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T TR

#IEU®IC

FRICRERD 2 1T LU T Z BHEER D CT, MRI O3L@IHE § 5,

@O CT DAFA ARG D 5T 3mm LT 2 HARE T2,

@ CT TIIHARMMRSE - B 5 th T ORE, L3N0 U IR £ O/ F 7213 5K o0 FERE B i {5 2 1R
T 5,

(3 7% CT T 240~300 mgl/ml DIEA F P& E#H % 100 ml F 7213 E (kg) X2ml, 2~3ml/s THHlik
MG L, 5B 5 50~70 B8 3 %5, CTA TIEREIRERSEHZHHT %,

@O MRIDAT A AEIZ3mm, AF4 AF* v 71X 1mm T, FOV i 160~180 mm 23 JF ATl D FA &
%575 SNR OETICHERL, HEIEICRERIRMESENZHEETIETH 5D,

® & MRI TIZA N =7 28 A2 AE (kg) X01 mmol/kg & EilRINTE G- LIRIET %0

©® FHSHR ORI OFIIIE I MRI S D#E L TW5 (72720, THREE - MR CIldER CT 258 LT
Wb

@ FRIGHIHIYERE 3D T1 sga s ikiig (CUBE (GE), SPACE (Siemens), VISTA (Philips), MPV (%%
I YRATFAHANT AT AR), iso FSE (H)) 13, WA OFEMZ 57, ARe R PR O Hi 2 &1
FHT, FHRICIVEEOMBMTOBIEREL R TH S, 70 b I— IV FIIIEREHRL T ws, &
BUIB U TR EZE T 5 & v,

FRIFIHIECIZZ B ikRERH D, il - WREC L D IFRRICERDP D L, ZNENOERN -
P A LEIIS CIEHT 5 2 LK TH %,

§ RS - R
CT iZiRERkzey, INskal@hlesds, el ks, SMERERY), K MR DA ) —= U 7IH LT
Wb, MRIIZIREROD/INGZE, i, EPEREAEICHED) 2 5= v BFEORI G EICHIRTH 5o BRI
ONES; + SIS MR O X WHEISTH o HAREEERIS 22 & TR L FEMNISRE DN D A, &
NS % —BEOKRE Tl L2 T MRI OAHMEEE G (K1), IRENEWIZFS CT THREL, CT T
SIRAEE SN H4E MRI COMAHHTH 2,
A% &
®CT (&1)
(1) FEARIT HAURAL 7223, SE - JEES Cldig 3 40 BRIRATE-CHEIE SN 20 & O kb2 8 ) RS I3 8
FCTOEHTH %,
(2) JRAGHPRIIREE 2 TSR EYDH B,
(3) BRI EITTIE Lmm BEOHE N T A AETOBEZRIDL & L,
@ MRI (% 2)
(1) FAGIIFFERH A V2 I, IRES - iEIRT 2 & P 2 i 5.
(2) IRERGEBNC L B 7 —F 7 7 27 MEEHSLET, LHBIIRCTOMRGEIIATH S,
(3) IEFS R JAETIIIEH T B0 W TE RV IMRING T2 w5 STIR 1§, ILHGRRGR &%
KRB END D,



SREARBREDIREN R EE

1 HREREREL
A IRE MRI (BERFHNEIES: T1 3458, TIRENS), B : BRFICIBG S W /-8B MRI (T2 5438, 1#E%)

A TEHERHERIGEEDIRIA5ND (=), B THFBRKERRISAVWSESENIESh (), BEREHEL
EHMT B,

=1 BREZ70ObM3—I)LEI (64 5] MDCT &)

