


| 7 B
W srsmmosenmgs

I BOREE

ENES VR I E DX oD IR 284 % CT THEMICIERHIN S Z LA% v, MDCT % fHiwvwi:%
4F3Iv 7 CTIZEoT, MWIREW, WRIZH %S OB RRE R EOE#RE 1 MoORETHESL Z LAk
Thbo M T, V) fiiis, EEHEBROMKICHHHN5,

S—=FT7LAVF—HETHER CT ATERVEAIL, MRIICX Y EREOBW 21T PV F7I57141F
HEEBIREDNAEE AT SN 5, PET bFREBW OB SIE S5 5,

CT & MRI %4 F 3 v 7 g ClEHAdEAL 3~5ml/s) 12iE, KD 4 >OMPHE IS,
@ #AR#E (arterial phase)

WEREFIPEG-BGTR, 20~30 BaitE T, BEIRASR IR I NS, 3RITOBIRIEZ 5H-AM L 72 WA 6 H
ThHhb,
@ K88 (corticomedullary phase)

AP G- BlGTR, 30~T0 TR FICHm I N D, F72, FODORFH (30~40#) #ikifss2 &
T, BEEIROGEMD WHETH 5o BIEIROFFAG AT 2 35& R WSS O MLFE F-A % 179 A2 v
® B=EH (nephrographic phase)

AT G- AT, 80~130 B B E, BEAFMREICHEINEEESE—ICHIbEN G, WED
MR IES OBREE BN L TR DEN S,
@ #EitH4E (excretory phase)

WEREEIBE G- PG, 180 B LU TR AN S WURESABIZ S5, BT RO #E T %,

EBROMATIE, HMSEUTERD 4 2O S48 0% BIR LGS %,
H EEHREIRDLNZBEDRIEE

®CT
WIS ASEE DI B AL, I RO AT,
@ Ml

@ Rt GEseHlE 5-ah 30~40 Bi4mits) (K 1A)

@ BEFEEAM (I 100 ##mitE)

@ PEMAH (1F 180 Fi47it4)

C OFARE: T, TR L W B W OW i 2479 S EASTE S Bl CT X REMEOEN (%S5 B ilE o
2 ICEETH S,

FERFNE, JEA F AR 100 ml % 30 BPREEE T G- 50 BATFRBIIRIEZ 155 7201 2I37E AHE X
3ml/s PLEA X v T2, @BERIDKEIIRANFE ST % T TORRIIE A=K E W20, bolus tracking %
WHIZENET LV,

FASFPHI L 2 T h N —F %o BBERRO BN THREZ BT 25451, COMTHRIELTH Lw
A3, HHEEMTIINGROMAE D RIF 8@ R 2R L CB Y, MEIHET 5 Y/ f 02 L 23w,

AT A4 ARIE 5 mm TEKT 2 2 LR TH %0 MNRIREDL AL 3mm BEOHIG R T 4 A TH
W4T o TEIRWHER, FIRWHE 72 & MPR AR 154 2 1213V A T 4 AEOWRSUEE b MR
S i3 2860, Imm BRED AT 4 AEEHWT 3RILD CTA REIERT 2DH L\,

740 —=T v FIZBWTUIHEMEFEEMOAT T TH S W2 &),
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JRPRER R DIREN R EIE

A g4F3y 7 CT (KR, EFEIRSEISW) | FE—THBNIREER

sZENhDL B,

B : MRI (T2 53R, k&) ; BEEOREICERENI RSN S (=),

(=), BEPrIRICE

=1 B#feES—47 > A (phased array coil)
. 1.5T 3T
R&E V- = = Z Dty
TR/TE 254 ZE TR/TE 254 RE
PGSk 3,000/100 ms Fif% Py 3,000/90 ms #i# B
FSE & (ETL 12 gi#%) (ETL 20~24 #if%)
© T2 | FERRN R-REE/OOMs |, o R-REB/OOMS | o
/AERT, TEIKRT | FSE & EIEES EOEES
IR (=1E
= 3 ~ = s ~
heavy T2 3EE MERRA/80 ms Hif: | 4~8 mm | EERA/80 ms Hif% | 3~8 mm
ME By o e o e~ ~
@:Es/ﬁg 3D GRE & 115/1.2 2ms P 115/1.2 2ms E— N
T1 %3 R1% CIRES EIRES GRS 1E 30 7, =
o 4~5/1.2~2ms 4~5/1.2~2ms 60~90 #, 150~ =
® ;;IT\ 7 13D GRE % Bi1% 4~8mm | BifE 3~8mm | 180 ¥
(FA 12~15°Ri#%) (FA 12~15°Ri%)
toe | PRI e e b f8=0, 750~
@ HLEERER oD-EPI & R-R Ef@/100ms | 4~8 mm | R-R [Ef&/100ms | 3~8 mm 1,000 s/mm?
@ MRI
MRI TO#Hi %475 ¥y rid, WH Tl oM z175%

OMVE 1 HC U ESPROTERINGD)
@ FEEET T1 WG

@ EEAZH V¥ 4+ 37 MRI
(OF/NG TG

COFARIET, HWIRZBW &R oW F 2479 2

EDTE %o

PAGHEP I P %+ A N —F 5o AT A4 AR 3~8mm FEE, I NT A —F13F 1 DMl TH b,
in phase & opposed phase & I\ AUIIK EJRITORIE L7 IRE LMD C &, RN O X 5 [HIE N IENE
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Wk 2 U2 BT X 5, T2 M GIE, BMOBEBEOMIBICENTHS (F18B). 72, WHRHAG
7S EEEYEOE R B R DB EOBMICA M E OWME B L RSN L L) k> T a7,
H BEEREDIRDLNDBEDRIGEE

AR CT 2SS, MRIARATENSZ L1ZTE ALV, CT Tld, @% FRoWEE179 .

O il

@ 3% (GERHIT -G 70~90 #5#%)

FEHIOTEARIEIE 2ml/s PLEAZEE Lo HIGHIPHIIEIZ +5 73 —F %0, 254 AJEIE 5mm TH

KRS 52 EHATH D,
THRIC X o Tld, TRt &) Rtk SHRE2 05500557,
D Hiji

@ Pl GERZAIBG- PG 30 107%)

@ F2EAM (1] 70~90 %)

@ PEHAR (7 5 25#%)

Lo Ledss, FEHMICBT 2385 CT 2%, Befif, JRMAICIN, SWE O ES X OV R HEPH O Rl 12
BERTV2LEZOND" B EERT DL, WM CT B R OIS 3 Ml 1M7L v, M CT &
W CT (S2EM) 2WdE L, REHEIRDNAHEICOAR, JEIZEINT 20 ZETH,

§ _EERAREBRDBIKIE
FEBIREEOWRZWICIE, WEMN, WEOUGEEBWIRY v s, wiRinf oM % AN CT

T1796 MDCT (16 HI1LLED CT) 2L -T, 1 MORETINSDEREMLZEHWEETH L, HNAT

A AIEOPEMAH & U IS TS R TR 2 57§ % CT #4% (CT urography) 25%% K% LCw2%", MRI I3,

G—F7ULAF R ETHERAZH G TERVEAIHVONLZ LD D,

0 #a18Ebh 3548 OFmE

ARYEMR T, REEAomEZ B E L25A1E, B CT TA94 AE 3~5mm, ¥vF 1~15TH
DS FRIKE TEHRGT 5

LB, WERHAOKINI O W TG EIRIE TD TR HENH 5 & SNTBY, WHERED #IE 2K
W BRI o
A BEEIEDLND5E OFMEE
®CT

i O MR PEMR LB 21X Lo & 5 2RI F R IER OB &, EERESIER A a5 R &
DYAICIE, T oM%%475 (CT urography 71 b= )1)%7,

® Hifl

@ BFILEA GEREHIPES-BIkG 100 ForRi1%)

@ HEMA () 8 4512 LARE) (K 2)

Y, B CT 2R A2 5L LAICHEL T, B RO SHIE Mg TR 5. St CliEAlZ %5
575 HEHITORB ORI HEKAEDOMEN A H S DT, 600 mgl/ml/kgBW (300 mgl/ml ] Tk
x2f%) MEOREZHRG T2 IEDEDONL, 30 BHAE TS L, &55IE LY 100 Btk (BHEEH)
BRI T b Mt T 8~10 7 kuit: (PRIAH) (2B LA SHE TigE THRiZ T 5. BRIEMHRD
HIY TR S IR 3 2854, MifT) 3 fiofkiliz B8 255138 EEMO 5 4 I 0 7L s, o
ML CIIEED S 4 I v 7 Thv, &ed, BEEMBGERICEIIRL TH S 40 5 RERFL, JHR%
45 AR CHRIAHZ W08 5 &, B AR AN 40 Tl 72 ST ) BEIIE S 2 Fa K 3H & LT Rk

