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1 & 5

NMR image (%, BEZcBET 5y, X# CT
B lE L8 % spatial resolution &, X#¢ CT
% 1o < contrast resolution 2AEHh, B
SOBEET I VA Ar —ARKEBTFOhBZ &
<, BERGEE - mENELS Lk HHE
h, WEBE Y EBCER L URE R LA ILE
THrZENTEDLRE, HLOFREHETS.

Lo Lz o el e gh=, MILEIRECHE
XhBEE T, —MEHEO pulse sequence IZ2
WS OB M A LE L 35 NMR imaging
W& o TARFI e GetEnidic { Tov. TRED RIS
B S ARSI X - CIREAT R RS T o
EEBE L5 BT, #EHLCXRCT ©, &
s, BEREEE L L1 b, NMR im-
aging % first choice &lX\ x 7o\, JEE NMR
image |, E2-CREOHEBIRET D, RUKMD X
WS 5 X D h, tissue characteriza-
tion &\ 5 HIC, KERBRIFETLLDOLE
hbhsd.

2 BrEEAS R X OMRFE

1982 4E5 A H B 198346 A% Toflic, W
ZrhduRElRic RE S hie, AMER&E 7= v
NMR-CT BfFEBE 1 X - T, 49 FloEHER
fEGI NMR imaging #MfTL7c. T D5H7
Bl & FAREHEER 6 4l 7z b OV BIBHRE L Flo
NMR &ic oW, FMTR, WEASTR, X
#CT Brofbo BERZEITR e & LRI,
retrospective I NMR-CT D% il A ic.

FEREsEoARL, ELIR L.

ERREGE L, E2rRTML, o0
pulse sequence % fi\>. SR LD 7 » b Vi
EEMFAGE, IR i &b A C YR TR (T
MFEE, SR £ & IR & o EEEERC LS T

£ 1 RSO MLE

Magnet HEE 4coil EREMA
RS 0.15 Tesla

s vIBEEE  6.4MHz

Imaging 73 projection

Slice &R ARk

Slice & 20mm, 10mm

H#& Matrix 320% 320

Eclitivayiia-2 2mm BT

% 2 Imaging O & Pulse Sequence

1. Saturation Recovery Image (SR ) :
90°~Tr-90°

2. Inversion Recovery Image (IR f&):
180°-Tp-90°-T=x

3. T calculated Image (T: &) : SR & & IR
X b EERREEA

calculated image D =EH OE B % B 7. SR
it Tr, IR B1cit To/Tr AL, pulse se-
quence % L # L7c. BRSO L 0.15 Tesla
(LB AW F 6.4 MHz), projection i 180 % %
#L L, average 1, echo %, A7 A ABILIE
Blc X h WEEIR Licas, KRiwChCiiiiiied
W U7z, 7eRFAHY, calculated T image (B
T T BEWH) oBs, 7v A Ayr—nEkT

Y, TWERAEWIEEASHHI D X5 LT

Whe®, T fEREWIE EREIHEHERS IR
Blir, BAXKNELTCERIhS., MIERNY
W MIEH B ik, FRAEESHED hit\o
T, MAEREE T8, IRBELCEIEHRZ
ha. EFdRER Ty EXELS BojREFEEN
Wiwo T, Th#, IRBELCEIHHIH
5.

3 B

1D el
FERIASIT KR T B R L, s
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S s AR R AEGC 15 NMR-CT Eif o #ist

ST ILKHHE IS, EF 113 REFZERT,
ZTD 5 Hbo—2rH L, THERNT, FFTIECE
HLTwiciio 0B RRsEr Mk L » OZEfEED
WHEAER Lz, BRLUAKEEEZRBLAEL O
TH5. ARAETE» L, XBECTETHLLTH
57, NMR BTz, BEVEEXET 51
o, FE»LEIEETHS.

X-CT

IR 0.4/1.6 SR 0.4
2 iz T.M.52y.1.

