


6 N
W e A mEmoEEmRGE

FER O R AT R T 1 N IER O S B INC B1F A MRI OEMYEIZME. L TWwWb, L L, ik
W BE DI AER TR TH Y, AERINE 2HRE T LEBEICEHIC MRI 217 RE T34, WM
READ AT L7108 B OMATI O 7201247 ) ODIFERITH B0 F 7oA TIIERENIRTE, REiEE
DOMFEDL AT, EATHGHICIZE Y CT AT 200N TH L. —F, EEHEE I S RMRER
DB DT=DIATONIBEWER CT ICL VIR EIN S Z ENL VDS, ZNOD—ED 5 %7 L7
& (FQL0 2H8), Z0&EBZHIIIIHMZ R THEBL 723 WiiEE2 A3 5 MRI 24353 %, 5 MR 2R3
BEAICIE, ARG O 72 ORI EARGERH] (7F VARSIV RALY, 7R850 ofhodE
‘rENDY,

I ABHEBOZ W DAL FSE T T2 MFifETH Y, SSFSE X HASTE, SSFP &\ 7z mdiik{fidh T
X2 M ANPEALT HDOT, AAHTRETHR. —7J7, motion artifact OFPHIATE LaiEE 2 A 0618 - I
BOWGTIE, ThOPEEREE L R2T,

T2 2> MF A b 3D Ff§ihid, HBRIALERINZ AR TE L2805, TEMAE - S L C®’E A
Wi 2 B2 TELHODY, Mk b7 A ME 2D FSE I2X 5 T2 MFGICHETRES VT 5, &
> T, FEHEZERBERBOMRIRATITHHICH]Z 528, FESIEOBMMKRE, NIEEOMEREZ
&, BHEFSOISEICE b BT, BIRTIIMHITRETR WV,

p.366 DTS EBY, FHABHEY - S5 OMEHBZWNIC BT 2 EERFR GO A VIR LT
Who E72, PNBEEOBEOENY . TEHEE AEOEN Y IZBW T ARESEN R TRO—D 25
TWwbo L7zdioT, A%l Ed 1 LI TORHGRRGOBINILIATH 5o

AR, 3T FEMMABRI THIAMEH SN TS, TOMWHE L, 15T HEEIRSNRICESLZ &0 5, LD
W T A REOBEEDHE THM BRSNS SO0, T2 METOMMEIT > MF A ME 15T HED
FiIDBIFTH A7, 44, I ARHEE TIZT = O zonal anatomy Z WIS 25 Z EHETH - 72,
LAL, EEFFEICBNTH 15T HEEFO AV Y M A MYELNY, 3T HED 15T BiE L 729k
1k, BB X o TEBME S G SN Tw b, 27210, Gz IA< 4L 3T Rl Tl —t%
BHIZLKRDHZ RS, BERTE - JIHNEE CTld 3T HEOMHIZEID Sk v,

& i
0 FEREE

FEMNENE T MRI 2SRPHET IS AW O NS, HiREIRRKOFHRTT, £OZWIlI T2 i
A, PLHOEFG, WMEOBEEIR, ¥4Iy e B TUEMAGESHV N, EFEOKE TlE
PEEGRIIE O A MDA STV BY, 20k, HIBIREOWE S % IS 2720, FE oK - i
WCEE L FRHTAF Y v §52EDHETH LY, £/, GRBHERIED 20 S5 U T & 2 0 L T5
Zfeihe Lz KR PR SN 72 OM RIS HIIEECTH 525, 2 THIEFRREOH A HE &
nhTwnz'?,

MA@ Y, $EELHEEEOZWNILEE CT IS, TEHEREED L M RIFER (A
WD), et - RS (VA D, SN OEENERE (VB 1) OBBicidasE e T1 safiigss 4
HTH Y, SEAOTKG2T) %513, HEREOBMREELY ¥4 F Iy 7GR BT ENET L,
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O FEARBRRORENIREE (R1. B1)

MR Y, RIFIZ BT T EHNEFEOHERIRA L LToO MRI OFE 72 5% HNIRATEREOFITH Y,
FHEORME - WINPT T2 waifg, T1 S, RHeEaRg, 5453y 75t 50 BIGH T1 56
TR E B AMAEDLETHRETIUEZER D 5, LAL, TEHNEREOZ AR R 7 OE 5 LI BN S
IAMITH LI L2 n, FRCHEFEHTIZEEY CT 2 A LSS WHEMED B SN, ZOWEIIRY ¥/ ik
OFHUi AT B 720, KNS EERBE R Z B4 7 Y a b 0igs, 25T, FEORK, i
VS PAT 2 AR - BERTIHI O BIREZATH T 813, I AFHRAN RS L T2 W BB BUR R 1213 LI LI
L, INZMET2EBHOY =7 2%8MT505F 7 a e LTH Y ESL, FOVIZ—MNIZIE 25
~30cm, AT A RJEiX 15T i T 4~5mm, 3T & T 3~4mm, A74 AMF v v 7 10~20%REIL T
Ly,

#F1 FEABES—T>AH (1.5/3T %&, phased array coil)

. 254 ZE (mm)
WRIKE/ BiE =R RIREEEHE g
1.5T 3T
T2 3438/ RM | FSE i ]
= F=/E REBREM AT
T1 B85/ RN SE
T2 @38 /&R FSE F=/ftE# 4t 34 FEHREICEE ((FER5EEH)
SEHEERE LN DIIGA
YA &SR /BT KIRM & HE2R
or s | E O FSE b E=800~1,500 s/mm’ E
.y ADC map {ER 131478 A
WIR #
ALF3IyY i EUEEREI RO N B15E 1
B /AR T1-, T2 3838 SRR % HE3E
or FIRKR & REEE BERSMAREE 30 FOLIT, RIE2 D8 T
2D or 3D
SRR ) 2~5 | 1.5~4 -
T1 2838/ KM GRE RERRE# - 1T
SR B s st
T1 2438/ KM FERENICEE (fF3R5Esmh)
SSFSE L
N ’ ERETFEORS, REEZRET D0
B0 survey BifR S';ASTF' | =RE e T2 2> h5 X O survey BHE % &1
FP % &
spqmewg | 11 SEEE/AERT SE F=/ftEzs | 4~5 3~4 FEHREICEE ((FER5EEH)
B7=HD HEA FE/E
AT 32| /KM or KRBT |EPIOrFSE| ®HL< I 4~5 | 3~4 DBETHED 5D > = HEDEH
or TIRER F=/tEzE
SR BERRIN A 2D or 3D FE/I2/ - _
T1338/RKW | GRE tEe | 275 | 154 SREN
T2 @58 /&R
or AR KT EIE Eacy
CTHEEE | 1y susm 4 ety
DH/ED it SE BRELT 5~6 8 EE (R OB U < (TR
7= or TIRER
FTT7a>
HLENRE SR /BT Eauolid
or RARKT 2Pl ey IFElE % 13288
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d
1 FEREE (AH)
A T2 (RREME), B: T2 %A (BIREME), C: HLE&sE (EREME), D : T2 s&sH/ILa0GaHmE
B (RBIREME), E: 4173 v 7ERG& (BREE, E280), F: 81453y 7:&E8G (BREE, &
BB e0W), G: &I T1 &G (BRE)
RIERE % F55% 9 2 SV EMERESE 13 T2 585815 T junctional zone %#3E5# L& ¥ (=), FLHEREEE D,
DHEFIE T2 3R/ IR AR AEIRC 41 7 3 v 7 EFRIE T HREBICEHME T % 3,

