HRC PP s IR 2 Hrul & L 72 3T MRS O H]

I e B
o KR S L SRR

FL&®IIC

STEBE T EFTHLOMIEH & L THEAS
n, KA EL THLHETOADRATH - 7=
B, KEEHEO B TEHHEL THRS
N, WEERICIIER D A — T — DX IPIRIKEE
EXLTGROOLND LD Tc. AFITHBW
TOHEMDO LS 3T EELEHERA & L TRA
SN &Rz, BRRBGAOE KA ZHEIC
L ZF AL 2 TE/. MRS IZOWTOEK
WMETD &L ETHBICETALOBRENT LD
BV, 3T I\ T IEIMOEEIKIL A BT L
TWa. LaL, mIdEisofseFfmEL
THRFH D MRS BIE DR AR T\W5 &
SIS, 7272 LB E DD SR IET D
XIS C oA I oW TR, BRSSO —I
TERWTREL—EDOREITIEE > TWigl .
KH XL TIRET ILST U FOERE & gL T
STEBO L YEBHIZOWTHSL, KRICKH
IZABHIHC MRS OEBEHGE A IR L,
3T MRS O MK & B RIC DWW TR 5.

B STREL S (TR S YL

Table 12 3T & 1.5T © MRI % i L 724
HOREFEMNZHESICONWTE D72, TDD
H, MRS 7 —XICREITHHA L L UL, &
SR & ARG R I K ORERIRE E O 28 L2
ETHHHD, FRAAFEOMELISOH—EIC
B L T 5. INOHOREITIHEIER X AETH

Table 1. Characteristics of 3T MRI in Comparison
with 1.5T

Effect of images

Item Change and study
Signal Intensity Increase (x2) Advantage
Susceptibility  Increase Advantage &
effect Disadvantage
Chemical shift Increase Advantage &

Disadvantage
Frequency Increase (x2) Advantage
resolution
Conductivity Increase Disadvantage
T1 value Increase Advantage &
Disadvantage
To* value Decrease Disadvantage
T2 value Almost same none
SAR Increase Disadvantage
Metal Increase Disadvantage
absorption
Noise Some Increase Disadvantage

D, MRI * RIEORENEZOLNS. L1
L, 70y 7 F RS REEOZEALIT,
MRS ICEBWTHHFICT — X IR N, FFiC
b2y 7 FEGOBICERT 5.
AP BE T SEHE & L Tt SAR (specific
absorption rate, HWINK) RLWRBS|1TIHH
%. SARIZOWTIE MRS O —7 ATk
HEOMBEIC A L3P en, THhy 7Y
VI ERITOGEICIIEEDILETHS.
1. MRS O ZICEE T 5HH
1) E5mED LR
PESRAYIC IR R I LB L TlESmE & &

F+—rJ— K MRS, MRI, CNS, 3T, susceptibility
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A+ 52 LB SR, 3T Tk 15T IR
T2fDOS/NEBREOLNLFFTHE. L
L, #@mEHE (Bo) Of—%= RF 55 (Bl
DOFERE & OBIEC a4 VOB B LU SR A
OFE Q) FICXVHEHMEE B ORERE
BAHZLRFAES TR, LirL, a4 VesE
DI HEBEOFTE & PIEBREE ORefific L 0 EAHIC
WOT5HTEEFRETHY, TOLDICRITK
VT 4 Y2V FTCIE 15T & HRT3T DS/
N i 6 icE. Fig, 1 ITRE—#EE o
[F 07 % [ — Gt CE L 72 AT LT
50, 3TICI1F 5 S/N o> LA TH 5.
2) BERpFEO L7

3T TiZ 15T & R THALR G RO ER
ERTARB, CHITMRSICHL TREERSD
EEZHNS. R E L Tt susceptibility ar-
tifact DI CWIGH — DK T AE T Hh,
HiI % 3K L O BB 4@ T 23 5i AL

