o
%

YA AF1|AHAH AL O] 3 O HIOF HAJ-
—||_|'o-'- r Iooooa IOI_I-T"OI:I (=
GAIYIE I 25 O 1| &
O 0™ —EEE I_I-_I IT'_'
BoA ol - A8
S TE e HAtelatat
PNS0HArE A FAo|stat
S o et A A =7 29574 MRI A vl sttt
AL HAshal Qlt} (10-15). SHAIRE 7]& AFEL WA A
4 A7 38 F% (magnetic resonance imaging, & Y FLEIEolA LA o L4 iz 24
MRI)T_‘ U= M 58 #9948 AARA AU 7 B#38S f8 2957 MRIS DWIE A3 3
BRCA1/2 §737 o] KRz 7hE8o] Qe 94 5 oW #= WHE 2YF7 MRIOA BHe 9% HHE
Y T Y Ao Fa FHAL JAT (1), 2 7HAAL DWIE #5579 Agdo] lojM I
7t AR 0] EE ¥ ool A2 VtEYE 294 ALES Y AL oA DWI AAY] MR ER 85t
o] 7] FZo] Huu| 1l JAH QA 54 #e 57t Jlols EA7E Bt T3 DWI HARS A8 S Z2E
=OFAHA] H] 2 (non-contrast) X MRI M 7ol Zojuf d=io] BEIE YA Z3 A% AN A&
/e o717 ket ok (2-5). o] Astaloltt,
A E A713H 94 (diffusion-weighted MRI, B Z2HM= HR

DWI)2 24 W & BA9 4t A=E 580U &2
AJZtol @3EHstE HI2Y MRI AAF ez F3e 9
AR EAGY Y AES W3 o 295
S5 31 Th6, 7). WEHEA Y 2|5t

Sl A EAAIS (apparent diffusion coefficient;
ADC) & &/AHgHol vls fostA wektem 2dF
7]— MRIQ]— DWIES E]'O] ﬁ]—Eoﬂ o]_Q.g].u:] 201.3_7]- MRI%H
= BEhYg Ad Zgert fosHA st (8). 2
ACRIN 6702 1}7]-‘—} DWI 9119 oJ5H G5 DWI= &
Y574 MRIS] 2AHAES 20% €Y 4= AL 3t} (9).
2 SFA Lo X DWIE ©]&8 H| 2 Y MRI A

(03082) H%Al %ET‘L gz 71
Al&chekan ol atelot 4ol ot A
Tel. (02) 2072-3928, Fax. (02) 743-6358
E-mail: moonwk@snu.ac.kr

& MRI SHMoF Az vby sfdke] o
QAT Y o] #e 7|E DWI 35S AHE
AT R 20179 12988 AFE “eHud Y 19
Yt o AJollA AH]§ DWIE o] &3t Y AR 78
A AT BF, B E, ﬂwz} b7, A7 B9
9 A o] A4 AEl AHEE DWI A Z2E
3 5 TtolmEkl 55 AvNstat sttt

o

o

FHA ol E 71|
=X (ﬁrst—degree relative) 7}
baelo] A)ueto] 243 BA U A
o]del 7= AFYsitt (1). BRCAL/2 94
Hol & 7H7 oA d& 70M7HA] ete] A R EE
o] 45%-65%7} F™, ARHd fHketo] v 7)ol W
3t 50% o]dollAl 504 oFel FHketo] HAST) &

n
[
o
lzl
N
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T ohEg & & st e 7
FOE 24 LS Ao whSo] HEe
X 35| 26%-40%= =T} (16). BRCAL/2
| Bolxtel A, Bael ge tolot 4%
Tt wE U] EAGCE Q8 fEEYe s
7t 33%-40%2 2o} $134 (false negative) & 7|7t
(interval cancer)o] HIH 3] TAst= EA7F At
o|& 94ol|A MRIY FIZ =& 80%-90%Z &
of vl 28 = =i, FUEEY FFS A =

o] Atk (17-19). =3 AT 0}4d 2] MRI

f

A
=

o2 = N

[
o o rfF ki
ol 4o ol e
o TH o
B (o 1 U e o [ A= LA ¥

re b

yth 39 Ad=olM e 3 2P o AolA vid
MRIE & AXS Aastal ot (21).

