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i3 Spin-echo EPTHL L% (Sensitivity encoding %
) 12T, bffi= 100s/mm* (TR/TE/NEX = 6,000/
365/4). b =500s/mm’ (7] = 6.000/53.8/8), biili
= 1,000s/mm* ( [l = 6500/647/8). bifi = 1500s/
mm’ ([F=8000/72.4/8) % #iff, FOV = 350mm, Slice
thickness = bmm, Flip angle = 90°, echo train length
= 1, Bandwidth = 1953.12Hz. Matrix =128 x 128,
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MRS E IE, OWES X mh i 5L @ signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR). @9¥HZE & IEH LR & @ contrast-to-
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% Sloy = S50 4, IERFLIR) @ signal intensity.
o = background {55l O HEEHE (R

940
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FZE SNR T 1%, bA#E 100, 500, 1.000. 1500s/
mm* DNEIZ, 129 =520, 101 =580, 57.8 =376, 474
= 348, IEFFUMIENNC, 118 = 443, 724 = 363, 280
+ 180, 134133 TH N, wTFhibfio LH & L
LCET L7z CNR S REEDIET, 12.3 = 16,
285 +325, 302 =241, 340=265%., bfi > L &
EEpilhsA L7 (1), CNRFISMIZbAE1,500s/
mm® 25 b <, 100s/mm’ O M IR0 E I
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A BRI D o7z (p<0.05),

HLFED T, RO CNR 4 IE b 100, 500,
1,000, 1,500s/mm* @ {12, 17.3 = 242, 440 = 404,
47.0 £ 264,482 = 325T&H D NIDCH X I’'NIDC &
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%1 bfE100~1,500CBIFDFEE. EBARDESE. signal-to-naise
ratio (SNR) ® & U contrast-to-noise raito (CNR) OFHEE

b=1,000  b=1,500
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s2bfe (p<0.05).
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