Cr
Cho

mlns

kf
20 0tk Osp G T Y O l L

W1L5% e

3Tesla

XS E—VEOER DR E 72D, AX7 By
DBEDEKTFTORR L5550 %. LirL,
BOLD % i3 Hok 4 5726, MRS ICkiF 5
BOLD #h R OFHIi 23 B8 & 70 570 b L 7z o
3) ALY T PO ER & RS REEOR E
ITHEBETIF 15T L kNTT/B P VETFOD
UL 2 510700, BRI —ER
o TRIUE, AR RRE b MR 1 el
THIENEINS. THIKEIEE & o
RN (Hz) OXEPKREL 2L EeER
L, CHCEVEFEY T A RELARD, Wb
WAHEY T T —F7 77 FiE 3T OFHH
MOZ A, TOREIE MR AR B b
CBWTIRIERICEMCH &, F5mELo b
& RWEE FREER _EO X T IVEHRIC L D B
BICBWTRED AT FIVORENTTEE & 7%
%. Fig. 1 DART F VT Y — 7 D5 fRED
ST TEHWZ &b, MRS O ILVFIRY

1.5esla

Fig. 1. Difference of proton MR spectra on the same normal subjects between 3T and 1.5T

2006 49 A 5 H=H

AIRIEERSE  T770-8509 FEETIEANT 3-18-15 fl B KAREMB BB ik e SR e
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YIVETH BT 7 FEBIC I\ T &R
WEESOLENT 3T OFHBRIFTHY, BED
R~ v 7ORMSEA 1.5T L 0 E VKR Cw]
HETh5.
4) FBEEHROPE

W ERICHE - T, FBERBEL LD, 2O
BHROBEBENOHENPE LI -> T AT &M
HHNTWAS. KEOEIKE G Tk SE o
T-WI TEICRED 5N %, Fig. 2 ICHEO SE
% & SPGR ¥#:IC & % Ti-WI #7534, SPGR
IZHART SE B THENDEEOARY—La
F S AFDIEKTFAHIND. Bo, BLOREH—MD
E0IC, FBERDROMED RGNS, <V
FIR 7 )iED MRS T %5 CSI T RED
HARED O, FROGBERELZFDOES
PMEWEADBED NS, Tl OREINET
FHEASEDPREL 0D ESOLICHENHIIL-
TBDEEZLNS.

5) HEFIRERIDZEAL

W LRI T, TR ERL,
TMERRGRENTEE, TR o iz b
WAEBIZII R EMEEMICH S CD LDk
fEMEEEOZIC L DR U TR, TE OF%E T

3B oNEaV S ARV LELRLGELD
%. HREIC U B RE AR O E W BLRE R Tl
IR SN TE LT, SBOMELE 2
bhsb.
2. weMICBItRd AIHA

1) W50 5
ORI BRI Y B2,
BBOFFHLIAADT » v 7 HEEICTH T LI
FOINETKRELRMELIT > T, L
ML, NTEVEONSTEBIIARANLZR D)
FIHLALEEL B, DI AERIETRT|S
NCEBEOPNIRICE DAL LR/ EREDIER
ICHEEE e 5D THEREITNETH .

2) SARD L7

W8 B> K &7 RS2 SAR O L5
THA. SAR IFEBI OMMBBIETH Y,
TBH S NI OEE EF LB RS - T, £
i EARLKGORE & 75 5 7201 &2 OmH T
FLEBEITNRNEZHAO—D2TH 5. Pl ITHE
Tl 6 73 MO NEH LR CHEES Tl 3.2 W/kg
DERMEEEOONTWS. SAR TRHEED 2
FICHHIL TCERT L ERHOENTED,
ITCIH 15T DAfED LR LD, Licho

Fig. 2. Difference of T1-W images by SE and SPGR methods
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TRFCLZBHLE LROFEIKEL,
BZHIBREICEL TL %V, BAEO Kok I
DB 5 LICERTNETH S, FRCH
WTR C180 E/ SV AR EH+ DY —7r VA&
T SAR OHIRICES 5 2 L 5H %<, FLAIR
2 SE D T-WI % 2 [m] DL _Eaf i L CHlE 3
5 EPRERBEPDS. Lich-T, —H
DOEBEICBTAME D Fa—icksnwT
SAR OEN Y — v Ak i L e W ELE S
Brixh. FOHKSTOMRS HETY VT
WRZ vk, <IVFR7 Lk s $1C SAR
FME<, BOWSARANE LT AV —7r V/ AD
HREICVWNAE T EICED, BREICKIT5FEY
SAR % F BT EDRETHS. TDOLDIC
MRS #IE i3 —3# > MRI #2 O Hh i oA Es
CEPEMTH S8, MRS HIEDIEE = T
K45 LICTLYE SAR OB B ER A
LIFEOMEL 7 < MRI #7010 + a— )Lz AfF
g HIEPARETH A.