= BHiERK P& R BiERK BiERK
RIREEHE A% 254 2B 254 2B | 254 B FOV WW/WL [ETLEZ B
ol g~ STURUF
IRES Lig D BERA | 0.625mm UT | 2mm T | AR 160 mm | 350/30 e .
- ) T E RIRKT % 800
1cm3BEflE T
EIZAL A 0.625mm T | 2mm T | EICRU 160 mm | 4,000/500 TR
’ PENEE S N R =W
A1) KBFEO#HIT 2ER L ABREFEE2FREL, ERMLFEEBHEE £ BB ICFIA
E2) wmAR AL, ERDBAEEOAEG CEOSZTE&Y? S5 1 cm Bl % TiRE
#2 BRE>—/7>Af# (3T-MRI%kE&, SEEERAIIL)
wi&iE =Lz TR/TE 274 X Z Ofth
O T2 5&5RA/ &0 FSE i% 4,000/85 ms 3mm NMO* % & D gER BEEV IX BN & 18 % 1RiK
o e . £EWE EDFETEBRINFIP TR AL
@ BERHHN% T2 &R/ TRIRKR FSE i 4,000/85 ms 3mm STIR THHF (-2
@ T1 SR /18T SE % 400/10 ms 3mm
@ RER5INE] T1 5838/ ARET FSE i 479/12.3ms 3mm
® HEEH EPI% | 6500/553ms| amm | \MO' % EORMERREEESHEM

& - ADC map 1ER%

® BEBRMEIERS T1 5RERH/A&HT FSE % 479/12.3ms 3mm

: . SRMG & ORE TIRIBIHD TREH S
ERS ISR T1 3858/ BN : . ‘ i
@ RERsINEIER: T1 5850/ BIKHT | FSE i 479/12.3 ms 3mm DIXON G & 2158 T1 ABRIRM - TS

1) RERIC TiRIR
*NMO : neuromyelitis optica



(4) WEIHIH] T2 SFE CoRIERIBY 2 812X 57 —F 7 7 7 FHSHAL D, STIR 5% {003 53 SNR ©
TS %o

(5) 7T— b A—ZIFE X7 —F 7727 ML, WHEBMOWITE %52 EITHET 5,

(6) FLBRBRFGITINE ) > SE IR ke, ToG4 BEpHE, MABEMIaNE, Hihikds, BIRIEE, H
KW 7 EOBWRTDOZ DD B

I REIRE

B #
BRI E AN, T, BESHRRS M CIRAE L, CT TRINSVEIFRMET Y M5 A ME2mR$, CT

13 MRIZHARZE M EREANE <, & 5ED /NS 2 BEBAIRRR 2 R 2 B ORI b EN S, YR 5

Jee g DPNIEE T (endoscopic sinus surgery : ESS) (23720, CT I3 REBEL P SRS PE D I HE RS, Rl

PEGVHE D) B PRER &% BIFIORL, WaPug ICEE R #%2 R7o 3 FEEERIERIRER, 7LV —E

WS REI RS 7 B2 B0 5, BIBIHNO 7 LV E—MELF 213 CT TEWINEZ RT. CTIZBIT AR —7,

FElg, RS, BESS 7 LB OREHARIEEE 2 7R 3. MRLIZZ NS OHKETHMIRZE OB D, FF

\ZRRI SO IR ENZ, BRRYYE, B SR X VEIETH S (H2), %% MRLIZEE R KA R

LHHBENANOMEIR % BIFIRY . BRI Z SO E I 5 68— RN G CT Th 5,

A& @&

®CT (%3)

(1) A7) == 7 HWE MR L 5, BEIZEET %,

(2) PefGHipH L SRl P % T & T,

(3) TEEIRWI R & HEWHE COBIEIRATH 5,

(4) B S E QPRI IR RE, Al - BT EIIRET 2 L OB, KIRMHEOBIMAER LI L bH 5,

(5) SRR SPE TR & GRMEDS BB L, MABREIRILET—F 777 b2 ELR TV, D720
AT 4 AEIE 2mm LT &9 %,

2 HMRMFLERRE

A BHICT (B%fM4 TS, B:MRI (RRIFIGIER: T1 58508, TIKKMER)
A TRALFRAICHEEBRE,G 450 (F), EHRIPRALTVS (=), B TIRALFRR~FEEICHK
EROFTEMEEN A 5N (), AREIFBEICATNTH 5,



