], and He et al[8] also found no apparent dose-response 
relationship for pain relief. In contrast, Kaizu et al[28] 
and Seong et al[7] did find a dose-response relationship, 
although in the former study, 15 of  the 57 patients ana-
lyzed[28] underwent transcatheter arterial embolization of  
BMs in addition to EBRT, and 25% of  the patients in the 
study by Seong et al[7] had neurological symptoms with 
bone pain. He et al[8] also found no dose-response rela-
tionship for pain relief, but higher complete pain relief  
rates were obtained using higher radiation doses. Further-
more, they observed that the re-treatment rate was higher 
among patients with expansible soft-tissue masses and 
noted an increased presence of  residual cancer cells in 
these patients relative to those lacking soft-tissue exten-
sion. Matsuura et al[29] reported a lack of  observed tumor 
regression at doses < 40 Gy and that 3 patients treated 
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Ref. Patients (n ) Sites (n ) Fraction dose Pain relief (CR) Dose-response relationship Comments

Roca et al[27] 26 37 MFs 30-50 Gy     79% (44%) NR 11 lesions (with CTx)
Kaizu et al[28] 57 99 MFs 20-65 Gy  83.8% (33%) Better pain relief 16 lesions (with TAE)

TDF ≥ 77 Tumor volume (NS)
Matsuura et al[29] 38 44 MFs 26-60 Gy     91% (32%) NR Tumor regression

(> 40 Gy)
Seong et al[7] 51 77    MFs 12.5-50 Gy           73% Better pain relief With neurological 

BED > 43 Gy symptoms (25%)
He et al[8]          205         205 MFs 32-66 Gy       99.5% (29.80%) NR Higher retreatment rate 

(with soft-tissue masses)
Hayashi et al[30] 28 48 MFs 20-52 Gy     83% (17%) NR Longer pain relief 

SF 8 Gy MFs: 87% (17%) (> 36 Gy)
    SF: 75% (17%) No spinal compression

No neuropathic pain

Table 2  Studies of external radiotherapy to treat painful bone metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma

MFs: Multiple fractions; SF: Single fraction; CR: Complete relief; NR: No dose response; TDF: Time, dose, and fractionation factor; BED: Biologically effec-
tive dose; NS: No significant difference; CTx: Chemotherapy; TAE: Transcatheter arterial embolization.
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masses[13].
MSCC is estimated to occur in approximately 5%-10% 

of  all cancer patients[37]. The most common primary 
sites are the breast and lung[37,38]; however, the rate of  
MSCC resulting from BMs from HCC is unclear. MSCC 
that diminishes motor function and causes paraplegia is 
considered an oncological emergency requiring urgent 
treatment[38]. Conventionally, MSCC has been managed 
with corticosteroids and high-dose EBRT. EBRT is an 
effective treatment for MSCC and has been included in 
standard care. Rades et al[38] retrospectively analyzed the 
use of  5 radiotherapy schedules (8 Gy, 20 Gy/5 fractions, 
30 Gy/10 fractions, 37.5 Gy/15 fractions, and 40 Gy/20 
fractions) for MSCC treatment and found that motor 
function improved by 26%-31%, post-treatment ambula-
tion was achieved in 63%-74% of  cases, and that all 5 
schedules provided similar functional outcomes. Rades 
et al[38] therefore recommended a schedule of  8 Gy for 
patients with a poor survival prognosis and 30 Gy/10 
fractions for other patients. Maranzano et al[39] reported 
that 76% of  patients achieved full recovery, or at least 
were still able to walk, after EBRT with doses > 30 Gy 
over a 2 wk period in combination with steroids, and that 
the most important response predictors were an early 
diagnosis and favorable histology. For MSCC specifically 
caused by HCC, Maranzano et al[39] reported a median du-
ration of  improvement of  only 1 mo, which was shorter 
than the duration observed for other cancers, including 
breast cancer, for which it was 12 mo. Nakamura et al[9] 
reported a retrospective series of  24 ambulatory patients 
with MSCC derived from HCC. Five patients (21%) un-
derwent salvage therapy and 4 (21%) had become non-
ambulatory by the last follow-up. The ambulatory rates at 
3 and 6 mo were 85% and 63%, respectively. Nakamura 
et al[9] concluded that EBRT with a biologically effective 
dose range of  39-50.7 Gy (total radiation dose range, 
30-39 Gy) was not sufficient to prevent MSCC-related 
paralysis and that dose escalation via a precise radiation 
technique should be evaluated. In MSCC caused by BMs 
from HCC, it will probably be important to shrink and 
control the soft-tissue masses. Therefore, higher radiation 
doses are needed to prevent MSCC-related paralysis. For 
patients with a good survival prognosis, high-precision ra-
diation therapy [intensity-modulated radiotherapy (IMRT) 
or stereotactic irradiation (STI)] should be considered for 
the delivery of  higher radiation doses, whilst sparing the 
spinal cord and reducing the risk of  radiation myelitis. 
In addition to EBRT, surgery is being re-evaluated for 
the palliative management for MSCC. The results of  a 
randomized trial reported by Patchell et al[40], showed that 
direct decompressive surgery with postoperative EBRT 
was more effective at restoring ambulation than EBRT 
alone. 

