R MRIZEIC X 209K B

ST B SR O R

—HhF R TOR MM & RAF—

A R HE P

moN E E

*EEREE ¢ v 5 — AR R

1. #E

Wk, DRBIZB 2RI, &2
#h gold standard £ LTHWSHNTWS,
7z, Doppler Color Flow Imaging (Doppler %)
DERAICHA S 0, FERSHCPL TS,
BNBEZET S I ENRESNTHEIY,
Lo L, BIERBLNTHY, »D, HLRF
OB IE A T —T VBFHOEE>TWAHTzD
S RPN, B B IR O I IS E e,
Zre, BEZE, B EEEORENS T
—MAD L WEFIH B D, MTE OB EK
SNEBRMECHENH S, —F, LEMFEE MRI
(Magnetic Resonance Imaging) % &2l %, &
WA A=YV T EMORFKIC LY, >4 MRIE
ZRWT, UHEERUVABRFMAAIRE L 2 >
TERO, UL, ZROBKREIZENT, &

FRTR A 1 DV TRENICRES L 72 3R E 13 4 5

niw, 2T, BFETIE, ¥4 MRIZEIZ L

D, BELEBICHIT S, (BiER - KEIRF -

=LA MBINRAF OB L DR A, BEF

BT, YORERER {{TZ %, Doppler E K&
WG & S HARET L 7z,

2. NHR

19874 7TH» 5 19884 12 A2 TDOH 18 »
Az Yt > =Ty MRI 2T L7z & 0
PERERE 98§l (FREESE 30 6 - MM LR 17
Bl « B FE M LERE 18 151 « 18 I P ok 10 457
FRMOER, TERZOM23F)TH5. %
DOWFIZ, FME 656, Zotk 33 61T, FEEH
53.5%% (17~8271%) TH 2.

F—7—F
doppler color-flow imaging

cine magnetic resonance imaging, valvular regurgitation, contrast angiography,
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3. Jk

(1) Y2 MRIWKKXB7T—FINE | FRLE
Blxy— X v AHE MAGNETOM (1.5 Tesla
HBEER) Thb., 3 MRIZEEX Fast Low
Angle Shot (FLASH) #% (7)) v 7' 30 &)
PREWTIT- 7210, #9R UKEH 30~40 msec,
T o —RER 10~20 msec, A 74 AE 10mm &
L 10 2 A 94 AFF 22 Mo LEIREEG %,
DB R ILE V)L D AR ITTENC TIER L 72,
A5 A ZADFERICIE, FOYNVTFATARAER
TYERR L 7= REHE T CO A ¥ v = 3 —EHRO
s, FHROBERVEEEHEICHELR
b aEERE D2 Ly 2 WHEILERT 2 X
52T, FRVHAOEERIZ OV TIZR
BT,

(2) v MRI ¥IC X 2 M FREHE 354172
EE Y 2 V— I THERRL, RENCH
MR O K VEAEE & FM L 72, S/N HE
<, EEDEL L RREFIIMRET» S BRI L 72,
7B, FAYFIMEIL, &%, Doppler %, %
DOMOEERT —F 2H o dNTHwRY, 3AD
Effiwc X 2HEEBRELTTo 2. T, #&F
oW B T O Y E RV EEEHEE
HERIRT,

a) fgiEAH¥dR (MR)

HEEH I EESF 2 SAEBPRACREZ SN
2 WE T, DiESWIRERES O RKEBEL LR
D REE»S, WROEEES, 20 %2AT
(1), 20~30% (2[), 30~50% (3,
50 %A E (4 ) LHELR, &8, 1EL2
B ¥z B L Tk 7 OWiEE S 2 IER
BAHIZER D N B BAIC, MIRFFGRERE 2 E R
LT, 1EmMzEEEFEETo/. &2,
WREE, SR 2EMTTh->ThH, HHRIESE

¥ MRIZEIZ & 2.0EBICHRD 2 O FHE— B = T BRI L RA—

SRHREEET D S LEMEINCERET 20, &
TREELDLDENTRZES D TN 2 TR 250
BIGEITIE 3 BRI ICEHE L 7.

