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e

[ HA9]Blood oxygen level-dependent (BOLD) %52 Fi] F L 7= A BEmS S I g A A—
Y7 (IMRD I, BB FOMFFEITINZ CTRER T wE FHFEFHAN A > TD. IMRL T
(3, FRIEEN G LT AE 5 R LA fRAT T 205, {5 5 TR 3 S P EE L9
IS, KEEF B LM _EDT-DIIF %L D /8T A—Z DB R %2 ML CTHEE
L7RT AR B0, ZOMGEE¥EE MR CTEIE T 5L7208, EIRZ2ED 8% PR
THIENTERWEOIZHE Y27 7 U FARNMEZ/2 D, Ll (8 558 E DU
OALEO WM, P, MEFRSEDO T, & T, O GIET-3 MR A7 7 R A
INETRD T, 22T, ZRBD R 2 1= 720 & a2z EAE L7z IMRI 7 72
RAEBAFEL, A7 7 hADRHEAFHM L.

[ D735 R = AR A O KSR AL T NI D A, FER, 22K 21R G L TIME L
7= MRI 17 7 ORI, AT 7o hATRIaE & AT 589120, IELTT 7
VRANDORIAZEEMET DL, BOLD ShREFFRIC Ty PERL TE 5 AR AT DL
NTUTz. ZD7 7 FANIEZAITEDE SIREZLRA T L. SHIT, REINZR
VRGBT DT, K77 bAD Ty, Ty, To'% 90 HENZHES THIELT-.
[RERIAT 7P LD Ty & THNIFEATHIZED NEDRET MEZ/RLTZAS, Ty 13—EK
Lpote. 77 RADIMEIZ - TT 7o b ADAE BHRETIERIB IS ML 7=, (5
HIREDOELERIT 150.7kPa OANET 13.51% THY, ARIOAMD MRI (Z31FDH(E
SIRE AL O ERL-. 77 RADIMEICE ST a B, T, Ty [CKEAR
BACIZ A DN T3, T 1% 52ms M5 85ms (ZHINLT-. v A /A2 —7 CTHIE
LizRJ8Y A 21E, JENE FC 0.13mm, 151.7kPa OAIE FT 0.08mm Th-o7-. A
77 RAD Ty, Ty, TN, 9 60 HENE 5%LA D2 L=, 60 HfREEZ X 5%LL 1
OHIME A>Tz

[FEEm B L7 MR 7 7> hAIE, Ty, TS NRIOBKRO K FVE &S T M
BEELTEY, 77 hARNIC S MU NI E TERE T A RIBEME L IC L~ T
BOLD Zh R EFRDWUIME S5 EALZ BT LN RETH L.



[S—
=15

H

it RERE S e A A —3 7 (fMRI : functional magnetic resonance imaging)

=11
Ez))