Vargas et al[41], Somerset et al[42] and Doval et al[21] 

showed in case reports that patients with MSCC derived 
from HCC who were treated with laminectomy or resec-
tion of  the epidural lesion had a good clinical course. 
Vargas et al[41] concluded from their case report that surgi-

with doses ≥ 40 Gy (40 Gy, 46 Gy, and 60 Gy) survived 
for > 6 years without recurrence. Pain caused by BMs can 
originate directly from the bone, or as a result of  nerve 
root compression, or muscle spasms in the lesion area (i.e., 
neuropathic pain)[7]. In a randomized trial of  radiotherapy 
for neuropathic pain caused by BM, Roos et al[36] (Trans-
Tasman Radiation Oncology Group) compared the ef-
ficacy of  SF (8 Gy) to MFs (20 Gy/5 fraction) treatment 
and concluded that an SF was not as effective as MFs; 
the outcomes with SF treatment were generally poor, 
although the difference was not statistically significant. 
In that study, the most frequent primary tumor sites were 
the lung and prostate. For patients with BMs from HCC 
that cause neuropathic pain through nerve root compres-
sion, a higher radiation dose may be needed to shrink the 
soft-tissue mass and provide pain relief. 

Nearly all previous studies[7,8,27-29] involving BMs of  
HCC used MF schedules and evaluated both bone pain 
and neuropathic pain. We conducted a retrospective eval-
uation of  the palliative efficacy of  EBRT, excluding cases 
with spinal cord compression or neuropathic pain[30] and 
assessed different dosing schedules for BMs from HCC 
with soft-tissue masses. Our analysis included a relatively 
small number of  patients (28 patients, 42 sites), and the 
overall response rates were 75% and 87% for SF and MF 
treatment, respectively; this difference was not significant. 
Patients undergoing high-dose MFs (≥ 36 Gy in total) 
achieved on average a significantly longer duration of  
pain relief  than those undergoing SF or moderate-dose 
MF therapy (≤ 30 Gy in total). The median durations of  
overall pain relief  for MFs were 3.8 and 1.8 mo after SF 
treatment. These results were similar to those reported 
for other series involving different primary cancers[24,25,34]. 
In our study, we found that EBRT effectively palliated 
painful BMs from HCC, that an 8 Gy SF and MFs re-
sulted in equivalent pain relief, and that high-dose MF 
schedules may result in longer lasting pain relief.

Soft-tissue masses are unique to BMs from HCC and 
often cause both bone and neuropathic pain. In HCC 
patients with neuropathic pain, higher RT doses using an 
MF schedule are usually necessary because of  the pres-
ence of  soft-tissue masses. It is critical to discriminate 
between these different pain types, and large-scaled co-
hort studies are necessary to determine an optimal radio-
therapy plan in terms of  doses and fractions for each.