b) ZRAWHE (TR)
=RHESEHES A EEEER L L, U#E
HIWRIEEENARBICH DS EEICTMR LFH
FRIZEF L 72,

c) REpfRFA s (AR)
EERHEEY OV CHEBAIRSEHINT
VB WTE, RUOEZEPRRICEZ S5 HHZ
H¥EW L U, IREIMRERGES O &R AEER
Bic X b, fEIEAATRLREEZ 2 (1E),
RV OVIZET S (2 ), HLBEHYIVICE
2 (3F), HHEBWCETS (48), 98
L7z, %8, BB » o 1ELHES NS
DNEEEICE > CRO NI HEIR 2 E
&R L 7z,

d) FEiRAiR (PR

gold standard & U CDHENIRE R HR1 T2 1%
o7z Z &, Doppler KT & % B fiE B FHH % R\
7o Z &b, AAERH B AT O AR
TEEEOERIC L 2FEZKDOAIC L B0,
(3) &R U Deppler £ 12 & % A i 7F
ffi ; Wb v MRIFEFTHETE 1EMLNICHE
TLl, BEERZ X 2HFUEREEEFMmL, A
RIRML 30 BE & 72 13 ZZRTRHOL 60 FEERIC T, Sel-
lers 231 #E U 1T o 72, Doppler I & 2 EfE
FERFE X, REIWTREGR, LREH & DRMILE,
7 A EE BRI T, BERODHEY ICHEL
4 BB TR L 72,

(4) HETEE

a) % MRI#, Doppler &, ERED 3 &
12 C R T L1 72, fEiEFe 70 7+, KBRS
20 5+, R U =RF 20 IRV T, EREE gold
standard & L, W& Q& MIRZIEE = T
U HCBARaET U 7z,

ZEAB 19894 8 A19H

AIRIEERSE  (T565) WHMEESES5-7-1 EILZERSRREL Y5 —BEHREHE A REEF
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R &

b) ¥* MRI &V Doppler iR & 2 &H
WO EE R CEEEHEE, SRS L R
L.

c) EHEIC X BFHEE RN FEDEDT,
33 MRI & U Doppler 12 TFHfi L 72 & F
W (MR 99 #+, AR99F, TR87F, PR&S
) TR B, WEOEE K CEEENE L L
#eiREt L7z, PRICEL T, BERD Z & < gold
standard 2R\ 72729, 2 2 TORETD AT L
sz,

(5) ¥ MRI ¥ &% U* Doppler {12 & % Fiff
ROBEEZW R UEEE A gold standard
(ff?é(f) b -Jﬁlbf:%ﬂ/*\%ﬁtﬁ L, #hzh,

EZERUEEEESEE L, £, ¥

A MRI(fc‘: Doppler&‘t@ﬂ:ﬁh AT, TH
DFEFEEZE R O EEE A —E L 728
arEHL, FhFh, EE-BERVEEE
kB, ERRUVEEEESE

—HE L L.

EEEREICIR, EEEERHEERRAL, &7
=i Fsﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁ@*ﬁ@g@%, chi-square test
WTHELR, Wihdy, 5 %UTo/EER
boT, BRELHIEL.

4. fER

1~ 412, £FEHDO > MRI REH 2 2
RT A, B, FNEFN LI HOLEIREEEDOR
BICEE L G, RV _RVICRITEAE .
Ia—-HERTH5.

(1) ¥ % MRI # & U Doppler ¥ D& A4

MR

B 512, FFRUFRE RT3 ¥ 2 MRLER
U Doppler & D Sensitivity (Sn.), Specificity
(Sp.), Positive Predictive Value (P.P.V.),
K U Negative Predictive Value (N.P.V.) %
R, MR0O=70) 2w TiE, ¥* MRIET

X1 {EigfHdmo Y MRl (EE VL)
TEARLUEZEENIIZ, MR Y x v b 2MEiERES

#o SEITICE, S R OMFEES (KA &L

TROSN G, FRERIIIEFHTRR LD, EBERICED 5 EEF 30~50 % T, MR 3 E L ¥

EFEENT,
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¥ A MRIEIZ & 2 DRBICHNT 3 BT O — G S COR R L RA—

2 ZRHFMFEO YA MRI (HELVRIL)
TEARLIERBNIZ, TR Y = v M B=ZRFEEEH BT AL D RO MFREERES (KE) L LT
Foond, BRI L RBCERERL D MR2E LHESNT.