3) WEAOLIA R

BB OHTREND S\ IET R B S A
BEICARN B T EERD . b
HSVDIRKESLSLOETHY, CEVWEAEIR
Bk rbdhbh. BELIXYXKRFET
7T OEEOBE I CTIHBEVEKER TR L/ &
BHbH. LrL 3T TRIFEAERL T, 15T
ERZE. FHEIC I E TORER T 3T Ofl
FBIZBWTHEEBESRS VT 0 7 OWEE P O
WHLER S H DX DR 2 - 7.

BEIA——ICL 58NS0, BLT
15T LV KRELWEEOZ &%V ERbN
%. MRS ORIEIZE TS BRI ONER
TATFLTHL. GhA—N—~EBEHEL L
TRLLEAIZVEHHO—DTH 5.

I & 2 I ERGS T A V8
FOTIRPAMERBEE O T S K& SITEE S
N, BESRIE & IZEERGRT V. LAL,
3T E Tl AR OHEAIS A ERL TV 5
T EN% L, slewrate R KBRS LS
<, MERBMOBRE 725 LICEBETRET
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D5

MRS @ E a0 %NH

Z CTiX MRS D &I A AH{IC MRI &%
75 % MRS OREREMEICOWT, ERICEKD
X SN Twb proton MRS % H0 T %
5.

SFFEEOBEVICEDE IO VRTFEND
DIE IR LGP =HT 5. COUE
13 MRIIC B W T LK R & OB EE D
EWAFIALAGEHEICISASINTED,
CHESS pulse I & 5 g i #IHIE A REH T H
L. IKRIRE LA O T 3 B KA E DN
B L RFEFRTFLMERTIC /0 bV RF 54
HLTED, Zhb607/B FVEFIIENEN
ICEBOREREH T 5. WO proton MRS
TI3E 5 N7 time domain DE &% — K LD
TV IEWE TS LI LD B SRR
BELLTHHEEST A EMAEETH % (Fig.
3). COXS>BMYEERT L&y
JRF D JEE S & OREE R A i hR§ i
b2y 7 R ERBELTEY, B ppm & H
WB T RS,

1. HREHONEY T b &y TRES

FRE D#ENTH HILF 7 b OFHETEIR
D MRS IZBWTHHBRILFOZ T THEA S
TWAKENZDOEEMHONSLZ 0L, £
O EKRTT v OFEY 7 MEL 4.7 ppm
ELTERTA.

b2y 7 ML EWHDOEFIC X A IR
DRI K > TEL 5720, ZOMITRHD
RSB IC B L T\ 4. Proton MRS TERoH 5N
HREWN A OF 7 % Table 2 12 %
L7z, TOHTlactate 17 2 IEMDEE TH
0, JERAEVOBRICLY TE=135ms it
ICF%E L7z SE ECIRIMHIAREE T 5 C L3
LNTWA.

2. P —4r v AL PG
Proton MRS O#EIE kLY v 7 ViR 7 &)U
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Fourier Transformation

raw FI

0

an am
ndp

(a)raw FID data

10m

»  TTcpectrum

pom
(b)Frequency data

Fig. 3. Post processing of measured MRS data

Table 2. Metabolites in-vivo and Chemical Shifts

Metabolite

Chemical Shift

(ppm)
Ethanol (triplet) 1.16
lactate (doublet) 1.33
alanine (doublet) 1.48
NAA (first peak) 2.02
B, y-Glx 2.05-2.5
NAA (second peak) 2.6
GABA 3.01
Cr (total, first peak) 3.03
Cho (total) 3.36
scyllo-inositol 3.56
glucose 3.43
myo-inositol (mlns, first peak) 3.56
glycine 3.56
a-Glx 3.65-3.8
glucose (second peak) 3.8
mannitol 3.8
Cr (second peak) 3.9
myo-inositol (mlns, second peak) 4.06