[
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A FE58E

FENBE L FEE, FESEICBT 5 MR OKENZRFTEREB XL OEGEOHEICH 5, LA LLILT
BRI ORI & 7 513 & NG - JERERE & O INR BRI T DI, UINEERE (TA 1)
DUF TSI MRI OIS I3 WY, LarL, Mils L MEZ oM EOR—, #HE - avExa¥—7T
FEEAH S A TRV, i - BIEE S CHINAOEE LN L 56, THRARGHMERZ & T,
MRI Z BTG HTRETH L, 72, HHOLRHBENRIEREIIBNT, PHRART, KHFTELWHER
FEORERHRZE L HENT0 A5 FRSEEIRBIERE TRy bEIL - P AV Z I R5 =Rl LoEIICBV
TO—EDAZ ) ==V IR CE, MRIOHEHIHESINDLEEZ D,

O FEREORENRGE (2. M2)

RN % 2 3 TENERICHET 5, BEFIINBEIRICB YT EELFHRINT THEA, [T 5 SEIL
PABIF ] 4 RTIZIB, TTA WHCBRY, RESHETHABICE TN TD 2D, IEHRHEIRD S
N5 B4R OHMITHIHFINC B 5 IB B G2 R A R S OMIG P g & IS L Tn b, —
F, SRICBW T T2 g oA, b L AT NICIBOEFR L N Z 5 2 & TRETHSEICE L T
DHEBRAITAHEZEZONTEN?, EEREOH LI SN TEST, RYOREEICBT 250
R R OBRICB VT, ¥4 F 3y 7O NS EHE SN CWAREICE 5.

H FEHERE

T ERIBRED SN S MRL 2SR /2, Sz fdE e UCiE, ki (CGEICHIE & BRE O
A BEMOERN), HEOBAIIE, KE S, FERMLONE, TEEIRERN (uterine arterial embo-
lization : UAE) (23513 2805 7 & ES0HHE W AT SN b0 BRBIS CIIMIE & WIE D8 )~ i
HEA, FQIICREHOMY, SRR RIdE W ET Y A3 B6 M Th v,

O FEMBREIRDONDHE DIZENIREE (5 3)

HIR MY, FHIEIC BV TIIIRIE & OfRl, KX E, JJIE, MBOEHREORRICEZTHY, T2 il 2
BHWIROREARL %250 HIRD L HIZT Y M T A MFREICIEHIFI DD 2 25, FelftziCHHZ IR TFEN ﬁ
SR I PHARRE & ORI Z BIZE T X 5 3D T2 MilBIA M TH A", T2, TEF Y AIHHTRVEIRWVA,
filid & AR & DN BT T2 MR TOE 5 IRE, JHEIBmz, 4+ 3 v 7 #8281 5 50—
WYY, MIMEAOFENER SN TEY™Y, WIEOTE BN TIIESREI RSN 5,

O FEFW - RRERARIRDNZBED MRI DiR&EE

AL TIIRATE R ED I 25— &K Millerian duct anomaly : MDA) A%<, TEHORE
FHMiD720, 4mm AT A4 AELUF T T2 iigifg (KW - il d L <& 3D #f§) 2% TH 5, MDA IZ
B Z AT A2 DY, BRHEO THHIIIINEZ SO EDNWET, FOEMEE LTOFEN
RERG A D728 T1 iRk R RIS - L) L EXITHETH S, T2 MFHEREr g LEHE <
TOTHEREDE (—HEERAZ V) ZHFFHCRETRETH S, NE - BHEITIEIMESLIE oA
HET, 5 - - BEOBISIIMZ, HROMBELIMb S, ZAUIZIRI#IE T2 i< STIR [2MZ T
PERORFREAE T, ERRBEOFEMEOEWEERE 5 ED 5, TEINRICREDI WA IR
TR FIEARPEO W REE A F R L TN IMRASISIN 2 IV 380 MRI % #hed %o SERHEREIE IR S 0
EILERB CORITDOILREIZRHET 5.

H fEHRRE

g LR ORI BT MRIICR D SN A% 8L, HEREEEZW, EZW, HWHZHo 3>2THY
(®3), Z207-00BEENIRIFEEZR 41TRT, PRSI LIELIEEX LT 522855, FOVRATA A
[E/ 254 A% 7 LF T TVICHRET L C, ERESRZRGHEICE0 2 08X D 5. T 74485 EE
D9 B b FE O RO BB SRR TN T, BERICBRA TR EENERE 2 R LT b 2 Eh %L, ik
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*:2 FEGES—4F A (1.5/3T &&, phased array coil)

. 254 ZE (mm)
WEE/ME | V- X | BEEE wz
1.5T 3T
T2 W/ &AM | FSE _
- T/ e R
T1 %I/ %KME | SE
] FE/ o o
T2 BRER/ AT FSE . EHEMICES (hHE)
WA Rl 4~5 | 3~4 =
FERBOEERNEARIEDNBEE
SRGATA/AR | o | T1- T2 VST IRE % HE 3
or KIKKR & EIEEH b {8=800~1,500 s/mm?
ADC map &Rk 131478
SSFSE _ .
. : FRATEOEN, Gt RET 325
B0 survey IR sgﬁng?’ | =R =1 T2 2> F5 X hO survey BifE % 1T
s E
= : FE/ ~ ~ e - HRES
T1 SRR/ A&HT SE B 4~5 3~4 HERREHICEE ((FIp%EE)
BB ER/AR T/
or FARKT EPI or FSE HLLIF 4~5 3~4 PYIBETHRS G- ABOEN
or TEARKT FE/fEE
FEEEE | MR Urography 2D B 5 EERE 30~40
DI (AR (AT
.= - . R :
B ﬁ;ﬁéﬁ”"—"f‘“ Fu/ B/ B R T SR % e
BRI AREE 30 LI, BIE2 H%%E T
SR AR _ o0~5 | 15~4 o mer e
T1 B85R/ S IR BF QDG?:;E:gD FE/E fEBRE - FAT
SR AR FE/ e e
o e s EEHICES (hEE)
SRR FE/R/ B B
T1 3430/ TN wEz | 275 | 154 SRBE
T2 B3R/ A
or FEARER FSE
CT &8 E—— 2B8
opan | TEREE | o £ 118 5~6 PRHICEE GEROMETS U < TRE)
+7var = BPFIELT
S A BR TR/ AT
S EPI or FSE
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=3 FEBRBREI—TAF (1.5/3T %&, phased array coil)