X3 KEWRAFEHRD > MRI (EEV L)
PR UTAEENIZ, AR Yz v b oSERHEE & ABH LV ARy, BIZHERO MEREE (%
Bl LT@HSN, ARIELHES L,
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4 BEIRFAMFE D S & MRI (EERHELY V)

v HREOBESHFELT, PR Yz y b SIEIRAE T OMERES (RA) & LT, 2HREHEIC

BTRDOND,

S AMRI%
[ Doppleri
MR(n=70) AR(n=20) TR(n=20)
(%) P<l£i05
100

50{ 11

AL, I

Sp. PRV. NPV,

5 3 MRI #%& U Doppler #1C & % F¥i¥i
ZWEE

#h#h, 83.3, 82.4, 83.3 Ur82.4 (%),
Doppler 7T, 94.4, 73.5,79.1, &1 92.6(%),
AR (n=20) &R Tix, ¥4 MRI¥T, 93.
8, 100, 100, K 1*80.0 (%), Doppler T,
100, 50.0, 88.9, K U*100 (%), TR (n=20)
WZBAWTIE, ¥4 MRIET, 20.0, 40.0, 10.
0, %1°60.0(%), Doppler T, 40.0, 53.3,

22.2, RUT72.7 (%) THholz. AREZRUTS
Sp. T, MAERMEICERZ (p<0.05) 2D
7o hs, MLOBEICIEEIE D 5T,

(2) Y&EEE L DHEICT B Y2 MRIERY

Doppler ¥D&F W2 KGR

a) MR (n=70) (K6); W&DEERVE
EEFMIE, wInbEPEcERERZT
L7z (p<0.01). EMEIEZEX, ¥+ MRI & 82.
9, Doppler ¥ 84.3 (%) EWITNHRIFTH-
7. BREEIFZRIE, ¥ MRI & 63.6, Doppler
¥ 62.9 (%) LXREMTH ooy, EEIER
(LVG) 2 L 25 2 EUEOEEZR LTz
2 MRI D 3 % 0 Doppler #£D 2 flxkx E,
O EFEEFA—BFITOERIE, WINhd 1K
PR E EE o7z,

b) AR (n=20) (M7); MEDOEMKRVE
EETMIL, Iy EFEk e ERRMEEL T
L7z (p<0.01). ¥ MRI & U Doppler D
EWEZEE, 95.0, KUT90.0 (%) twih
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¥ A MRIIRIZ & 5 LIRBICHND 5 RO FHE— B COH B L RA—

(N=70)

EHESE BEEEDSE
(%) (%)
. 100 100 BA cine MR
feix =216 0 [ Doppler
] (P<0.01)
BIERE ¢ 2=107.2
0O I I 0 W
LVG (P<0.01)
50-1 50-
1y 2=97.2
(P<0.01)
1x2=31.3 0 0
o . nw (P<0.01)

LvG

6 % MRI#K U Doppler #£12 & 2 (EIEAYERE (LVG & 0+EE)

(N=20)

EEREIERE

(%) -
. 100+ p<0.05 EAcine MRI
E My 2=10.4 —% ] Doppler
(P<0.01)
R 2
0 1 1 0 W EIER D x 2=46.4
AoG (P<0.01)
50
T Mix?2=4.2
(P<0.01) 0
0 1 1 m v EEEIy®=34.2
AoG (P<0.01)

7 ¥ MRI KU Doppler £ & REIRA SR (AoG & DFEH)

bRIFCH -7z, EEEIEZFIE, 70.0, KU %72, ¥ 2 MRIEDOEEEIEZZEIZ, Doppler
50.0 (%) EEMEZFCHL UEETH 72 BIRIELEEICE» 72 (p<0.05).

2, REWGER (AoG) & O EEREFHEA~—E c) TR (n=20) (K8); EXIELERVE
BITOEBE, MEL S LEMRIC L 257, EEEZEE, £ bizy 2 MRIET 35.0, Dop-
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cine MRI ( 20)
N
il
n EMEBE  EEEEDE
(%) (%)
) | cine MRI
I ® Mix2=1.1 100 IU[H 1 Doppler
o (n.s.)
BREE 1 2=24.8
(n.s.)
50 50
® My 2=0.07
(ns.)
magig2=09 O 0
o 1 I 0 W (n.s.)