SREARBREDIREN R EE

*3 RFIEE7O0MI—IE (645 MDCT X&)
BER Xy B BIER

e - 2542E | x512E| 251 mg | FOV | Ww/wL E{RALIE
oI TR~ =
MIEAERD | @A | 0.625mm LT | 2mm T | A£CEC | 160mm| 350/30 gﬁﬁ‘ \
1 om I T AR & &0
FERAL A |0625mm T | 2mm T | AL m0mn4mmwm)§gﬁ&%%£m ?
A1) KBEDRIE EERB U ALBERE £3E L, BN L IRSEHHEE £ T/IBHYICFIH i
A 2) G NS, BRSO HEGRORAEG TCEOZETES? 5 1 om BAIE TRE
x4 REIRES—7 VA (3T-MRIFE, FESEIHBAIIL)
%% y—4rz|  TRITE | 251 2E Z Ofts
T2 538/ M FSE# | 4,000/85ms | 3mm
@ T1 &R/ 180 SE & 480/10 ms 3mm
@ RERFHIH] T2 3858/ IR ER FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3mm
@ T1 58EH/ MG SE & 480/10 ms 3mm
® fi EPI#% | 6000/553ms| 3mm | STIR% - ADC map fEf
® &5 T1 SRR/ AT SE & 480/10 ms 3mm
@ BERAHNEIERS T1 &R/ EARMT FSE & 667/7.8 ms 3 mm

&) HEGRIRRICH T B IEMIISIER, BEAE—ICL 3 EHNETREZERL, STIREZER

@ MRI (% 4)

(1) FfIFBESEH A V2 Y, BRI I ECHE 2 RE T 5.

(2) EEMEDU L TIERALET —F 7 7 7 FE LR TV RO WEK T2, FRCEESLET
5o

(3) MR JShE T133ER T %o

(4) BRIGBNH] T2 S TR R LWL 57 —F 77 7 FHHIL D, STIR TS A#% SNR @
EFICERT 5,

(5) PEHBRTGZ S ml B MR D BB W 0 B ) o N 7 & ORI 7258, SUEDS %\ 72 D1
LT —F7 727 PHFAETLRTL, FHMNREOFTITE LW L S0,

po BE
H# =

COFIRTIEERIAE I NS PN DL L ONRE, BRI L EORERRENERETH S, CT IZHEED
B S R, V) v SEIERS 7 ORI E 725, MEHARRIC X AR T —F 7 7 7 MBI O &
52l SUEIATTROIFASINLHEEEW T, MRI TO7—F7 727 ME CT TN LA
W iR MRTIZIESROME R Z X ORL, $—RIROBEERETH S (E3). MRI DEERITHNST
MIETEY CT THAMiT 5o TIPSR O SEMSBOBIEZINIIE, Y CT 2L ViEETHh 547, *F-FDG
PET B L O ) O 3 HOMIBIZER T, EREBOMRICLEHTH S, MEOTIELIEBL%E
bIsA, CT % MRL THZED L5 X ) LRVEi41E PET ORifFALF s, L L, ZO@EIGICEL T,



CT, MRI T R2 I L2z E A st e 2 50
A& &
O REHDZDLNBIZED CT DIZEMIRIEE
(1) 3% CT 2479
(2) IS L FHIANIAS MR L TWA I e 5, FHEIK~ LHERE TR L, IRE23H LR 2 8
W5 %,
(3) 9 il B2 TIIE F D 2938 %,
@ BB PRDLNDIHE DIZENIRIRE
(1)CT
(A) CT EIERE OB e L5 g, SHERY &/ SHilEB oMM #E L T\ 5,
(B) &% CT 2179,
2) MRI (% 5)
(A) MRI VMRS & iR & OBE R % L ORL, IELW T JHT-OBWIIHS T 5,

3 &HE

A MRI (T2 3#35R1%), B: MRI (BEEAIIGIER T1 85R1%)
A THEARICDEARLFEBEFESOEEI #5015 (=), B TREEDIFICBVEZHNRIA51 S
=)o

x5 OE—7 A6 (3T-MRIXE, SEIEEBAIAIL)

wigE =X TR/TE 2714 XE Z Dfth
® T2 5&5H/ &R FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3 mm
@ T1 &R/ HEKT SE & 480/10 ms 3 mm
@ T2 5&5R/ T RER FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3 mm
@ T1 &3/ KB SE & 480/10 ms 3 mm
OF/N: G-+ EPI#% | 6,000/55.3 ms 3mm | STIR & - ADC map % ER
® &8 T1 5&3E/ 40T SE & 480/10 ms 3 mm
@ RERAHIAIERS T1 8EA/1EHT % 7z IS EIRRE | FSE & 667/7.8 ms 3mm