X, MmiREEZHE L~ UKL (BOLD : blood oxygen level—-dependent) %54l

ML TMOTEEN A RFET 2 HITH D . F ORI 1%, #AKME *°,

TNINA == 0, Thph T EiRD, 2 < ORFHREOMBZ WL &

LT, EmBEER ORI E AR RSN FITATE 22 &, B2 ORI N

Z CHRIR COF B IED > TN A 19719,

i

fMRT T, FHRRIEENC KIS L7 5 SR L 2 i 528, @, 5550

TAVITEL YR E E FER /NS N ERNHBEINLTWD. DX ) RN g 524

L2792 FMRT OfFHHIEICIZZ < ORENFET D, 21 b OREZ ffR§

D7, BfRORTLEE %, SWEER P, X A7 ORESI S T, fEtiE

Br 0%, ERELME U Ap &, RRA ARMREN S S AL, RATRE R ORI A B L

7. LU, BEARH IMRI IZE T HTEEEE OO0 7 a h a7

fLEnNTELT, FHRICBWTEADO e harzEH LTS, Zo7 e

s L OERE A RIEZ T, (2545 (SNR : signal-to—noise ratio) 0=

v T A MMEELEL (CNR : contrast—to—noise ratio) Z¥RIEIZT HHFIEN T

TS O = 5 SNRX2CNR |25

&

B2 RIFTK 1%, —=—WFHE (TE : echo

time), MV IK UKEH (TR : repetition time), 7 VU w7 (FA: flip angle),



2T A A, HfREE, NV RIE, XF LA A — 2 (P : parallel

imaging) X, e LA TFA F-ma—TF T F—A A=V 7

(EPI : echo—planar imaging) 72&, fM®H TV, F LT fMRI OFREEEHE

T\ ED=0lc, b DT A—F OERZ LR L THREEL 2R IR

REBRWEAERD L. ZORFMEEE NMETERT 2 L7 d L, BEREDORE

PRI D EMNTERVWOT, WUR7 72 FANRKEIZRD.

ZDOXHRT 7 b, FBEREFESAMOMEEMTHY, MR AT

ECBRUNE S BB CE R o7n. IMRI HIZBRRE N7 7

YRR, W OO ENRDHD P b7 72 b AT A EIT

BEZftzar ba— ARk 7 7 ha b, av ha—LRAGERT 7 v b

SEESND. BIEIIMESELOFIENFRETH 505, Fpik/2 B 1R

HEZRIGE A 272018, APEICZ L 2208 R IIR S ITIERTE 5

D, TIVEREAERE L TV AT=DIZ IMRT IZ2B W TEET 210N 35 B2 24T

BICHET 22 EPRNEETHY, mEEFENATMHEE 2D P &b, Th

D77 PADELILTEE TEZ MEZEME LTWAHD Y —%IZ fMRI

TlE/ 95 4= s - ==2— (GRE : gradient—echo) %! EPT Z{fHT 578

Ty T2 < TLMEDN & B — T2 7e 5720 %,

UED X512, BEEDORNEEORZEN, JLRME, MEF%ED T #



E TMEOSMEEZ T MRI A7 7> FAZINETEHEE LR -T2, 2T
BRI Ea I8 7 7 FANEEENETHZ LIk T, 77 b
LD TMEEZ MRS AEBICEST. FLTKAEZER L MR A7 7> b

LEBAYE L CRERAEZ R L, JeDRMEE2mi7e LTV D 2iERs LTz,



2. Hik

2.1 AR

Bi{% X9 T 3.0T ™ MRI (Ingenia, Philips Healthcare, Amsterdam,
Netherlands) ZfEH L CHG L7, 77> FAMEE LTHEXR (MR, H
W, BA), i Y va (FHERE, 15, AA), VY =7 LEEHAl
(FNARXT 80, JIL, BAR), WBINT7 7 0> UNREER, B, BA)

ERERH L. ftESICIEAARAVY) U — (T AV a—KRL—r =gy, KK,

Tl

AA), BTRE (HEEES, 58, AA), BEELT 7 P AR&ITIE
3omL OV Y (FArta—KlL—rar, HE, HA) ZHHLEZ. Znb
DIEFEAT 7 b L ENNE L OEET 258%, 3D 7'V % (ANYCUBIC,
Shenzen, HE) ZHAWTER L=, T X CTOMEBOIE B E T IC X

Image] ¥ 7 b7 =7 (National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA)

YRR L.

2.2 77 kAR S
Fig. 1IZBAE L7 7 2Dl ZRT. K77 bAL, KEEZZELSE
HZEWZESTT7 7 AN TVEERALS D ZEEZHEL, 77 b A

KK EMER DA V=2 2, ZLTING ZEERT 2HEGH NS



(Fig. la). 77 v M AREIIIIKANGEHEINTEY (Fig. 1b), MELT
77y NANOZIAEEMT H L, TMENMERE L TEFEINELDLEIITL

7= (Fig. lc).

