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Nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) in neuropathology—

Evaluation of NMR images
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A series of the sliced rat brain were imaged by proton nuclear magnetic resonance

(*H-NMR) imaging, using a Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill pulse sequence. The slices
were obtained from the adult male Wistar rats, normal or suffering from the cryo-
injury-induced edema at 10 minutes, 2, 6, 12, 24, 48 hr, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 days period
after injury. The imaging time was arranged 3 to 15 minutes dependently upon NMR
parameters. The slice thickness was 2 mm, and pixel dimensions were 0.2X0.2 mm.

Whereas a voxel size in our images is mere 1/700 compared to that reported
about the prototype human NMR imaging devices, high resolution has been realized.
The spatial resolution was very fine as evidenced by the appearance of major internal
structures of rat brain, and the object contrast is so high that cerebral white-gray
contrast was excellent, although the difference in water concentration between them
was only 7~10%.

Signal intensity in NMR images is dependent not only on the density of hydrogen
nuclei but also on both T: and T: relaxation time constants in local tissue. Pathological
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process might be seemed to change the local environment of hydrogen nuclei and to

take effects on their relaxation times, more than to change the hydrogen density. So

that the extent of edema in gray matter were clearly shown with a striking contrast.
Intravenously injected EDTA-2Na-Mn leaked from the circulating blood through

damaged capillary wall, and showed “paradoxical enhancement” effect on NMR images.

Thus paradoxical enhancement might be available to evaluate blood-brain barrier

permeability changes in NMR images.
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B L7z, NMR EE*ER T2 NMR E5HE
117 e b vEEICKET B2 Tl < SRR O
FHEND B, FBICHE~Ne X 5 WREELcH
3 MK D D TBEOBTC X » TR AL
135z &mb, NMR EEILFREARY REF
2V S AMTHHBTESEELZDNRD, NMR:
CT W EKREN T T hE«oRETELD
W CRETIREE D &5 D RIES B I 'Y, contrast
enhancement YEICDOWT HIREND 5 1 R
B IS BR G A P\ N R B T RBREOIT
TREDLIEREEELDND.

2 Akt LOUEE

2.1 ERETFTIL

fKE 300~350g MEM: Wistar 7 » b 34 B%
Fi\s Klatzo b OFED i UCHEBRBT LS
MR I A fEBL L 7%, Somnopentyl® IR 51
IR Lch L FEEHCERESA LD 2mm
#%, FEREES LD 2mm MIZER 2mm O
HEx FhwBILERTTAH L BEY 308
B4 C TSR E R ER Lic., Klatzo HIXMFE %L
BB LI EEAH LY, Ty b OBAFEE
EBBH LT MESCHNCBIm IS5, FA
BRI ELSEERAREE LD L2 b EE
BUTHIHIC L. ZOHFECL HHMEES
e, LabBWEREEEEY B WERT
B X9l ote. Ty MIBEMIT X hFE LESR
IMBAERNTREL ETE S 2mm OREINE A
A, BHICES 3mm AR 17mm O7 7V L
BBAICHEHA L. S OWHEILY =277 AT
BUWKDEEXYTEBE IV, SIS
B LEIR BEEUE 60 2 BAPIC R & BtA Lichs, &
D X 5T IIEMERR OBz FR A EELL
Y, BMREORHBE AR T 50, T
BIEBIER 10 28, 2, 6, 12, 24 BER%, 2, 3
4, 5, 6, 7 BEABEHFR L TERE L. A—
S TEBRY 2 B DR LBk N DI

2:2 =H%E

KIEM CRERE—< v VvED 1 DTHSHIE
b= vH v RNERREL LTHCLOR NMR H
BThEEHE L THWRHREL D B0, L
L b~ v v O KERILER O ERME CTE B % g
g, L0 FETIIKEBCEHIIRANESTE
. VA VR ALFEMIC EDTA IKfE S 2
EDTA-2Na-Mn ¥ (Analytical grade, Nakarai
Chemical LTD, Kyoto) DKERKRIZFMETLA D
NP ASER N TH - C, M, i, BE~E
B e\ (Asato R and Ueda T: unpublished
data) 7oHEIRAANKERCEGTE S, HEOFER

Pro jection-Reconstruction %

(I=A-f(v)-[1—exp(—b/T;)] - [exp (— 28/T;)])

o Selective excitation
(field gradient + tailored pulse )

o Planar projection (multi— directional )
(field gradient, spin echo )
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Echo