E) RIS, BETEZLZUEPET, BTREERKEBLTHS S
& 2) HEGEIREGICH I BIEBIGEIE, BSETH—MICSZEHNEIAREERL, STIRE%ER



SREARBREDIREN R EE

(B) ffRICIZBHEIH 2 A V2 v, BKOSE~ TR 2 0 & SR 2 iR 5.
) IR DFOH ERPUHETIZ L D EEAHILT S0 THEDOBEZIR LX) BhF IR L T
590

§ HEEE
H# =

CT Iz denl, 18MErpH %, Mk, HIRE, SRV S, S90c X 2 MR H -
HEELREO2ORATINDZ EDS v, CT IZMEEEG OBHE, WEIC X 2522 BRIFIORTY (2 4A).
MRUIZHAEHIIC CT ISR E b D T LA H Y, TRESHKRZE OVEIRFEM, B AR LB 7 & o pigt
M EETH 5o
A& &
@® CT (%6)

(1) FEATHHE CT T, i ClaER T 5,

(2) B 4T 1 mm LT OB %2 1E% T 50

(3) WIS AT W8T 2 BT R & L, SR EERT ARG E & HIFERT 5,
@ MRI (%:7)

(1) T1, T2 iEFABEWIS % PR3 5. IS TIEEHREDLVLETH 5,

(2) 2T A A1 2mm H3EE7ZAS, SNR DI TABMOWITE 252 LITFERL, S LIk &M%

s %,
(3) SSFP (#l : FIESTA-C, CISS, balanced FFE) Ti&, WH % &\ 22/ CHIZTX %,
(4) @ALET —F 7 7 7 bR L B0 s BB E OB AHTH 5 (K 4B),

M4 HEIRE

A EBEFECT (%), B: MRI (HEGEERE)
ATIAAREEDEMBEIRS SN T, KBERRES T LDBH TCOBRREMRD (X))o, B TREIZEHR
LEESERUVEREIC—RT 5,



SRLELS

&6 {EEE70ba—)Lfl (64 % MDCT &&)

. B | xxve | Bmm | FEK

IRIGEEE B | 25128 | X514 B z F:ﬁ % Z | FOV WW/WL [EET s
H RS H TR~ 0,605 mrm 100 mm TEIRME, EEFIRMT % BN
SRR D =] Lﬁ‘F 1mmlUT | ZEICELC T 4,000/500 | EARICIEATEHER
1cmEflE T EE SIS & BN
3) KREEBGEE D OB ABEHEERXET S

=7 EE>—s A% (3T-MRIRE, SEIAIAIL)

i -z TR/TE 254 B Z Dfth
® T2 3&5R/1ERT FSE i% 4,000/85 ms 2~3mm
@ T s&A/ 40T SE % 480/10 ms 2~3mm
- balanced MPR 1ER%

® T2/T1 &30/ #&kRT SSFP i£* 4.6/2.2ms 1 mm 3D T2 BB T b 5]

@ HLEER EPI&E"" 6,000/55.3 ms 3mm STIR i% + ADC map # R

® &g T1 @5/ M0 SE &% 480/10 ms 3mm EE T IART % 850

® &8 T1 83E/ M40 3D FSPGR i&*** 8.3/3.3ms 1 mm

E) HAEGREIRGRIC B B EEEAHIEIE R, BRI —IC L B EIIHIAREEE L, STIRE%{EH

*FIESTA-C - FIESTA (GE), CISS - True FISP (Siemens), Balanced FFE (Philips), True SSFP (¥ ./ > %
T4 IV XF LX), balanced SARGE (BH3I)