RADIOTHERAPY FOR SPINAL BMs
Spinal BMs often cause not only pain but also MSCC, 
which primarily develops in one of  three ways[37]: (1) the 
continued growth and expansion of  vertebral BMs into 
the epidural space; (2) neural foraminal extension via 
a paraspinal mass; and (3) the destruction of  vertebral 
cortical bone, leading to vertebral body collapse and the 
displacement of  bony fragments into the epidural space. 
SCC secondary to BMs from HCC can develop in any of  
these ways because typical these metastases have an ex-
pansible and destructive nature and give rise to soft-tissue 
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cal therapies such as direct decompression of  the tumor 
with postoperative EBRT or vertebral body resection 
with stabilization should be considered in patients for 
whom surgery could be expected to succeed. 

RADIOTHERAPY FOR SBMs
SBMs occur in 4% of  cancer patients[43] and often cause 
pain or cranial nerve palsies. Because of  their rarity, 
SBMs have received limited attention in the published 
medical literature. Their clinical manifestation depends 
on the metastatic cranial nerve invasion site. In a review 
by Laigle-Donadey et al[43], the most common primary 
cancers from which SBMs originated were prostate (38%) 
and breast cancer (20%). The incidence of  SBM from 
HCC has been reported to be 0.4%-1.6%[44-47] and until 
2009, only 25 such cases had been reported[38]. However, 
the incidence of  SBM from HCC increased significantly 
during the period between 1990 and 2001[39]. SBM with-
out other osseous metastases is an unusual finding and 
cranial nerve deficits are found in 96% of  cases in which 
the SBM was derived from HCC[38]. Radiotherapy is usu-
ally the standard treatment for SBM and has been used 
to treat 70% of  patients[43]. EBRT provides excellent pain 
relief  and often leads to the regression of  cranial nerve 
dysfunction, which lasts until death in most cases. There 
is consensus that the rate of  neurological improvement 
is closely related to the length of  time to EBRT follow-
ing the onset of  symptoms[43]. Vikram et al[48] reported 
that 87% of  patients for whom EBRT was initiated < 
1 mo after the onset of  symptoms in contrast to 25% 
for whom EBRT was initiated ≥ 3 mo after the onset 
of  symptoms. However, the appropriate doses and frac-
tions to use in EBRT for SBMs have still not been agreed 
upon. Discrepancies with respect to the dose-response 
relationship can be explained by the different radiosen-
sitivity of  each primary tumor. In cases involving SBMs 
from HCC, higher radiation doses are needed to improve 
the neurological symptoms by resolving the compression 
and invasion of  cranial nerves caused by soft-tissue mass-
es. Nozaki et al[47] reported a case in which multiple SBMs 
from HCC were successfully treated with EBRT. They 
found that slightly higher radiation doses (50 Gy/20 or 
25 fractions) were delivered and improvements in neuro-
logical symptoms and tumor regression were achieved. 
However, EBRT places certain organs at risk, including 
the brain stem, optic nerve, and optic chiasm. Stereotac-
tic radiosurgery (SRS) and stereotactic radiotherapy (SRT) 
are more recent therapeutic options for SBMs. They are 
high-precision radiation therapies in which delivery is 
accurate to within one to two millimeters and are per-
formed in a non-surgical procedure that delivers precisely 
targeted radiation at much higher doses than traditional 
radiotherapy in a single dose (SRS) or fractionated regi-
men (SRT). This treatment is only possible because of  
the development of  highly advanced radiation technolo-
gies such as the gamma knife, and high-precision linear 
accelerators that permit maximum dose delivery within 
the target while minimizing the dose to organs at risk. In 

a report of  HCC cases treated by gamma knife radiosur-
gery, the clinical symptoms improved in 61% of  the pa-
tients after treatment and tumor control was achieved in 
67% of  cases[49]. Gamma knife radiosurgery is particularly 
useful for small tumors (diameter < 30 mm)[36]. Stereotac-
tic radiotherapy via Novalis, a high-precision linear accel-
erator, can administer high doses to tumors while sparing 
normal structures and organs at risk, thus being a useful 
EBRT technique for SBM treatment[50]. In a study utiliz-
ing Novalis, all 11 cases (including 1 HCC case) achieved 
and maintained local control until the end of  the follow-
up period or death. SBM remains a challenge with respect 
to EBRT planning and delivery.