1 J|EotcHD L 22T
FLED AV Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill - /v A5
FIcix X 2 o BEERHEER T R t=0 © X' BiF A
BieRis H & RS 2 C My % Y' BiE © EES
¥, t=a THEIR Y #8750 IES Hc ko<
M, # Y Bl i 180° [E#E 8T t=2a T= =
o PFAERED. AERE G OEETTH, X
1ED AL ARG oE 8EXESh, Bhhi8fE
D=2 —%FETH. 1 HAOKRET — 2 %xH 501
L2EAVARIIEREL, F0bEHEEH A% 4° EH
BRI TROMEL TR - 1.
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Echo Envelope Decay

FREBORCRENTWS XS, =2 —@ER T, RERE LB BINEE %=

‘?-

HATEORIRT LS, 90° <ax (G- 1 2) EHEOMMAL0 THAHH, KHEE
iz To REEER E U EEB mEY =T, HE M, *EET 21t T © 10 58
EORINNERD, ERICIE 4~5 S OREE TIER .

B 2 BERSIETIZ 0.1~0.2mM/100g 4 E % #IkRA
BIOEERANES L. BEEE%2, 6, 24,
48 BERD T » P CIEREH L BERE Shc L
THEE®RE L Mn-EDTA OBREYBE L. R
—Ey 2 ERE LHEERHEN DT

2-3 NMR Ef§gi%x

FHEE Y, RERFREETYE S E IR
E L =HERF R R RGBT E 2 [ TR
Lictyi Fvic.

RENAWERE T XHE CT LR LEEHE
BREThHs (K1), 4.7K gauss (19.8 MHz)
DBEWAY B\ 0.1gauss/mm DR ELRESS O
FEEFC Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill ~¢ /v & %

Flick BAE v= 2 —% TNMR F5xEk.
1ED AN ARIITRED= 2 =23 E LI 5B,
1 RO IC2&E 12 BV ARFIXRIEL 96
Bo==2—%FELTS/N lhotiEr K- 1.
EAREERRRT b icn= 2 —DRECIIES
EELLE. BERNKLIDa T x2—%— (T; 3
FA—&—)% 9msec, b 352 —&%— (T, 5
A=K =) % 1.6sec CEDTHBEL, 1 EBEDOHE
BRI 15 4T H - . contrast enhancement
BEETIZb 52 —%—%0.330U%0.6sec & L,
Z OBEBEBREEII 3 UL E 5 ThH - .
LEORBTIEY HAD AF A4 AFMPREL T
BT Gy FAVTWEWL (22T, EWHOHA
¥ ZEhET5). M ZX FEICE TR RE
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Cortex

Corpus

- Nucleus
T
caudatus @ &
~putamen g

Area
amygdaloidea

ng parameter 1.6 isec

. parameter-= 9 msec

L

B3 E#ESy tOKEIFO NMR E
S, b AMTERET TR O NMR E& T, Y OEAL 2mm, HEREL 155 TH- 7.
BRSNS 2 v P A P BLEL bR TS, FECHEE T, EEKM? - ThH
[R5y P AMOELIRE 205 L HREREINTWS. AREROBE, AIGEVEERFS
BMENEC L RRT. (BLARBOEGLY 7 -EEYHRCHREE LY T, F7HRE
ERITA Y OFNEGEPPRLD)

20mm @ RF (radio frequence) = /L PICHEA
L 45 FROHEET — 2005 CT 07T ) XA
VR BERREC X > T 7 e b v (KRRET
%) OBEN MR TR LEGRE G,

B3 85X85 D7 } )y 7 A% 170X 170 1TH
BILCHER S pixel D K& 2132 0.2mm* ThH
5. 16EACHBERRE XV16 BHFHON 7 —T
E§EER LI ARBREROGAZEVIEE
EBEBRENBZEERL, 77 -RTROHE
PENELESREN BT L&A T. contrast
enhancement ZWE D FHMIC H7c > TIX window-
level & width %% 2 HxtH 70 {5 5 EE oA 7/
AR - 7.