—380 —



JRPRER R DIREN R EIE

2 EBZE

g4+ 3y U CT (HEltHE, EFEIRS 8 1K) £F
ERICESZEBDS (=),

# 2 FREES—7 > AB (phased array coil)

i 15T 3T
RigE Y= = = Z Dfts
TR/TE 274 RE TR/TE 2714 RE
— . | 3,000/90 ms Hif% 3,000/90 ms Hif%
nd) = $ . P~ e ~
PRBIEFSER | (e71 15 rie) 48T | (et po~2agrig) | O 2T
DT2ER FFIRREIHA FSE 7% | R-REIfE/90 ms #if% | 4~8 mm | R-REf®/90 ms #iif% | 3~8 mm
/HEBT, TEARMR
IEIG4 E
1 Az ~ s\ i ~
heavy T2 BT #RR A /80 ms il {4 4~8mm | E&BRA/80 ms #i# 3~8 mm
e
® _ﬁ*gﬁf’”ﬂ @ |30 CGRE 4~5/12~2 msEifh | 4~8mm | 4~5/1.2~2 ms#ith | 3~8 mm
@ AR ., e
/RERE, TEAKER
b &= jl='
- 0% [F1HA _ _ 0, 750~ K
@ HLEERER oD-EPI % R-R fEF&/100 ms 4~8mm | R-R fEk&/100 ms 3~8mm 1,000 25
s/mm?
projection i%&
BeRsisl RARe | 2000 RLEA.250ms| o | 6,000 BLE/ 4~80 mm
EIEES 1,200 ms A%
® MR urography | multislice i%&
BEREH0HI
1 Az ~ s\ i ~
heavy T2 A% RR A /80 ms i {4 4~5mm | E&BRAK/80 ms #i# 4~5mm
FEOREIHA FSE 7% | R-R REF&E/100 ms R-R fEk&/100 ms

75",

AT 4 AT ANFEOMIEEA T < A 5D T, 3mm M F O AT 4 A TOFRER AN S
Moo BEIIE U THEIHO N 2 5 4 R WG OFERET 2 &0 MPR Wifgd EES 5o

72, REHMOBED 20, FEHATGHHROBAKI L B REFHEIEE L,

COWET, WERI EIFBWOM 2179 2L TE 5,
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RS

@ MRI

LRI AN E A R R L 2 DAL, DT ORGEEIT .

O T2 s g (Bl s X ORI

@ s&FZni T1 g

) AR NRIHNE] T1 R (BT X OS5k i)

@ P

(® MR urography

NS OWGHET, WHEGRFAGIIRERL, BEEOER, HUZHOWTIUIBWTHE RSB,

LR OWSE RPN B A & A PR T, A9 4 AEiE 3~8 mm #EE, MR urography &, #ffA
FAREIZE ST 1 A54 ADENA TS 7% 5 projection &, LA 54 A &% UK 5 multis-
lice JICRBIES N, MPREERIECTHAR T %0 BIAFIEOHEIE (T X — 5135 2 1SR T %,

0 EREDREE""

MRI X EWEE O R Z R O 7201 SN b, CT XTI ¥ /Sl - miRisi L R ER O it
WCHWHNS, B, BEEOMBNIBERGERA TIrb 5208, RESEOFHEZ B & L7z CT urography
AT BRI SRR X % 6
HCT

Hill, BhIRAH GEseRlies: 20~30 #0f%), BefliA GEgalscs 30~70 B#%), BHEEM GEEHS 80~
130 %), HEIA GEREES 8 0L 2 HMMIIE U GRA THAG R TG T 5. EHEANIIES 4+
EE — FEEA] 100 ml % 2~3ml/s THG-T %0 BIIRMH CTIMAE R %2 TR L 72V HE138) 4 ml/s TS5
%o kg (1~2mm) THE S N 7-HRIR % & e Hil + %52 CT MiA % CT urography &I, CT urogra-
phy ®70 F a2Vl LT—RICE SHWO N O HFRE AT G, 3 Moy (B + B 922 + PRt @
single-bolus % & 2 r#1¥% 5 2 4 (Bl + S92 2/ HRIHRGH) @ split-bolus i Td 5", split-bolus %
I single-bolus ¥ & AR THGEZEEAS 1 A5, #hiE < EI3ERV, split-bolus % TIX B O &2 xR
BFIEAAH Y T 0, IRER I A AITE I S N7 HEIAHAR 2 OB B/ HER A AHAM S S50 RIS 2RO
NA Y A7 BEITH LTl single-bolus HEASRIN SN L o WEMERE 13 B BEAH A ~ B0 52 RO CHs s Rl SR
RRERDY, HFTHETIUE 5 mm MO A ZOBEMAIIITE A LI TH 5, #6451
YL E®D MDCT T® 2 LEd 2\ 25 g C IR )L FEPH O AN EE L 72 5 728 16 FILL ORI O T 343t
2R TIE TE %,

H MRI

15 #E AL B 37 T dh A Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System (VI-RADS) 2# U 7-#ig %2175
(F3)o 72721, #3889 A =2 13HL FTHITH 57200 T HUH S F124 MRI ZEBD AR 7124 bE Tl
RIS IUE Z v, BEBED MRTIGRRRE MBS B S UIBRAT (transurethral resection of the bladder tu-
mor : TURBT) OMifilC#kEdT 5. BT LTV AROFEIC L o TENBEOMEEE, BEADZELT 5,
B OB RFTEHIRS I O 70 OB HERE BB MR L TV AIREBZE T Ly, 207201213, BEITHA 1
WRETRTC —BEBRIR, WA E T2 500 ml (2 &K, MK TETIIHHRENFTAL T 59 &4 DFRERI Tl
B BRI SN,

P S A PRSI IDE A i & i RIS IR B % B Do WIMNIAGMI S 2 FEAR & U CRIRW R B 5 WILT IR % % 38
M9 %o BEREREOZRERE SN If 2 Wi 1, PG ISR o e [ i 2 Wi Th b, L L, B
ERRIIRZE DL FE L T 72 D BEZI > CILFPICAAE L 720 3 258055 ), & TOIREIIH L TRl 2 Wi

—382—



MPRAR R DIRENIR A

#= 3 BERYES —/7 > A (phased array coil)

T2 5&sR& HLERER AR 44F3 v 7 MRI
1.5T
TR (ms) 5,000 4,500 883
TE (ms) 80 88 1.2
FA (degree) 90 90
FOV (cm) 23 27 35
EAN RS 256X 189~256 128109 256x214
254 ZE (mm) 4 4 1
274 Xk (mm) 0~0.4 0~0.4 0
NEX 1~2 10~15 1
bf& (s/mm?) 0, 800~1,000 =
3T
TR (ms) 4,690 2,500~5,300 3.8
TE (ms) 119 61 1.2
FA (degree) 90 90 15
FOV (cm) 23 32 27
kY TR 400 X% 256~320 128%x128 192X192
274 ZE (mm) 3~4 3~4
274 XEkR (mm) 0~0.4 0.3~0.4 0
NEX 2~3 4~10
bfE (s/mm?) 0, 800~1,000 (up-to 2,000)

ZFrd 2 LIIMERMI R B SHEL Ve X7ZILHORM BRI FIBTI Z HE L COMEARE & 5o T2 MaH% L

7

PHORFG D R T A AL 3~4 mm AEPEDE Y T b o ILHERGIE EPTEE CTIRIDHMHIE 2 6FH L T 7

%o bfitild 0, 1,000 s/mm® Z ¥k %o WRAIA ¥ V27 8 —EHTT A F I v 7T %o AR
(3 0.1 mmol/kg, 15~20ml/s TIHEAL TERATKTRIMNL § 2, ARG, %5 30 &5 308
BEIT5, 6D RLIGET %o i3 s GRE & T1 #ii% % 2D &%\ d 3D TIT 9o Wiifiid 27 4 A
HE % /NI T & B R RWHE DS R\ 72720, RARMASEHM L 72\ IR O FEER DB IEE & PATIC 2o TL
% E (BIRISEEA MBI AAAE S B 3556) 3BT GCTEIRIT & T 3 %0 3D TR 2— L7 —%
Z UG L CBITIMRAE R THEE DM I PR ATTEE TdH S0 T2 M R ILHORTIR & 7] — Z Wi C %
L THBL EFHEDORBIT LR\ Fogfie i 3T AL TIE 2\ WAY 16T L I L TE 5 S s
B, WZERRRE - Rl RIEATTRETH 0 X ) BN L 2 O MR 5 b,

¥ ATILARDIRIKE

HISZIR R O BHEEFT I MR D >~ 7 2 MCENRZ: MRI2SEL T 5o HERIE, BIZBARTHRAHP]
L7812, RATORmHZE HIN T MRIASHWONS 2 038 Do 72hs, BIVBRAEREO MR TIEAMTA
U7 Mo & 0 BiZBR N O MR A5 5256 S, SEOBWHE L < 25 Z &AW S2IT2 ), B EIAR
B BRR A R ORI HRTO MRS L TV o LA Ladts, #REEAFIRC X o TIARRETIS
MRI ZJf79 % 2 LSRN ERRO SN Wb H 5o BV IRERRIC MRI TR 254513, 8
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RS

F 4 BIIRES—4o A (3T%E, 1,6T &&EH@, phased array coil)

wi&E =R TR/TE X714 XE Z Dty
n FOV i 12~20cm, ¥+ v 7% L i
@ T2 WM | FSE & GLOTS 5/ 3mm | &7 5. BEESD, HTBLENAS
100 ms 2 o
FOICT 3,
FSE % : 400~ - N
73053/10023*.% HRBIR S LU S A F Iy B
@ T1 54:R1& FSEi% % 7- 13 GRE & - . 3~4mm | BIUSEE T, BHIHEIEH->THELT
GRE % : 4 ms gilf%/ LB
2ms §itk ¢