Table 3. Difference between STEAM and PRESS

STEAM PRESS

Minimum TE shorter longer
Localization quality better worse
Signal/Noise ratio lower higher

KB E<IVF R CIVERD LA, R
YORERIREH O E BB T A E 1Ty V7
IR 7 2 )WiER R, (RO 51 e G4 %
BERI<IVFRZVWENREE LW, VU7
N7 vk Tk PRESS i & STEAM 373 %
LI, TNENOFE EFERATNC O\ T Table
B 5 e

<IVF IR 7 VT CST 2 R b i &
NCTW5LR, HIERKEAEL R ADMNRETH
D, FOFHEEIC K> Td~IVFTa—a 4
% I D BIEREOEMEZ I 5 2 &b
HEInTws.
3. Proton MRS OB IZ D\ T

Proton MRS ORIEIC L D ON L5457 —X&
YRR BT AEETH Y, BAUBIZKVRE
WROTF—2IEB]L, V=2 Dh—T 7 1 v
ML VEBTOMIZROLLENRDSH. KilT
Tl% LCModel > MRUI @ X 2 = fR#@ W E 5
OREHEHRAE S LITH—T 7 4 v FEITDFE
BNy = LTRSS TED, [ JITEH
PINCE SRR A 135 C L BA[BETH 5.
R OFHIIZ TR E < 50 ¢, REWHEE
DA AT B— R DE 5 & RIE L
TEARMEE L THWATERD L. HiER
NAA/Cr tb= Cho/Cr HZF DM FHI T h %
7, WEFIBRNONEFRIREDOKE PR TE
LRERD Y, BRECIDHL LTV, —7,
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BERHRE L LTINS T EDD 5 PEIET
FAC L D REREEN AL RS H T LI
EREITRETHD, 50N/l L 7
BLaxwWhrrEEICHEIREEEDNS.
B2 OBRBCTRIBELHE CTRFTSLT
T —XRRORD O, S BITH bR
BEONLT Lm0,
4. Proton MRS i X A \#WEE OEEAL
MRS TH 6N AW E 5 I ISERREH O
HEPGEIND OO RE TR
T H7DITT OB RIS HLEND 5.
Z D U TEERIRE 2 BlE L T2 ORIk
wATD D, KERRER OB A 7o WITE Sefth %
HAWa @y OhEREZbNA. TODbig
FIBGRE % s L CREIE 9 5 A ikE, F—ALT
DOWEZOHE D R THERH D, WERED
AD R ERIICIIFERB L Z v uhon e
Bbn s, Hxd@ERNREOFE L NS F
% 12O\ G IRRE % [ 4 2 P S THT -
TWw%. TRIZBEAOBMARH YO T fE 5
1500ms BETH AL 6ZD3FELED
5000ms Z{F AL C\WAb. TE#EL 5720
IZ STEAM ik vy, REO FRETH 5 15
ms #HEHLTWA. REHMDO TfEIZK LD
L7 DR < 250~300ms it CTHAHZ &N
M5NTHY, TEIS ms OB SRBWIE SO
KRB RETHS.
BoN/GERELERET S0, 5
DOFIEIT KO EZOMIEZRT O LERD S.
O EE L TE D BEADKDE S &
HEE U CTHWA S 2) a4 JVREE % 90 N
WADE S VAI v ZB—=7 A VI HIIEL,
7 7V b ATORIEE & s 55 RS
NTEY, WiHEFPAMEEDE, BEIITELE
BEMENA T ERBAH. HiBOFTHERNIT
NAADOBER (DD LIk, BEDOLS
VAI v X =T A VI X HIE(ET GE #:84
Signa OHEFR2) #HWTW 5.