K 4 BFEHRGE 10 0% 0 NMR HEf
YA DOEZIL 2mm, BEREIL 150 Th -7,
FARMK QERE O [ GEER BERE 5 F
EREYRT.
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31 ZIEORMEE
FED B HREEL 0.2mm DFEEZDL
1Y EH 0.2~0.4mm Th 5MREIADKYIR
D RHEREI AR L bhie (K3).
HRERG T X A REERIIESRERRITTE L
TEBCEbLR, BB L T 10 2% B B
B TD T (K 4). B EoREIEREN
T W PRRBICR S L 5 RS Y Z T K

B 5 MFEEORRZEL
E WG BRI ERER 2, 12, 48 %M, 3, 5,
7 ABICEE L. YFOEXETNT 2mm T
BRFNL 150 Th 1. RREERKAECHED
IR E LTRI T 5 BERE O KN
ERRCEZBR TV S,

HENCERETRECHER UCRETICAR Y, 1B
BIER 12 BB I R &l ~Te. BEEE{LIT
BERHDBEICETNEERD, A~ A

EIENBLT, ¥EEHRELEGEE ML IcRER
BET A RLMEL, TOMWAEFLLE LT
DEEHEAR EFEYE TR, #
FEMEZE LI IB 5 6 BRI IXRICE L, 24~48
R TR AR IRE LT O EIEI R
LR AE O - ORI 3 B SRR E R
AL, MR CoOBRE FEEZ X 72 KR
Do EHCIRRD Db itk »ic. 72 B Cix
FEEELIEDN LT YR, DIEBK R
ELTT7 BRCWIFRA EERERYRDIR L ol
(5).

NMR Ef T window AE%H 77t 5 L{EEH
EAMREHEMCBN T 22, Btk s
BREES S5 Bt E C, IRABRBEE TOBERE
IEA L LRELMARCIEN 55 5REAR Y FE
MREEBRATHE I (K6). ZoRLHED

window
width= 400
Level=7500

width= 400
Level=5000

B 6 Grading #(F
window level 735000 @ i () T—kicR
2 % FRIEFEBRAE © F5HMEARA level % 7500
CEz AEMOES TR RIS M. BEHEELE
KEXRELTED, ZDHER X - TEEBEROI
BB B TE B EE L bR, HEEHEE 24 B
B3
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K& JTREEBICHE > TEL Lic i b oo
RAIKBE & i L cld i E BEITFA A &
AL Lich - T,

32 contrast enhancement, paradoxical en-
hancement

A5 x2—x—Db % 1.6sec 2B 0.6sec IZ5EHE
5L NMR EE5RENFTICHBEL, ZO%R
WFEERERERTE L -2 (7). BEXC
NE T 2 — & —{RFD reversed enhancement
R L BT,

7 Reversed enhancement
RFx—x—Db=1.6sec Tav AL HHH
ShTws BIERE (ER)D) b=0.6sec TIX1E
DTARBIFR e -7 CHAD. BREEHEE 12 Bf%
(See Text).

¥ 72 Mn-EDTA $5# Tl b=1.6sec TIFE
WREEROFEF T/ (K8) ZELWHIT
BEFHRKAE X VESRENMETFT L(XKI9). L
2 LA UMY DB T25 2 =2 - b % 0.3
1% 0.6sec 107 % & FEMRAHEE & ERIKAE
LOBBHREENE LIRS, BFEEREN
BRI (K8, 9). NMR EEIZH 3% Mn-
EDTA ©Z D X 5 7e%hFR%, FAEIX paradoxical
enhancement &h5 & % A7 7c.

6HRs. MN++(+)

8 Paradoxical enhancement
RNFA—x—Db% 1.6sec )b 0.6sec CE2 % &
7 LAY IR R < B S ke, ARG
6 FFfE#, Mn-EDTA #5 2 BifElt: (See Text).

"2HRs, M++(+)

9 Paradoxical enhancement
b=1.6sec TIL K5 DEETRD bl BIERE
MK Lic (ZEMD. b=0.3sec i35 & FREMEIR
Pl S e CEAD. BUEEE 2 BRI%, Mn-
EDTA #5 2 B4 (See Text).

4 E

4.1 BRSHEEEGOZFE
B SILBE SR EC XIS BT
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WEOMEEYRETES. 7 e b YERKEER
Bk CH-NMR-CT) CTHLhAEGILT = b
v (KRR TFK) OREBABED T & KT % 5,
e EEhs 7w b v 5 BAUNO ST
D7 r b vhrbOEBEFIREIE L TEIHE
{, NMR BEERICIIFSE LtwEEzbhb
(K10). Z i), BEACEEFD 7 = b VXK
HELEABETT R b VvEED 14% RO 25% % &5
BHH, BERCIIRmREh GBL). fE-T
REOMEI A EBIIAK S = b v OBE ST % Kk
LTHED, KOEBABRESRESHT5 &