FOV (& 16~22 cm, b{& 0~100, 800~
SE-EPI % 1,000 s/mm? M 2 & & +) ADC map fE

® BB STIR ## CHESS gg:g ’;}uﬂ LT . & b fEi 8IS (b1E>1400s/
(& B BEBA &6 mm?) (1 EERICIB&T 5 A% & comput-
ed DWI THET 357 5 5.
@ T2 43 - 4,000 ms F2FE/ o | MRS FOV O£ ) b PR
/TEIRER or F AR BT 100 ms 12 H3E5127 3,
® #4+3v7 | 3DGREH& 100 ms i/ o | BEORAE 15 BREIEE L, &
MRI 4465 BRI P 5 ms ki FHIIAD D 2 Dk E THET B,

DWI : diffusion weighted image

HEHE L LW Z 51T 52 & TIRIMLOBEZ IR TE 5",

I F THiZR R TR E OB TIE 52 E DK E Do 20T IR Ol & G oE#E L2 Hi &35
PI-RADS (Prostate Imaging-Reporting and Data System) 7% 2012 4FIZE SN, 2015 4E12 version 2'7,
2019 4E121% version 21" AR SN, RIFTH ZORMEIEHE > T b, PI-RADS TREN TV B HEHER)
R AR E 2, FWRLED/NT A= 5 PlERT (R4), Fhiak TRk I EEE LV,

H MRI &EFT DS : &V KVEHREFDEDHIC

MRI MRAHINS, WEHILOEIR & 7 2 ERR T ARER NGO E BiE L, B&EICM LI T->TE
LEHTHEEDIT 5,

JUESE (FVAh Ty, BALTFIVATRT I V) 2RAERCHEHTENLE, BEOREESHROE— 3
YT —F 777 VORI TE B, 72750, BEOREREWEHOEESLETH D,

A RiEEE

3T#EL 15T HBEOLH L TH#MY /3T 2 —F BSPHFTE 275, FARMIC 3T EilE TOHRGAMER SN

%o HDIART INA AZE L T2 BERLWMA TREEM# 2 ETERT —F7 7 7 ML I EH A

EINLYAE, 15T 2B THRIE T 5. 15T KO RGEEE TORI R MR IR SN0,
H #BA31)L

24 VI, WY 1G5 Th UL phased array coil TRIFZMIEAE SN 720, HEEVE2EE T
B EREE A VIZLETIZ RV,
A #i:kR MRI 70O 30

T1 5RF1E, T2 W% 2 HPE), IEGEREE, 54 F 3 v 7 &P AR TH 5o FHC T2 siilg, ik
HRAIE, 7453y 7 ERRIEBHOETH S (K3),
O T2 @&

T2 #i{%1%, FSE %2 HWTHil & D7 b9 15 GERB 2 LIZEIRIN 0%z, 25
A A 3mm, Fv v 7R LAHERSNS, 3D IUER, 2D EEOHBIE LTHWAZENTE b, ShHMER
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JRPRER R DIREN R EIE

3 AIZBREO MRI (T2a)

A T2345 (#B&®), B : ADC map, C:#iEG&FE (b E=2,000s/mm?), D: &1 F+3 v 7ERE& (RHE),

E: T2 %R (BREME)

FERIE 70 AKX, Bi%. RIMLARAZERERIDZIRIC 10 mm KD T2 3&5R& TIEES (A), ADC map TIRfES (B), ¥17F3
v VERETRPRE (C) 2R dHEE£RBY, MIRERERIFMR TH S, T2 (BKEE) TilOEL ) RBAICE jl='
PEEESHERBOS (D)o 4173y 7ERRE T28A (BREE) OFRLY, ERRLEBEECEIINIBS L 5, égjf
HEGRRE TREBAOH RIS WEROEAPEL, ALEEMMOFFMEIRECL ) PTVDT, FRIDETH 3,

72T 3D WEE L7286, REMIZ ARk 2 R b L, HOWRE LRI L 2 R4 % X B3
OV D, 72721, BkEFHkEO 2~ b T A MIF—TId7% <, 2D T2 iR E Dby v S A ML LT
ENDHLDOTHEENLETH b,
@ LBURAK

PRSI BT T T SE-EPL i (IRIFHGIHH) 2533 n 5, T2 iR 254 ARZHiZ 72
Jits# Wi LR3\>s ADC map & b EOILEGRFAE (b 45>1,400s/mm*) 6% L %%, ADC map &, 1K
b (0~100s/mm*) & b fii (800~1,000s/mm?) 7> SAEKT HLENH 2720, W% EOHKNH %
WAL, b e b EOAIEL, computed DWI (diffusion weighted imaging) T b M OIEHGRH
BEERTHENIDL—ETH S,
® T1&&

SE #: #7213 GRE #:% v THINHE 2 Bl 3 %0 IRITFIHIOF IR b2 v B IRCHEZEIR O H i %
W3 2, IEHORTIEB L5 1 F 3 v 7B GL F CHPAZ BRI X DS, T2 MaRIE L 0 Zeim 5k
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RS

BYERNOT, 205y, HUSKREHZ @M L720, WEFHAZIERLZZD L Th v, A% ED 1 DDl
T, BB TR S Kl B BRI 5 0 1 S 2 AR I &6, B IRBHANCAE RS 5 0) >/ 8 % 5Pl 5
%o
@ B4 FIvUERAR

FAF 3y 7 RE GRE 12 X 2 Igli# T1 siRig % %3 %, 3D # (VIBE, LAVA, THRIVE %
) MHEREEN D, FOV IR E REO AN EETND L HI1CT 5. R 2mm x2mm LT T,
R RREIL 15 FPARmATE F L, EEANEAR 2 0B FE CBIZT 4. AMBOMINZR E#EER LY T1 5
FHETEESBAONILER, ¥ T 527 a3 MEERFET 5 B EOF DL 2TV,

PSA (prostate specific antigen) 7% 10ng/ml PLEd & &%, AT S D Gleason AT 258
Vb L X 3B OWRENED D 570, RFFHE T 5 Fi0 MRI DN, 28 0OEBMRED 720D CT &
FEBOFECE Y Y F 27571 %479,

I RE - BEORKE

FH - BRI AN EEE I N 2 2MIERZ 2T 250 2RO L DICKII S, FiE Tl
HdRs, ABHUBZE, BRI - RS LARSEOR R, B S, WIS IIE R E B b FEHE
JES D% {13, HOMZ TORBGEFIRERZ 2L LTINS, RO 90% DL I EE o IR
JEFTH D, 15~45 i< 5 VORI AEFEBIEITIET 50 ZOMONES; & U Tl kR M RRIEE )
oS, A2 O > 7 RIES, $RBYEIES &R AT o N5,

FH - BIREZOWEZ M OE —RINTBFEMAETH ), 7 I9BE MR MM E LT &
Nb, BHBIEDOLADBEWRENE —RINTDH 5205, KEOMGTEEMASE & AR TR 2560
B, EEAEH 2T A5 Iy 7 MRIASENEN S, EEEREN»FEDON DA D MRUIEEN OIS
e, NRWis s oWlE, BRI 2 & & SUBUCEHITTRE T 1, BE M E MRI 2 0FH L T BB #1,
S ORI OREHE, IFTAERE 2 © 23 Ml § 2 2 L AT E B, 72, IEEEHAE OEIBIEEROZWIIE L T
1Z CT ® MRL RI (PET) 12X 25479
0 %% - BERZED MRIY

BeAGt S AVINE EIREE T OGS EETH b0 MRIIE 15T LLE OB RRIE D2 2 FH 9 50 15T
P L ) SNR ICHENS 3T HESHEAHETHIUIET LS, STEEPLVAEHTH L L)+l
RURRIUE vy 245 T 4 VIR SNR %A L 2 0 BE CHRiR A5 BE 22, surface coil X phased-array coil
T %,

PGP IEZE % & A, /ISR FOV & MW A5 4 ZE (FOV : #) 20~15cm F2EE, 254 AJF @ 3~
S5mm R, ATAAFx v T N CHEIEB X ORI M CTLLF O 2479 .

T1 U, T2 g a2 AL U, TGN ZEOW ISR IE S 2R 2 W S B RIS ot o 72
DARBEEIH] T1 58F91% %> dual echo T1 G %, SVEBEIEOE A IIBEITIEOBIC SN2 HEN IO
M e T2 S5 BB U RN %,

PLHGRFIGIIIRZE OFFHEN T % KT 5 2 & SRR sz, 7% L3 bfii=0, 800~1,000s/
mm’ Of§ %47y, ADC map #1ER T %, RICHZHERCHBEEOE VLI ) —~, B LovER
CEEWRRILEGRR SRR S 2R LENCHHTH S (H4),

¥4 F Iy 7 #E MRUZFHICEHERBINEICIZEE 2855 T, 3D GRE T1 #aEEzfMEL, AR =24
A % BEEHEOH 30 B~1 B EORBEEZ D B L TOFESLHE LML EofE Rk e T 5
(E5)s MEEHEINZ D washout DHIEICIE 8 753142 F TR EATH) OV EF Lo BEMISEERIROH E S
LW, Y7 NI 7Y a VRO, RERHZ O time-signalintensity curve Z{E T %,
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JRPRER R DIREN R EIE

4 FBEEMESO MRI

A T2 %A% (BIRENMS), B: T2 w&i@k (M%), C: T13&iM& D : L&GaEg E: &%%

EREBIEAL T2 BAG THREEESOEEICBRIN TV S, AEBIELEERNIE— T T2 BIG THEEES, LiGaig
TERLSESTH 5. BRMHE T254B1E (A—) THREADEE/MEHIN TV, £/, AEBICRIROD T2 GRS
SOBENBDON (B—), EHIRNEBRHIBHS5SN D (E—), fibrous septa ERBELFFRT, €3/ —< &i&<5E D,