RVG

8 % MRI KU Doppler i5IZ & 2 ZRFHFEHE (RVG & OFEE)

) MR(n=99) AR(n=99)
cine MRI cine MRI
v 3
i
o1
EM—HE 81.8% EH—HE 85.9%
115 ¥ 2=36.6(P<0.01) x 2=42.4(P<0.01)
2 EER—-B¥ 66.7% EEE—HE 76.8%
x 2 =141.2(P<0.01) x 2 =189.9(P<0.01)
0 1 I o v 0 I I o N
Doppler Doppler
cine MRI TR(n=87) cine MRI PR(n=85)
v

Etk—HE 82.8%

¥ 2=36.7(P<0.01) -
BREE—BE 65.5%

x 2 =121.5(P<0.01)

EH—BE 82.4%
x 2=24.2(P<0.01)

Doppler Doppler

9 ¥ 3 MRI KU Doppler i & 3 & Fp i i FFA

pler %T50.0 (%) &, WINHEBETH -7 (3) ¥ % MRI # & Doppler &I & % & FiH
2, HEEE (RVG) Tk 2 EEEHEE 2 & R EE B R A O E#R A

UEoZEREZRLULENE, WEED 26/0AT 91z, BFWHFANC, WEI THHELE:
Hotz. EHEMNRE L TR LIERETRT. Wih
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DFBFITRNTH, ﬁ%@%ﬁ&@érﬁﬂ
i iZEE 2 EEREED Stz (p<0.01).

H—EEEIZ, MR (n=99) 81.8, AR (n—99)
85.9, TR (n=87) 82.8, XU PR (n=85) 82.
4 (%) EVWTHROFRFRICBOTHRIFTH-
72, EEE—BRIE, MR 66.7, AR 76.8, TR 65.
5(%) &, HFLHRIFLEFEARVY, M
—EBIOHIZES L, 2EOR—EERDIHF
¥ MR T 81 4f 141, TR T 72 il 2 D &
T, AR T 85z 14 7%, 72, »T
NOFRBFICHETY, 3B EOR—FUIR
b ooz, & 512, Doppler I THRH 1L
P RFWTDS, ¥ 3 MRIETEOBRERE LE
ST 5 £, MR T3 62 % 50 41(80.
7%), AR Tix 34 f5 26 %1(76.5 %), TR T
1 47 R 3541 (74.5 %) & BIFTH - 7223,
PR Tl 26 B 12 5] (46.2 %) Ic L EE o7,

5. FEH

¥4 MRI DO FHETRHEE, EMHELE,
R UEREETFZERIZ, £/ Doppler I E
2rbv457, BREBRENRSN. BT
MR & U AR &R\, Sn., Sp., PPV, &
U NPV. BT d 80 %Ll LT, RifproH
BOLENEENE SN, &7, HEETHE

X, WTRORBRIIBWTDH, EHEL 3
BELEOERLZRLANEZ L, FAED 1 ER
Wize ¥ %0, Doppler k& b & < —& L7z, LA
e, #ih, ¥4 MRLEZ&SFHBTREZENR
W, +HERFIACZ2bDeEZO5N5,

UL, fExzOEGZFHFlCRNT 2L, ¥
Z MRI ¥ CHH R #2265, BE IR

TEEER U Doppler & E A—Ee R T HI bR
dentz, 2T, FAERICEL T, ¥4 MRI
EOBRBE A TOMBESR L BRI OWTEELL,

(1) MRwELT

2 MRI¥® Sn. KU NP.V. 28, Izt

¥ 3 MRIEIZ & 2 DRBICHT 2 R ETROFHI— B 5 TOH AT L RA—

83.3, RU'82.4 (%) Iz E-oRERICDE,
ket 6 BlONREMET L7z, B L~V O
HHTIX, 1BMEOADS D24, 2KED
DN 3BT, SKEULEDD DX 1FIDOAT
Hotz, 3 PERBLLEREOILRME 2 61, 5
RRLLESE 160) 1, FERLEBIEKRZH->T
Wiz, 7, BESEESEZONTY, 20
T L, (EEREESE L OERESER S NT,
fEfE R D S O UNHERATE A MY & 258 S izl
2 1FIERD & Tz, 2 s EaEsIo LVG Lo
BEREETEIZ SR 2 EUTT, 361k 1B
MR TH -T2, e kD, ERELVG)
& U Doppler #E03LEEA R TOFHECTH 2 D
XL, ¥ % MRI &Rl COFHETH %
7o, 1EUTOEMEURTIE BSA, &
X2 2 EOMHTY, BIEBLKANITHRWT
X, BGWIERR D 2 I3 TEY) 7 W R iR L
MRBHZELET 2 —Rei 2 RSN
%,