Cnaa= (2/3) (Pnaa/Pmz0) [Crzo -+ (1)
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Craa @ RIS, Praa : NAA OfF 5581,
Puzo : KOFEHE, Cuo : KOWRE

TRAMP=26-RD+(30-R2) x 1()0.005(7G—65)

TRAMP : scaling factor, Ri, Re : ¥/ —/3—&
B, TG: T VAI v A=AV

W d LCModel D /8 v 7 — VORI
INTEY, MRSOWEERICEL L EES)
HIRNT L ENTE, MBELHAEL THEKT 5
CEBAETHS.
5. Proton MRS TH#i% s 1 % 4 & Ak

Proton MRS TBIZE s AL, Bz
FTVERICEVIRRETH 5 C L ABET, [EHiE
D XD I RETIRIRSIERICOA B D EH D
TNETHBEPRETH L. Lok - THilakE
ICHEIE S N7z &S Y 6 OEZI3R T
CREBEEIhEwWEEZLNTWS. F,
MR OFERERT AV b —T w5 55E%
I L CRIERRE MENC & b TH D,
M 1.5~3T BEOHS Tk 1mM LLF O
Y OWPE TR THETHS. CNHDOHH
75, EEIKBEIC 351 % proton MRS CTH{ZEC
EHLRFWIIDBHED L %L, EFEMTHEER
OHNAHREN L MRHY & L Tid nacetyl
aspartate (NAA), #& creatine (Cr) ¥ JU'a
VVERYE (Cho) Ara—KiChrbb
FELT HT ENTE, fVT O TiRD
bNBET ERERE E LTIV R IV,
7% /% myo-inositol (mlns) 2% 5.

3T [C35(+ % proton MRS D& A

&P OH T T —FZ proton MRS T
bNDLHEREERICOWTRENT 5.
1. WSS
1) Astrocytoma ¢ Grade R HaJHBE & DR R
CNETOLIALSTICEAMERITLA
ETHAHH, BEIC astrocytoma @ Grade &
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NAA OIKF < Cho O_LFICIIHEL B D,
Wowme MR 5 3N Tw% (Fig.
)P, F B OB Y R% 4 % MIB-1
(Ki-67) & Cho & OMNC MR E I T
W53, UL, % Grade BT OEL DN
BV, PEMMNICEENSHEIROEIC LA
INB T ENL, WEFEAKZWGEILEE
BMOSERBEIZ L KOI)iPInl bbb,
TR W TRHEIEBED LA AT, HE
A/ NS TEL LS, & Grade fH]
TOELZD /ML LhHREELEZONS.
SHOIEFIOEBERE B\, IE Tl CSI
T Cho OB\ & & A % 1ERIC biopsy %
17> (CSI-guide biopsy) Z *ic kv, #ikoD
Grade ZW s X D EFEICIT 2 B L H DY,
K& 7% glioma IZ DWW T~ IVFRZ Ui &
LI~ THEHTH Y, FC 3T TIIHE
DA _F & IR O E S A TRETH S Z & D,
1.5T DL RIS DBEIC W TV F R
YIVEDTERZRANELEZONS.
2) TREHHEREETE & THFE & D)
BRI D% {3 Cho XL DIT LA L
FTXRTCORBMYBIET T 55, HFTE Cho
DT 5 LI XD ERIDAIEE L SN T
(Fig. 5). L2 L, BUHEREIED I R\ —
REAICIE Cho A ER 4 5 Z LI hTw

598 OB, BRALER KL C, lipid
DEFLEATLIEPEHTHY, BREX
MNTBHECTH EnTE5H (Fig. 6)7. &
7RI B ERZE X D MRS (2 & 521k
RAOTHIEDPAOLNTED, KABEYT5
T4 MRS AT S fllifEid @V &2 6N 5.
3) MG & fhoDFERabkE & & ORI

PR IS B R B IS L D RS <, B
R A ERNICED A Z ERHLENTWA
(Fig. 7)®9. fLEdAE G CEiEs~ 275
CETEHLBRWDES Th 57, HEERS
DIBEEAE R CRE 5% 29 5 EhattEE &
DOEINFHTE % (Fig. 8).