5 RMEEED MRI

RBEREIEON N BERRE CRETE T MR P ERB S W= fEF,
EEACFIVv I MR T - T2 EERGETREZRRAETE LWV GE2R). EF L4173 v 7 MRI TIIAREE () ICHEL
TENEE (k) DEFZARIEHIN TS, PELBEDER T, HBEETEM 21T UIBRIRELELC B L CBRL
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MBI DYk 5 A4 F X v 7 1352 MR &2 E i3, % O ERit£ 0 T1 iR (721 30E#0H T1 &
g DOHRTHNEEE, AR E DA RETH S,
A EUREESORIZE, BRI

EVEREIER XY S HR AN Z R LTV ) iR, AR HAC A U722 LA B #RIR
FHEOKBIIRIMA, ARG TS 2 EHEO R SO T KFIRFIFH D) 3 8in s, BB IHERE LSS Ry
UOREIB LM T 5o FRIEE AR B FARICRIE T 2 & BEL Y VX ficiEg Led v, —77, i
VRN AE U5 2 222 Vs, MEROB AR L, W, BeiEcERTsZ LD
bho TDOXH%) UAFERD X ONEEOFHEICIE, EEDRHPHICE N AT 4 R )ETHRAG T
CTHEHTH %,

FERANZ, 300 mgl/ml DIEA F »PEFEEHI %K 100ml b L AIRE X2 (ERREOEEHIRE, 2~3ml/s T
535, Wifs 43073, SRS BIBEI Y 50~60 BATHRICHHT LS BN E CHii 5. A
54 ZAJ21Z 5mm DL T TOFRERAHER SN, V) U HilERDOY v M 7%, —BIIZI3EEAY 10 mm
7205, KSR ) o SEERA AN TR 6 mm ARETH Y, AT A AEAWE L Y,

VUG UTC, BWBOFMIIZE Y v F 79 714, BIEBOFMIZIZEE MR 2479, 72, FDG & H
W72 PET A% ¥ /80, BifafRe g infiont L CHH & O#iE 233 575, BQT6 \SiL#ih d 5 X 912 PET # ik
g 2720 D5 R AR v,

HEOHEZ, WY, MR, ROV A7 58 ETRRY, BRET 9 —7 v 7O O ZFEMm G
HORATHADREA N ) L= 3 VDb THIZBELTIZEAU 74 R4 %% NCCN I ik 25 %
HARTA V2 BEL LD,

B XER - BEICLETRER
1) Sheth S et al : Current concepts in the diagnosis and management of renal cell carcinoma : role of multidetector ct and threed-
imensional CT. Radiographics 21 : S237-254, 2001
2) Pedrosa | et al : MR imaging of renal masses : correlation with findings at surgery and pathologic analysis. Radiographics 28 :
985-1003, 2008
) Vendrami CL et al : Differentiation of solid renal tumors with multiparametric MR imaging. Radiographics 37 : 2026-2042, 2017
4) Urban BA et al : Tailored helical CT evaluation of acute abdomen. Radiographics 20 : 725-749, 2000
) Stunell H et al : Imaging of acute pyelonephritis in the adult. Eur Radiol 17 : 1820-1828, 2007
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4-17, 2008
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23 :284-298, 2016
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DO .
",'ﬁ!ﬁ." EREDOREICBVWTDMSA S UF 5571 13RI NZH?

BRROBREICDMSA SV F 5571 I3ERTHY, HET 3.

s =

JBEIDE PR AE WG AE R PRI EGSEI L D BB 2t 09 &, BEEOMEEL R UIREA LS LAt
MHENT VD, FIEREEOE KUK EEL ETHBIRIELEL ) 50 BHEKE 25 LRI T O
IR E 2 ) BARRLEILE, BAEREEZRIL) 5720, RO EAFEETH S, BRHHEOBHIZIIES
WA= dimercaptosuccinic acid (DMSA) ¥ > F 77 74 BHWHN 5 ZED% v, 4, DMSA ¥ > 5
777 412X D ERHEBI oA A RE L7,

PR R

Farghaly SIZBEBRIRE WIIEZR &2 H 3 4 190 %2 135212, DMSA 12 X 5§ & SPECT ks %175 720
200 #eAsr, “Eifif% Tl 95 #iAF, SPECT Tid 100 i ic B W CiBER 2 Ml T & 727,

Temiz HIXBEMIRE S TIEL A5 5/08ME 62 6] CF¥55, 6 P A~157%) x5 &L, DMSA ¥ 575
T 4 LBE RO T2 WG L. 0%, DMSA ¥ F 2757 413 55% CTHER Z Mt L7243, 8
B TIE 38%DBMETH o720 FBEHWRAETIEW & SNAED 35%T, DMSA ¥ ¥ F257 4T
T & HeE L1727

Brenner 513 40 1 (9 H/hE 37 #1) T DMSA MR 3513 5 Fifif§ & SPECT 40217572, T Dk
B WHIC L DRI LSRRI AE BRI RSN 5720,

Moorthy & ([ HIZHBE & & DMSA Mg % JifT L72/hNE 930 B &2 xR & Lz, ZOiEHR, B
TR ORI L TRV b OO RRERRE - B2k, DMSA MAICEESHZ 52 L3 T
XBWEERLTWAY,

EHICDMSA Y F 7774 TR ML= —OFHEIEZ -tV NMORTERILTE 5720, FimEo
Al EIZIC O A IBEZ RS 2L TE S,

I EFEF—T7— KX - BEBICLEZREH
Pubmed (2 & ) renal, scar, DMSA, detection ¥ —"7— FZHWTHRE L7z TOHNS 4% EIRL
72
1) Farghaly HRS, Mohamed Sayed MH : Technetium-99m dimercaptosuccinic acid scan in evaluation of renal cortical scarring :
Is it mandatory to do single photon emission computerized tomography? Indian J Nucl Med 30 (1) : 26-30, 2015
2) Temiz Y et al : The efficacy of Tc99m dimercaptosuccinic acid (Tc-DMSA) scintigraphy and ultrasonography in detecting renal
scars in children with primary vesicoureteral reflux (VUR). Int Urol Nephrol 38 (1) : 149-152, 2006
3) Brenner M et al : Comparison of 99mTc-DMSA dual-head SPECT versus high-resolution parallel-hole planar imaging for the
detection of renal cortical defects. AJR Am J Roentgenol 193 (2) : 333-337, 2009

4) Moorthy | et al : Ultrasonography in the evaluation of renal scarring using DMSA scan as the gold standard. Pediatr Nephrol 19
(2) : 153-156, 2004
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SBEEATEENTADYEICE N TIES CT 2R T3,
AA4F3I v CTIE BHIED 7~8 8% 555Xl BlEsRETE5 2
LE, G THOHNEFNTERBMRBERD ZENTEDLD, HETS.,

s =

B FENNES; OBWIE, TEEUER TH LI LOMEL T T T, REEOERNEZAT) A, BB
£ S BN (renal cell carcinoma : RCC) & B MAMIEIGIE (angiomyolipoma : AML) %%~ a4 1 b
—EOENPEETH D, SOHIEMRLEOLAIE, MBAICE T AEML IR TELZENE T Ly,
RIETIE, S FENEROBIE2 O, HRAMAE M & 2 DA ORBRE O X NI EE TH S, DT
2, BRENEREOME, REEOEY, B0V 75 4 T OBRIIT 5% CT of AW TE
T 5

PR R

B M AT A FER D OMEIRZ RN BT, Bl CT OATIZ R SR CT 2% L, ERAROH
A B Z LIFIERWICHETH S, 2O TUE, #HEHIE T I0HU PLEo CT E EANREO LN LHE1C, K
FPE LKW ST WY, AN AV CT B33 pseudoenhancement D524 #E 1L, 20HU LLEo CT
i ERA%Z S > THEEMREHAET2L)IH 5T, $£72, 5mm AT 4 AL TiE 10 mm LU T OO
RZWHIHREETH 225, 3mm EREOH N R T A ZAEDETHIUE 5~10 mm DIER OVEIRZ W A5EH IR
E32Y, ABHHCT 2% L7z TR A5 < BN A AT, E@HOME CT (FEEM) <5
7S, FREMNER B LN DAL, REROENO7-DIZ5 43I v 7 CT 23T 5,