X-CT

Ty SR 1.8
Bl 1 fEMI1 K.K.58y.m. B3 A.C.67y.1.
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]E: % s T T T TG

X-CT

IR 0.4/1.0
4 fEfI4 K. H.44y.f.

IR 0.4/1.6
5 JEFIS5 U.Y.66y. m.
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2) BEEA

FEGI 2 3 X OES 3 13 FEIHAEZE T, A Y
LEVREAY A TWA, BARIREHLL
N, AR AE T EAEL BoFEENHEWD T,
NMR B Ciid_RTELHEh S,

REG 4 X AEAER T, AR EOY ) vE VR
RE% &8 a&ts, SEMCBE LCBERIELT
Bb, XBCTETIE, THvokREnL<
B XhTwas, NMR-CT BT, BIEDCHK
EDOLD P HBRECHHINTHWERETTH -
7o,

FEGI 5 & AERER T, BEABEMNC KK 3cm
DEVILEVRIEAE®SKEALTE D, —fILHE
Bl AKEE»HD, NMRET2EOBAE L E
s EL T oA BIEE N i E s
75, X## CT &Iz EHE TR - 1o,

3) %, RFEEMERE

FEG 6 XA OB E A FAE L, ot
MeRHE LT, HHEBmMYES LICEFTHS.
NMR-CT £ % X# CT &3 AfoEBEYEL,
R 7 A D DS A bW T, BEL 05
AbavisAroE: LUIHERIEETHS.
7278 Ty Bie B\ C, WAL T fE 360msec
CRE OGO Th X b HIERL, BERWH
¥ 471msec, [EBHD F5 12 632msec & 7~ L
T, ¥FREBYBEATIER KD SE Y
gD T fix 7oy b LT WL &, ROX
577 m 7 4 MENEDL R, AR LR E
72 T EDOHERBOIRFEASLIBETE 5 X 5 IKin b,

4) EBMEE

FEBI 7 13550 0 & MR O g T, FEF
5 LE—EFTHS. HxDEBIRSUREE
KCEFRITHEMZ -2 h LTW5 23, IR #,
Ty 8, X# CT Bk T, FEBEHNOERD
LA ELTHHE IR TWE., T BB TEE
LB N BRSO T fEIL 401.4£70.04 m sec,
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S JEERARRAENC 1T 5 NMR-CT B O #E

X-CT SR 0.5

T'-calculated

IR 0.5/1.5

Th-profile

6 JEFI6 T.M.53y.m.

372.3+65.53msec TH -~ 7z,

5) FrHEERE

FEF 8 IXFFFNCE T FAE L, BRIBENCE
BUclEm<T, PAERTEEY L L) EFD,
TETRER e b W HIEFF OB TH B, LA
BT IR Ricks\ T, AR Ty DER
¥EbE5M, FHBEEERR & BT & .
dead sample Ti3, MoK, REOEAL, I
HCHRH O & 22RO BRI & O LA ek X
NTL B2, REEEEY T 5 X5 EB,
NMR-CT O XMMCT B L v b, I<H
HEhTWBZ E2ibhb,

NMR &5 Vol

6) M+ IRBWHAES

REGI O 12 FAZEMEYE, PTC TRIBE D BRAEN
A, MEGER CHRET_HRIBEIIRY DI % 5%
5 IME BE BB OEN T, HKMRE LB
WROERETH D2, FIRABNEEZFTh T
Bics, HTEETH »7c. NMR-CT Th X ##
CTTH ILHHE R, T BsWTEETY
D Ty {HiL 666.7+£161.55msec &R R Ih, JF
% 266.8431.99msec, JBZE 1096.7+442.51
msec, & 495.5+57.12msec LEBEH I, [E
BEHD T e A b 27T a8 X OEEFLY
HERT A2HECOVWEREOE 7 wvED T, {E
Tmy, bLics R T 4 MERTRT.
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PR

IR 0.4/1.6

T—calculated
X7 fEM7. U.Y. 66y m.