. 254 ZE (mm)
g/ WiE Sz BgEE &
1.5T 3T
T2 W38/ KRR FSE
T SRR/ IR SE Fa/E HBEMIZFR
BRS04 SPIR, SPAIR
Uy T1 5838/%IKEr | Dixon, CHESS 4~5 3~4
T2 43R/ AEHT FSE FE/MER AR EE ()
YL AL E R / A T EPI or ESE T1-, T2 53R b {8=800~1,500 s/mm?
or KK & R ADC map {Emk (378
- SSFSE Eﬁt%ﬁ?fﬁgﬁﬂ%ﬁi
D7=HD | BN survey Eifg HASTE, £E% ~10 =
NS SSFP 4 ¥ T2 t~7Z\l~0) survey E1f§
%38
T1 3858/44HT SE FE/MHEBR | 4~5 | 3~4 TRERESH (T EE ((FEpiaE)
o | AT R FE/kE/ B AREE 15~20 7
REESTE/ | /4&MR or SRR HER BE2HH%ET
UAE & rs¥ S —"
TEDF=HD PEEZ] = —~ ~ & =
e | Tt s R 2D or 3D GRE FE/2 2~5 | 1.5~4 IR FAT
BB R - B} _
T1 tam/ et FE/MBR RERESICEE (ERiTE)
REEREE ; . .
iy 3D T2 53R/ Cube, VISTA, e " F=£15% isotropic THRIE L,
BOLOD | x| seace me | TH/E 06~12 T2 SRR & AR & 0

#

T 5 &) IR % & o 7w BB OB RN AR TSGR CT IS TITbL s 2 &AL\, i Al S O
Bl LIZBW T, EHILEERRITEOM SIS L, BIENSERZFMTLZ L HEETH 5,
O ESFREDPRONDIGE DIRENIREE (F4)

FRANER ORI LR A OTLRE, 5500, ILHHIRR A RO E 2 A S b Tfrbhd, T2
SR 5 R D PR S O FEA 1O R BRI B & OB AR OIIRICEE TH Y, FSE HETHIET 5. T1
R G X ORI T1 g B oI HTH Y, BRORBIILETH 7,

=, VLREOIENOAEIZOWTIE GRE 0 in phase & opposed phase DIIEHERITH Y, BT HZ LA
F L, JEMS O LEROENICIE, ZOMBIMICrrboT, 5453y 2 EETOEE s — 00
LILERIRECO ADCEDSSERINTEY, —FOBIs CEEIERE O A TEO % WINRENBENE 20, BEfER
WD WHENETEZ: L) 2B X, ZIZNEEL-TWS, ZOB, ¥ 453 v 7 h— 7O ENEHE, ADC
map DIE D W RERIRD AT S LD FE L,
A BAREHESETHSEOHD CT HigE

CT 3= - WIS TIRY v 3 iilsds, s 0B, /I /I8 CIES o E, 1) /38§
ks, &, EREEEEOBZMICHHTH %,

PeARHiPIL, BRI SHME TR E TE 3545, #47T LR BN E O R WHEET, Wi~ o
WRETE D B B WA IR D D %, RINEILERZH 2T 2 L, HILE L EBORZEOEN IS & 7
bo WG, HE EEHITEAR 60~100 120 1 AR T 5 2 LA TH 5. FHICIIEL/INE/ERE
i (BRSNS CIRIRFEIRZ DTN 2 IEFEICIIR T2 C LIZIEFICEETH Y, @H OB LD
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H 3 AINEARENERS JOLRERAERESIE

A T25&5M&, B : T15&5R&, C: IER5HI&IGHE T1 38581&, D : GE & T1 #58{& (inphase), E: GE & T1 5858& (op-
posed phase), F : BERE&IGF &S T1 &A%, G ST 57> a L EkR

HEREOEMMEEEOAL (—) (IRETR %380, HEIO T1 3G IC TEES £ 2T 28BS ISHMEIGA T1 3458
ICTESET.2RDT, HOMEOABTMEEZ SN 3, IOBEEIE T2 @RS TPREES (shading) 2L, REEEM
ERHIPREIND, EFINIEHEOEEIESESORBTMICL N I X7 SN TEHARYE - D, YT bS5 3 E&ICT
ERINIREBEIDBO LV, ZIEOEBMERE () I T1 BRGICTSES 22T 38 P IEHIFIGHE T1 &A%IC
TESET2BY, B+ RRERMSHELZH S N5, opposed phase NDEHE T &, in phase Eif& & Lt U TR
PRET ZEEBOESETHEREL Y, BHOADERKICOVWTESESDEETH S,

MPR 1 & 2RI, JoRMHEDSBREOMIMICEN S L STV A7, WH O 5mm 2T 4 ZEDW{§IZ
iz, MPR BIEHIERTEL LHICHNATA AL LI L R D,

ARI T3l AFHEMEIES X “F-FDG PET ORBUEIKE L 2o TBY, U o3 - mbgimiic sy
b, TOECBWREAEE SN TWAAY, BISEMEE LT [MbokAr, WESWic X 0wz, &% - &
BOBMATEETELRVEBZEIHNT L] PMESN TS, —F, CQI6 TLEKLTWAEEBD, Weko
A RTA 2 TIE N AT FEBITIRRAMAS *F-FDG PET/CT Z#IRFTRETHHELTHEHDY
%\, AFTIE PET/MRIIZWE, PET/CT 37 7t AD LR SICHIHEIKE L, TRHORNA,S, B
RTREINF = VATIREMAEL IR DB,
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ERARREORENREE

#z 4 (HEREE—T > AB (1.5/3T %&, phased array coil)

. 254 22 (mm)
HRiGi%/ WiE Y= IRiGEEE i
1.5T 3T
. 251 ZE/RKE, FOV I
T2 5@/ R IRHT FSE B -
T1 S&5R/AE0T GRE in/opposed phase N7 #* 1%
RRHHIA) SPIR, SPAIR _ _
T1 3458/A4HT BE 4~8 | 3~6
T2 5&5R /AE kT FSE
B RER /AN b f8=800~1,500 s/mm?
hIE EPI or FSE s
or & IRKT BE Sk ADC map &Rk 131478
S4F3 9 TER - BERI5AREE 30 LI,
/K& or RIRKT . RIE22%FT
b= 2D or 3D GRE 2~8 1.5~6
T1 5&5R/ & IRKT
ERZ AR RN
T1 5&3R /A8 R
RERFERE | T1 EE/MERT R | 3 point DIXON RERsIEIH V), B L,
FEDI=DHD BE BRI (LAVA-FLEX, 4~8 3~6 | in/opposed phase M T1 i&sH& %
FT7ar T1 SRER/AERT mDIXON % &) 3 point DIXON = C—E(ligf&
BERG5HNE T2 5&3R
R | or STR/EMEE | OUSTR |
SE=4 =R, o AN
PISFNO | si#osi/ R | EPl o FSE #o | a~g | 3~e |Th " TRREDZstackicfiC
[ =]
< . e SR
a3 b= 2D or 3D GRE EE
T1 258/ T IRER &I
®