SURVIVAL ASSOCIATED WITH BMs
The 1-year survival rate after EBRT initiation or the diag-
nosis of  BMs has been reported to be 13.8%-32.4%, with 
a 5-7.4 mo median survival time[7,8,13,29,30]. Unfavorable 
significant prognostic factors of  patients with BMs have 
been reported as lower performance status, multifocal 
BMs, tumor stage ⅣA, metastasis to other organs, higher 
tumor marker levels, uncontrolled intrahepatic tumors, 
and ascites at the initial presentation[4,7,8,29].

The prognosis of  patients with MSCC is worse than 
for patients with only BMs. According to Nakamura et 
al[9], the median observed survival duration for all patients 
was 5.1 mo and the overall 6-mo survival rate was 38%.

SBMs are generally late events and occur at a stage 
when many patients have already developed disseminated 
disease, particularly other BMs[43]; 71% of  these patients 
were reported to have died within a short period of  
between 11 d and 9 mo after the onset of  neurological 
symptoms[40]. 

CONCLUSION
Soft-tissue masses are unique to BMs from HCC and of-
ten cause both bone and neuropathic pain, and neurolog-
ical symptoms. EBRT is effective for the relief  of  painful 
symptoms resulting from BMs, MSCC, and SBMs from 
HCC. However, the optimal dose and fraction schedules 
for bone pain palliation remain unclear. Large-scaled 
cohort studies are necessary to determine the optimal 
radiotherapy doses and fractions to treat both bone pain 
and neuropathic pain. MSCC and SBMs remain a chal-
lenge for EBRT. High-precision radiation therapy (IMRT 
or STI) should be considered for the delivery of  higher 
radiation doses with sparing of  normal tissues.

REFERENCES
1 El-Serag HB. Epidemiology of viral hepatitis and hepato-

cellular carcinoma. Gastroenterology 2012; 142: 1264-1273.e1 
[PMID: 22537432 DOI: 10.1053/j-gastro.2011.12.061]

2 Uchino K, Tateishi R, Shiina S, Kanda M, Masuzaki R, Kondo 
Y, Goto T, Omata M, Yoshida H, Koike K. Hepatocellular 
carcinoma with extrahepatic metastasis: clinical features 
and prognostic factors. Cancer 2011; 117: 4475-4483 [PMID: 
21437884 DOI: 10.1002/cncr.25960]

3 Fukutomi M, Yokota M, Chuman H, Harada H, Zaitsu Y, 

Hayashi S et al . EBRT for HCC bone metastases



928 December 27, 2014|Volume 6|Issue 12|WJH|www.wjgnet.com

Funakoshi A, Wakasugi H, Iguchi H. Increased incidence 
of bone metastases in hepatocellular carcinoma. Eur J Gas-
troenterol Hepatol 2001; 13: 1083-1088 [PMID: 11564960 DOI: 
10.1097/00042737-200109000-00015]

4 Kim SU, Kim do Y, Park JY, Ahn SH, Nah HJ, Chon CY, 
Han KH. Hepatocellular carcinoma presenting with bone 
metastasis: clinical characteristics and prognostic factors. J 
Cancer Res Clin Oncol 2008; 134: 1377-1384 [PMID: 18483745 
DOI: 10.1007/s00432-008-0410-6]

5 Natsuizaka M, Omura T, Akaike T, Kuwata Y, Yamazaki K, 
Sato T, Karino Y, Toyota J, Suga T, Asaka M. Clinical features 
of hepatocellular carcinoma with extrahepatic metastases. 
J Gastroenterol Hepatol 2005; 20: 1781-1787 [PMID: 16246200 
DOI: 10.1111/j.1440-1746.2005.03919.x]

6 Falk S, Dickenson AH. Pain and nociception: mechanisms 
of cancer-induced bone pain. J Clin Oncol 2014; 32: 1647-1654 
[PMID: 24799469 DOI: 10.1200/JCO.2013.51.7219]