7) FFIERAIE

FEF 10 XTI F4E L 7o BEK s BRBHIE O fE
T, BN AtV - TR TYRICEI L. E
f5iz SR Bk OV IR #TizAL, T BTk
V4D v 5 ANERT,

8) B &

FEGI 1112 BRI BB FET 5 6X8cm, EX
2.5cm, REEHEK BEEE L 7 Borrmann I
DETBROMBREARY, AHAEKICFES L
DHTREB LIcL DT, EEBRETOR 2em D
) v AEEBREY E b T 05, SR BIZEWT
Tr % 0.6sec, 0.4sec, 0.2sec EEZ T &,
EFED=2v b I A MIKRECELIZ-& D LTS
BN, RIS &R & OB FITIRA L .,

9) b

FEF 1213 BITHEIBHE ©, 4om BOEME L 2cm
EOBMEEE Y v s & Y/ GEERD BT
WiE Lic, MEAFBELRT, B3 LR—IE
BlThsH. SR, IRK, Th&&KRBIES,
IBRRRE, Vv AFSEEo2 v 7 AP
¥ LTLB. T\ fEIX ThZh, 662.3+97.82
msec, 451.8+28.35msec, 520.0£47.50msec
LEHE . X# CT T NMR-CT &0
a2y 7 AMIREXED RIS,

4 F 5

WEFRABHE IO FRDs b 9 FBIC 2\ T, NMR~
CT Efpa Mt Lic. SHERITEFIOBEIMC & b7

76 NMR B2 Vol. 3 No.1 (1983)



A JEE AR AE A 15 NMR-CT B 0 #isd

X-CT IR 0.3/1.6

il S e

Ti-histogram

B 8 4iEfI8 K.S.67y.m.

NMR % Vol. 3 No.1 (1983) 77



53 % L TR

angiogram

PTC

X-CT SR 0.75 IR 0.25/0.75
9a JEPI9-a M.M. 58y.1.

T1—calculated T-profile
® 9a (=>3<)
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- A5 FATEE G 3175 NMR-CT B 0Bt

IR 0.4/1.6

T-histogram
EE9b (>3%) fE 9-b M. M. 58y. 1.

T,
X 10 JEFI 10 S. M. {.

SR 0.6

SR 0.4 '

i

SR 0.2
B 11 fEFI11 A.N. 58y.m.
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il

X-CT

Ti~calculated
B 12 fiEfl12 A.C. 67y.1.

-, RFERBEHCTTOTFETH S, BB
BECILE x DEEFIOHEEIC & £ 5. REIC B
Tit, BEEMORE NMR imaging (X, BEE
DIEREBE) L, MLERE DD, NE R
eich, EONREOHMMFERIRETHS.
g MBS RhCIEE NMR Eig%y, X CT &
LR LTHRT, ShnbTRETHBERKED W

B LTHAH. MLUTXEECT BIZEDOEBRD
Bk 85 o b, BRSO I L lchd
projection ${-° average Hx &< 7570 L, ¥
Wil & BEE T A I Y E T 525, ok 2 X#f
CT LtRABoEE®E, I BLhI-E LTE, Thidd
573 L% NMR imaging DB G £ 32 LI
L7 > T\ Te o,

NMR imaging 12X CT 1w < b X, HbM»
I contrast resolution &3 <, FIRERDE B
DB RT, BEREOERENE &S T &N
T 5. RS M PRI R T % R A 7o di
Hags, TifE X 57 = b vigy LIRS
BT aiEmic k- T, REOWHY, FFREMT
s b TE B D AFEEMDL &
DTEDLHRER S WTIE, 7+ vEEERR
(SR ), T ®mF/E AR B), T BoO=FDE
EEGEOHERS T L), Thb s 72—-%—
BT A ERABEL NS, BB e b v NMR-
CT xR+ sERFCERR IS NMR F50
WXL, e VvEENAEWRE, FAYY
A€ VAR (T2 2RV Sl 7eh, B
A EBTS 7 e b vOREIITRPVIEE, ©
LT A Y - BFEREER (T 2R WIEESH
St v BRIEH D, NMR EEDHEWIZ
o Fe b vEBENEWEE, SVvAAr—1LE
TIZEL ER SN, NMR 52458\ s, ThfE
MEWZE, BLERIRS. BHERL, Te
b EE OB AEK T, B0 T ELEW
W, SREE IR BTxALHEHIh, X CT
Gedpchs, B (KB 177 b vEEORN
fRFEHKT, B> T ENEVD, SRETH IR
BTy TWBTHLREIERIh, X CT Kei
Thh, RORKIESCHER, HARICERSh
e BB ATHRY, AEOEFEETSH. ME
M ifihES MKe, 2807 AL, EE50
WOT,SRES IRBL Th b, FLIEIA
25, Kixkd ThfEnKE<, SR&HEE IRART
B, TWBTALERSh, BK R A
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U 554 ERE A 351 5 NMR-CT & o> st