DEZ,Sp. XU P.P.V. 552 82.4 KU 83.
3(%) e rEzokFRIZDE, RBEMH6Fz
MEt L7z, ¥ 3 MRIZBOEEEFHTIVWIND
1EUTOHET, EESEBROLEREICHED S
Zl&13/h& <, 55 343 Doppler $£1Z T bR
Hanmh ol BEEGIFICHER L 7 2R
Ik & OIERRA M S, 7—F7 77 M
L BEES% MR Y= v b LBERLILFINE X
NTORAREELEZ 515,

EMIERLEI 82.9 (%) L RIEFTH o725,
Gt R OMBRRMEIC—B T 2 3226153 70 Bk
W 13BIRRD s, Z OFREIC DWW TIRBLICEE
Uz, %7z, EEEMET2EUEOEREZR
L 725i& 70 B 3 Bl AT, A—Efl 22 BilrR
19FIF 1 EOERICE Yo7, BEELED
KiZ 68.6 (%) LLPEMETHo72. BEEDS

—HOEREE LT, BEMENICEDHREA
EREHME 2 & M@/l & 2 FTReME, &fE

B4 O HERF A SR IC R RS EIC 1 E
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K =

BEEICHET 3 2 & THEATHE S 12 AREM,
EnEzoNb,

WERIZR X, ARREHEC AV T, v & MRI
FIIREHEN B O A TORENTHETH 2 7:
©, WBEICL ST ZRTOBROBETH S
EEE, R, VIV A LACERRNSEET
& % Doppler #4124 %, Z D& ERVEE
BOMEIX, EEARBREERTsZick
DEERAIICIIRR LB S L Bbn by, KR
Flo» o, BEFBEE TCOBmBICTERLT
WBONHEKRTH .

(2) ARWKBLT

¥4 MRIZEDOHRHEREE X RIFTH o710, &
BetEss 1Bl AR o tz, (KBl EE T
fiTd 578, iF0EHEEST A& OM
BENEESNS, L»L, AR DFEF Y = v b3,
BGENICT UIZIZEEITVWET 2 L5720
MR ZHUBEEARIC L 2 83Dk vw e B
bhd, £z, 2EUEOERTRELE LR
VORTTENZ T b HMEES 28252 53, Sn.
PEOTHWEELEbs,

LirL, ZOLEVAVOREIEDAT AR %*
FHE T 2B E W, EED S OILEBFR AL
D S ABENIMREGESP, HIERRESH
FICBIT2 MS ¥z v b &EDEFNEET, &
ZrRBLEREND 5. SRIORE TR, B
HiE 16187 <, Sp. KU, P.P.V. & 812 100(%)
CIFRENE S s, B0, [EiERk
BhREHLEMBERE R FIXD R v e Bb
nad, f€->7T, EERHEEF I KREPRA T
VAUV DOBRRENCR T 5, WREES DR K
VETORIESHETH S5,

%3, Doppler #® Sp. 2350 (%) &, X
DE|ED ICHLEL EETH o708, MHke
%07z 20 FRHICERMEGIN 2 BlOATH o722

ENZORAEE Z s, —BLCH RO AR
ﬁﬁ%gu@%é<tﬁmu$$fbév L
»L, Y& MRIZBEOEMERZEIL 95 (%) L B

T, EEEFHETLEFE L 2EU EOT—
HERUIBNIE RS, BEEEEZEIL, 70.0(%)
& Doppler IS L CRIFTH 7. Bl EL D,
Dz { £H ¥ MRI %D AR W28 26 H
MR E NI,

—7, BEE (AoG) L DHEIZHIT 3 B
Er—%] (66 2HitT2L, windl
EDERT, AoG L 2 BELIT OMFEIH 5 6%
Holz, e T, BohlHEkmEz, 1
BEL2BEOERIERE L L - EIRRETR 0 e
FHaIN T2 2, F—HOER &
Bbhd, 2031, ¥* MRIEE, %k
(2 ) IF @ AR OEFEEFMIC B TR, *
PREMEL, HRATORASTEIN:, %
7o, SENGEBR S W ap o722, HEEELETE
LLAEZE S E OLAEIEAS T IR RER, FLIE
FORIELNREELER S DD, SEL AEDE
AR LUEERZET 3,