7 Seong J, Koom WS, Park HC. Radiotherapy for painful bone 
metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma. Liver Int 2005; 25: 
261-265 [PMID: 15780048 DOI: 10.1111/j.1478-3231.2005.0109
4.x]

8 He J, Zeng ZC, Tang ZY, Fan J, Zhou J, Zeng MS, Wang JH, 
Sun J, Chen B, Yang P, Pan BS. Clinical features and prog-
nostic factors in patients with bone metastases from hepa-
tocellular carcinoma receiving external beam radiotherapy. 
Cancer 2009; 115: 2710-2720 [PMID: 19382203 DOI: 10.10002/
cncr.24300]

9 Nakamura N, Igaki H, Yamashita H, Shiraishi K, Tago M, 
Sasano N, Shiina S, Omata M, Makuuchi M, Ohtomo K, Na-
kagawa K. A retrospective study of radiotherapy for spinal 
bone metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC). Jpn J 
Clin Oncol 2007; 37: 38-43 [PMID: 17142252 DOI: 10.1093/jjco/
hy1128]

10 Nakashima T, Okuda K, Kojiro M, Jimi A, Yamaguchi R, 
Sakamoto K, Ikari T. Pathology of hepatocellular carcinoma 
in Japan. 232 Consecutive cases autopsied in ten years. Can-
cer 1983; 51: 863-877 [PMID: 6295617 DOI: 10.1002/1097-0142
(19830301)51:5<863::AID-CNCR2820510520>3.0.CO;2-D]

11 Gattuso P, Reyes CV. Hepatocellular carcinoma with bone 
metastasis. J Surg Oncol 1988; 39: 33-34 [PMID: 2843717 DOI: 
10.1002/jso.2930390107]

12 Yuki K, Hirohashi S, Sakamoto M, Kanai T, Shimosato Y. 
Growth and spread of hepatocellular carcinoma. A review 
of 240 consecutive autopsy cases. Cancer 1990; 66: 2174-2179 
[PMID: 2171748 DOI: 10.1002/1097-0142(19901115)66:10<217
4::AID-CNCR2820661022>3.0.CO;2-A]

13 Kuhlman JE, Fishman EK, Leichner PK, Magid D, Order 
SE, Siegelman SS. Skeletal metastases from hepatoma: fre-
quency, distribution, and radiographic features. Radiology 
1986; 160: 175-178 [PMID: 3012630 DOI: 10.1148/radiol-
ogy.160.1.3012630]

14 Liaw CC, Ng KT, Chen TJ, Liaw YF. Hepatocellular carcino-
ma presenting as bone metastasis. Cancer 1989; 64: 1753-1757 
[PMID: 2477134 DOI: 10.1002/1097-0142(19891015)64:8<1753
::AID-CNCR2820640833>3.0.CO;2-N]

15 Katyal S, Oliver JH, Peterson MS, Ferris JV, Carr BS, Baron 
RL. Extrahepatic metastases of hepatocellular carcinoma. 
Radiology 2000; 216: 698-703 [PMID: 10966697 DOI: 10.1148/
radiology.216.3.r00se24698]

16 Senthilnathan S, Memon K, Lewandowski RJ, Kulik L, Mul-
cahy MF, Riaz A, Miller FH, Yaghmai V, Nikolaidis P, Wang 
E, Baker T, Abecassis M, Benson AB 3rd, Omary RA, Salem 
R. Extrahepatic metastases occur in a minority of hepatocel-
lular carcinoma patients treated by locoregional therapies: 
Analyzing patterns of progression in 285 patients. Hepatol-
ogy 2012; 55: 1432-1442 [PMID: 22109811 DOI: 10.1002/
hep.24812]

17 Papagelopoulos PJ, Savvidou OD, Galanis EC, Mavrogenis 
AF, Jacofsky DJ, Frassica FJ, Sim FH. Advances and chal-
lenges in diagnosis and management of skeletal metastases. 