TEPIEDILEGERG I, BICEROZWVHESEE TRI{ERT —-F 77 7 NEELRT WY, BIEPEIETH
hif, non-EPIEDIEEAGEIRIRT I EPEE LV

***FSPGR : fast spoiled gradient echo

W IERAR
(1
BRI ZHEA 235D 5 35513 CT D XEISTH Bo MERIRD JEIX CT 12 MRI 258 CTdH % W
RSS2 3B\ T, THEDAAEZ N - HIZ MOV IUIB VTS MRLIE CT I2B50 FFICIRIFH 2 6f
ML 7235 MRLIGAIRE PR OFFIICA N TH 50 HFRIERE D5 A F I v 735 MRIIZBU 550
ROFERFLAL, PLHERH GBS L O ADC EOFHIZZTEIIEZ 13X U &9 5, H IR O BRI 0 —B)
k’& D )) 614‘15)0
H &
®CT
(1) Mef7 FARIXHAL CT TRRMCT& 50 BEFET ZMERIR ORI &2 HiW & LT CT 2479 %y,
ADIEL AL IIHER CT OB LI THRINTEETH 20 Zens, FEBRIIE 2T 272010 (G
SR CT OREATICOWVTIHHEISHIM T RETH %,
(2) eI 2 B LT —F 7 7 7 P THERIRENOMEA Z BB TE W E0H 5. Hl X M5 HO
BMABHEHTH %0
@ MRI (% 8)
(1) JRAGIITBHEFH 2 A V%2 Vv B0
(2) BEHE R JRETIIELT B0
(3) BRIH#NH] T2 M IER> STIR RO ZW OB EII b I DD b,

o
aff

o
aff



5 EETRUINFVES

SREARBREDIREN R EE

A MRI (REBEHNHES

T1 5&5R1%),

B : MRI (#hE0&:R&K)

A TIREE T TSAIEHCEREE R — L BES A 505 (=), B CHEREEISESERL (=), ADC
BMEOEAEFEIVETH S,

fE12 0.80X10°mm?/s THorto TILFUEBENTREINSB D,

#8 BRI —7 A (3T-MRIFE, ESEIHEII)
wi&iE Y=Lz TR/TE 254X Z Dt

@ T2 B&sA/ AT FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3mm

® T1 B8/ 40 SE % 480/10 ms 3mm

® STIR/T KT STIR i 8,800/60 ms 3mm

@ BRBSHIS) T1 438/ TR FSE#% | 667/78ms | 3mm gggﬂm “VITEREEACEE
® LERsHERE EPI i% 6,000/55.3 ms 3mm STIR i% + ADC map # 1R

©® &EF T1 s&sf/4E0 (Z248#%1%) | 3D FSPGR & 5.6/2.7ms 3mm pre, 30, 60, 90, 120, 180 # Ti&l&
@ &2 T1 A/ AEHT SE % 480/10 ms 3mm EE TIRET % 850

B ISIEE T1 A/ BRI | FSE & 667/7.8ms | 3mm ?f;:;mﬂ VTUEMRERCRE

E) RIS, BETEZLUEP ST, ETIEERKIBLTHL S

& 2) HEGRREICH 1 BEIEIEE, BHETH—ICL3REIGITREERL, STIRE%ER
*CHESS i % it 3%

TV3 L EXAHREE 34K

(4) PRGN IR R IE S O RIEMEB I L BB E ARG A2 505, BIEEES;CH 570V F il
@ ADC fEDMEN 20, BIEWEE T ADCEDOF —N—F v ThHRLNE (F5),

¥ _ErFhrEER
IO SEERR BT IR CT A3 & VIS T 5 o MRU SIS X 2 45— RIRO M §RAE T,

YY) VSR T 7 A FHUKE ORI, TEE MR HP 2 S5 iRT 5 2 AT ETH S, CT
iﬂéa%(z(rz‘i 2 & B R E OB ZALIC BB TH H. MRI THIEEA DN, CT ExtltL2MiT52
EHRYITHAS (E6), HIHERETIEEMEWICE ST —F 7727 MREBBOWTELRY LTV (B 7). &