(3) TRwELT

¥ 2 MRI %K U Doppler % ®, TR # H
B, EWIEDLE, EFEEL ﬁ%u,mfh%@
ECEREIRREE o7, EFE (RVG) T
T—TNMZX B ALK TR B &1, RVG ;“T‘
flinsv oW 2 B & 72 2 ATREMED B 5. % 72,
¥ MRI % & Doppler # TH@ L 72 {585 128
THIRED SN, ®mEIC, FWHLEELHEAL U
BIET 2> Twiz, 2T, #iZ, RVG
Vb2 BEETH TR H 2. 0
£ 212, TR fHEI A TR A iR & b BEs R
R BHICIX, gold standard BADKEE D RIE
DEEL WL S,

L L, ¥4 MRIZEOBEYE 4 Fiduz, 14
DHTH5H Doppler HETH 1 ED TR »HEH
INBFBH Y, RIZY, ¥F MRIETIIEGR
FADBCOHRHEEREMEIC L £ % 587 FE
cLTEzZONSG, 72, YA MRIETIE, Lk
TREIRD 5 H B~ ONHEH M A E D <
MRS 5 DREFEL, Bt 28 &, TR B
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BFETHLEZS.

—7, ¥% MRI # & Doppler & & DXEETIE,
EEROEEE R, 202 78.7 KU 60.
6 (%) L HBHERFSHBERIBE SN, mEDF
fifilk & < —Z L7z, -, TRIZEALTYH, &
* MRI #DOEERIAE AN R S 1503, B
STl Doppler IBEEE T 2 IZIFE> TR,

(4) PRIIEALT

2, B 8 1257 L7z ¥ % MRI #: & Doppler
LD AREOACE EE o, T
EHOEBE—ERIZ 82.4 (%) L BIFE 5728,
Doppler ¥ 12 THH & L7z PR 26 flH1, ¥ &
MRI ¥ CHH L7 611E 12 61 (46.2 %) D&
Y{ERT, HEEE T Doppler IRICB % LITE
WERL, 22T b RBINTE D A T ORI O R
PRE NS, HYI% gold standard % R\ 7z
HbyERTNETHS .

% MRI (3, E#EO &L 5 CBMN T2 <,
EEFI R LEL ¥, 512, Doppler ¥k L
BEOHBIIEAISNTREVEREE2ET 5F]
EDb B, kT, HROBEKRURHRRICD
WTdH, Y3 MRl #E» o FRRZERIGEONS,
ZDkS1Z, ¥F MRI#ERE, =a—DADICL
mﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁi,#ﬁﬁ@éﬁ@@%ﬁmﬁ%

Bbirs,

bb)l, HERIIC, Bl A—Y Y TETE
DHDILBEDA A=Y 72 LEBRO S/N
b EEEVERRID b v — R 2fTo T3 I
ErnIl, BEOBTIRLARIIZE S ML
¢, Thihnz, WREEEH»H L L, LE
MENEE T % BE TR OLBERRPEALT+7TH
5L, 2EDm»E, 5T L bEZ YA MRI
BESNEVWIE DD, FEILETDH S,
2512, BEEEATIE, R—AXA—F—REZAH
BED, LHFESUHECEPERELEL
T2EFEL TR, BEEOE S Z DHEIG
FEeE D, %7, ALABBRMEROBETIE

¥ & MRIIEIC & 2 DIERBICHND 2 A8 OFHli— BRI R TOR R L RF—

FERABOESNRUML, HFRaFH EE &
3, REDREND 5,

SEOEETIX, HRFROEZSORW T
% ¥ % MRI R & 2 AT D W THE,
Doppler %, &k L L T HBEOR VIR
»nELN, BRERENRS N,

LU, ZOFER, FEEirEEGIc ity 2,
HLFT2WTHETHETH 5 2 &, EELHED
5E5ns MR ESOFIMEEKRTHY F—
DETOMFRITE TR L, #-oTIVTNS
4 ATOFMZFRETHZ 2L, REPLEZ
SNABBETORRNREN:, £, SE
Bz iz AEEERN 2G5, EE L4 BRED
EEEHEEE 2 REL, BRI R8T
H EFTHRENCHASEREFHEL 72, %o,
Ml ey 1EOERIIPVTE, BEORSE
kMi*%L@ﬁE@ﬂ%#%Tﬁ&ﬂ%m
HEHEEOREIEL T, SS5THRN2ET
2bpEEbNS,