S-eufetol A Algst 504 o] He] g oE Hdwt
I FREESS AT 9739 231 T ol A
H| 8 43t B} (22). 3E 9 2599 U
53%9} 65%, 2QZ7 MRIS] UIZEE 90%E
7 MRI= 9 @Hdof 7P 1 s =9k
RES HZd do7t gl 27|90t
FAAM] WIS 82%E 2P
ot 3293 MRIE 2o 4
= 100%°l%er 3d FH#F 7
| e e A I 5 g APl fels Bl el
(American College of Radiology, ACR)¢]
7 7lolgteloE= MRI Zgtiito] GHFF wAY
9] 504 oJat A & YA E A4 Al 7HA] &
o Elom P AFES AW FHdolA F7HEA
E MRI -840l 3t AFts0] AP L T} (23).
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e il of
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oy P
)
4o oft o &

H
i
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[ o o o2 m2 oy fr k
g £ 12

N o

[ lo

o2 2 (1 odo
U\I
oy
v

rlo
1)

i
2

(e}

T

o
ot

nO
i)

(2) ZFZ MRIS| Retet HE HE ZHIE
1

9 MRIE= 2 YRS E Etatal 71 AAAZE &

T T vl
BAI A8t w2 AARH S0l AT AR Aol Hof
248 2831l AT}, -E|uetel A MRI A H]-8-2 1]
woA A BTl weh thEu A 3 100
YOR 3 Elo] M Rysfop fRE wid 71
0% N¥shs B¢ AP A Beel Ao A4 &
¥ MRI= 294 4 A3t 29 F 9] 94=
58 5 Ao mhE FU e 2243} AT-AS
Al AeH 2937 71 T2 3%

1

fol

_{

2

dp
o
o,
N
Sy
ofr
o
rlr

s
a

BE EF APPECE g3 gtk 23 P ZRE
2& Do) S AANTE 51080 29 BESH

MRI (abbreviated breast MRI)7} A|$FE 2 QAT A A
W 2GA AHE O R Q1S EAl = IR HolQltt (24).

7t 2QAE AHgste] wid MRI A& Al

739 AW FAR Qlst BRI 2PAY EH 9 §F

Ll At Fafgbgol WYY 4 glom o] o

18] 27 5& MRI AAY HEE

2 ZAgsti o} 7tEdE 29A4 F

3 Z YA E} Ty

7h A3 | RELS A5 o R HHRE SAHE AL

>1IJ
N
o2
0
!

H
i
o rz o M

4
O gl 30 ofN Ay N U b rE AT

30
[
=)
>,
N
olr
e
)
off
ol
it
.
2L
=2
S
r
>,
o
oX.
=
e
S
o

(nephrogenic systemic fibrosis, NSF)& 4%
O (25). whebd Mg 29A) BAE A0 Y A
oL} TIAIRA S} gl AR 2JAE AL
& MRI ZAHE A2 4 gl

(3) 7IE2l=2| == &1} FDA #H11

20159 Radiologyol ¥H&H 7t=dE 2GA | s
LEo| 7tEEwe] AAA 23 A3} o] At o
T A7 FREHAT (2, 4). AFo)ME AF (linear) 7}
S8 XYAE AHEEY MRIE 24 43] o)) A3t
1379] &Ak9] ] MRISH AHS ¥ 22 RAZATE Ao,
HedlE RYAE AHEEHAl &2 1099 tiR4T Hla
st 1 A3 wEE JtEes 29A td =29
o3 x| 7| A} Ax] 2dee) ASHET} S8k
om Hzrdn] 7 oA ¥ 2Zd F44E 7tEd ol
ZE ot o] Atfalg]dy (macrocyclic) 7teelw 29
Aol 7IEREE (gadobutrol) o A= WHE AF&A] T
7IA e ATt S7HE ol S-uer At7lof ol B
THAT (26). FEY LYPTE A Tid 2IAE
AHgEt §9 MRIZ A8 7, WHEZ Q1 &0 ojst
7wl A73A 23 54 7S A 4 it