7

BAEMMER OERZ L oA 0A79 2 813, SRS o 2 RYEDOHIEEAD 1 em Kl TI1& 46.3%, 2~4cm R

TH 20%HEDHLLOMEDLH DI LM, METEHOMHFHHCBVTHICEETH Y, AMLIZZLD
Wity B CT CHRIEE (K-10HU) 2§52 TBWTX, classic AML EFHEN S FRIGIERED
BHICB VT, Y CT Ol CT LD B IEMTH 2", UKL, AML OF) 5% % i 5 fat-poor
AML® & RCC DN BT CT OB~ 5 - EMTHE . £F, ¥4F3v 7 CT D
WA CAY — itz B9 501, WM EAIE S 2 b bEETH L L 2 ITTMHETEX LY
(® 1), —7, fat-poor AML 375 W CTled 5 2 134750 L, 4L DY EERRY— G2 By 500102
(B2) F72, HMCT CHEELYEMRE 5HU L) B, S5 B0 RR/ BRI RENT &P
%, Frav g b=, FMEREERDSHE L TH LD, FA RDVNEWEER CT TH— 252 25 %,
VIt b—=id, ERNY — B R IE S BB L TR Y, Bt R EEE b 12 % A )
W Bz, WHOENAFIEIZ 5, segmental enhancement inversion (B ERIEE R T 0J7A3H 1] X
VYT, MG ) BRI »YF D) 2% v 3T A =< AT R TH 5 LB SN
ZEbHBH, BaREEMETORONS Z LTSN, KKE LTlHEOENIKNEETH S, i
W, SEIAIE, PARRFEERRIE 2 & oo PEIESS b B CT TR, W CT TH—LB2E T4, HMCT &
WP —7i% (hyperattenuating homogeneously enhancing masses) (&, BYEOWHREM:Z2/RIBS 54
HAFHR2) TH L, 72721, AFEREMEHE 2 EOEML 20X REEETLIEDBHLDT, Hkk
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1 XEAMRRR R B MR 2 FEEADZ LUy AML (fat-poor AML)

R CT (RBRR) © AR — IR T 31 R CT (8HA)  ABICH— G HEMEE () 58
B (=) €Wy, KPARLEMEORR T B, BBOZ LV AML T 7o
H2o

TOMSEDEDO HNLB T,

RCC DH 75 A4 7OBWIZDH, ¥4F3Iv 2 CT REMTH S, RCC ORI, HWIMINAR, Het i,
FLEIRD 3 0D ETH %, RN EHNERE L B TAE—ITRG L, BB R TR T3
250 et VRN R B T — A S O EMR R B L, FOBRIET 355, FLERE
BB TOBEIRIDT T, R —ITEEEINLTENEVTY, TR0y — DV,
JEE N OIS HEZ KL THE Y, Iho0F%R 3 OOMBMMIIMEICENTE S, 72720, FrahA b
—lE, RIS T FE BRI & BB LS00 S I  FLBFUIR R L & BT
ZEICREILETH LY,

P REF—T— K - BEICLEIRER
PubMed (2 &Y renal, tumor, CT, assessment, characteristics, differentiation, pathologic correlation,
renal cell carcinoma, angiomyolipoma ®¥—"7— Kz HWTHRE L7z,
F7o, TRz &R L LTEEICL,

1) Wang ZJ et al : ACR Appropriateness Criteria” : clinical condition indeterminate renal masses. J Am Coll Radiol 17 :
S415-8428, 2020
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1) Bosniak MA : The small (less than or equal to 3.0 cm) renal parenchymal tumor : detection, diagnosis, and controversies. Ra-
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3) Jinzaki M et al : Evaluation of small (</=3cm) renal masses with MDCT : benefits of thin overlapping reconstructions. AJR
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4) Frank | et al : Solid renal tumors : an analysis of pathological features related to tumor size. J Urol 170 : 2217-2220, 2003
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2014

Choudhary S et al : Renal oncocytoma : CT features cannot reliably distinguish oncocytoma from other renal neoplasms. Clin
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FQI6  mmmpsrossicsnt MRIEEDESLBAICHEShSH?

CTICTREMOHEISRHELIBACBMABEDY 724 7DEHIZMRI ZERTH
%, £/, 1R - BEEET - 3— MEFHICHTE 7 LT —RETEY CT HHET
TEHEWMVBEAICH MRIIZALS IS,

s =

UEAE, 4cm PUF O/NMEBIERE MBI T WML, CT CRASNABEIHML CTb, 4cm LT T
BBEEOHESE L 52 LML TEY, BEROENOREEDIE 25, MRLIE, T1 @G by
27 M4 © in phase & opposed phase %), T2 WF%, JLEGRIRIR 574 F 3 v 7 &G40 Lo —
7w B - RN - RN, < — A — & U TN % multiparametric MRI (mpMRI) &\ &
D& HY, BERIMERHZED mpMRIZ, FHZEOMIOIIIEMZN (BEEOER) & BHlEOY 75 4
TOEMAME S TWDY,

LD

Fili & 7 2/ NEREWER OR T, BB KDL (H80%) &b, FITIRIIMINEA -
FLER - B0V 754 7055, TOHEIZZENZEZN 5%, 10%, 5%& 3, REMER S FHAR
TH 5" HREWBERO D BN L ZHT 5 CT OIEBFIZ 0% ETHYY, 1FLALCT TR,
RIS 2 Pd B 2 ENTE D, —J7, BYEEEOME L 1 em £ Tld 463%, 2~4cm TH 20% L
OWENDHY, Frbok UTHMSHEE (angiomyolipoma : AML) &4+ > 344 b—<dH 5", b
A, ARNZEGLT V7 NTIRECRIZIEA TR SN2 REOBHEIIRCK L ) A%, ZoRindt v ay
A N =< OFEA A\ 20T, IS BHIRTIED % < 2 50 5>, AML @ 95%1& CT |2 CHERPIC
M&WiResy (CT i —10HU i) Z#MiiT& % classic AML Td 5725, 5%1T &1 Ei 2 Ml T & 22 v fat-poor
AML T, CT A TIEEMNN & OB LT LIEHEEL 2257 & > 3 A b= I3 T CrhaF i~
ZAMPEDRERN Y, HLUEE R segmental enhancement inversion 7 & OFFIN 7T WA 77323, BN
THRDOONZ720", CT DA TIEIBWIINEETH 2, T D728 CT TRV 5E Rk 2 BRIV T,
MRI %3813 % 2 &1 X 0\ IE oM Lot s hs Y,

T, CTICTHEERY —25%2 2T 2B REOTRMENH 2, TOHTh, Wil CT THHM &[4
DR R, T2 Mg CIRES % 29 % & fat poor AML (hyperattenuating type) 25 < gebit ™17,
Z DA, ADC map TIREMEL 2L, 5% 0 TRSRE - %A T washout 22352 A% WY, %
7o, Hifli CT CEEHLFBEORE L R L TN Ty — ISR E~ T EEOWmA R L BT 2 E5 205
T1 53 opposed phase f£TF in phase {#IZHARTEFIT 2 29 585413, fat-poor AML (iso-attenuating
type) EHLNE". LA L, CT IS THUUEE Z R0 BRIk % mpMRI OB ik, MRI A > 34
A N =< OBIBINIEHTX BRI H 278", BWBINCBH§ 20138 LV $72, ¥—%t v ad A
F—< Db, mpMRI Z KT L CLEHEE OEINIEEL W EZZ 5N TwaY, £512, mpMRI 25
WEDVT 5 A TOBWNE NI LD DD, Bl CT I TEEY & HFLEEDOULEE T, W A TR o3 ik
BF, BTN AR L L2580, BEMIIEALITRESE S R bbb, 2oL & MRI 238
My 5E, T2 MiRETRES 2 23R ) FLEIREMIEAVRZ S 23, - BES %2 2T UTH
WS PSRN A3% 2 s, FLELREHIINE SISO 72, T1 4 in phase 1% Tl opposed
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phase RICH L CLIELIZE SR T2 2T 5% Badl, W BT AR E 0720, T1 i
1 opposed phase 1% Clil in phase & 0 IRV E D, T2 EiE TAY—LEES, &R Ty —%
e 2y BY,

CT X7 7 L ADMEAET, MRIICHARTEMT, B OZ WKL HEEH ORI W, BIR - # -
REREDERE 1 FOMRAETHLZENTE L7720, FBINOKRAEL L CIEFRICEHTH L, BOHAH
R BIEDRAICH 2 DN WERY - BFIHIETELHELH 5, —7, MRLIZEBEHEHHIC X 28
ELH L, CTICHARTENMET Y P A M TRELZMINTE 50 FHMALEL 2 20Z ORI, EHl
NadE DGR HIZE LT, MRI HIKRDZWEIZ CT 12455 LA L, %L DOk TIIBETRIAR
ATEY), BATHEZETE DRIV R V. 72, BERED CT X eREd, MEREIAEw: &
5 CT OWIAT) MBI e B0 72721, S0 - BREREACT - 39— FHEEANCHN T 527 LIV F—7%
Y& CT AHAT T E VIR T IV 52,

FEFEVE RS OGS W 219 01X CT THHAH%, MRI ZRiBIINZH WS & RIEMOE LT OY 7 5
AT OBWICBTHEHLRGEYRD Y, GHEITEOTEIZ DO <,

I RFF—T—F - BEICLEZREH
Pubmed {2 & ¥ renal tumors, renal cell carcinoma, oncocytoma, angiomyolipoma, MRI ®F—7— %
TR L7zo BERIIIE 201946 HETE L7
F72, TRl RERELTEEICL7,
1) BAEZRSHEFS R EIRZEAH (1 K51 2016 F£EMKR. £FHAKR, 2016
2) Heilbrun ME et al : ACR Appropriateness Criteria” : indeterminate renal mass. J Am Coll Radiol 12 : 333-341, 2015

| 32 K |
1

Vendrami CL et al : Differentiation of solid renal tumors with multiparametric MR imaging. Radiographics 37 : 2026-2042, 2017

2) Kay FU et al : Imaging of solid renal masses. Radiol Clin North Am 55 : 243-258, 2017
3) Kim EY et al : Clinico-radio-pathologic features of a solitary solid renal mass at MDCT examination. Acta Radiol 51 : 1143~