4 grERASE (SR 3238)

. SSFSE (T2 33, KIKEHE) : R EIOF =/
BETHMIEEL THY, RBTREFEHE (&) »
TEAECTH B (=)o
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%5 BamigG>—4 > A% (1.5T &, phased array coil)
. 254 ZXE (mm)
R/ W S hLz REE — e
SSFSE
T W3R/ IR _
o SSFP IR TT
T1 58580/ RIKET SE or GRE
To3%3/AEMF | SSFSE or SSFP BRI EE (HEEH)
- _ AR T ILEEPEED LU
To /AR | oo oo HASTE | F& il R C R & BB DR
e e =B 4 W & B0
HARSTAE
D=HDOF | HBIRE/ SR EPI or FSE b {8=800~1,500 s/mm?
T3> or FARKR ADC map fERk I$ 1478
BRI . HEETMES & HMMERED
T1 s/ mk | SPIR/SPARGE SRS (236N

BEAETRE

KV-olEiEnz GEgiaig RBEREE, BREEZ L) BT ERECERINS 20, BEjkTt
S TEHAE SN VAR L ) IERE 2 S ASA B 2 412 MR ARG S h s 2 L% 0w, Hidgid, SAR
(specific absorption ratio) R DB % ZR LIEARWIC 15T EETITHA, 3T HBEIARIATHLY,
WRETHIUITIL THAE 2179 25, RBH OB ITB W TUIFEIT LY TREIRAEDES B AR
WS A3 5720, WHAMNMI COWGITET T 2%, F-HGREEAET IR T—
F7 77 PHELRT L 25720, FHOEEIRGEZ O THEREZ M S enZT LY, X5
WCEIED THRIGT 22 L TT—F 7 7 7 OB LD 50, WS IZEORY Thv,

O AEETORRBDIRENIRIEE (F5)

RROBEISERIIEA R EBE SN, WTOY—F7 Y APUETH S, Thbb, BiEOIREFAMLw
ZOMMI % SSFSE % T2 i {53 X O SSFP, el SHF AR E oL, MEORHM & & I FET
B IRIRR DA D> & JE P 2% & DRI %D T1 Wig ™ Th bo WIEH IS BBRSH OBA2
1, W EIBRHEERICE LD 2 LS VO TRIRMIAIEAR L 72 255, IO, FRHMIC X BERISZE
ICEHETRETH S,
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Johnson W et al : The value of hyoscine butylbromide in pelvic MRI. Clin Radiol 62 : 1087-1093, 2007

Kim JA, Narra VR : Magnetic resonance imaging with true fast imaging with steady-state precession and half-Fourier acquisition
single-shot turbo spin-echo sequences in cases of suspected placenta accreta. Acta Radiol 45 : 692-698, 2004

Proscia N et al : MRI of the pelvis in women : 3D versus 2D T2-weighted technique. AJR Am J Roentgenol 195 : 254-259,
2010

Andreano A et al : MR diffusion imaging for preoperative staging of myometrial invasion in patients with endometrial cancer : a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur Radiol 24 : 1327-1338, 2014

Park JJ et al : Parametrial invasion in cervical cancer : fused T2-weighted imaging and high-b-value diffusion-weighted imaging
with background body signal suppression at 3 T. Radiology 274 : 734-741, 2015

Sala E et al : The role of dynamic contrast-enhanced and diffusion weighted magnetic resonance imaging in the female pelvis.
Eur J Radiol 76 : 367-385, 2010

Lakhman Y et al : Differentiation of uterine leiomyosarcoma from atypical leiomyoma : diagnostic accuracy of qualitative MR
Imaging features and feasibility of texture analysis. Eur Radiol 27 : 2903-2915, 2017
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Woo S : Magnetic resonance imaging for detection of parametrial invasion in cervical cancer : an updated systematic review and
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Siddiqui N et al : Uterine artery embolization : pre- and post-procedural evaluation using magnetic resonance imaging. Abdom
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Bi Q et al : Utility of clinical parameters and multiparametric MRI as predictive factors for differentiating uterine sarcoma from
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"
0 FEBEOBEICHLT MRIB#ERShBH?

RAZH LOBZRICTZHP ODBRVESTIE, MRIDEHBINCES Y 570, #
"/I5,
FEBETFEARE LRBAAR (BERKEM, UAE, FUSAKRE) #FETBERT
I&, MRIDEFEDME, 2B, EHROERLIBEICERTHY, HET3,

s =

FEBIEOZW I AFHEIZ X 2 WAEZ B X OB ERRAENE —EINTH L5%, BRI O0 R WEER T
MRI#tEZ +—F—END e b, T2, TEIMATRITEE LR8BG UREZRMN, TEikeE
Al (uterine artery embolization : UAE), $EdU&EIIG#¢ (focused ultrasound surgery : FUS) % &) #
FET HIEBITIE, HIEOAE, A, MEOIEMRTEZHNE LT MRI2SH -5 —3N15, 22Tk, T
EHEOZMNI BT S MRI OF IO W TGS %,

PEE ER

TEHEOZWIIREIBO DR AFEICE 2 NE2ZB X ORIEB S W EP: (transvaginal ultrasonogra-
phy : TVUS) 2 THrbR, A2V —=>ZHIYOBA L LT MRI 47 &5 2 L id— M Txws MRI
M —F—SNBFERKNE LTI, OBF W TR0 WIEFIORBARD GRHICERK I, 208286
MA/RL7Y, WP, WIEZEOBEEES D RETE2wE), OFHiRfFraiits LR
BiEE (G, UAE, FUS & &) 2 P& AEROMEIRHE, 2523 5N b, il FAjEo Tk
R EDWEHES 21T - 7285 Tld, MRT UK 100%, $F5EE 91%) 53 TVUS (UK 83%, FHEEE 90%), T
ETHE (R 82%, JFFLIE 87%) &L TRIFRBMAE SN TWEY, SERE A5 5 MIEICH§ 2 BMOWKE
Tld, MRI OFFRIZ L DK 20% OREBI THM RIS EIAER E Loz b E SN TS, DL EoRE LD,
R L TET 2EFTIE, BlEoME, 62, RO IEEZRERO 72912 MRI OfTidiER s s
(E1)o F72, WHORIEZ ED72 MR X UAE ORBAR P LR A EICHHE SN, MRIATA R
T FUS (MRgFUS) Tidfiho€=%"Y 7 R@IEFI OB G535 L b, %, UAE RO ADC
il & I D NI R DB O W THEF L7z 2019 4ED X 7 7+ 1) ¥ AT, BRI B 24 A
HIS TRV ERESh2Y, —JF, 3Pk L Cid GnRH (gonadotropin releasing hormone) agonist &
5\ antagonist (2 X B ANV E VIEEPESHVONTEY, T2 Mg CEET 2 23 2 HEIE AT 2 EE
fi/NIRDWIF Sh 2 Ll shTw Y,