20179 12¢ ©]=: FDAE 9 87|% AE7HEL 7Hed
Z QA9 AHEE 2 GA st 27t AEIL F 2%
&2 Astsof st M2 FAbo] i E 7HEEE
YA FAL Mol 1 RS AFsfof strha Pkl
T} (27). o]0l wht u] oAM= L A 59 F5F
2 MRIE A|FE 39 BE oA 7= 5 =24
A3} FDA @i AFgol| sl Argstal Folste] 295
MRI AAHE Algg3tal Qlct,

ol M [0 ¥ N o o
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2. 74 DWIeH|ZE MRI &A%

o
R0

A7 AR2A o FaA s %—’F?} it g

At} AL FatEE MR ASAEE 4Fst
= o
g, A 22 St viadEe] dR

(1) DWIe| &2|

DWIP_ %3 LH g B9 Hate &% (brownian
=

otk
mlo

W=t} ADCE= 27]) o]4e] thE b
fol| A AlLtst o] & &3 54 ADC A% (map)&

2 o2 o2 M o |
0>~ Y
bl

=
=
2 BEA7} A3 %]\LC‘ B4 g

z7 =0 (2= ).

Hibe A2, 283 H27t YA 57 & % ACRINY th7|% DWI do A A AAMA 9
5 %_‘Oiurt} A W & EAFe] Faese 24ut ADC 49 &2 AdAHS BASAAT T4 A
O M & OhE ol e WAl 2AME LAt st A SAT wieh 7 7]BeA FH35t= ADC #olle
Stetl, Bt w2 Ao G B B EAY gite] g o7t BAEL HE R = Zo]7h flojx diE
At Yert G2 A2 AlZete] Zgko] 9l 39 ADC S 7de] F OM do] ZZE ATt (6, 28).
M &] 7ol A % 31}94 A5 ike-so] A1t (6).

DWIS G4 g5 7|2 T2 7% AUIAME A (2) DWIQ| Ratet & M&uf HI X Z&I S

83, 180% XH @@r YA SR Fite] izket 4 2010 FE] DWIE o] &3t ¢ & A&
AP AP Ao, AU & ZAks olgfd AAR Egloh, 54, ojgEol, Y&, nl= oA WFE
ol IS HHA| %—?0} ANSZAE7F REEY, §4 0| M

S 20 671H 1 2 DWI A5 B2 Y
A °

B AR AR 94 Aol ol iR 5 T AnE B 10 FskTt (10-14, 29),
AR o8 AAE BB Bo) AEadel & T th B olut o wu H1E, GRS
ofuitt. olefst 27 j okt NEHAE FTisAZl7] B B Fo| Tk DWI oma T2 329

—_

T
ozzgmlnau%o
Z iRl

93] DWIOA = 1] 7243t AAAAS AFestH o] AAF L H2Y T1 ARIAS _:"<_7} o]] ArLseT.
A A7) (b)7F 45 Fitol AxdE 93e de & =Y MRIY 3¢ 20 gt xm 9T 2YA S
AT (27 1) 2 7&5 NEZFEE BA oto] BRA  ARgdlE 2957 MRIETHE WA B E 80%0|
Qo vl sty &3 28 Ao g gde £ Aol ML O Eo]EE HYr) o] £ o HHOoR B
91 Bickelhaupt 5¢] d7E S LA LA 9