1148, 2010 o
4) Frank | et al : Solid renal tumors : an analysis of pathological features related to tumor size. J Urol 170 : 2217-2220, 2003 %{
5) Fuijii Y et al : Incidence of benign pathologic lesions at partial nephrectomy for presumed RCC renal masses : Japanese du- =

al-center experience with 176 consecutive patients. Urology 72 (3) : 598-602, 2008
6) Fujii Y et al : Benign lesions at surgery for presumed renal cell carcinoma : an Asian perspective. Int J Urol 17 (6) : 500, 2010
7) Jinzaki M et al : Renal angiomyolipoma : a radiological classification and update on recent developments in diagnosis and man-
agement. Abdom Imaging 39 : 588-604, 2014
8) Comelis F et al : Routinely performed multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging helps to differentiate common subtypes of
renal tumours. Eur Radiol 24 : 1068-1080, 2014
9) Rosenkrantz AB et al : MRI Features of renal oncocytoma and chromophobe renal cell carcinoma. AJR Am J Roentgenol 195 :
W421-427, 2010
10) Lim RS et al : Renal angiomyolipoma without visible fat : can we make the diagnosis using CT and MRI? Eur Radiol 28 : 542-
553, 2018
11) Cornelis F et al : Combined late gadolinium-enhanced and double-echo chemical-shift MRI help to differentiate renal oncocyto-
mas with high central T2 signal intensity from renal cell carcinomas. AJR Am J Roentgenol 200 : 830-838, 2013
12) Chiarello MA et al : Diagnostic accuracy of MRI for detection of papillary renal cell carcinoma : a systematic review and me-
ta-analysis. AJR Am J Roentgenol 211 : 812-821, 2018
13) Comelis F et al : CT and MR imaging features of mucinous tubular and spindle cell carcinoma of the kidneys : a multi-institu-
tional review. Eur Radiol 27 : 1087-1095, 2017
14) Krishna S et al : CT imaging of solid renal masses : pitfalls and solutions. Clin Radiol 72 : 708-721, 2017
15) Allen BC et al : Characterizing solid renal neoplasms with MRI in adults. Abdom Imaging 39 : 358-387, 2014
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'I‘i!lil BECHHBIICH\\ THES W AEIREIIFD ?

BN &% CT #3< BT 5. MRIEES CT AT CERVVEFHDREESL U T« THB.
CT TBREREMH#:ZE, #RNESE BERORRESEOEEISHERELISS
IZ, MRIDERARZEDDH B,
FERENSEADHDVIEFERNERL, FEB0Y) A7HHBBAICIE, ER CT A
REND, € RYOBEICIEMEN X SEEAHET 5.
BYVFISTARN—FOBRBE LTRERLAL, BRNICBEBIRIEDNS
BEICIEERLTHEL.
PET I33ZfREGBDIRER, EBICT74+0—7 v 7ICBITBBEROZHICZOEREIRE
ENTVBY, L—FURBREELTOESICOVTIEVEAEBESHTIRARL,

=
B33
SRR OMATRIAZ W, BT %272 TA L TR R TH 5B, BIHIHR VB THO RSN TWBEY, %
DOFLRE ) DX CT THbBH, DM, MRL H> ¥ F27 574, PET A EDD, TS HH
EWGET 5o

T

R

L
HCT

PefGE B3 B AT S WFZETIE, RIS IWTRRIZ, HiM, REREEAM, BEEMO 3HoMAEDYE (EZ

HO1%) OFH, HHe BEBEMD 2V IFEFREMHO 2 HoMAEHLE (ZNENRIESZE 82%, 86%) &
DOEEIE D72 FAF Iy 7R CT RIEROENZHOAL ST, HZHICB T AHEEL
bbb,

PR S BHINARED T KT ORI 2K T S 2RO BERIZ, B PR TR/ B IR iRk
FTHBMBEDEKZIZH S (T1/T2 & T3a DIXHI) X Twa™, FEIEN#KZEO CT it e LTid, &
MIEONYE, bridging septa DHLE, AR, NEEEPAR> Gerota MilEAN OILE DL IEF M DILIRRLA
wA%, BRI - BEPHIRIIEN T OB OEAE, ARSI OEEMERDIT SO L7, BRI
BAITIE, BRI OH SR U TOMUBE OWrZL, B PHIR RN ONES; & #5559 % 1 ecm KL EORSHi
IZDOWTEHIIT % & STV 5, L LIEEHZE & 595 % &1 X 2 IR O BRSO W CHpINC RS
HTENHY, CT L B EEBAIRTRGETE O RKEE X 84~100%, JFFLEEIL 56~93% L MG S hTw5s™, 16
Hld %\ i 64 5 MDCT 12 & 2 BB ik B OB Wiie 2 Mad L7285 & 2 4%, e RN Pk ks i 15 2 4
A DR THBEIHERIE 489~56.3% & kY, Kim 5 OMESTi& CT Fr L OB IR R EO ¥ HE 113
JEHE Gem BLE), WEBOREARE, HELGORE, Vo @iEk e i shTws'Ys K g, &
AU DI 72 B Tla O—FROIEBIZ B FIE, T1, T2, T3a 3w b BLhbiiowis & 257290,
R S BRI sk / B R AR Rk 1 % IR VAT AT IT 5 S I F I EEE TRV, 72721, BB DiRk 138
FICHERS Y YV EPFET A O TR ERE X3RS H Y, BRI IR B &
O RIESFROTFHINT- & T 5D H 5",

FHIRNIESSAE D CT OFBWiHEIL, Z Wi R % iV 5 2 & T kL, MtaEiZseE 93%, FRREE 80%

—396 —



L OIERY ) JEEROHMPHIL seemental vein Z BRI 84% TIFAEICFIETE, FiosmilcHHE T2
HhdH Y,

U SR OB WL, — RIS lem LETEEHOBEZ o720 DL SNBA, Skt
5TV 451~64 5 MDCT 12 & %) > /S OdHili €1, IESHIE 74~78% & ik ShTwa™?, Jifk
SR Z HE TE RO THBREEDH 10%, KSR Y ¥ EHiD 7= B0k as 3~43%FEH 5 L ENT
Wb NERDAOWEET R E LT, FOEREIEIC X 2 U0, AR —Zigsh B s omE v CT i
WThp", Kb, VBRI AR S IR 5 2 DA, CT A F T AR/
MWLM BEZEDH D, BHIEOEBERES S LTI RETHHI LX), WEHCT bogsh b,
LA L, cTla, cNO, TRERRMA T — 7 IZRED WIS IIIE CT 28 TEX 53505 H 57,

H MRI

BE IR, Mk Y I ANPRIFTH 5o — IR, FEEREEA T LLE—% L, CT H%#
YIS TE WA WS, HIMMERZ % & CT I TSR ERR LS EDAHTH S, MRID
T TR MESAR IS5 2 B WiHEIE, 45 MDCT LIFIFHE LV ERE STV, LaL, MDCT i3&h
SIRE I CIRHPHOWAE ST RETH V), HIREB OB B EETH 5720, FWHFZITICIHIT % MRI O%EIZR
b,

MRI 256 72354 & LT, nephron-sparing surgery OW &2 W3 584 (Tla & T3a 0N 235807
bNbo BARIIZIE T2 iR TR oW L FRPIIEIMEDZ L Z M A GbE b 2 & T, FRARTM
BT A e (E2E1%) 23835 Nn 5%, 72, CT THMRMNIESR DK E W #2235 412,
True FISP 2 & MRI A7 2 223 5o TEFAOEIREHZIEOFEIZ D, FER O texture analysis &
WREEDPEIRZ: &> MRI At RAVE 7% 2 L 3d 511,

H & 277574

INFTORE T, BHREEEEREBRIEDEIEMNTTEF YV F 7T 74 E2ToTH L0, kil
BWDDDON—F VAL L TOMEIZIR & ST 25, B BN 2 5 S iz 205 %
R L 725A I EWIIE T, FisiE 346 17%) ISHFEL, B3y F7 77 1 OBREEILIRE 94%, F¥
FPE 86% T - 72h%, BitkihERiZ 57% LA o720 F72, T1-3aNOMO OFEFI THREO 2V EE TOFE

7

BRI TTHY, COLIBRBEEICEY Y F 7o 74 3R L v EREROIT VDY, o

%72, Uchida 5389 21 1% & 227 oS8 T FDG-PET B Y > F 7574 ZHEKL, HY >~
F 757 4 TRIHGMERICBT HERIEE (19 9%%) A3 FDG-PET (41%%) X9 b A EIEr -7z L 3
HLTWEY, BHEOBEROIZE AL PEFEBR THLI L EEADE, BY Y F T I 741 DBELEHWE
BVRBRWEEZOND, BY Y F 757 4 I IBRORBBM O —F VAt LCHifTT 5 2 L ddEdEsh
F, EIEHEOHE R LA B O BENEDSE VR B B VIR ML A S & 0D &, 5 infs 2 i Bt
ABFIHATT 5 ENRYTH D,

A PET

BUE, PET (PET/CT) 1%, AFIZHWTIFEI B2 B $_COEMMEEICT LT, ok, migs
WHiZ & 0 IIREIT, 158 - TR DB E TE L WIHEICRIGEH & 72> Twb, BiEDYE, FDG-PET/
CT DM DWW TREIE 895%, HFRE 833%, IEZHE 7% THY, ftkoktrih: s _TIFITFEL
TEBRIEZ o728 LT0EY, L L, —EORETEIMENTEL L, WA X 5 EHkRERE,
TULVEF—OHENEETE 2 A v MIH DD T, RO & - THBWOWEER AT & &M
STV A, FDG IZBHIARANOEREIMENZ EAMONTEBY, 5 FDG 1B Ao b L —HF—i2k b
EBERB LT EDWEENS,
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I REF—T— K- BEICLEIRER
PubMed {2 & ) renal cell carcinoma, preoperative, staging, CT, MRI, bone scintigraphy, positron
emission tomography, chest CT ®F—7— FZHWTHREL.
F7z, TRLEZ DREHRLELTEEIIL,
1) BARNIBRBHFES - BAREZS - BAEZHSHRFS 7 - BEIIRVRN E5MR. X7« AL E1—%, 2020
2) BERBRBMFS R BRLSESIKF12 2017 FR. xF 1 I LE1—%, 2017
3) Vikram R et al : ACR Appropriateness Criteria” : renal cell carcinoma staging. J Am Coll Radiol 13 : 518-525, 2016
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N
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@

&
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N
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@
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carcinoma. J Urol 181 : 486-460, 2009
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> ﬁ!li[ R EREBSRONSBAIENT CT (FHEINBH?