Injector e

a C

! Compress phantom solution 1nside the

I with water pressure phantom container Lo

1 | Water pressure O

[Wator [__) Water pressure m) Phantom solution [l | 2

1 ——— |

| Gasket W I L e —a
Plunger —

L — Einger flangc fixture " _ _ =1

Fig. 1 #%7 7 FAOWME.
a: 77y NAOERKRIK. b JKEBZ VT 7 M AEOFEM. o MEIZX

% 22 R EME ORI

2.3 77 v N AEIOER

Ty v b AREE, R AR Z AR L CREE T 53D 7Y X TR L
7o RREHH EAER LIRS & Fig. 21RT. REBONEIL, FEWE%
Feliti ATAE T 30mL 2V > 2% b RN T & D& L7z, 3T LA L&k MRI T
HEGE) AT S RVE SIS, FEMITITFEROENGESRA A LT

BHOHVEN ST T 4 R LT,



,,///\\‘\\ \ }7:)\\;\\ R ERT S
Container

Container lid

Fig. 2 77 v NARBOWI L HH,

a) 772 MAEBMOME. 772 b ATER 150mm, HEX 80mm O EE O
FHT3ImL DY V% 5 RIHFEETHD. b) 77 P AFEHRDTE.
2.4 IKBEEFT VT 7 b LOERL L fRFRERHE

JEATHFZE * O AR ORMIZ 1T DR 2 2512, KAEER L= VT 7
YA (KEEZ V7 7 ba) Z2BRL7Z. 0.017Tmmol/L O KU =0 A&
SEADKEHRIZ KT LT, 22wt% DM kT U 7 A, 0.5wt% DFEXR, 0.498v/v%

D

e}

K[eRELTURAES VT 7 P AOFEY E L, 30ml OEFERICE AL
7o, ZOB, WRICHERDAT 72 b LAOERFIED & 5 (CFEED Z #i# L T2

KREae¥ 2o E (Fig. 3) . BANCEREMZATZH0 R =0 AR %= N

7



bl S 7t LT MY U AEIATS. WRIZZ OFWIROIBEN 50°CIZ A
DFETHE L. W T30 RICER L2 2 KD 30mL & U D9 b 1 RIS
ZOWIREFB LTz, PR 30mL DY U TR A L CERE LT Il
U UUITIE, 0.16mL OZEREFE L2, &% Inl ¥ U > Hlo = 5iEke s
fAZ, 30mL U T Inl U U UMNBELERSIL, 1nl U PO =T
EZPA U7, 2AK0 30mL U PR L TR E EXEZRA L. 20
FNEIZ & o TRR EERIT = HIE RO CNEZ BB T 5720, H—ITRE S
b, BBARZ 7 b AERFFCIE, 2 K0 30mL >V > Y ORI Z R BENIT

H0% L EIEHA, ZOREGHEAEL 30 [E#k DR L7k, 1 RFHEGEEES L7,

ZOES, EREGH LRVWRIRITEATH 50, EXeniBisEs L ald s

DT, ZOWY HFIZLTNHLLGEIE, SHICMELRAEZMVIERLEZ. Lk
DEINCLTISHEOY T Bk L, ZhbOfRMEHZAE L. 2Ok

DERIT 23.9~25. 1COFHTH > 7-.



1-mL syringe

e Ar ] ﬁ

T-shaped stopcock ]

= Phantom solution I ]
- !

v
30-mL syringe

/

Fig. 3 VU U IIREEORAN.
Ty NARIKRERETHT-HO30mL vV Y2 ARKE, BRETEATLHIZOHD
ImL >V > 1 K% 3 HiEE 2 @I L TER L. 77> h AR E 2250

—HIERROROCNE Z il D RIS IS S D,

TAEORIE 1T fafnEEE 2 L7z 2%, B I12DWCILTE % 7. 5ms,
FOV % 180mm, AT A A% 1, A T4 A)E% Tmm, (T 23— N¥% 115,
B a— R 144, {530 FiE#% 435. 9Hz/pixel IZREL, 20 F¥