= S, APe A2 Rl Qe oSS tdeR silem b &t

1500 sec/mm’¥} HiAAEE A5 DWI (DWI with

A71M Spe= FAAR ASH T S+ itz background suppression, DWIBS) o2 JA-S A
7b gle AlSZ =M, b & b g2 ARSI 1 HUFEFAYA (maximum intensity projection,
(diffusion sensitization factor)o]I ADCE EAISHAHA| MIP)e. 2 Hrlslgith 1 Ax}t 782 oyl AAAte =
TE QAT B 49 A7t 245 FiAs 2YSE MRIG Y3 92%9] W=} 92% Eol=E

Sp
(b=1000)
32 1. e DWI. b=0 2 b=10000{A HOZE! DWISE -2t itA+X|= (ADC map)z 2Hito| Heta & =22 DWI
(b=1000)0| M ZASZEZ 0|1 ADC map HIAM= BHHZ FECH MAS 2 A7 20|= 20| EZ0|ct. Sz Msd=
£ 24oto| SR 250 HIIGHH S, = Se ™ o= EHE 4 AUrt,
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E 1. 67H DWI $101 M S0 7o) et ZEEZ T B MRIQ] ZITHs2 Hlm
E

Agotaggel 3 52 34319 qugos e

A (segmental)o]t; A (linear) ¥ Ex&= o

BZE (% 0|= (% TetEste (AUC
RS i T
Yabuuchi & (2011) 1.5T DWI+T2WI 86 50 100 95 0.93 0.73
Bickelhaupt & (2016) 1.5T DWI+T2WI 92 92 92 94 - -
McDonald & (2016) 1.5T or 3T DWI+T2WI/T1WI 100 45 - 91 - -
Kang & (2017) 3T DWI+T1WI 96 96 96 - - -
Baltzer S (2018) 3T DWI 94 9N 75 80 0.85-0.90 0.88-0.90
Pinker & (2018) 3T DWI 100 81 77 87 0.85-0.91 0.83-0.85
2. DWIOIA Setnt 4 B0l Flet 7|Ea A7 o} AL Hlae DA 9 AL oF&7kA) ARE ut
IE o =5 7t ek
DWI (b=1000) nAs SY E= MAls
DWI (b=0) S EE M e (3) etete| DWI AZin} 2SNt 22ty Fa
ADC (10°mm?/s) <1.25 >1.25 DWIOﬂH oul Wwo| AT} o TA 70| Bt
& 5ol T AgEgon 1 29E 8 Hsd =
=% =15 Ee zsa} 2tk FUAY Aakol ARd 238 e b A
e ikt =2 °] DWIS|H TAEZER Hol2 ADCOAE AN S
I i === =3 2 77 "oy Jé%— Fe DWIIA TAFZEER Kol
P smesay Fegsopy O ADCIME AdeR TAUARG G ndd.
L= T 2o 2% 9] EAS BRI H=EE A, E4ET UE 9
"8 o olaladoltt. B5) DWIoIA #9457 FAR
THO 7 Hol= HFE A% (rim sign)= & Al
LSSt (1) A A7elth (31). ME W RI Fas B
Al
o W] gt AE PO FHH BAATE A1Y o
3k5laL, Al B #=27F DWIE o] 88 MIPT 8§34 b
B (MEYEE 9% Z2ED) D 144 295394
3} o)& o] g3 MIP (2937% ©% ZREZ)Y £ AE
o @S Wi BAST (12). 1 A DWIS ol
MIP % $394E ol g3 NZYZY 9% TRESS
oF 55 W9]9] &2 AAZET 96% WA ES 99%9] =
& 24AEEE BT, Al Be] BEATI] Arkse] 2
Aol gigich
SHE <7 DWIE B3 Yabuuchi 5¢] ¢d3to] 9
s 77 Zol4 DWIE $EEGEHT B2 Ugss
BT (13). o= €t o) Aol ostd MY
O REFYEO| uold FLUE DWIAN #7}
2 HEg & %)I:ﬂ— 3 AL 2eRET a3 (14
30). 919 F A4S XY FF o449 7”‘01]/\1 v%%
=l "7} FHAEAM DWIS 7hedE HolEd 9