ERABTLED, KEFBAFRABCHLIIhS.
U TEGRY BT 55882 5 o NMR &
57, pulse sequence iT X - T & 1c 284t 3
5T L0 b, FAFkiZ NMR-CT 8ic L% tissue
characterization &\~ 5% 2 KEET HZ LicTe
5.

REFETY, EEN0Tr v e T fEE DB
R, FAdtiy, Mk B 5 BHKko kxR
MRECEE TV EREL D, #EEAKDHE
KEWEE TW B2 EL 72 », R. Damadian 5
PRI 5 L ADBEMEB S5 Tu fEDIT
REMIL, BEEABATIES = b v T X
G\IRAED E D BRI AR % Lo
TREOT#CLEEE ST A, it T B
BT, digital TRARI NS, BELERD T E
b, AR HENEE L T [E0 £ XA
D, ©2xrGEo T ({EX 7wy v FT57r7
MEDDL, REMHOEFHSETO T EoH
BrBEittBET s &N TE, ADOe A7
T AL DI XY, BfkFo Ty ORI M
HTZENTEDL L I ~Te. BERTHMEL
BERE L W A AP s\ T, Fr b, BT
Ml H T % @m0 FEACEEE OG0 fic
BERMIh, RIEBEROWE L BT 5/
faR-C oD RTE & 5>, NMR H&gv %
I, EEE2HEThITHY, NMR-CT EriH
B3 B ERO—2—21iL, SIS
ETHEEDO T v b b DOESHERIR T
B, THL T TFrro NMR BHEL, M
fa v~ o BB HINT & Y, NMR-CT &
BORTHET ST, EFENEEIE NMR T
HWT T & DY, BRCEBRLooH 5 Lotk
5. BT RS OFKEREYER, HheT
HARNEMFEEE, NMR EE 2K O #EIGY O
A, BRECHE L O EovwEE2 B0, Kk
LTREHIBFHEMNC BT 5, NMR-CT &
BEHEEL, HTOEEEYMI b CLEE S,

5 f&

1D BEHNBFIHESC KT 5, NMR-CT &
BEHEL, T OhKEEMRD contrast reso-
lution &, T fECEAT 5ERENED LHZ L
~ L.

2) TRIPRIEL, KEWEEERTRL, IBA
i, FOEWEEEE LK.

3) EEEB T HoERY RTEGEYEL
7.

4 BLMEE T, T, E% digital TF
RTBHZECID, 2av TR OERFENC
REBTHZENTED, Tr7 4 L ELBIT
T EDOHB X BFANCBZETE 5,

LA LT AnbIY, BRkckTs T [EXR
M+nz &EMTES.

5) MFMGHMEMELIME L, NMR-CT EE % 7
TH5ET, XuRERKRS, AL X CT#
T, LWREL > AKLE L, NMR T
RV b SN ol

6) —fE i JEH NMR-CT B} 1%, MER-OIE
BRMBORE T, HHILRDEDOT, INF
BEOFER LS FTE, F—BIROZWHE &2
ZIgvs, Loy LIEMER 5 5 SR E N EET S
ey, T EcBS4 % E A tissue characte-
rization WHE B TH 5.
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