VXIVEREERH A VEFEA L. T, ERBIEREO TR 1%, 120, 200, 300, 400,



500, 600, 700, 800, 900, 1,000, 1,500, 2,000, 4,000, 6,000, 8,000,

10, 000, 12,500, 15,000, 20,000, 30,000 ms ® 20 s & L7z,

T, EORIEICIE, vV TFTa—EHA Yy T a—EaER L. Beiitic

DWW, TR % 20, 000ms, FOV % 180mm, AT A A% 1, AT A AE % Tmm,

NMAHT Y a— R4 115, Bk a— N % 144, ZIE/N0 Fig%

1, 771. 3Hz/pixel IZTRRE L, 20ch ~y FaA vz Uiz, TAERIER O TE I3,

15~240ms OFPH T 15ms L&D 16 A2 L7,

THMERIEIZIE, /L F=a—EE GRE EE2EH L. feestkiconTil,

TR % 20, 000ms, FOV % 180mm, AT A A¥ % 1 K, AT A AJE% 2. 5mm, H7AH

T a— REE R a— A 224, SZ{EN0 RiE A 1, 273. 9Hz/pixel |2

RIEL, 20 Fv o RNVEHEBHa A VEAER L. TL,MERIERED TE 1%, 2.4~

38. 4ms OFIPH T 2. 4ms Z| D 16 EIZ L=,

HIE SIS OFEFEFR O 5H 1%, Excel 2016 Solver (Microsoft, Redmond,

WA, USA) ZAEHI L, fe/h SRIEOHBIZEP THRE L.

Ef, K77 b AOBRMEEGE R L, KON MIREE TR L. 3

FHIE S 2om T, U o PHULES, MmO ak 3 &6 AT 28R L7z,

N

2.5 JENZTEAEFHREZIRORIE

10



K7 72 AOWEEILIC & B R FRELLRERE L. (7 5RELILF

OREIE, EBEREERA RN E 2 0FH L7z GRE-EPT IEAMH L7z, #&i&

AT OV TIE, TR %2 3,000ms, FOV % 200mm, AT A A¥E 1, A7 AE %

S3mm, [AHT Y 22— R L B 2— N¥% 112, PI % 1.5, TE % 20ms,

/N RiE% 0.18Hz/pixel [ZRXE L, 20 F v » R/VEGHHAa A v &=HH L

T 156 [EHRBZM VIR LI (XA Iy7) . ZONFRIE, FFMET TS [\O

SAF Iy s R, VEOFAF Iy 7 FIMEEST S, 5EO 5153

v 7 MEZRFET S, £20%, 1 BOXAF Iy 7 TRELZTETIE, 20

—HOmEE 1 By bEL, 13 By FEEVIR L. 13 By FOIIER 0,

0.5, 1.0 mL TIT\, =D 0.2mL %A T 3.0mL F TS HE- (Fig. 4) .

IERFDOEINGA ¥ =7 ZOFRELEM LI, £ 1 DOKEE7 7>k

JITHE LT 40 HOMEE A % 4 ATV, L & 2 7 B[ B LR E

BHLE. F77, 14 BAOERT 57> N AIZHOWTRE—EMET 20 BlOAFX v

AT, YUV OREZEE 7 T AT UF U ABRETHRE L. T

DIEFHIEMTICIE SPSS (/X— 3 > 25,0, IBM £, Armonk, NY) ZfEf L, #&t

B EMEIE P<0.05 & L7-.

11



~
(93
w
-

Rest

Task

Rest Task Rest
) PN Y 22|52
e B o] e SR
SHEEE EEEEE
gl 8|88 & HEIEEE
HEHEEE &l &8l &1 &l
AJ
]
t3.0mL

Fig. 4 155 58EZ(LME DFIX.
Ho7 vy 7 3MER L (ZEREEEE) , JKeEO7 vy 7 3NEHR (¥ 27

AR 2T, o707 ay 2 3INEE TR ES %257,

JEJ173 96.5kPa T—EDHE, Ripd AT A AMOE FHREZEIRDOITS D
EEFRDID, BHATA AMOWEZEZFE Liz. ZOFED 7D Ok
L, A7 A4 A %% 15 BUTEE L UsMEE—IZ L.

