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K (Magnetization Transfer Rate: MIR)Idfo0+F L/ 7 Z[AET 5 DI M2 MRL OF
B, MEOWETIIABKE &N T & DR EHENBIG 4 BRICEFHIT 2 DICAZI Th %
ESNTEY ., BIHEEZZ IV T MR EAMESO DNA index &AHBI L7 & DHEDH D
V2990 Z D% MR ORI Z %R L7z Equivalent Cross—Relaxation Rate Imaging (ECRI)
XXV SR E RS TE D Z EAIE SN 99, BERAVICIT BCRT I X » TR Sz
ECR AEASFLRAHEARI 3517 2 NEIH A oD FEME EE-ORRME L ORREE LAHBA L TN D Z L R S 4L,
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IS e e
FRE7REI TR, JERIEREOTRRE & T&ITEEAN B S, IRIIE CI3i@Es .
PEIEEIES & 72 2 IR 2 AT S %, m KRR I S EME & S, YIBRER
HEREMIHED Y 27 93 503, MITIROBRIEHER T D, AR~ HEBIEE DO RhK
BUREIG PR B B O S LR PR L AV BN RIS T 0 | JAFEYIRRITAS
WEEL 72 7%, RENSRIESEOSERIZENC MRT 1T SV T0 223, SO MRT CIXERIRH
IT55 TIE7RV Y, ABIFZE CIIIEGHIRFE IR & S BLED D IR RIS O A B
& ECREE DB M2 R4 Z L 2 A E L,

(1) XIGIEH]

RERH RIS 40 B2 %5 & Uiz, WNERIZAEME 18 1], et 22 B TH Y . EHIHHRL 64. 8 7%
(44-88 1%) Tho7=(F 1), Fiz, 20 FI(BYE 10 B, Lot 10 5, 4E6H 16-77 1% (-3 58.9
%) ) DRCTREN CERE NIRRT 2oy hr—figl L (R2),

(2) ECR DOHIE
ECR OREIZIE, OsiriX software & MUz, ECRI OF AT A A L0 fIESREN O —72
FEI A FRE L, SEIIN OO BCR B & B Ui, NSRBI A 1 35R LTz, 2R
F A AD BECRAEZIE L7203, FRCHEHTISIE WA Z A A TIET —F 7 7 7 M OREL TR
=T BT, BATA ADFEECREESD INOEAE L 725 AT A ADIZEAH L, F-
PEEFEH LT,

(3) MRS & 7 — 2 —fighiT

GRS U <VTAEMEAR L 0 (ERL U7z HRE Yot D7 LT — NEfE L, Hikaska o v
N U7z, ATRMCHIBEEE ARG T L. DIBREA CHIRREESE S 2 B LD X 5 7 iEf] Tl ER
BEARE O e, B BEIEE T C 400 fFOBIEF T L7z 340 u mi O 2 ROT & LTEX
TE L, BIEFHEATE 10 2537 ROT 24 L7, MIEOFHANZIE Inage ] 2 FHWC, i
OB EIG ORI 5T LU CRIEREE ATV, MO E 1Y v b5 2 & Chilltk s



IS S
FHE L, 10 25T OB A R LT,
ECR i & F550> BLAEME & OFHBEBEEROMIEIZIE Mann-Whi tney U#R7E & VY, ECR fE &A%
AR DA FE & OFEEIBRDFREIZ Spearman’ s rank correlation coefficient %
W7z, P value < 0.05 ZHEHFAICHEAD Y & LT

(1) JEBEDO-H4) ECR il

FRE OV, BORECRE, Mfakia 3 1| LU 2 1R,
HENNE & B2 FRERG OS] ECR BIME L TR < (IRHAME, 2.87; 1.29-6. 22) (K¢ THER, 1.86;
0.93-3.06) . FBUAEHGIE/ S o0 b AUNER R, RERNERG P, i 53 RAER P RE DL 7
AR RO EE A 2D, ) ECR IR < 72 o T o 7o (RAAENIIE/ w53 LA
JPAIRE, 3.10; 0.93-5.05) CKETRIFANE, 16.3; 13. 1-18. 5) (B LANRIAPINE, 33.0;
17.5-44.7), B¢ NRERS & RENGIER . RERNE & BARUNERGIE/ & R IER Il B E%
FDIRINo TS EIRNENRE/ 53 BRI PR & ORI PR . SRR = b
RIRENARNE & bR AR 13 B2 Z 3807 (K1),