ARG 2D MR 1% T2 SRR 351 2 B2 F B AR5 5l T d 275, B4 BN RANZ L) T2
AR CEESICHMENEZ MDY, WL & OEMIEE L QN DRIEE 5%, ROV T
IR D X 5 B 22 BT A ST R b Ob H 1, TRVIRIER KIEREZMEIC L) T2 MigE CmiE
B BT BHIEOBWIIIILEGRFE L ADC map DZBASBWICH N TH 555, B0 TN IE T 75 I
MR EE A LRI A & 723 720 WIE & O RNIRFCHEECTH D (1 2), I, MRIWC X ZMIEE A
JEDFERN DOV TORGEHIZEIE SN TB Y, BRI PO A A F T4 2 THEBOKRAL »

FAEEDOENTVEDY, FEHIIE FQI # RIS/, 7z, ST ANE & JNEE o BAVERHEVEIESES (GotMEE,
TV Pl L) b T2 CIRET 2 B35 2805 <, RUIENIME L 72 %5, MRI TlE
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& fhRE
A MRI (T2 33, KREE)  AE— L BESES 22T 2HEREEZEH 3,

B : MRI (k&A1& b{E=800s/mm?) ; &fES5%2L, ADC fEld 1.08x10 °mm?/s &Lt
HEHEEEZZ L =

FEARIR D 5 % R O flow voids DA FHEOBMICAMTHY, ¥4+ 3Iv 7 MRID
TERIRY — ¥ DIFNTANE & RO BN AN TH - 72 & DHEHH 570

I RBEF—T— K - BEICLEZREH
PubMed (2 & V) leiomyoma, myoma, fibroid, uterus, uterine, MRI, magnetic resonance ®¥—"7— F
ZHCTHRE L
72, PRI RERE L TSEICL
1) Kubik-Huch RA et al : European Society of Urogenital Radiology (ESUR) guidelines : MR imaging of leiomyomas. Eur Radiol
28 : 3125-3137, 2018
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’ .!.‘[ FEBRSEDZIICHUVT MRI (FHEBIhZH ?

BEBEE CTIESPBICRSELZ I 2REFRASZONLESICIE, SHEREL,
APHREEINET B729IC, MRI EHET 3.,

s =

TERGREORERIE, ARREE, B% AR Y, FERNTH L7720, BIRNZGIEEZT TRz e
THILIIHEEETH S, W, HEBECIIRAOIRIEE T R T SN, BEERA T HEE T
ERVIEBNZDOWT MRI AT SN B 2 EH S, 2T, FHEIRREZ BT 5 MRI OAHEEICOW
THEFS %o

PR R

PER MRI O~ 5 BRHIEZ W DK 1L 70~86%, 4FILEE L 86~93% T, FEMEM Pt D KL 65~89%,
HETLEE 65~98% I HRT, BWMIEEICAHEEIZALNRWD LIEINTED, 20104EDRAFTFY AT
12, MRI DJEFE 77%, FFHEE 89%, FEISEB T IMADIKEE 72%, FFREE 81% &, MRI D) H E\ 2 it
EETHILIRENRTRSY,

RS, BREIEREBI DK 50% % 5 6 5 T E IR A PEEIC B VLTI, RIS A 3R 33%, HRRE 78
%, MRIIZIEEE 67%, FFFEE 82% & MRI D IEZ ARSI I G- TR0, T2, TEEIERIC
BT, ZORKEAFEEGIESFERGEDPOEINC BV THEVIEZRIHE SR TWEY,

TERRGIED MRIFT R E LT, T2 MFHICBIT 5 junctional zone (JZ) OV F AM:D %\ IR ALIE
DIEDL o T O AT FFEIBU AL D SEH G OB 2 K LT\ 2%, JZIZIE#H TIE S 8mm BUF
LENY, IRREE TS JZ OIEEDHEHEIR 12mm PLEE WA E R AR TH D, T ORMETORKE 63~
03%, FEFLEE 01~96% & MG XN T WA, JZ MEOFMiMEMEL LT, JZ DR EVE oM B eIzt
T HEEDI (JZ,.. /entire myometrium) (COWTHMFTENTEY, 40% D ExFLiftl LTI ERMED
BB &, R 65%, JERE 925% DBt shTwas T, TEBBNICALNS T2 MHHg
TOREE SRS BWICHEHZTRETHMED L Ve ZOFTRIE, WENORFHENEOZENR OIS
WAL TBHYY, RFHROEC LoASIRnS, BREOE (99%) FFRTH2" (F1, E2).

T/, AR, FEIRGAEZ MRI T RIC X 5 T internal adenomyosis, external adenomyosis, adenomy-
oma D 3 DDHT ¥ A FIHHT B EVHEZTTH S SN TwAY, internal adenomyosis (& ko Z & <
JZ ORUEE L TR E N5 # {4 7, external adenomyosis 1 JZ & BT BB & ki 5 T2 mAgE T
IR G 2 SO R AR IE S IER & LTI &N 5 ¥ {4 7, adenomyoma & TEHHENIC JZ & b4
JETE & A L e WER 2 T A 7 4 T TH Do external adenomyosis IZHERBEICASND Z E DL L, BEE
TEMBYE L OBMAVRIE S ATV (H3),
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1 FEIREE 2 FfEEEHLIcFEREIE

MRI (T2 3858, XIKHNE) . FEFBRE TRIES T MRI (T2 3838, KKEIE) | FEERE & IRFFAED S HBI.
7 junctional zone #'IEE L (=), AMICRIKSESE FERBRREAICRFERE P ABICRRESRESE
ESHEATVD, FRIFEFEDHRIMETH S, EECERATHBLEESHE L THRETATWVS

(=)o BIBECIIFEN ERAEARKESEZE L THE
ThTW3 (M),

X3 FEEEmEERT DTSRI
, (external adenomyosis)
MRI (T2 5438, RIKBHE) RIS, FeEfhapkE:
. TREmCERYTAEESHE L THEIATS
) (=), junctional zone & IFEKEL TWE LY, 5
L EIICIBER R pEBEL TV,
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RIEBEEREIC ST SREENER S thOMEES L DENSRELIEE, KE
DEEHRELIES, BIERDLR EBEEBEOSHEESRISHDNIEEIC MRl %
T4 52 EEHET B,

FQ8  amzemmeosificsnT MRl ZEZSNEH?