7o, MERH LA TEMRE TICET 2R A2 HE L7z, ZofETIE
TRRFH 72215 S A LA HfE L9 < 975728, TR % 3,000ms 7> 5 1, 000ms (& BT
L7c. MJEIE 96.5kPa T—E & L, 30 MDX A F Iy 7 Ho 11 [|HE THE%

BHIGE L7, 1 BH7-0 omEEZEIIZ 0.2, 0.4, 1.0 nlL/s, T72bb, FNF

10, 5, 2RRBICIMEEZK T T2 X HITHELT-.

2.6 JENZ X AEFREZLDRKITH

12



JETNC KX DA 558 E DAL DIRR 2T~ D728, MERFO T, 8, T, T."H
DIELE 7o b UoBEZRIE L. ZOFOEE, 0, 6.9, 96.5, 151.7 kPa
& U7, SRR OBIESRMIE, 2.4 @i CR 7KL EARLE U, KR4 FiE
FTHEOICETOBEIEZMZ 2. BARRNIZIE, T, EORE TIL, 15,000ms LAk
O TR ORERAEEW L, MAH=Y 22— M 76, JEEET > 22— % 96 (2
Fiff L7z, TAEOWEX, M= 22— RE% 89, AMEk—y a— R%E 112
(ZEFEL, TR & 10,000ms & L7z, TMEOWEL, A= =— M & FAEEK
Tra— REE 192 IZEFE L, TR % 10,000ms ([ZF%E L7z, 71 b EEOH]
BV, T ERIEOEIE R SR RMEE R L L, JEFEICTE LRIE T 7 ¢
VA 100% & LCEIGEET L.

Z ORI 22 FIECIN 2T, BB O [IBR O AL & R 3 B s i 4

Z, 0, 6.9, 48.3, 96.5, 124.1, 151.7 kPa DFENITBWTEIE L Tl L

2.7 RHIZEMHER
B BN 2RI 5720, KREES VT 72 haD T, 1, T,1E, T.ME%
1, 7, 15, 29, 45, 58, 75, 92 HZLICHIE L7=. Z OHIEEFIEFRIZx L TH)

WA 100% & L, ZBfefREzHH L.

13



EHIT 1, 3, 7, 14, 21, 28, 35, 43, 51, 59, 65 HEZICEAHMLIE 3D-T, 8
G RE L, <yatA X2z Lz, 2O, TE © 2.8ms, TR %
9.6ms, FOV % 150mm, A7 A A%c%& 0.5mm, fLAHT> 22— REE @M= =
— F¥& 320, ZA5/3 RiE% 433. 6Hz/pixel IZEXE L, 20 F+ > R/VEHE A

aA)VEMH L.

14



3. MR

TERL L7z I EDIKAES VT 7 v b AD T HHE, T.ME, T,MEOVEIfE% Table
LISRd. TEE TMESEATHIE * O ANROM & TVMETH > 7223, T EITKR
S Ao TV.

77 v b ANOKIS A AR LT BAEE R & Fig. 51, Aath A X
[THAK T 0.069mm, Fx/v2S 0.208mm TH Y, P XX 0. 130mm TH - 7.
o, RIAIXT 7 2 b LD & S C A E I A LT,