Orthopedics 2006; 29: 609-620; quiz 621-622 [PMID: 16866093]
18 Chen HY, Ma XM, Bai YR. Radiographic characteristics 

of bone metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma. Con-
temp Oncol (Pozn) 2012; 16: 424-431 [PMID: 23788922 DOI: 
10.5114/wo.2012.31773]

19 Longo V, Brunetti O, D’Oronzo S, Ostuni C, Gatti P, Sil-
vestris F. Bone metastases in hepatocellular carcinoma: 
an emerging issue. Cancer Metastasis Rev 2014; 33: 333-342 
[PMID: 24357055 DOI: 10.1007/s10555-013-9454-4]

20 Kim S, Chun M, Wang H, Cho S, Oh YT, Kang SH, Yang 
J. Bone metastasis from primary hepatocellular carcinoma: 
characteristics of soft tissue formation. Cancer Res Treat 2007; 
39: 104-108 [PMID: 19746218 DOI: 10.4143/crt.2007.39.3.104]

21 Doval DC, Bhatia K, Vaid AK, Pavithran K, Sharma JB, Haz-
arika D, Jena A. Spinal cord compression secondary to bone 
metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma. World J Gastroen-
terol 2006; 12: 5247-5252 [PMID: 16937544]

22 Kim SR, Kanda F, Kobessho H, Sugimoto K, Matsuoka T, 
Kudo M, Hayashi Y. Hepatocellular carcinoma metastasiz-
ing to the skull base involving multiple cranial nerves. World 
J Gastroenterol 2006; 12: 6727-6729 [PMID: 17075993]

23 Chow E, Harris K, Fan G, Tsao M, Sze WM. Palliative radio-
therapy trials for bone metastases: a systematic review. J Clin 
Oncol 2007; 25: 1423-1436 [PMID: 17416863 DOI: 10.1200/
JCO.2006.09.5281]

24 Foro Arnalot P, Fontanals AV, Galcerán JC, Lynd F, Latiesas 
XS, de Dios NR, Castillejo AR, Bassols ML, Galán JL, Conejo 
IM, López MA. Randomized clinical trial with two palliative 
radiotherapy regimens in painful bone metastases: 30 Gy in 
10 fractions compared with 8 Gy in single fraction. Radiother 
Oncol 2008; 89: 150-155 [PMID: 18556080 DOI: 10.1016/
j.radonc.2008.05.018]

25 Sande TA, Ruenes R, Lund JA, Bruland OS, Hornslien K, 
Bremnes R, Kaasa S. Long-term follow-up of cancer patients 
receiving radiotherapy for bone metastases: results from 
a randomised multicentre trial. Radiother Oncol 2009; 91: 
261-266 [PMID: 19307034 DOI: 10.1016/j.radonc.2009.02.014]

26 van der Linden YM, Steenland E, van Houwelingen HC, 
Post WJ, Oei B, Marijnen CA, Leer JW. Patients with a fa-
vourable prognosis are equally palliated with single and 
multiple fraction radiotherapy: results on survival in the 
Dutch Bone Metastasis Study. Radiother Oncol 2006; 78: 
245-253 [PMID: 16545474 DOI: 10.1016/j.radonc.2006.02.007]

27 Roca EL, Okazaki N, Okada S, Nose H, Aoki K, Akine Y, 
Egawa S. Radiotherapy for bone metastases of hepatocellular 
carcinoma. Jpn J Clin Oncol 1992; 22: 113-116 [PMID: 1320139]

28 Kaizu T, Karasawa K, Tanaka Y, Matuda T, Kurosaki H, 
Tanaka S, Kumazaki T. Radiotherapy for osseous metasta-
ses from hepatocellular carcinoma: a retrospective study of 
57 patients. Am J Gastroenterol 1998; 93: 2167-2171 [PMID: 
9820391 DOI: 10.1111/j.1572-0241.1998.00614.x]

29 Matsuura M, Nakajima N, Ito K. Radiation therapy for bone 
metastasis of hepatocellular carcinoma. Int J Clin Oncol 1998; 
3: 31-35 [DOI: 10.1007/BF02490099]