5 B 8 iERR ORI S LIE UIZWEEZ: 720 MRI 34— T 5. CT X MRI THIE - 542 & G



6 LtHFEROBRERSH

A EBEHECT (B%M), B: MRI (T1 5%
A TRESMERS () (CBHET 2RAROBEREIIRL TS (=), B TRMBEDBEIERE
S&RL (&) LEsEEREDMRTH %,

X7 chIEsEREE ) >/ \ETERE
A& CT, B:MRI (&% T1 &%)

A TIREMSEEBICEYORERLICGBET—F 777 MPEL, BERRAETE LV, B THA
OERMOEBMERZE (%), B /NE () PEERSEHE & 6 ICRIFICERI N S,

BEALD BRI A L W41 PET OREATAEIR S 511217,
H%E &
®CT (k)9
(1) IS~ MR F CTolRs CT 2ikiE 3 %,
(2) BHEF RS OGN S el R 1543, WHEEE FIBR O IS NI I RIS A3 5 3720



SREARBREDIREN R EE

%9 _LtAdmEEETO~I—ILH (64 %) MDCT &&)

= BER Ve % BB BiER
IRIREH - 25ARE | 254 2E | 251 2E FOV WW/WL [EEUBE
HBRERE~ o . . R, BEERIRET - TIRKT %
WS ERAE | 1.25mm BT | 3mm T ZICEL 160 mm | 350/30 &
EIZRAL =M 125mm BT | 3mm T | AICALU 160 mm | 4,000/500 g;*“%'ﬁ“%% =
5
1) REFIRT TR e
& 2) MERDEGOAIESG CIRGEHE % %TE
=10 LEAmREE>—4 > A% (3T-MRIXE, SEESPAIAIL)
BgE Y= TR/TE 254 ZE Z Dt
O T2 5kEA/AEHT FSE i% 4,000/85 ms 3mm
@ T1 S&sR/1ERT SE & 480/10 ms 3mm
@ BEBAHNE] T1 458/ M0~ FSE i% 667/7.8 ms 3mm
@ REREHNEI T2 583H/ TEARME FSE i% 4,000/85 ms 3mm
® HLERGEER EPI i% 6,000/55.3 ms 3mm STIR 7% * ADC map % 7ERX
® & T1 a3E/4HE0T SE & 480/10 ms 3mm EEIRET - RIRET 2800
@ BEBFMNEIESS T1 5R5A/4&HT" | FSE & 667/7.8 ms 3mm
“CHESS i # 32
@ MRI (& 10)

1) BefQIIZBESHET 2 A V2 vy, MRS - IR 2 & G RiPH 2 g5 %o

2) WG SHE TR T Do

3) REZWEIE 155720, BOWET 2R HIETELLZTEH? S 50 X9 BB IZHHT 5,
)

(
(
(
(4) MRI VSRRSO RARKURRIZ N, Ao diEe, Mt P2 &% RAFCHT 2,0

§ THHEE - MR5A - EAIKAR
0% @®

5% EORYOBRINITHEA CT 258 L T 5, AEEIEHE KR EIES 2 & OH SRS AIEICIZE
WCT L WVEISTH 5o W, FIHERE ORLBUI W G WNI LT LRSI A TY A 720, Hif§
WO F NN EOMBEFPIE ) S HEOHEICH 5o MRUINY, - BET 2 L2 57 —F 7727 ©
TiHMIIARERZZEDHHDT, W CT 2BELETRETHD (K8), HIRBIESIH 35 CT, MRI I,
BRANANER T BIREDIRD) W, KRB - Bl - I 7% E OB o s o f % 51T %
7oOLATH B
A& @&
@CT (F11)

(1) FEARIT HARAT 7225, SiE - B ClIE A TH 5o

(2) PG PRI TR IS~ LAt E T L 3 4,

(3) PG D BIEDIIAETH 5,



X8 THREEE

A ER CT (BIRET, BERER), B: MR (BERFIIGNER T1 3850, TREME)
ATRETIRED» SWABLVLANERT 5, ERTHE— L ESERBIPAS51 D (=)
BN (), BREPHILRT—F 777 PORZEBTEREDOEEZPOICEESEIE LWL,