RATWOS. 508. ASATO 23JuL81
EDEMA,48H, WHITE

H,0

(CHyn

10 o hE#EBO NMR 227 b
IR E Buic T EBE R, ThXho
H-NMR A-%7 b v} Nicolet FT-1180 NMR
A7 b r A —%— (300MHz, HEKFTEIMA
HEZEHR) AV, FRTHESh, EEixd
BEBDOS BbEMDH K&Ein €= 27HKT R b
VHED L DT, B TR b vinbDERILIA
1B CEIAEWLZ L0 B

T
-30. PPM

% 1 Fraction of hydrogen in brain (guinea pig)
From Basic Neurochemistry, Little, Brown,
1972; J Neurochem 7: 259-263, 1961; J Neur-
ochem 9: 115-118, 1962.

Gray matter ‘White matter

protein 7% 8%
lipid 7% 17%
water 86% 75%
total %

in tissue 64.66 63.99

Ezbhb, K NMR EECTEBBEXT R b
VEERTTRESO TR, BEHoES
nhH5.

NMR EEETIILEALARACTEELE
BHEN—BRTHD, EL1EOEENLED
1 OB BITERTE T, WENELRE DR
LTER LT — 2 2B LEGEEZES. 20X
51T Tl v b vEER Thr L HEERIRE
Ml (Ta: B LB L DM EFR Y KT %),
AR (T.: Bl E Thi &b ¥ BEK
LOMEERAERIT %) RUBEHNR T = b v
OBE (&2 XMBOBE) 2355 REC
Ih B, BZEIL Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill ~% /v
AR R A v a—EL) e VEER
B (1EDOAVARIITEED =2 —(F5%
ETB), AAARIA 12 ERELT 1 HROHE
B — 2 %187, 2 D4 Davis baEH L
Iok, F1za—DEEFREIIKRDOANTEDLI
na.

I=A-[1—exp(—b/T)] - [exp(—2a/T:)]
[1]

CCTARTr P VEECIWRELER T
T 1 XBRAEORBAEER, a bR 1RTEL
ThsH. MIRIFEEBEEIN SR P vEBEEAOD
LWL o THRELT, a, b R—ELETTIE T,
DEWEE, T NEWIEEEBHMENKE S
TEERLTWS. BRERLSBEO= 2 —%KE
LTwaie® [1] XX EEL LD LR,
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RiED T, 2MEL T PRVEEEFHEEIIAE

R Teh T2 5.

BRE O, C BT e b VOB A E VIR
BoFmac i@ LT Z 8y o FEED TR
» +Z i ERORML My % £ L%, Carr-
Purcell-Meiboom-Gill -2/ 2 RFITIL X t=0
-exﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@ﬂwXEi%%ZTKﬁ%X
Eha O 90° YZ SPHEANCRER S ¥, XY FE
CEIEZEIALMCHFEIND BIE LT
NMR £E%EB%. 20 NMR EE20BEITE L
LTEA Y v—A ¥ VHEERRORSE D RE—
Mz S FEEEOMMHEDO X VIZ X » TERIC
WET 52, Bl t=a T Y BB L A
H, % 52T My % Y Bi% shiic 180° [HE S &
BEMHEOR VAEIEI N, t=2a T=a2—F%
BEBHCLNTES. R A H, 2oL AR
G 2a CRETAZ LI Y HEO== —% @k
LCBAIZENTEEN (K1), =2 —HEILIE
BT 5. COWEORELR T, T
B0, T RNEVEREBEROBEIIP LN TH S
(K1 ; ®2®D echo envelope). FAREITEFHNT
Bonl8Eo=2—%FA LN, TDI5IC
FT2ET.NEWS e b v EERENRL
B rnss. fF, R M, B2 H
wE L LBRIREER e REREREY R L, T O
EBN T ThHAHH, —ERRINT R v
BNFN T FEREBCERT 5z &b
T: ® 10 fSRERE DO KHALETH D (NMR HIE
iz T, 05 FEREOREYETE 12EHES
WETbRTWA), D& & Ty HEVIE EFIH
EM R EEL, AUEETT. 0FW7 R b
Vit Mo X v/NEfEC LavER Ly (K 2).
FEOHE TIXAS N ARFIOHE vIR LR (25
A =& —b)EREBED 30~50% 12 & -T2 T=dWE
(b FE e B R I F R R 1B R 3 B Anc vk
DALARFINEE D, TiNEWT e b Vi3
DEEBEREBLZFTHZ 0D 5. BIb Ty BNEWL
T e bV EEEITRES IR TRD L AT