(2) ECR i & ific B O Bt

40 BIORENGFREIZD 5 B 32 BIOFHFATEA CHINE SRS T & 7, ECRAE & [FIRR. NN
N, SRRUAERANE/ o LR PRI O BE VAR < L RRPAAR R AN, 53 P AR A
DR B i o T, MIEES LT BCR B & A B e AHBERAER 23860 7 (R™= 0. 68; vy = 10. 61x
+93.244) (P=0.0024) (X 2),

(3) MEZHR K ECR fiE
Bz NN, NEMNE & SRIRERARE/ & (L BURRGPRER © ECR SR KfE % e 92 &
HERARE/ o L RURERAARE LR ARG, RIAIE L 0 @\ MBI ~ 72, K FRERE & BANER,
/= o E ARG A IR 1 3 B 22 23R 7228 (P=0. 016) | JIGHAE & BAUNENARE/ o LG
WANERC 1A B 2E 23 i~ T (IERARE, 36.4; 10-93, HAAUNEHAIE/ &/ LIRS



fiE: 182; 23-164) (P=0.07) (X 3),

# 1. MBI, SRR/ S o PR PIE, RSB PR, o L RUE I AR oD 45 A
B ONFJECR A, AR ECR A, it

R el R R ) = I e
BCRAE (%) | ECRAE() | (/field)
1 M 71 1ipoma 1.7 51 -
2 M 55 lipoma 2. 66 37 -
3 F 59 lipoma 4. 32 53 180
4 M 75 1ipoma 4. 41 22 115
5 F 59 1ipoma 1. 29 18 121
6 F 64 lipoma 1.73 31 -
7 F 88 lipoma 1. 59 20 -
8 M 58 lipoma 2.27 33 116
9 F 53 lipoma 2.7 10 95
10 M 61 1ipoma 2.58 33 124
11 F 7 lipoma 6. 22 93 -
12 F 47 lipoma 2.84 36 96
13 M 60 lipoma 1. 95 32 84
14 F 62 1ipoma 5.03 34 -
15 M 66 1ipoma 3 51 141
16 M 67 lipoma 2.13 35 107
17 M 64 lipoma 1.33 43 119
18 F 7 1ipoma 1.31 18 -
19 F 48 1ipoma 2.19 17 110
20 F 76 1ipoma 2.63 30 -
21 M 67 lipoma 4. 48 45 92




22 F 38 lipoma 4.99 58 175
23 M 65 ALT 4. 46 63 101
24 M 70 ALT 4.19 154 106
25 M 82 ALT 0.93 23 150
26 M 76 ALT 1.19 31 124
27 F 62 ALT 2.91 40 124
28 M 52 WDL 2.78 164 78
29 F 44 WDL 3. 16 64 108
30 F 85 WDL 3.17 44 76
31 M 68 WDL 5. 05 33 60
32 M 67 Myl 13.1 71 432
33 F 72 Myl 16. 8 46 372
34 F 2 Myl 18.5 45 346
35 F 66 Myl 17.9 100 260
36 F 78 Myl 17. 8 112 330
37 F 68 Myl 13.7 36 282
38 M 63 DDL 36. 6 61 659
39 F 45 DDL 17.5 84 160
40 F 64 DDL 44.7 113 353
Lipoma : JERAIE, ALT : SPUENGNE, WOL : @/ (bAUIGNGPIRE, My 1 RGHRUIENGPIiE

