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[ Abstract] Hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) is one of the most common tumors in China. Molecular ultrasound imaging
can detect temporal and spatial distribution of target molecules and cellular processes at the molecular level. It is a potential imaging
technique in early diagnosis, accurate positioning and monitoring therapeutic efficacy of HCC. The progress on molecular ultrasound
imaging used in the diagnosis and therapy of HCC is reviewed in the present paper.
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