o7} Glet. AT @A oLl N DWI AAHE AWs
T 2937 MR 233, 9IS 5 0B 94

—-

3119—‘1“40

AZAolt}, AT} oS et
A7 O IPE o Tt éﬂr% HAEAL A
T DWI o] AEo] TH3E @ AE | o}9] Baltzerdt
Pinker 1E& 1.25 x 10°mm’*/sZ X% 7|&2 2 A A3}
3 gl (10, 29). & ACRIN 6702 th7]# Ao M &=
AE StHE XA GoME FHUASEE =Y 5+ A
£ 71222 ADC 1,53 x 10°mm’/sZ AARCH (9).
DWIAM 984 e &3] $%2 377 1 cm 9]
StE AU HZI 2 Hol= roglen A7]7} 1 cm
oY FY = TR Hol= A9 Hl A /9
A e SE7E Botth (14, 29). TEAIT HY o
oy YALE FHHS 3 YT FEHoR &
X 27 2 A A8 ES E017] side 4 71%
o] DWI 3Ha%e]7} Z23He ACRIN 6702 Th7]%
TAME 25%2] AAZE AFAA (fat suppress1on),
A S HSH] (signal-to-noise ratio, SNR), A=
(misregistration), 913% (artifact) 5ol 4|7} = 3t

AETFOR F7HE Y (32).
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DWIOA 91478 W5, A AL ARAadE, e
3 Wy Zo] Yelo|da v E g 283 YEE DWIY
A ZFAASE glol & 1AlFE Kol T2 H|F (T2-shine
through) 4 522 Qsf ¢ 94 HHoz &3 B3
g & Ao FUldtel st 2FF5E MRIOA 29
Z7o] Eil DWIOAM AT E Hel 4/ WHHole §5F

o
T, AT SA S, FAALTY, FeEAS, WA
e, WA A4S WS Sl AT (33).

(4) MZ22 DWI 7|82t T2 EZ 0| | X3}

DWIZ A 5474 2957 MRIO| H|3| SNRO| ]
gto] Atk DWIGIA] SNRE A7 = Q52 E &
A A7, B 2719 71, BaE A8 719k TE
ATHE Eol= Aol b 31e] A= SNRo| g3 wZ
th. 3T MRI 7]7]& ©]§3}%] &L DWI= 15T MRIC|
A 55 DWIO| Hlsl HH | tix =7} F718tal 7HAA
o] £} (34, 35). SHAITF ARV FLASE 7|29 T o
FHHYFA (single-shot echo-planar imaging, ss-EPI)
DWIoAM &= Gl (distortion) 5 AFEo| 718t
A= ‘ﬂ““?'i“:} ol& F53}7] Y% DWI 71§ F9] s}
7t B4 o ZPHFA (readout-segmented echo-planar
imaging, rs- EPI)?_]E], ss-EPI 7|}HO.2 3 E38 ATt H]
W3t 2 SNRE Holil, AT E wopplon A
PIEE ﬁk*}ﬂ At IS (field of view)s E99A4
A FE DWIE 53t 7IMEx NdHo] 3429 &
o] HAEGAT of HHEL HAAIZE] il 35 f

% H‘a 2 A7) wizel A8/ Wt (36).

¥ S DWIOA FHstk=t] b &
800 SGC/Ufmfl2 =7} —475.013}1 A A Aew Aol
ME b 3, 8000]U 850 sec/mm?0] 7} ol AL&-3}al
AA| T %‘%}%} A7 549 DWIE ¢ 2 b feg ¢
& F5ste o] B3I (32). 3T 71719 DWICA]
e o] A3k b ghol #3F AtEol &8t 1000

olt} 1500 sec/mm’oA DWIS 3 ti2%7t 713
ZJt} (37). b g, 1000 sec/mm’C.2 H& DWIZE HE