MRIZ K2 FREBFEAREDDHL, REFBFREREELRL THEICLSEDLL,
EHEICEN, LEBAOKREDLDY) OFFfiZIEEICT D,

s =

T PIBE L E T REAE RGO 6~10% TR ICA LN S HE OB VIRE T, HREREERL M TR, MR
o, PHEE, AL oL LHRRERE 2T 5, TENBIEIZFEAIBMICE D, IR TENBE, EET
ENBE, HEETENEBYEIC ST SN, INEFENBYEI RS L Ve I T-ENBSER, BEIKEA S 5mm
VLR L7202 T, IR 2 IIRAE L0 2N IE I MNC & &% A JE I IIRAE I FI LT, VIR &
BYHIENL W, IR E I AV TR R, IR, WA, DR SR L, ERREIR LN
DI D B Z EAMONT WD, 72, -5 ISR I FPIISNE R I B WM 7 & o VR R0 Bs
FENEERE DS AR & 22 5 2 EDHISNTHE YN, BN REEL2 5T 5,

TEABRIEOZWIIB VT, I, HWREZW, WEDILA Y R8s O, EVEEE A6t of #% 5F
T 572 DIERIRA DT E NS, HEBHTIIERBE ML E—EINTHY, MRIZEMHAEE LT
HfTEN b, ZZTIE, FEABIEOHTY, BEDOEVIIEFHNBEEIEIR L, BAREIR & OBE O
AT ENIBEDZ W B 5 MRL DA HHEZOW TS 5,

pEE R

BB 75 INIBCRE P 2 & o ISR 5S & D8 BIZB I BT B R IE S A O IR 1Z 83%, FFLEEIX 89%
LY, WA RIRE 2 5, HEBHEREICTBHPNETH > 72856, KOXFyTELT
MRI A58 S5, MRS & 2 I0H A7 PR TEZE N O B T BRI IR E 90%, JEFLRE 98% & Miisd Tl ™, A
FROFE NBEFERHR BRI BT O BRI 2005 ETOMP L) ETA LR E STV 5, JY
7 MRI TR & LT, T1@igIcT—%miEs, T2 i CIKIES (shading) Z/R¥ZEMatblEm, &5
WIEBAEE o i & RO L 72 T1 S@EE CEifE 5 23 % ik 3tk iR (multiplicity) 2235 (1),
PHE OBWHE L) ABEERHADOEL AT I EBEBINTH L. $72, T2 M\FHRICBU 2 WIE 2 RS
5 (T2 dark spot) dHEZEENEVITRE SH DY,

JRBE T N RRE T FE A B & B A DF O fE PR R T & LTI ss, BB 9em DL EAHIS i Tw
%9, RIS WA CREAERS 2SN B A, RIS & PR DRI BN 35 MR ASE I TH 5,
FENINAEAS TLRIRC CRE S ZRTHE, BMENROmEEZE L& LY T 527 ¥ 3 Y lHEARELE
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KR OB OO F7o, BE RIS CEEEOAY, NEED S OB NE
WHOLI—LNET Y EMEALDOF A > E LTHSNTEY), S50 RERDHED MRIICE S
HAEONGE %5 (JIHHE L OENIZOWTIZ BQ66 2 SH),

EER T ENBSE OB W BT, WAL CTH Sl S A OGS TIiE, MRI DKL 75~88%, Fiit
JE1Z 98~100% T, NS I MAT DRI 33~70%, HFHIE 96~100% 2T, MRI TRIEDSRLRES &
WEENTELMD, RO RS T FY) ¥ A TOREM S RSB OBETIE, MRI OB 73~100%, $#5E 50
~100%, FEMERE IR ORKEE 73~98%, HEHEE 67~100% &, MRI & BB E R IZIZIZASETH L L
RENTWAY, L, BEESIMAR, BSHEANRONS 2L, MEoHEB X URIICAE R

1 EREFERBREEER

A MRl (T1#5&), B:MRI (T2 &RE&) ; ASVEOZEEERMERE T, T1@RERICTHE—%
BES (A), T2 &K TAH—4HIK(ES (shading) 2233 (B,

E
i
A
#
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2 FEBFEARE (40 &)
A MRI (T2 3#EE, MEREME) @ BiEEF= EmABIEORICRROFA & 3 IBFEESDLFEFE
LRENHY), NESLEBESIHEL T3, MAIOIEE, FRIZEGL TV,

B : MRI (T2 358, KKHME) ; S KBBERRERBICEBI» 65 (). TRHICRROEHFA L FIFE
ESDEMF I REDN & 5,
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FHHEOHEATRENTEY, LD IKHHOHEDILRDS X UWEDT S OFHli % % #2472 5 MRI
X, ZOBWB L OTHERPADOILRRLIEROIED O EE L HEEE R-TIOTH 5,

PRERFENBAEIX, MRI TEEZIT R, I Tdh 2 ME - E ARl S Wik T, #
JEHZEOZE L, BHEP SIREBEOMEOVEONDBALNL, S5, JHEROVZONLFENBIROE S
BEELCHNA, MERENE 2T Rab e (B2, EMELEELZZEBSMONTVEY, WEZTLE
STHED R, BWITEET 255G D%\
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L FEEEOBIERESZHICEVT MRI IZ#ERIIhZH?

NN «)

s =

T EGHE ORI TR & BEHIREO AR 520, RITIE [T EHERIGR R G400 &
[FESREHATA K74 > (2017 400 | 18D GRIESHER SN TS, [FESEIERCBIR ] TldkE
THIRED OG22 WA 2 O 6NTEY, 22 TiE, MRI OF = SHE O R TR S
X3 B A HEIZ OV THES T 5,

PR R

ARFBTIE 1B LA o> F 5 SEHRRE B C iR HE 1T O SRy A6 J B BTG 12 MR 28IA S fifT ST wd, 512, 2018
SED FIGO 7 FET TS Y 4 A2 X 25 B IS TR Y, FBIN 2B FHN AT RE 2 Wik
Wr ORI/ HENIFTETEEL o T b,

CT, MRI & 1990 ECH SmMZ M OGBS TBY, Zlko A5 7+ Y A2k, CT &9
3 MRI 3 AR BWTIEEDE L (CT 55%, MRI 74%), V) ¥ 3l OB RieIITIE S & @t X
NTWwBY, EAED MRI OB E OSBRI L CTORA Y 7H Y ¥ AT, JEEE 76% - FHEREE 94% L &
NBWREA S ST b $72, b 1 (H4ED) Y EoEFFEICB VT, 2000~2002 4E122F T
American College of Radiology Imaging Network (ACRIN) & Gynecologic Oncology Group (GOG) T% =
HEBSERBFEA DAL, MRI & CT OB GBS 5727 (CT 42%, MRI53%), HREEE -7 4
(CT 82%, MRI 85%)%s 7z, BEERiEil Z & OMEEHEHNICHE VTS MRIIE CT £ 0 bW RELRL,
BIERIICERTH Y, b, S PRSI, MRI TREBTRETH 5%, 2018 4EICHUET &
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IR E FI 72 T2 IR DA L 1) DRI OB WV i S hTwa? 1,

FEY = AREHICE LTl L 723 v o F REREFICES TV 2R, SR INE T2 W58
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B : MRI (T235&3E, #ER) ; (ZITLEMIC stromal ring #RBH >N 54, AR T—EBAREAETH V), EEED
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BEERIEASNEV (=),

D : MRIEEEEAE (BRBAME T1 538581%) ; BEBAEESICHEI N TVE Y ), EEBOBROELES
FEE T (OX) EEOEMBKRBEOZKIEEHETH 3,
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BRESEERIBEICIE, T2 MG CILEATIRIC K ATMEG T CH B,
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AIRD T EARDAEEETA ¥4 T, MENS, MRIIZ X 58 RS ERE OGRS
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EFEEHEICH LEEIETEV. WThORIEETH, F
BERECHFEDIERIIBBEEET B raHERBEIL
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A MRI (T2 338, RIRER),

B : MRI (¥hEr3%5E, ##% b 8=1,000 s/mm?),
C: 4173y 7&E% MR (KRG, EF%90)
FENEEHEOERITHEE. FEABERTEREE
SUHBEBRCETERL, ERHERHEEIO>NS,
T2 5&3R& (A), #EG&EAG (B), ¥EF MRI (C) Wi
NHREBEOFRTH 3,

F72, TRl “RERELTEEICL7,

1) BARARESREZS i FEAIARESA FZ1 > 2018 Fik. £FEHEAR, 2018
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FQO zemmosmicpuciRshsBERELFAH?