EEREaN % CT OS5 BHEMEERET S CT urography 1, LEBREEEHNREHONDIEGT,
EEAIDFREE R BEEXCZ DB, hEEONRWMREZEREDS ) A TEHCH L TH
HAhB,

1 =

PRI R R AR 58 L B ORI T, FOBMIIE LR B2 &0 R G ek oA 2 54
bo WIS TR T & 578, HaIREROZWNIEE L v, RS ORAZ, CT urography
(CTU) A E KL TETVHLA, ZOA ML BRI OWTIHT %,

PR B

JREFERA FIRICA 2 ) —= 0 7 TEDMGERA L LT, fIREIR SRS —BINE LTRCHWLNRT
&7225, MDCT (2 & b @l G- O8RIAH 2 3% 3% CTU OF HED»#HiE ST, partial MIP (7%
WL VR) B XD RERERRD L ) BB EIRE G M HIERTRETH 0, F 72l W O R 5 fRE ORI %
TIREEB L OTREE DAL OFZE S FMICBIZ TE 5 WORTIE CTU O RS2 HEA, JREEEZIZIZLAL
b e>Twb, WBEDFHILTH CTU I L 2B HIREREOMIREE L, 91~97% & X bdTEHWET
DHEE STV A, F7, MRBFZ S E L CHEREMOBWREE CTU & HIRVER B & T
L7zE3CTh, FRIRMEREE AR 75~80%, FFIihE 81~86%, IE=E 81~85%I2kF L, CTU 2%k 94
~96%, HFIIE 95~100%, EZHE 94~99% &, HIRMEREEEZ LD S CTU OHPENLHRE Lo T
5, REBSHRES DA B 54 ¥ TIRMREEITT A & U CHIRMERE S, 2, 34 (94
WHORMLT > 27) 1L CTUWR T, 8 94 (RET v r7) s (CRER ), INIMRERFEEB L O
HAWMRIFEZDHTA FF74 2T CTU I LIRS OZ IR T 3OO MALBREN TS
(ZEHR 2, 3o

L2L, U1 HAEH720 O XL < A3 CTU IERIRTEIR B & I L T 2~3f% GBELoHRE Tk
CTU %% 15~30mSv #EE, JREERERZAT5~10 mSv FJEE) L) MED D D, RRINWIRAEFH SR SRR 5 23 D
HA KT A4 T, CTU Ot % iR Lo EEMEAT L D B 40 5D E o WIRA MR G 1R E LAESE L
TWb (CREE 4o CTU DR OBETH - 72813 DILIRD 723, BIGEBES 7 ALEIEHEY O
IRFHASE R LDoDdh b, F72, EEITEHEY % dual-energy CT” AL, MEEE T X542 {%
WHIROKEZ X5 b ER L20dh b, ok, EMIREIESE O ) A7 ICBW»TIE, Bl i
BB \VITEEM, PRI 3 MR — iR & Bbh 2%, REZHRDMESE L TV 5,

IRRERF—T—F - BEICLEZREN
Pubmed 12 X ) urothelial tumor, CT, CT urography ®F—7— K& W THE L7,
F72, TRz “RERELTSEICL,

1) Wolfman DJ et al : ACR Appropriateness Criteria” : hematuria. J Am Coll Radiol 17 : S138-S147, 2020

2) Rouprét M et al : European Association of Urology guidelines on upperurinary tract urothelial carcinomas : 2020 update. Eur Urol
79 (1) :62-79, 2021

—400 —



3) BERBR#FHNTZR R BE - REBZBEIINT12 2014 FhR. A71HIVLE21—%t, 2014
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d

reconstruction in dual-source single-energy MDCT urography. AJR Am J Roentgenol 211 : 641-648, 2018

@
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) n!li[ BREOBEEBINC ST MR HHEREh 307

BERLSE TR AN EMED TR A 5 B 1B E (1, BREMEMEBEYIRMEIC MRl %
TR EPED DN,
g =

RN T ERE RS X o TR TSR R PSR % 50 RIS, WilEEEOF BB IIRA: O @ O HIWHZ
BWTHEETH L, MRIIZIZZOENT Y M T A MBI LREES IR S b,

PR R

B3 T8 D 75 R 33 1 0D 55 T AR PR T 1 I e 5 BT B A7 (transurethral resection of the bladder tumor :
TURBT) THIRRSNEAROFTHBMNC L > THEE SN S, LA L, WEBEIZEWTHE/NFMiA 7% 5
STHETLIEMONTVE Y, S THEO/INRESBILZ XN, HEIEEER O TR E W&
13 MRI MRASI 3 H B S 5o MRIIGEENESE TR B 235 2 T & WO TURBT il O I35 W
ZHME LTHfTE N5, B MRI BB K 215 R & LT 2018 4RI 72 MRI $:f%ik - Sirika
#0 L7 Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System (VI-RADS) 25 4% & N7z, VI-RADS @ HIZWI5HH
B \WIT I OBEINE DEREEE B CTd %o MRI I TURBT Ofitk D56 % ) 5720, F72 VI-RADS

RS 7 ) —B Wi 2479 72012 TURBT MEGICHiAT S50 MRIIE T2 Sag, ILEGERME, 54 F3Iv 7
RIS o T2 B TR AT SN Lo ILHEERMGE ¥4 3 v 7 G & IR R

% \Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System (VI-RADS) ®AF 31 —548 (TRER 2 %6 EITERK)

H7IU— T2 #®ER1&

PEBEER 5

Z14F 3 v 7 MRI

BEORES»RENTHY, »
DRERAEN 1 cm Kid, EE
ECEGEBOMETE 2 RRY
3EESDRERBOLE L,

BEOHEEES»RN TS,
POREZRAEN 1 cm Kii, BE
EVCEBEROHIRTEEZRRY 3
BESOREIEDE WV,

HEICREHEESEEMREBHT,
P ORAEHI 1 cm Kifi, BEEY
fE & & &8 O inner layer enhance-
ment DFEEIEFEHE L,

HEDEESIRENTEY, »
DRERAEN 1emlE, BE
2 MHONEERBEREH 3\ 2B
BEBICSESOMIETBEHE#S
LEMRZE,

HEOREEESHRENTSEY,
PORERAREN 1emllt, BE
HONFERBEREH 3 WV IFES
EBIEKESOMETB&ES LA
MRE,

HEICREHEEELMREBDT,
PORAEIN 1ecm B, BEMED
NEMRBRRE H 5 WV ILEBES
(Z inner layer enhancement % ¥ 5
LEMRE,

BEMOH T EREBERESH 5V
FEEESICHETENSES %
b hVWLEEERE, HEDKE
SlERENTWS,

EBEMDODHATEREERESH 53
BEEIICHETRENEES £#Dh
EWLEMERE, BEOHEERES
RT3,

EEMOHAFTERBERESH B3
& & % &8 (C Inner layer enhance-
ment & bH & WLEEMRE, HEIC
RHEEEZIRIEBO LV,

RIESDEHEAICHEEESDE
4 BEORErA#5Nn3 N, ERREE
BEEARICIE RA T UL L,

PEEESOHENICSESDES
DREHF A5 N30, EBLEEENR
BICIIRATVEL,

BEOEENRIIFHBARICKATWL
37, EREEEREICIERATY
KU,

FEEESDEENVERHESE
5 % 8 72 CBERLEEASRARLIC R A T
W3,

SESOEBIFERHESE 2 H# A
TEREABREBEICKRA TV S,

BEOERZMRPEMEGFESE ¢ i
A CEEBLEEREEIC KA TV,
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DAy I AMHEL, WEEBWICBT 20Nz RIzT RELZIIEA 73 — 5 ERIZED
THbhd (R)o BT T)—=DIMT 512 L7208 THIBRBEOWREIED & £ 50 WIE AR Th UL
SRAR D 7 7 1) — % VI-RADS DRI & L TRHS %0 JLEGRIIR OB E A EDORE3E 54 FIv 7
WD T T — 2k & L TR 50 VI-RADS 2 HW 72356 O R E O KL - FERIEIEX ¥ 7 F
)Y AR EUEERZR 083 (95% CI, 0.70~090), 0.90 (95% CI, 0.83~0.95) TH 27, BIgHH—3K (
v 73R E) 132 081~090 & REFEHEEN TV D, A7 T —RlOMEEBEROFHEIT L 0%, 2:19%,
3:44%, 4:90%, 5:94% (4B O R RGN O AR 50% 2B 5 HE) THoY, BUEDE
2% TURBT B X UWEZ I B EOBH OB TH 5 2 LIZIFEDY) 20, Thzfligd by —ve
LT MRI PR ESNTW 50 4B, CT WADH; BRI & 5 IR ERE & OfpliR IR,