ZAFEE o] &3}t b 7k, 1500 sec/mm’C & W= MIP
Fde AHgstE HHE F o 47 2AE & Qo &
FAE EOHAE FEEE F7HE £ AT (38).
3 DWIQF T1 %= T2 2234 J—}——] vf’*o"’\}% o]-&
s O] QX|of et sjR3HA HHIF FItE o] I
o E8¢ % 4 9lrt

Jo ¢
oE‘:
P
O

d

.

l

2 A HUF=E

Ho

3. dZI DwI 7|2 A+t

(1) 97 22X} LIIX[E
o] ¢io] BAo %‘%*%P AT YHEET =2 1
o3 oJAoA HH 2

A
DWI ZAHE o] 83§t o
A7E B ulTHE z
Ade] A7 Wo] e TeHe 2AE AN G AU &
A

&
o 2YAE A& & DWI Arte] §843} 747
1) QS B0 98 Aolek G2 AL
AROIN ZGAS 27 ¢S DWI ALY B s
L o

T RK—

FYdgolu 2eutRt} 1, XY=7F MRI Bt}
U 2927 MRI 917259 80%0]4Hd AolgH= Aolt),

of Aol ANHANEE $BFYS, 2o, 292
7 MRI} H| @3 DWI AAbe] 3t Ak wighze) &
o= Wlmoln ol 4N EE SHYE, 287, 29
27 MRISH ¥ 3 DWI 24e) 1) 84 o wAew
WS gro) W19 B B4, ) $BHILT WA
Ak A, 3) A8E, ZAAALE 9 WAL, 4)
Uol, HAGT 9 gHwo] 2 4 B4 S,

(2) ChH&RF M4
HR712e 55 A SHUT BAR S4o] g 30

Al-754] AR O 2 BRCAI/2 SAA}L HolE ZH= HQA}
T BRG] ASH 71 75| 24T 8 ¥

MSIFES} 20% o4l o4 (Gail E= IBIS =), 10
H-30A|0] EEHAIAXEE vt cq}\-l oA ZAZAA}
oA AT WY (lobular carcinoma in situ, LCIS),
H AP Pd9 545 (atypical ductal hyperplasia,
ADH), T+ HIZEAQT 54 S (atypical lobular
hyperplasia, ALH) 2.2 ATH oA 504 o] 41
do® FHps T Aol = oA F sty sidstH
2 AT Foo] ApdHor 5
< o AW, #

= 2
e 3719 ol el FUAANRE W Y= B9, 9
]

]
o
ol
r
E
(o
o,
)
2
>
2

MRI9] RA&Fo] e A (He HadEzF, MR 2
A% F44 ABAYEE M A, ATACTE, GIR
< 60 mL/min/1.73 m* T £43%91 Al7]5 A g,

A% MREGA R BAo] 9 29)E A2Ht
533 A e T 8908 R dEde Y
o TYE AHES o ST A2 SHEY
&7 2YZ7 MRI Q79 A4 2AZ BaAsE 2
E9d& DWIS JHH0

=30 &

AA7HA) AR 5
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Z Hask d37 Qo uZ DWIo| &3t o]d dFE
(15, 29)¢] ATE 7|20 2 3T 7|7|o|A A3t DWI
ST WA thEt MR} 81-96% Y-S Asle] B
7o = DWIY WAEE B4H o7 2927 MRI
9] 80%E 7Hsta PP AN FHEIE, =
a4 2YZ7 MRIZ o] &3 §¢ A3g
g9 13653] Aol tigt MEFH AL A 1H(17)

o & DWIS eSS Y54 MRIS W E (90%,
36/40)2] 80% (29/40)91 72.5%

AR 217] (29/1365) 2, <44
E RI WRE xpo] Aol tigt
el 49707 destng fet =,
0.0292 U9 16903] 7#Ao] s}l
sgo] 23] AANE s HEZ 845%o] I Qsit). A
T AARE 90%PET 2 BE 4714 HAAREE AoE

o
i
o2
uz
©Y,
o
o
—
o
o
S
1o

N
N
ox

ofr
ol
rg
1)
ofN
)
lo
fr
©

N6
(@)
od,
—
riL
2
0
O
(@)