FERNEEEN TARELRRSRE TH D20, BOIEFY ARV, FENE
DEMBHIC MRl EHET 5, 150, ARG EEBY L, ADC map 2ERT 5L
WEEAE T B, £/, &8 MR ISZHICS 5T 208N S5,

‘SF FDG PET/CT |f, FERBOENZHS KORPZHICS VO TRELESRES
. ETBETRE S SERE D —B E R B AR B

1E =R

FEFHBNEROZ I FEBHETH 5205 FEAEE OFNDMEE 25 FEAIITMIC X0 ks
HIZEEWT SN DA%, (G H )T SO PGB IHATINRS W 25RO b b, T 2T, S INIEH HW 515 MRI
&, BUEIZPRBOE TlE 2w AYE -EAS IR S s PET/CT IZOW TR %0 74 ds, FEBAIEIIBIET
EREOMELZZ SN TEY, FREIITHEZRI ) B2 5 kR L 720

PR R

Mmu%%ﬁ%:ybﬁxbﬁi«%ﬁ%%ﬁ@@w%%mﬁw%néo%Emﬁimm%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ5$
BRLRERERTH LN L, T, T2 5% IEEGRFE, ADC map, 5 MRIIZ X 22 WiEED
FHEhTtwns,

FE G RBAIER TUBRAE - BARAPAHHCTH LI LIZFEAEZEEI A TH LY, FERAETH-T
bR 1B 2 IR BRI U A B B b AL L, BROFIOA TIEBHI A TE LW, T1
é'mpm%%mﬁa;ttﬂm%r L, $THEAIECTZBI o~ 2525, FEfili FEEdnw™, T1ik
FGRE TSR G TEREEZ G ETE S, REELME) TEMHERL TEIRETD T1 mRGES
BEEzEd5, T2 Emﬂﬁl{%?nmhﬁ IZEVMERLEMIERIECTL A SN2, TERIEAS T2 Wi E S
FhTH2 3%, TERBE IR TH S, HHERiNEE ADC map (2 & 0 MIHL% ATV Fl %
BT X, AR R T OILE RS ADC MENIEIC X 0 T AEOBERER EAAR SN 5, BEHHweshT
WBRERIBUI R L, MRk THiAT S 728280 ADC D1y b4 ZMEZ R THW A Z EIETE WS, #H
FINILHERIR R L ADC map % GhE Tl § 2. #EERAE, FEAMOBEIERLEMEA AR E L
THMEN, BMCHERTHL Y $72, ¥4+ 3Iv 7 - A% F 1 ZHdT LRSS R T H W IE OS2
HEHS B EOWEDVDHHY, T2 i, PLEEERMAG - ADCE, &5 4T3 v 7Btz v ohillaabt
7z multiparametric-MRI (2 & 2 5Hili 25 FHRIEDOZBNCEHTH 5 L5 SN, Tho 2 REMICEHET 5
ZEDHERRE NS, MRIIGFEREICOWTHERIES W BITEEZ A5 5725, Bl = 52 &5
JiE D25 BT & S AR 72 & & 3 B0 FRIEZEIRAE DA LA D HIEHITIE, W15 T35 W R 720 S 51
AT HZLICHET 5.

T TERETEHERAREE FTENERMZEAECTH Y, HEENO MRI 2ol L2 oMt
BWOBE L Do FEFRHABOBNNIIZIMPMEIEOELE, MEATAHNY £ %255V, FENEHE
WIETIE, T EMENREICEBT S T2 iEFH% 0 bands of low signal intensity, WREPEIIH > TR
TR, BRI &0 MRI BT RO #AHE ShTw s,

THERIED *F-FDG PET/CT TOZMREICHE T 2583k % L, RIS N 525, MRI B
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50 mfixE FEEBHAME
P MRI (T2 3830, RRENR) ; FEEBHEICAE—LESESERT AENLEBEERBD S (=),
CMRI (T1 3850, ##%)  HMEREB T 525558 E3BH5 (*)
DR MRI (RIRETE, 2H4E)  TERPICREEEDRFAS5NB (=),
D MRI (3LE054EH, HBTE b E=800s/mm?) ; TEHIEES R L (%), ADC map TCRIKESTH -4 (2N,

OO0 WX &

WA T EAED SN SRR % W ZRAAH ARG S Tw b, FERIEICBWTFDG Ik EERMZ R
T, FEGEICBOTOERBAALN, FERE ILICERIIME T 2%Y, MRI T8 RIEDEE IS JER
(T2 5% L TLRFAIEOW S, HAHVE—HTEREEZET AR 2% L L "F-FDG PET/CT % JitifT
L7zL2Ah, FERAEONYS SUVmax ZEICIEE LTHE <, SUVmax>75 &35 & & 80%, F#HE 100
%, 512, I LDH ED LA L HAEbE S LK 86.6%, FFAE 100% &2, BIEEE ST LM T
XL DOHEDHAHY, £, BWEWMAR MRI TREB KT 5 FEH B2 R E L2 0NERER
NE =L LT, FERAEICB W IR O OB EEIE I Y 5 2 SISO R AYME T 375 hollow ball
sign DRI & O3B 5, PF-FDG PET/CT TOT-EWIEORIMZWHIC T 55Tl I 80%,
HEELPE 100%, 1IEZ% 91% LD H DA, 1om KiOMEEE LI IL FDG Btk & 2 ) BRatkmds &
209 %, LHALZOWAD CTHIREMAGOEL I CRELZELTAIENTEL LGSR TNSY,
“F-FDG PET/CT % T EREOEMZ W LHP BN E Z & Tiila @ ®ET 52 ED5TE, M
BE-FDG PET/MRI %% one-stop shopping 7 Wiy — U & 7 W HeMEA S 5 & OHE 3D 57,

E
i
A
#

P RERF—T— K - BEICLEZREH

PubMed (2 & U uterine sarcomas, endometrial stromal sarcomas, uterine leiomyosarcomas, diagnostic
imaging, MRI, diffusion weighted image, PET, positron emission tomography ® % —7— N% T
L7

F7o, TRZZKERELTEEICIL,

1) BAREBARZERED F FEMERIRVARY RIER 5 4 k. £2FRHE 2017

| 32 @k |
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2) Li HM et al : Diffusion-weighted imaging or differentiating uterine leiomyosarcoma from degenerated leiomyoma. J Comput Assist
Tomogr 41 : 599-606, 2017
3) Malek M et al : Investigating the diagnostic value of quantitative parameters based on T2-weighted and contrast-enhanced MRI
with psoas muscle and outer myometrium as internal references for differentiating uterine sarcomas from leiomyomas at 3T
MRI. Cancer Imaging 19 (1) : 20, 2019
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iL HEBEEDEMZEICET MRI Z#REIhZH?