I RBEF—T7— K - BFICLEZREH
Pubmed 12 & V) magnetic resonance imaging, urinary bladder neoplasms, neoplasm staging ®¥—"7—F
ZHWTHREL 72,
F7o, T2 ZRERE L TEZICIL,
1) BARIBRERZS R BEWESES M K512 2019 FER. EFHEHAR, 2019
2) Panebianco V et al : Multiparametric magnetic resonance imaging for bladder cancer : development of VI-RADS (Vesical Imag-
ing-Reporting And Data System). Eur Urol 74 : 294-306, 2018

| 32 @k |
1) Cumberbatch MGK et al : Repeat transurethral resection in non-muscle-invasive bladder cancer : a systematic review. Eur Urol
73 :1925-933, 2018
2) Naselli A et al : Role of restaging transurethral resection for T1 non-muscle invasive bladder cancer : a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Eur urol Focus 4 : 558-567, 2018
3) Woo S et al : Diagnostic performance of vesical imaging reporting and data system for the prediction of muscle-invasive bladder
cancer : a systematic review and meta—analysis. Eur Urol Oncol 3 : 306-315, 2020
4) Ueno Y et al : Diagnostic accuracy and interobserver agreement for the Vesical Imaging-Reporting and Data System for mus-
cle-invasive bladder cancer : a multireader validation study. Eur Urol 76 : 54-56, 2019
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CQ MREEFICEVTRERNERDHBAUREZRETHEMNT
MRI#&E&EZ1T2HE, EF MRI Z&4< ZE3HRZIIZIHD?

[3T-MRI (2 & ) A &4 TOBE | [H1328 MRl #8 ORRAS BB L REHERIEIC &
BEGEHE] [MRI TEO NI BEREHA NE LEERRIESE ] 02 TH TS
WERICIRY), ERRRMIICEED 53 HIEOBRE % B L L MRI 2B TES MRl &
BT EEBIHRET S,
[HBORE 12, TEFVADRE 5 (C), &% 87% (13/15)]

s =

RIAZBRREIE, AT 9 AR T 2EMEIES CTH 5o BV IEIXIEEN ADLERERRVICERZO D
% (clinically significant : CS) #&&, S ADLENEDZ L ERKRMIZEFHZRD 7\ (clinically insignificant/not
clinically significant : NCS) #IZ0 S N5, dT4E, AIVME MRIE CS #2233 L SMIETE 5 L oD
B s, EMATREEE L COREPEMRINDS X )12 TE2o BIIRIEOEMER 2 MRI ARARD:
B L OB WrEDHE E N7z Prostate Imaging Reporting and Data System (PI-RADS) O Tl T2 ihF%,
WEGERFR, 74 F 3 v 7 &R EHAE DR multiparametric MRI (mpMRI) TZWid 5 & 3Tz
A (ZRERE D), version 2 PIBETIZ S A F 3 v 7 s OBEINRERN & o7z (ZRER2, 3)o TN
Fe, 54 F 3 v 758 5% 8T T2 gl & JLEoaT RO A THW§ % biparametric MRI (bpMRI) OF
FEICHET 2850 2 T b, bpMRI TldE A A L ez, MR oM, A H Ao
W, EERHEHE O H R ORI S I, EEHORIEH OIS 72wy —J5C bpMRI {d mpMRI {2~
% & CSHOMIMBML TS a 3 N5,

SIENEIFE CS #2372 HIT MRI A ZAT ) S5 &2 MRI 2 A IR EN L9122 CQ L
LCHY EVF, bpMRI & mpMRI ODBWHEIZOWTERN P AT T4 v 7 - LE2—%1T572

PR ER

RKIATIT A7 - LE2a—TIX[CSHDMTEDIKT ] 2EDT I M AL LTHREL, TitdF—
7 — F% T bpMRI & mpMRI O Z Wik % I L7202 B L TR 27072 L 25 O fmdsig L7270,
9 T VTN HBEWIFIETH - 720 MRI OIARITIE 1 M % v TAT 3T HESH WO TE Y, W{GEEMIX
AHE THIV R MRI #5212 B9 2 R8RS B8 2 BUSRRFLEE IC X D fThb I Tw/ze MRI Ol 1%, 241
12 PI-RADS iy 72228 3 5 1% Likert scale 7 E O E OB W EEI TR SN Tz, WHWEZHIL, (3L
A E DR CTHINE IR TR F 721% MRI T S N 7ATE S A 74 B LA X - THfT ShTwn
720 CSFEDEFIZEBRINH—EN TV B DI TR ARWAT, Ml BIT 5 CS FOEFKIZIHE THRM I hTw
LLDLFAMTH o7 (1) MDA T AN A7 IEB B, FEEHME LA 5720

CSHEDIKEE, FrBEE, IEZ%E, bpMRI TIEZFNZFN 53~96%, 15~93%, 42~89%, mpMRI TiZZh
N 52~95%, 16~93%, 42~88% TdH Y, bpMRI & mpMRI DZWikEIZIZIZF%ETH 572" 3MWTIX
ROC f## 2547 TH Y, AUCftiid, bpMRI TiZ 0.68~081, mpMRI Tl 0.71~079 £Z RSN % h -
72*47, PI-RADS version 2 TOA 7 I — 4 LLEZFPE03E#EE L2 1#Tid, bpMRI i mpMRI 2L
TIKEDH I (63% vs. 80%), FFEREEAEFIZE (72% vs. 45%) &9 trade-off DEIRASEED 5
N, SRR L 220 EBEMEREDSEZ 5 (EDOT I ML) EWIHRERTHS7Y LeLARDS, WiH
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® VATRTAVY - LEI-—THHEINLORICH TS [BRNICEEDHHHILRE] DEE

T XhES
GS 7 MU EDiRZE 1),3),9)
GS 7 LI EDIRZE and/or [EHATE 0.5 ml LI EDIRZE and/or #WIES B & £ - 2RE 2)
GS 7 LI EDIRZE and/or WIEHN R B % £ > 1-RE 4)
GS 7 LI EDRZE and/or BEE S 5 mm LI EDKRE 5)
intermediate #* 5 high risk D&% (NCCN A1 K51 > %) 6)
GS 7 I EDIRE or [EE#1E 0.5 ml LI EDKRE 7)
ERRICEZBETT 3ARLIED GS 6 DIFRE and/or EARICE BERED 50%LIEEHH B 8)
GS 6 DIRZE or GS 7 LI EDIRE

GS : Gleason score, NCCN : National Comprehensive Cancer Network
*NCCN #H4 RS54 IZ L BRIAIEEEN ) X 7348 (version 2.2014)
low risk : PSA (prostate specific antigen) <10 ng/ml, GS <6, and T1-T2a
intermediate risk : PSA=10-20 ng/ml, GS 7, and T2b
high risk : PSA>20 ng/ml, and/or GS > 8, and/or T2¢c-T3a

DIEZHR (66% vs. 71%) & AUC (081 vs. 0.79) (F[{%5TH 727,

PEED, SRV AT<T 4 v 7 - LE2—0OfGnE LTIE, bpMRI OFZWiEElZ mpMRI & FIZFE L%
27170

BB OTEEICHET A AT T4 v 7 - LY a—3 T2 o720 DD, 3% MRl 4 B3 522 T
MBI E S TIIMRAR 2, AR HAHESBERESN, EHEHORIEHO) 27 D38 25 2 EIZEYT
Hbo EBMHZITE - TAHAIL, EEANCHT ZMBVALEEL Y, EEREGHO L — MERPREH
SIS D LR T Do SRR X 2GR B L 20, Bt HEOMHEIIND T 2, Lzds
T, [3T MRIZ & %8 7 5 T oG] THIV AR MRI 552 OFEER A B & 7 BUHRRHE W X 2 10 {5 54l
[MRI CTH 5 N AE R E 7 A K& U7 Bom I |0 4 Casnl ik 2 sk 2R Y, CS oM MRI
2472 bpMRIMAE T D 2 & 259 HERET 2, WIS, ERORIIREMEZ —2Thili g Wi TIE

7

bpMRI 1& mpMRI iZH LT CS DM FEDME T T2 BZFNDH 57280, G % &7 mpMRI 12 X 55 R

AT F Lvyo bpMRI DFEHMIC D 72> TRIIHALFIEBNC L 2 E—Y 3 v 7 —F 77 7 b2 WHT 5720082
) CHI ORI, FEMSEEED T2 3FE, & b (1,400s/mm” LI E) Oi#iR#{G 7% & PI-RADS
WL 7235 2 R T A BN H S (ZIRER 2, 3)o BB, RVATIT4 v 27 - LE 2—OAIT
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VOIRTORGE ) ARFEIA )V EREER T A VO3 £ )V THfR 7 5 integrated system TOHIFAHIHZ
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FHEIERE ORI EERE CH Y, DN, BITHEEE L LGS, MRS 2 85, T4
DAL L DA XD K HIEL; OBHRFILIET TR < 2> TH Y 2006 4O L 5 & 5 FELEHE In-
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