30 Hayashi S, Tanaka H, Hoshi H. External beam radiotherapy 
for painful bone metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma: 
multiple fractions compared with an 8-Gy single fraction. 
Nagoya J Med Sci 2014; 76: 91-99 [PMID: 25129995]

31 Chow E, Wu JS, Hoskin P, Coia LR, Bentzen SM, Blitzer PH. 
International consensus on palliative radiotherapy endpoints 
for future clinical trials in bone metastases. Radiother Oncol 
2002; 64: 275-280 [PMID: 12242115 DOI: 10.1016/S0167-8140(
02)00170-6]

32 Chow E, Hoskin P, Mitera G, Zeng L, Lutz S, Roos D, Hahn 
C, van der Linden Y, Hartsell W, Kumar E; International 
Bone Metastases Consensus Working Party. Update of the 
international consensus on palliative radiotherapy endpoints 
for future clinical trials in bone metastases. Int J Radiat Oncol 
Biol Phys 2012; 82: 1730-1737 [PMID: 21489705 DOI: 10.1016/
j.ijrobp.2011.02.008]

Hayashi S et al . EBRT for HCC bone metastases



929 December 27, 2014|Volume 6|Issue 12|WJH|www.wjgnet.com

33 Hartsell WF, Scott CB, Bruner DW, Scarantino CW, Ivker 
RA, Roach M, Suh JH, Demas WF, Movsas B, Petersen IA, 
Konski AA, Cleeland CS, Janjan NA, DeSilvio M. Random-
ized trial of short- versus long-course radiotherapy for pal-
liation of painful bone metastases. J Natl Cancer Inst 2005; 97: 
798-804 [PMID: 15928300 DOI: 10.1093/jnci/dji139]

34 Gaze MN, Kelly CG, Kerr GR, Cull A, Cowie VJ, Gregor A, 
Howard GC, Rodger A. Pain relief and quality of life follow-
ing radiotherapy for bone metastases: a randomised trial of 
two fractionation schedules. Radiother Oncol 1997; 45: 109-116 
[PMID: 9423999 DOI: 10.1016/S0167-8140(97)00101-1]

35 Howell DD, James JL, Hartsell WF, Suntharalingam M, 
Machtay M, Suh JH, Demas WF, Sandler HM, Kachnic LA, 
Berk LB. Single-fraction radiotherapy versus multifraction 
radiotherapy for palliation of painful vertebral bone me-
tastases-equivalent efficacy, less toxicity, more convenient: 
a subset analysis of Radiation Therapy Oncology Group 
trial 97-14. Cancer 2013; 119: 888-896 [PMID: 23165743 DOI: 
10.1002/cncr.27616]

36 Roos DE, Turner SL, O’Brien PC, Smith JG, Spry NA, Bur-
meister BH, Hoskin PJ, Ball DL. Randomized trial of 8 Gy in 
1 versus 20 Gy in 5 fractions of radiotherapy for neuropathic 
pain due to bone metastases (Trans-Tasman Radiation On-
cology Group, TROG 96.05). Radiother Oncol 2005; 75: 54-63 
[PMID: 15878101 DOI: 10.1016/j.radonc.2004.09.017]

37 Maranzano E, Trippa F, Chirico L, Basagni ML, Rossi R. 
Management of metastatic spinal cord compression. Tumori 
2003; 89: 469-475 [PMID: 14870766]

38 Rades D, Stalpers LJ, Veninga T, Schulte R, Hoskin PJ, Ob-
ralic N, Bajrovic A, Rudat V, Schwarz R, Hulshof MC, Poort-
mans P, Schild SE. Evaluation of five radiation schedules 
and prognostic factors for metastatic spinal cord compres-
sion. J Clin Oncol 2005; 23: 3366-3375 [PMID: 15908648 DOI: 
10.1200/JCO.2005.04.754]

39 Maranzano E, Latini P. Effectiveness of radiation therapy 
without surgery in metastatic spinal cord compression: final 
results from a prospective trial. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 
1995; 32: 959-967 [PMID: 7607970 DOI: 10.1016/0360-3016(95)
00572-G]