FIABE I DD, 0 & EOMIBMEL M, X
DL, ZHREBBERS LTRAMTE
Fe b VEBENRD Lco L E URBEREY &2
5. COXOCHEORBETE T R Th
DEWT R P VIREEWERREYRT I L8
5.
PDETRTER X S cEGOERC 7S NMR
EEOBMEII T v vVEBELIT TR 7e b viE
MO FEEEZ T 50, RPEAKRTIET =+ v
FBENET BT Tl RBZE I 5 BFro
AFREOEMCERT PRI > TF e b v
BRI BEE B LD 5 & EHEI T
FDP, Z07» NMR EEIZFHMRKEIER
2V bFAMISHBTES, Chied L X
CT i AHEANCHEB O B SIE LcEfE R L
TRY, FERCHE S LFEITRBE LB,

LI AT, BRREOE R VWIZ2 Y LT A
FELRTHIEAVARFIOBER O, [1]1 Xad
T X, SVARFID AT 2 — & —(HITKEF
T5%. $£- T NMR BEEOBIXREERC X - TE
LY, FlonS 22— —fEXE2HT LT L
T contrast enhancement #177c% %572 (K 8)
T contrast MR A b H D (KT7).

4.2 ZEMHEREORMRZER

FLE D PG A TR VTR ARAR P oD & K & 1 A
B 5. FEOEB TEHKEZET~10% BEDK
BHEEHEED, Bifcav b 7AFTHESR
(K 3). :

POFEAMSE T T, R Ty X b b FHT®
Fa b VEENBAI A TD, FECKES K
BEARBLSUATHD 1T b WHT® KABED
BENa2v T2 MILKEZBALE (K4, 5).
Z DD BNKIR T ORE DR S DER B HICHF
Micx (K6), FEEEIER 10 HHEDHFEDIL
NYERGCHETEL (K4). 10 4EOEE
THRfERNE & Ao K ABERRBC bBEDOZL
DERD DT, THITTEEE G E Il
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BREE S EEY ST clcd EELbh, ZDORE
132 BB OB B TIRER L. FEEHEERE
o B VEE A~ BRI R L UM 2 L 12 BRI
IR & T BN, AT~ TR A BT b Te s o 12,
PRI T ~HEDS » T IT < BT 23 24~48 BRI
BR@Rd b, 0k EKAERE B
MERZR L TR D, MRHEE S 72 R 3
KLl REBRETRECH DML, 7 BRI
Far EEREYRD Lo, T v MIKKA
BHARSETH W BEFBBRGEER CIIKAE TOE
JEMEZE AL A ETE A2 C, £ DTEEIL 12~24 B[
CHEBHEE2LRD. —FEACES&IEE
WENE LR, KABTILEKEZ(LD E
REREINTE VY, 2 DBEAIFERZEIL 48~
TBIFHTRLBE LIRS, T v PO TOR
R 0¥ ¥ A U IFEEZED 48~72 R T
ERICETBH EVCSFRDD DY, GRKEXTR
EETHEES - VO X5 /NI TIREE - ¥
R o & @INCEERNELX T L5 & LIxRET
B, FEOERIC I T 12~24 BN TEA & F
2bhd. X5 RIKABEREOREERL,
Maw B\ 7e Klatzo OBMBEMBIZE® & X< —3
L7z, Klatzo DFER T EE CRAMERIR HME/D L
7o & b astrocyte DREALAY 72 BrE LRI Z I
B EINE™. T, FORPITEZIN 0.2mm
BE LHEEBROSMREO R TRARD D, £0
TeO MR TOBEBRES TSR Dhich -1
TREME D B B 1%, = h b o B 5 @i s BifE
HEDT B,

4 -3 paradoxical enhancement %5 & I 7 B
BFES

M A4ESFT (BBB LBg3) OBEEIBIRE AL
5FERBED 12OTHHH, BERER D
LERHRIC RS\ T BBB BER B Z LIXE
EThH. EERTED LS BRFAXT 58S
HREFR RS R AL L ERIC KR D LER D
BH, RROFETIARTS THo7e. X CT