AT ZOENT L DEFHREDELHEE Fig. 6 1277, 150. TkPa D
JEJICIRESIREDZEALHEIT 13.51% TH Y, AMOIKND tMRI (231 D15 5
A DO#PH 2 HEE Lz, £z, EHOLEFITHEWNELEITIFRICHEM L.
ZORE RO L ERTEERE (v= 0.000008x° - 0.000771x* + 0.034222x -
0.026054) 75, 1%, 3%, b%DEFMEL(LEZHETE HENIE, ThT
AL 60.7, 93.8, 109.6 kPa Th-o7z. T HODEN % IEMICHELT 52 &IEA
AR T o772, WEERIRY ITWES (62,1, 96.5, 110.3 kPa) (ZF%E L T
BIE LTG5 A% Fig. TIZ7”T. BIEETHD 1%, 3%, 5%DEH
BRIEZLSRICK LT, R L EREIZZENZETI 1.08%, 3.08%, 4.98% &1
F—E L7

14 HOY > FIVDEBRIELENRIZONT T T AT « T4 ) ZALEERESL

15



1To720, ABEEIIRD N -7= (P>0.05, Fig. 8) .

96. 5kPa DJENIZEIT HE FIRELLRIL, A T4 A TIRIEF—HK L TW\Wiz

(Fig. 9) . ZORFOEYE FIREZR(LHRIL, 3.17+0.14 TH o 7=,

AV 27 ZICEDMERHE L, (B EEDOBIRN G 5E T £ TIZE S 2 KA

DR Z Fig. 10 (T3, MERFRHZ 18, 55, 10 BOLaE, F5EILN5%E

TT 5 E TICES DRI, MERRK EIZZEFCTh o7z,

IENEFRGRIC G 2 2% Fig. 11 12733, 7Fu Mo, T, T,

WCRE RIS 0o 7208, TMEIIINEIZE - T 52ms 536 85ms (ZHEHN

L.

£ & Riat A A& ai i L U= B SE i 2 Fig. 12 (ZoRd. @EifgH

PIRDLVNEHEES) FTIL 0. 13mm 72572723, 151, TkPa O FE ST 0. 08mm 12234k

L.

EWIEMHRBROFE R A Fig. 13 © FEIZRT. £ 60 HEIX 5%, FOELHR

THER L7223, 60 HtfRICIE T MH, TofE, TMEASFIHIMEICR LT 5%l EAE

fbL7z. 7o, ThENOEMEFFIIRFF ORE & & b IZHINT 28 m Th -

7=. Fig. 13 O TEILEMEBE 3D-T, i@l EBR OIERIKTH SH. 21 HE Tidwk

NEZTELTEBE TH -T2, 0%, IELZKIENIEE 527,

16



Table 1 SCHAME ™ & IKAE VT 7 > b LD ThE,

TofE, To™E

Gray matter gel

Literature
phantom
T: value (ms) 1,395 + 227 1,388.87 £ 67.85
T2 value (ms) 63 + 10 218.69 + 5.85
Ty* value (ms) 51+9 52.50 + 2.97

17



Fig. 5 77 v N ANOK LA O BEISEE Ei 4.

al JEEEAIETWARWEET 7 > b AR, br U PR ¢ U

IUHRES. dr U Y R ERED.

18



y = 0.000008 x> - 0.000771 x>+ 0.034222 x - 0.026054
R2 = (.998220 [

[SY
=)
I
._“1.

ci g
& []
5
ﬁ k4
= 5 r
Eﬂ ,*
; o
8 @e... N X
s 0 @l o ' '
o I_'
50 100 -

Pressure (kPa)
Fig. 6 /2L 15 SRR LR DR,

HER AR 5 DAL=, BUIE ) 2777, fitkt & O IR R A Z R T
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62.1 kPa
pressure

96.5 kPa
pressure

110.3 kPa
pressure
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=1
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O (S N S
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Dynamic number
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s S
w 3]
~
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(=]

Percent signal
©
-]

