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Correction to:  Abdominal Radiology  
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00261- 021- 03056-1

The original version of this article unfortunately contained 
errors in the table 1. The correct Table 1 is given below.

The original article can be found online at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00261- 021- 03056-1.
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Table 1  Summary of the 2018 version of the LI-RADS TRA four treatment response categories

Response category Characteristics

LR-TR Nonevaluable Cannot evaluate due to image degradation or omission
LR-TR Nonviable No lesional enhancement OR

A treatment-specific expected enhancement pattern
LR-TR Equivocal Enhancement atypical for treatment-specific expected enhancement pattern and not meeting criteria 

for probably or definitely viable
LR-TR Viable Nodular, mass-like, or thick irregular tissue in or along the treated lesion with any of the following:

 1. APHE
 2. Washout appearance
 3. Enhancement similar to pre-treatment
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