TILEEHIRE & XBEHERE & oMCERRER
7% 1, BBB BEEIAL CILEREE © g SHR H A
BB ST contrast enhancement FIER&IE
BiC BBB #REX R T 2 Z EAFRER L b
TER™., L LRAUEGEE LEEFHET enh-
ancement ZVERI—EE T\ T &, MERBEAN
enhancement IR D—FDER LBz L &
b, fEROMIFUIRAETH - . T/ “Rb-PET
TIES~D ¥Rb WX EGILTERE, M ER
T 5535, ETE O MEKEEL T, Lrd oy
REEN % B, hibhit EDTA-2Na-Mn #ED
relaxation rate enhancement & & a, b -3 5 £
— & —2 X % contrast enhancement R % 2
A5 itk b BBB EE% NMR &% A
WTHRERT AHEERRFE L. Mn™, Co™* 7n &
OHEWHESBILKERD 7 = + v NMR RIS
FEPCEBEL, BERZEMHTS v VR
T OKBEME O TIXEIRMICE 5 TE g
EDTA & AL#RNCHEASED T LiC X b KER
O pH X 7.0y, Iz CTHEAPEM A BIF o
DHREHRGENAEEIC T 5(Asato R and Ueda T:
unpublished data).

Mn-EDTA FEEEHIT T, T A —%— b %
0.6sec IoF 5% & 1.6sec DEIRIC LR EEE D
2V I A AERET Lic (R 7). Eickad
Licksic T, DIERE T OEMIIESHREY
D HBENDDHH, LHILAALARIID T 2
— X — D& HKD. FEMABRTIEI T, T &
LERE LT\ 52P, b=1.6sec TiX T: LERD
FENMERATREEREN EBIND. LiL b=
0.6sec Tix TW IERDOFENEIC 051D fEF
HIF5% B i reversed enhancement 232 Z w7 &
#% bhk. — Mn-EDTA #561Tix BBB &
I CIMGREY BB Lic Mn-EDTA N %
WAL, FOMED 7 = b v NMR ERRH%
ERET A EELBRD. b=1.6sec TIL T, EfED
HENKE LS TESHE HD L, FERRE
BEHmEDOa VI FAMPETL, ELVEAI
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TIFEERE AR RED R Rt ELbhD (N
9). L’ L b=0.3sec Tt T1 gD EEIE
Blinh, BEEESZFHCHE IR (K9).
Mn-EDTA 1% FA—4C BE M A BEG I /]
LRREZRIT, 2oz Lix Mn-EDTA 7% BBB
BEEMLET CHBCEEY 52 5 LEEKRLT
¥ b, BBB EEH2 bR Lic Mn-EDTA A%
B AHLCWDZ ERRLTWS. Mott i
RT A=K —a, bHFEOEFTREDCHRIERIC
HLTZDXOCRERDREETRL, BEIXTH
% paradoxical enhancement ZHE & LT 7.
NMR & T Mn-EDTA @ paradoxical enhan-
cement ZjR1% BBB EEZ RTLEXL LIS,
7 v t OURFEBRGIMEE T, BEIER 24 B %
Tl¥ paradoxical enhancement % F2 773 48 i
M TR EETH -7-. BBB IXBEREMETH D
SREOBEIWIE CTEEREENHEEIh D™,
EDTA-2Na-Mn (mol. wet. 429.16) 1% *Rb
feED&BA A+ vEEE Y'I-Albumin 7t & EX5
FOFECALE T AHBEICRT 5 barrier #EREA
BRERTEHLEELLND.

5 f& &

1. v b OEEEEBI X 5 KEET NMR EiE
b, IRABRZ T 12 RHEICTERICE L 24 BE
BRI IE4E L.

2. NRTIL24~48 BRI O EfR THRED HE
RO, T2 REUBICIE L ED IR, T,
3. NMR EB50®HEIX 7 r t vEELT Tk
<, Ty, T: BRREOFGFLZT 5. WECHS
R0 5 FEREOE/HIERRNE A LI 5
®», NMR B3 =2v 5 A XLRERBHT
5.

4. NMR BB TEALARIIDAF 2 — 2 —1T
X » contrast enhancement 237721 5.

5. Mn-EDTA ® paradoxical enhancement %)
% AT BBB fEE% NMR EETHRETE

%.

6 # &

iz sehicy, HIEEXBHHLY LR
HAFELMYEFHE - wiE R E OB
BBl 7. i ERoEEE25E2 TTX
WE LR AR TET AW EEE - ZREED
HITRH L 3. mini-NMR-CT o E5#i3
=FEE (B PRFERTEED 7 = o /L E i
—, WMEEEEHEEDIC L > THEIRLLD
T, NHEEEFFEECIIRCSEFELY R E T L
fo. EL LR LR E3.
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