=1

920

920

920

Fig. 7 fERLL7=7 7 > R AIZBWT 1%, 3%, 5%DIE 5 MESLREZHH L

TG B

77 71 BN BIEIC 1%, 3%, 5%DE SHREZRITHY L, ZEIRTERIT

%2 D fMRI EMTHED t—test ~ v &R~ 7.
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30
25 P> 0.05
e
S
~ 20
gl) °
& 15 o
-ﬂlg -
&
= 10
=
o |
2 5 " l \
E‘x xeX||X| x || x || x || x x
o |
50 T I I T I
=
5
-10
v v wvn v v v v o wvn v v v wvn wvn o wn
22 2 B2 BB OREOE B OE B B M B
E 8 B B B B B B B B E BE B E
=T 2T 222222 EEEREEE
o o © © o o o o o o o 6 0o O
B S PSR N7 | B WS - - T R
S = N W s

Fig. 8 R—ENICRE LTz 14D 7 7 > b LOIE FIREZE(LR.
eI L3 B E A LR, MY T TH D BOTRO B & Pl
KAE & e/ ME, R EBE 3 W, TR, 5 1 Woahide, HFIE S

o, TAZY AT IISNEEZ T,
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Percent signal change (%)
w

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Slice number

Fig. 9 96.5kPa DJEJ FIZRBIT HEFREELR L X T A A& & O BER%.

22



Start pressurization
I

Percent signal change (%)
()

-1

-A-5's
Q’X_,x - 2s
1 Xl I O ey ey Sy I T |
15 20 25 30 3

Dynamic number
Fig. 10 JNERFH &A5 522058 T RFE O BIFR.

HER MG 5 DAL, BI S A T X v 7 FG5ERT.
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15 SI incease o 100 PD value T, value
2000
S10 _ 75 J@eeeeerereceeeees I YRDTSTPPR () ,g
E’ 2 - E 1500 q@--cverereerenes @-reveceet ()
Near Ay @
s @ a E
S | e a ~ s b £ 1000 C
5 0 - L ; o
100 200 ° 500

& 0 100 200 0 100 200

o pressure (kPa) pressure (kPa) pressure (kPa)

300 T, value 90 T,* value
= 2 80
E 150 <170 P
R < - T @ ceevenee @ E 60 et o
- S Attt
» 200 -~ 50
~ *
= d =40 ¢

150 J 30 :

0 200 0 200

100 100
pressure (kPa) pressure (kPa)

Fig. 11 JEJ)OZEAGIZKET D KA FnRrf] 021k
a: 85 EL(LE (SI: signal intensity) . b: 7'm kU ZEEZ{L= (PD:
proton density) . C: T,(fEDZ4k. d: T,fEDOZEAk. e T,MHDOZEAL. K7 77

DRI (5 R AR o AR RGR &, B E S R
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Fig. 12 JE/) EHITHE S KI8T A A28 A& F L 7= BAfS SR i {4

a: £/ 0kPa. b: EJJ 6.9kPa. c: £/ 55.2kPa. d: £/ 96.5kPa. e: [+

77 124. 1kPa. f: £/ 151. TkPa.
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140 140 ~ 140
g T, value g ) T, value g T,* value
£120 ¢ 2120 | 2120 |
- - 110 L -
@ & )
2100 ¢ 2100 po-0—0—0—0—° £100 ¢
o « <
S S 90 r S
g 80 g 80 g
= -] = 80
E a ERL b 5 ¢
iy 60 L i - 60 a 4 l:N 60 f )
0 50 100 0 50 100 0 50 100

Number of days elapsed (day)

Ay

er of days elapsed (day)
SO

(day)

Fig. 13 FEHIZMRER DR

BB R AR OB R A L 2R T, MEE XA R AR O 28R, BRI AER A

D ORI H AR, FERITRSRYITHAS L725ia D 3D-T, FRaH g 4 7~ 7 .
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4. %

ABFFEIE, fMRT ORGSO FEL, BB OMEE, 6 L Ok FZ2EO MK

plih

SEOIEEREME L, IMRI IO 7 7 > FABRICHT- 7. AR L-IKAY

V7 7 AR T E, TESANROMOIKAE & FHMT, 77 b AWICOE
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