4) M O BB DE I

BRI 25 e AR B 7 AR 7 B LS B —
b B ERMOENTED (Fig. 9), NAA,
Cr Z LA ERDOLNT, Cho HE<, KT
alanine DV — 7 HFEDHHN 5. BhENE & 8
W% %54 % hemangiopericytoma (Ifil%& 4} 5z )
Tl mlns DESHE W & NI L ST
BY, HEEREICKIREEE 2 5T
511)'

RIS & NAA, Cr 223EF 1K < Cho 738
<, BiJED/ N7 — /123 <, alanine 28BN
THEE - Z 2 6NB0, T- D LaVWEE
X MRS OA&Tid#EsiZ# L. LaL, MRI

NAA
I
| cr
|
1 2 3 -4 5 1 2 3 a4 s
Chemical shift/ppm Chemical shift/ppm
GradelV Gradell

Fig. 4. Comparison of proton MR spectra between Grade IV and II on gliomas
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1
! |
b i {\ ,,
Vl! ‘{mﬁ /l\,ml [,%M‘iw V{! WW

ppm ' . 20 10 o
Radiation necrosis Tumor recurrence

Fig. 5. Comparison of proton MR spectra between radiation necrosis and tumor recurrence

T2-WI(ROI) proton MRS(TE=18ms) proton MRS(TE=135ms)

Fig. 6. An example of proton MRS in a patient with radiation necrosis by different TEs

acetate
Amino acids acetate

ok
fl

lactate
[ l

probelld \)L A J'AJ m‘\,m W L\ Mj\ WM“W l’\Mwww
i%hju;w‘ o X R Z ;“ -

Wi o Ammo acids
4; 8/2 NE; s 3 2 -I

3 p%m 1 ppm
proton MRS(TE=18ms) proton MRS(TE=135ms)

Fig. 7. An example of proton MRS in a patient with brain abscess by different TEs
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Lactate/amino acids

3 2 1
ppm
proton MRS

Fig. 8. An example of proton MRS by long TE (135 ms) in a patient with epidermoid

proton MRS
PRESS, TE=135ms J\J

Fig. 9. An example of proton MRS on meningioma showing high peak
of choline

DOFF R Gt 5 & HlsNE & e s o 850 Z bNEIENE b & o TR SNz, MRS 2256
s s s bns. % Cho OEfE D IF » lipid/lac © k57 & mlns

Fig. 10 IZBZRICH L TRRD b N/ MIEE » 7V EBDNAEENRED N B
R 5. B HIRMEEN D ODOREDLE A RCILHGRFRE SR TR/ ETICAZS
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Contrast enhanced T1-WI

mlns or
glycine

Cho

ppm

proton MRS
STEAM(TE=18ms)

Fig. 10. An example of proton MRS on malignant lymphoma showing
high peak of choline and myo-inositol/glycine

ClAbbEE 2B LEEY VI EORREME S
EhmEmWweEZ N, FRTHERINK

Central neurocytoma Tid NAA BiF & A &
#FOBNT, Cr,Cho D5 5RHBICZA LN
%. COEBIIMRERIE A & 75 % R 5
DEWVIER E SN TW5S5, NAA #EET 5
ICIEES>TWirnwEE2ZHN 512,
2. IMmAEREE

WHid 5 ischemic penumbra {2 DWW TDZ
Wrix, HEFE Tk DWI & PWI O£ KO I
ARy FTHEILTEY, T4 &idvzizu.
AR FETAE O N2 G o 5 LEND %
7=, PET %2 X 2 RBFHli AN ETH 5.
EH O MRI DA TiE Z ORI EREETH 573,
proton MRS iZ & 27D EFRRE N Z OB
TAREONREEmO 1IEHE L5 Z LIRS M
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% (Fig. 11)¥. T @B CRE5RE RO
TWHAEMOMMEEIC W T, @
NAA,Cr,Cho Dfg Bidft7- Tk v, NAA »
KT F2DFIFMSH LT ThH EE
26N TW5A. NAA DIKTFHRD BN 7-HAL
RS IR MRl R A E < e D &%
Zbnsb.

7272 LB RO BE IMLIC 35\ T A IS BET
HHETH I LICLD NAA B LRI A1
FLRH LN TENY, NAA OEEO M
I NAAKTOREICDH KA.

3. NRICE T BMEE L TANA

INRIZ B W TR R IC L A LD pro-
ton MRS T#EH 5N Tk Y (Fig. 12), HEA
FESOBRER A EIC B\ Th NAA SR
PR ECEBEA#RE SN THWEY. TARPA
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DWI

lactate

}

ischemic penumbra

T

opposite

lactate

!