B T3 EE IXRER

Fz 11 THHZE-MEE7O0 M-I (64 5) MDCT &&)
- BER A&y BiER BER
IRIKREEH A% 254 2B 254 2B | 251 XFE FOV WW/WL [ETVED R
BRZEE~ " . R = HEEFRMT £ 7= 13 BAREE, B
ISEETE i ERERFE | 1.25mm BLIF | Smm LT EIZRAL 160 mm | 350/30 S 5B
1) REFET TRiE
E2) BRI TIHRGEHEE % LIRELHE~RESESTiHEET S
#= 12 TWHZE - MEEE> —4o > A% (3T-MRI &R&, ZESEIBAIAIL)
BIgE D27 AP S TR/TE 2714 RE Z DAtk
T2 3@3H/AEMT FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3 mm
@ T1 5&ER/ &R SE & 480/10 ms 3mm
@ BeRAHNE] T1 5458/ FE0r™ FSE i* 667/7.8 ms 3mm
@ RERFENE T2 583E/ EARER FSE % 4,000/85 ms 3mm
® HLEGER EPI % 6,000/55.3 ms 3mm STIR i% + ADC map % fERL
® &8 T1 383A/ 480 SE % 480/10 ms 3mm EET AR % 80
@ BERFMNEIERS T1 SRR /A4HT" FSE i* 667/7.8 ms 3mm
“CHESS & % 32
@ MRI (% 12)

(1) JRfGIITBHEFH 2 A V%2 Vv B0

(2)13EAED MRIIE, CT Tidbd 6%\l O RAT AL Ol 2 B I HifT 25,
(3)

(4)

PrlG PR 2 B OIS BRE L, FOV 2 X D/INESSERETAHIE DR TH 5,
4) HERTHY - HEARR BB~ DR DE N BB A1E MRIIZ X 2R EH TH B,



SREARBREDIREN R EE

W SRER) >/ NED
0# #

CT, MRLIZBWTIEFHOERY /88 iZ L~V IB (FATY ¥ 23), LAV (RN 8§ Tldik
KEFE<15mm, wFE<llmm, BiE<lOmm T, XD REZRIOFER) V8L LTHRH VEZ—NLY)
UOSEIEER 8mm VLE, & 6mm ML ERERY L8HiE LTS Y, WTROIBAIIZ BT HULEEE,
B ORI 2235 4003, T L2 % 2 5%, _

CT TIREEDSART, BMAEZITZ 2 WHA1E MRI R8BIt e E OB % £ 5. MRI
DI, WEGRFGE ADC map 21T 5L, BEMOENHELOZ L0 b 15 CT, MRI

TOY 3 M ORI R T 2488 OARHIRAL, OB X A EINORIIUERE 5 O2 brsdbiug, K
& S b S IR R MR 25,

A& @&
®CT

HERIGEERETH S,

(1) CT O¥RfG iR~ KBRS &5 5,

2) ZWITH PR OEC X BRI R 2 /R L, SRR 2 L2028 Lans %,

@ MRI (% 13)

(1) PRGBS H A V2 v 5,

(2) T1, T2 g, &2 T1EFAEIERTH 5,

(3) BRIHINH] T2 5FRI5I3) > 2 SEPEROMEIREEA, R ICRUFEBEOBRIICE I TH %,
(

(

4) AR RE T AT 5 2 SEA I Z B2 Ui IR & 2 3805 % o

5) MW 2 T1 SR 2 fg 5 H05E, BALRT—F 7727 FogBEL2ZE L, IR 2 L oJkg
5 T1 R IR T 5o

(6) L ELHRER GIZIR Y >/ SHi O LT RENE ) Vi EOBMICA M TH %o

)
)
)
)

®13 WEY 2 NE>—7 2 A (3T-MRIKE, BRSRERAIIL)

wI&E =R TR/TE 274X Z Dt

® T2 5&5R/ &R FSE & 4,000/85 ms 3 mm

@ T1 5&ER /48T SE & 480/10 ms 3mm

@ RERHHDE] T1 345R /40T FSE % 667/7.8 ms 3mm

® RgREINE] T2 585H/ REARKR FSE i 4,000/85 ms 3mm
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