BNz Y 3 MRI TR H 502 HRTOR
BEGSE SN, Bx O T, BRR
TR REHET B L LRI EO MR E&RO S/N
HREL, V—FYIZHuTwRNn, 5%, A
A=YV IEMORFIC LY, LREEKE, ©
R, AEIRMIERSE O S FHAHT % & b B
T = 2 EEEHO S/N | kL, B—L
FEIEAP I T T C OGRS A RE & e niE, ¥
3 MRI ¥BOHUFHTHEIZ L VEESRE 55D
DrEbhnd, $517, 3WTHEGEDESIC
L0 FAUFRAICEZ 5 bk 51, Wi
DEEFHH T L WV BEVLET cBbh s,

6. fEan

ERMFFMT %, ¥ & MRIFEO B
TOBRFKNERER VRO &, ERERD
Doppler % & FEEAMRET L 72,

MR KU AR 2B L T, &# ik % gold stan-
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&

e

=

dard & U7-MHIBE I RIFT, EEEFMD &
{—F L7, TR XU PR L Tix, Doppler
% L OHBICG T, B R OEERERHE
BHR < —F L7 5 CERIRIE AR Sz,
—7F, KEPEFOHE» 6B NS MR E5
OFYNMEEHRTH Y, ZOFUFRITMIL, b
< % CHRBIEITEIC A 2 2 RITHIEHETH 3
ZEICHRTABAD RSN,

X
1)

2)

256

73

Helmcke, F. et al.: Color Doppler assessment
of mitral regurgitation with orthogonal plane.
Circulation 75 : 175-183, 1987

Helmcke F, Perry G, Moos S, et al.: Color
Doppler evaluation of mitral regurgitation in
orthogonal planes. Clin Res 34 : 306, 1986
Omoto R, Yokote Y, Takamoto S, et al.: The
development of real-time tow-dimensional
Doppler echocardiography and its clinical
significance in acquired valvular diseases : with
special references to the evaluation of valvular
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Evaluation of Valvular Regurgitation by Cine Magnetic
Resonance Imaging in Patients with Various Cardiac
Diseases ; It’s Clinical Value and Limitation

SHUUHEI KUBOTA,* TSUNEHIKO NISHIMURA *

*Department of Radiology, National Cardiovascular Center, Osaka, Japan

In order to evaluate the clinical value and limitation of magnetic resonance imaging
(MRI) for detection and quantification of valvular regurgitation, 98 patients with various
cardiac diseases were studied by cine MRI and the results were compared with contrast
angiography and doppler color-flow imaging. Cine MRI was caried out using FLASH (fast
low angle shot) which employs TE of 10~20 msec and TR of 30~40 msec. 22 transverse
tomograms per cardiac cycle with a slice thickness of 10 mm were obtained at the level
of atrium and ventricle. The jet of valvular regurgitation was easily seen as a discrete are
of low signal with cine MRI. Identification of the regurgitation and its severity were
visually evaluated based on the relative size of the regurgitant jet from the incompetent
valve orifice. Using contrast angiography as a gold standard, the sensitivity of cine MRI
for detecting mitral regurgitaion was 83% and was 94% for aortic regurgitation, with the
specificity of 82% and 1009, respectively. For mitral requrgitation and aortic regurgita-
tion, evaluation by cine MRI and severity agreed well with contrast angiography. By the
comparative study with doppler color-flow imaging, relatively good agreement was found
between the two methods in detection and quantitative evaluation of valvular regurgita-
tion in any of four valves. Cine MRI was suggested to be useful for both the detection and
semiquantification of valvular regurgitation in generally, but its clinical limitation at this
point was also found because, 1) its images are not acquired in real times, as in contrast
angiography or doppler color-flow imaging, but are compiled from the cumulative infor-
mation from 128 heart beats, 2) the evaluation of regurgitation is made from only two-
dimentional transverse tomograms.
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