40 Patchell RA, Tibbs PA, Regine WF, Payne R, Saris S, Kryscio 
RJ, Mohiuddin M, Young B. Direct decompressive surgical re-
section in the treatment of spinal cord compression caused by 

metastatic cancer: a randomised trial. Lancet 2005; 366: 643-648 
[PMID: 16112300 DOI: 10.1016/S0140-6736(05)66954-1]

41 Vargas J, Gowans M, Vandergrift WA, Hope J, Giglio P. 
Metastatic hepatocellular carcinoma with associated spinal 
cord compression. Am J Med Sci 2011; 341: 148-152 [PMID: 
21107234 DOI: 10.1097/MAJ.0b013e3181f7a49a]

42 Somerset H, Witt JP, Kleinschmidt-Demasters BK. Hepa-
tocellular carcinoma metastases to the epidural space. Arch 
Pathol Lab Med 2009; 133: 1975-1980 [PMID: 19961255]

43 Laigle-Donadey F, Taillibert S, Martin-Duverneuil N, Hil-
debrand J, Delattre JY. Skull-base metastases. J Neurooncol 
2005; 75: 63-69 [PMID: 16215817 DOI: 10.1007/s11060-004-80
99-0]

44 Hsieh CT, Sun JM, Tsai WC, Tsai TH, Chiang YH, Liu MY. 
Skull metastasis from hepatocellular carcinoma. Acta Neuro-
chir (Wien) 2007; 149: 185-190 [PMID: 17180305 DOI: 10.1007/
s00701-006-1071-3]

45 Trivedi P, Gupta A, Pasricha S, Agrawal G, Shah M. Isolated 
skull base metastasis as the first manifestation of hepatocel-
lular carcinoma--a rare case report with review of literature. 
J Gastrointest Cancer 2009; 40: 10-14 [PMID: 19705301 DOI: 
10.1007/s12029-009-9081-z]

46 Guo X, Yin J, Jiang Y. Solitary skull metastasis as the first 
symptom of hepatocellular carcinoma: case report and litera-
ture review. Neuropsychiatr Dis Treat 2014; 10: 681-686 [PMID: 
24812512 DOI: 10.2147/NDT.S58059]

47 Nozaki I, Tsukada T, Nakamura Y, Takanaka T, Yamada 
M. Multiple skull metastases from hepatocellular carcinoma 
successfully treated with radiotherapy. Intern Med 2010; 49: 
2631-2634 [PMID: 21139306 DOI: 10.2169/internalmedi-
cine.49.4236]

48 Vikram B, Chu FC. Radiation therapy for metastases to the 
base of the skull. Radiology 1979; 130: 465-468 [PMID: 104361 
DOI: 10.1148/130.2.465]

49 Iwai Y, Yamanaka K. Gamma Knife radiosurgery for skull 
base metastasis and invasion. Stereotact Funct Neurosurg 1999; 
72 Suppl 1: 81-87 [PMID: 10681695 DOI: 10.1159/000056443]

50 Mori Y, Hashizume C, Kobayashi T, Shibamoto Y, Kosaki K, 
Nagai A. Stereotactic radiotherapy using Novalis for skull 
base metastases developing with cranial nerve symptoms. J 
Neurooncol 2010; 98: 213-219 [PMID: 20405306 DOI: 10.1007/
s11060-010-0179-8]

P- Reviewer: Gong JP, Solinas A, van Erpecum K, Zhang Q    
S- Editor: Tian YL    L- Editor: A    E- Editor: Liu SQ  

Hayashi S et al . EBRT for HCC bone metastases



                                      © 2014 Baishideng Publishing Group Inc. All rights reserved.

Published by Baishideng Publishing Group Inc
8226 Regency Drive, Pleasanton, CA 94588, USA

Telephone: +1-925-223-8242
Fax: +1-925-223-8243

E-mail: bpgoffice@wjgnet.com
Help Desk: http://www.wjgnet.com/esps/helpdesk.aspx

http://www.wjgnet.com


	WJH-6-923
	WJHv6i12-Back Cover