+
N
[
_);1_‘
©
(@)
[l

1

T 16913] Hxl)o] WA =t

(3) &+ 2

Y 94N FEEYE, 2

WI ZARE 19 7HA o2 2% AJgstal
7} welo) gelo] o, the YA
HAow It Ay #gL ACRY F¥94
go]EJ 4 A (Breast Imaging Reporting and Data

)

B i o
o

System; BI-RADS)of| w2t %4 (BI-RADS ZHE|aLd] 1),
473 (BI-RADS 7HH|118] 2), ¥/d34 (BI-RADS 7}H8|aL
2] 3), W& YAl (BI-RADS 7He|alE] 4A), S3F o3
©]A (BI-RADS 7}]alg] 4B) =< oHAg <]l (BI-RADS
7VElaL8] 4C), &4 (BI-RADS 7} 11E] 5)¢) 7HHA 2 o
g3, ROC £A4& 98] o &S 0%-100%= 7
gttt BI-RADS 7He|ate] 3 2 670 FAHAE A
#3tal, BI-RADS 7He|alE] 491 5 RS A HALE Al
otk 2AAAE T 1 FAHA AE 7| L8 )

of AA I3t Fa Poll e WAE, Bolx, Pyl 3
%, SHNZEE HEAT A & F g AW ol =
HZAL A% B WA GG F, 71209 W8S

(4) DWI ZAI E2EZ
DWIE Ao AHg3l7] aire dgEo] A3 SNR
o] o VI EO] IS S5t F o]

=
& 3 7|71 DWI ZAAMe] G485 i 24 alein]
HE AR (& 3). 893t A7) MRI 7]7]
StieAd FHHETLAS ARSSlA 29A 9 Aol &
5 49 4 DWIE g53jof sttt DWIC] b 42 0
7} 1000 sec/mm’C.&E ZAArela BA 57) w= P 3
X

1.5 mmo|f, dH &

=

&% (in-plane resolution)+= 1.5

H 3, R AZIZ st DM E DWIEAI ZEES

T2 X|HA Siemens L2 A Philips X|o| GE
Equipment 3T Skyra 3T Ingenia CX 3T Discovery 750
Scan dimension Bilateral Axial Bilateral Axial Bilateral Axial
DWI technique rs—EPI (RESOLVE) ss—EPI (SENSE) ss—EPI (ASSET)
Fat suppression SPAIR SPAIR SPECIAL
TR/TE (msec) 9930/69 9161/94 11807/65
Field of view (cm) 34.0x20.7 34.0x34.0 32.0x32.0
Flip angle (degree) 180 90 90
Number of averaging 1.0 4.0 2.0
Thickness (mm) 3 3 3
Intersection gap (%) 0 0 0
Matrix 256x156 320x320 256x256
Voxel size (mm) 1.3x1.3x3 1.1x1.1x3 1.3x1.3x3
Slices 60 50 50
b-value (sec/mm?) 0, 1000 0, 1000 0, 1000
Acquisition time (min: sec) 5:08 2:52 5:20

F) 5 27| 72 DWI ZAL TH2HO|HZ R 2 7]0f M2} Field of view?t MatrixE ZEE = US.
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A= 3 mmi stttk b g, 1000 sec/mm” &
AAsE bk, 1500 sec/mm DWI®] &4 A4}
MIP §7&& Zﬂ:r“é@‘:}.

Z- 719 st E 98] WE (Quantitative MRI
Diffusion Phantom, QIBA DWI, High Precision
Devices, Inc)< ©]&3F¢] MR 8] ADC ol tjst =
7 W5/ (variability) & 284 (reproducibility) S H7}
skal BAsitt (39, 40).

(5) DWI & mt=

DWI @7 #59] v =2 UgEe
ZT’BPh Zojn o] & £Jsk DWI F=9] AAH QI

a9 29 g3kt WA b g, 1000
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