DDL : s LR HER P



W78 FERT e &

2. 2 b= /UREDO R TR CEREBEO N IIRBRER) D45 ECR i, HRK ECR i, Mk

SER] i sl T K
ECR i (%) | ECRAE (%)
1 59 F 1. 43 53
2 64 F 0.85 45
3 58 M 0.63 14
4 60 M 1.81 14
5 63 M 2.7 19
6 44 F 0.75 33
7 16 F 2.53 27
8 7 F 0. 86 59
9 31 M 2.27 33
10 70 M 0. 86 55
11 81 F 2.51 20
12 75 F 2. 33 24
13 29 F 2 17
14 55 M 0.76 18
15 66 M 2. 64 17
16 67 M 3. 06 58
17 72 F 2. 58 28
18 62 F 2. 68 43
19 67 M 1.32 26
20 62 M 2.93 29
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1. B TRERG. REMGNE, FARERAIE/ & RERI R, REBARRAPIRE, s b ARER)
PAIIEE 0D M2 ECR oD L

%NS, ki P<0.05, skk: P<0.01
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PR MR [ 34k & 7oAEARAL O BRI 2 il 9~ 2 DICEE R FE TH Y | RA
BN (BRRGYE, BiErE, B2 L) 2RI 5DICHATHD, Lnl, &R
FEEDOERDB R Z L 13D D, TGO BBV, TEREFHIEIERER 2 — ALV FF
i S B A3, EfE L BEE T DML A A —I3I0ERD MR CTiIASHiv7euy,

MTR fE<> ECR fEITHIION A D) (B0 B #5070 &) 2480 2 @50 L AHBIT %, Virta
B 0 IO R MR (R8T 5 L L. FEER, Ml A — L& L OFHREBIR
[ZOWTOR LI 13 2, BRSNS L C, Tsukushi & 0 (FEEMERESE O MR fHI1XE
PEREOZ LD <. MEEO DNA index EAHBAT 2 L& LTWD, L7eni->T, Fhx
1% ECR DMENRIEE DA A —2 U IS TE D B 2 70, T IRNCRRN MR I ST
7RHENT K 0 KBRS AL D T ORARENIC B KA B £ 97, Bl Lo ECREIZ 0 & 70 %, SR
AR/ oA VAR PR JABIAIE 2 0 #0232 < & i BEOIEHIC B K 2 5t el
Ha 7 =50 O7DI, BCRAFIZ 0 K@< 20, & HITKRAARNG PIECRL > LR
PIfiEZ & O BB A S m < L T OB E A O7-9IZ, ECR fliix & v mi< 72
5HEEZ BT,

RN SRR D) BCR A AR PRI MBI Ch HFEm < . Fox S THIL TUohbR
E—E LT, HEKRD MR T & X TEERIMHEEC o 2 NEIAIE & BAUNRASHE/ 55 LU P
FNCIIAEEETRD R Tohs, BARNENANE/ & 53 W RRER PR & KRB AT, Mo b
TIRERAPANE & DRIV CIIA B2 L RO Tz, PN & Sh o BRNERIE/ &5 b RAER
WIE & | AR~ MR OREINERA AN, e DR 23 LR ENG P CIIRIRE D B 7
V| KRR < TRIFRIEEIRO T2 DICUIBRAR ZAT 5 ONR—RAITH 5, AlEl, EAUNENE/
o CRURERAPARE, RETNEIA PR, 50 LR P RE ONE 2 I B TR 203
(224, ) ECR EITE < 2o Co 72 Z v, ECR MR RIES ORTR2 I O—Bf
2725 & o,

Matsushima & ¢ W [ZFIEDOE o F U /G2 T, ECR B & WHAES BE O FH R BHSR
[ZOUWTHAE L, BECRIIC KD U U HHEE ORI RETH D rlietE 2 b~ Tnd, =6
(2, 2 OHFZE Tl BCR EA IR & il L7z & 2 A, ) BCR i & M/ AEr & o
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RFF S SR
(TIEDOFHBEIBHR SR Dz, WMEOWE L FEfE, AEIOMFIEICE D . B /DREho
R BARRE R 7> B 72 5 HINEE FE AN ECR IS5 Z L SR Sz,
A EDOBFZEDBRFULIEEAE % DT OV > TNV NSNZ ETH Y, SHITRkE W
I NALTOREP B L B 2 D, Ly LS8 CIL ECR i & MR DRIFR A R L, ECR
il & AR & OFABARIfRZ B HANT TE 7=, ECR fif & MR AR & FE a0
FICIXIEDOMBERAER 238D, ECRT IFNENRIEE O RTRHEI A T 5 & b,
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