+ M

1schemic core

PWI

Fig. 11. An example of CSI data in a patient of acute cerebral infarction. The lactate signal was
shown depending on the area of hypoperfusion area

rese-s
R:5000

E1l8

I ETTY

[T IEAD

oV V=224
verioe —— P ! 5
256510872 PiSS 107100 —— /02:08 s
e e S128/2 WK Ples 156128/ NEX P135

d Ll

5 months old

2 years old

1 O years old

Fig. 12. The difference of proton MRS by aging growth in childhood

B WTIERICB W T NAA O T2 5N
TEY, IFEETAPAICBT SESOBHIC
LbEMEEZLNTWAY . ZDkHIZ NAA
DYLE R 53 AT VL IR D 75 FE R0 UL % Siff
THIREEE 2 ON, NRICET Bz
EhTRMICHE T 5% LTHFIHTE %
WREME DB % .

SHIC Fav Py T REEE (MELAS) %

Leigh BED X S 75 S FLFB MUE % 523 5 5E BT
BOWTLHATHAD., INOHOEETIIE
WO WEL, FRARTRED R E & 40
LI L | T\W\WA7D, proton MRS Tl3IEE#E
FIC B4 D FLIE I % & ERIC R 3% C &2
WRETH Y, RENHMBRREONREZ L5
WM B 5. (Fig. 13).
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I

| A
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| I
L VgV

Before therapy

| ” i ; “‘
" *Jw L.} [W\TJRNJ luwl,\,.'.*limﬂ'“\l’%\.\,"r'

After therapy

Fig. 13. An example of proton MRS in a patient with MELAS showing high lactate before the

therapy and improvement after the therapy

4. ZUWPEE

VBT ORNTIC X > THREDO &2 s
DZEALL TE/FHKRTH 52, MRSIZ7 /A
DOFBPTH AT T4 — Lk i+ 5FE & L
THEIFSN TS, MRZEEBICITZBRICR
U7V I VRO LD ICE DR HEBERT D FRE
INTVWABLDORDHY, FxOKFHTIHRY 7
W IVRO—fTd %5 DRPLA O E¥H T
i3, BETENMCEAEETOREORE L
proton MRS (Z & A/t UKD NAA O
KTREE L ICHBEZRRD N, &/, 7
WY NA IR W THBREZL L D LAEIC
NAA 2MEF L, Cho kU mlns 28 EH 4%
MELROOLNTEOY, BWD/INT A —
Z—Il7x 5 EBIT, HEEECTHROHRERNIC
FATELZOCTHE P EEZLNLH2.

SHICHRH - ZUERTIIEG TIIRENZ
LWC ENEL, FEREZHHTEBRE TR
T&Ex\WZ Ly H 5. Fig. 14 12 R MEWALAE
IZE10 5 CSLED~ v ThpRd. KEFITIE
L LT T35 %73, Te-WI Tidid- =
D L7CREREFERD L - 7. CSIETITAH
IZ A TAEKIREERIC NAA OfKF & Cho ©
xR ER 23580 57, NAA/Cho HTidk
KIEAHBEIC W TEMERRD bz, Wb b
normal appearing white matter OfEF| & % 2 &
Nz, O XD ICHG THRISRE R ORE
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SP:mm

Fig. 14. An example of a metabolite map in a
patient with multiple sclerosis showing NAA/
Cho ration in left parietal white matter
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PRESS demonstrating a peak of GABA
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Fig. 16. An example of a spectra of 13C natural
abundance in the normal brain
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The main characteristics of high magnetic field for magnetic resonance (MR) signals are increase
of signal-to-noise ratio, high frequency resolution, and increase of susceptibility effect. Increased sus-
ceptibility effect is a disadvantage to MR spectroscopy because the turbulence of magnetic field
homogeneity leads to difficulty in localized shimming, but the first 2 characteristic are advantageous
for measuring MR spectroscopy. The quality of MRS is improved at increased magnetic field
strength over that at 1.5T, which will shorten measurement time and/or increase space resolution. In
the clinical setting, improved MRS quality and shortened measurement time will make metabolite
mapping a routine application of MR imaging and are expected to increase the accuracy and
reproducibility of patients’ MRS data. It is hoped that the usefulness and usage of MRS will be re-
evaluated for the clinical setting at 3T.
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