EBIRTH ABERBRE CIHH OILEVEFTIE, MRI M EBEEDE MBI
BET B0, #ET,
HEREEORERDEIICHENT, B MRl ICE W ESEAE LT 27250, #IE5T3.,

H R
I8 MR O RS T NFHER L & 285 AR 25— 38R T D 5 2%, BWTHT 20 % WIERI Tid MRT BAE7)
SN DEED e T2 TIE, MRIIC & 28 S IEHRE O BRI O A HPEZ DWW TS 5.

PR R
A I 2B o0 BIEVESE N BT A R DR W i (transvaginal ultrasonography @ TVUS) 1ZJE&EE 92%,

HRELEE 89%, AUC 096 T A, Fedih & BHIEANRIE T 2 EOZMIE LIZ LIEH#ETH %, MRIIIH

TW TN VB OB EHTH N, 2011 412 S 7z L5T-MRI I X % BIEMERIZOW

TORXYTF Y ATIREE 92%, HEHREE 85%, AUC 095 & W ELAT 2 B WiREAVR S 720 HEEZ R

THBRENRZ 547 T E LT, KREZERE dem Lil), WM, FIERZ AL T LR, FEIIC

B2k NERE, FENOMENER e RE D U IFFREEDS 3mm DL L, FLEIROBETERE % 0 ) iR, &

R & LTk, BERENIRRE, ) o SEIERASZST 5N TB Y, TREIIZIZFT IR OEIE & MR o RE

TERS DR S B OB E ST 2R E SNB>T, [F538 — VX BHRETCIE, RO FEERHS T2 5 2

BRI THER L FBREDORE S %2 23 20 I RYEOMMEVEIES 2 "2 L, F/-Z20%RICE R L TE7HH ﬁ

SR TR O R EIAMEIE 5% BT AT R ANEZRIE T 5 L ShapY, —JF, HEERHGIC TEES D

FEBILEMREL D05, BURETHFHESEICL) T2HOLRE L72WENES LA &72L720

(T2 shine-through %), F 7= BT R EEAY R < HLRHIIRZ 72 L 9 2 2l Z & Climfig 5% %

FTHIENHVIEEDPLETH D, —BIEMEES X ADC AR WNERA D 5 A%, 18 2 liH Tl B0

MRS ©H ADC EAME T34 2 2% Y, — )5 CHISE R/ NN 2 & SV IE RS Cld ADC il B 53 A 18

253 %728, ADC fEIZ REVETH—N—F v THBO 5N 5, ADC HIC X 248 Sl o BEMEERNIC D

WTOXYTF) Y AT, 2016 EOFNLER & FFEEOW ) % b 72t ) Tl EAES L Wi Shis,

K5 IR FEIIBITAL > 72 2018 4E DM TILIREE 91%, HEFLEE 91%, AUC 096 & A AR Sh iz,
PEBORIG % & o0 72 Bl MRS T BIEPE DSR2 L WERITIE, FERIC X ) BRI LT 57200,

BEDR VIR TIZEE MRI A S NS, ¥ 4F 3 v 2 MRIIZX 5 time intensity curve (TIC) DT

FEHOSEINCARE Sh, 1k MR BAEICIEHGERGEB L OF 4+ Iy 7 MRI 2552 &I2X DIk

BRI 5% M) L7z HEShTwaY, F72, 2015 425 American College of Radiology (ACR) 23

L& o TRHB 2RI O RSN B31F 2 Wil GBIk X O° MRD OFE#E{L O-RADS (Ovarian-Ad-

nexal Reporting and Data Systems) 25D H5NTEY), HMOPEIR, FEIO T2 wmiiifk & yLEoaTg o

FBLOTICO/NRY =LA77« VAT A _R—R& L7z MRI MO fi L Fise (Rin & a

F— MFZE) 22020 FI2HE X3, SRR L -5 X B SR R CIRREE 93%, FREFE 91%, AUC 0961

L BB R S
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I MRI (HEBLGEER{E, b fE=800 s/mm?) ; BEEE#EETILIRVVEIEE 22T 5,

:MRI (ADC map) ; BEEEEIIIEES 22T 3,

OO WX K
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FQI0  jmmasxnroREBEOBIRIC ST MR ZEES N5 ?

10 cm KRBV EHIRER, BHEORONSER, FAEEOHMMER, ZHOTHE
DEREREICXT LT MRI BRI NS,

1E R

CT % MRI A TR R SRR A8 S M B HIE IR e ZCIIRMETH B8, IIEIEOLT
HIIE L, B RARDEND, T2 TEED X)) LN REERI LT MRI S HEIES WD 2 B
Y o

PR R

Society of Radiologists in Ultrasound (SRU) #'4 ¥4 ¥ CTILilBE W 2 212 U722 E R o XL %,

American College of Radiology (ACR) D Ti& CT *° MRI TOEZATE 2IEIE DX L2 $EE L T 5,
NS FFEIZL I LE R,

’”‘% [HidiRRZEN | [EB WA C & 20 | [0 D2 B | @ 3 D208 L, [FRERT - 2] TR
& THREZIT TV A,

BRARERER

|
! !

| ANBESTEBER | | BE TS LEE |

—{ mmrgt | — <5cm : BEHEFE | i
[<10om | [=10cm: pR#Ean |- >5cm : US THR:BEE |

MRI
BAREH || ¥ 1 XICBIH 5 ¥ US, MR |

_Jﬁﬂﬁi%ﬂ’ﬂ PEiEst A BT, BIAEMEOREKRE, DRELARMERE
FEFE | BINDEIFIRE 3 T E CHRRRICEE

—| MBS, I ERAR TOBE |
=5cm: BBBEAE | | BEESSEDNZHD 1 US, MRI|
>50m |r—| FHER+4 : US|
—{ MRI OFHEF+45 : US TRBEE | — =7cm | BEHEFE |
[ MRI T+ A ICF S h T3 }—Ij >7cm : US TREBEE |
=3cm : BEHEFE |
>3cm | FHER+5 : US|
—{ MRI OFHMEF+45 : US TRBEE | — =5cm | RBBEFE |
—{ MR T+ B CEHMES A TV B }—Ij >5cm : US TRBEE |
US=ultrasonography
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[HiARRTEN | (3 CHBRBEOIE - ¥5MIE, PRI, FREER G RREEEZ A S R WETER TH
%o BEREMVEZENICIEIEEVETENIATS <, BIRRIA D 14~20% & Sh, T, BT 82%, Bk 44
~69.4% THRNEET 5% BIRERO 3em DFIZIEHIE Z A2, BREED lem UFIZRE LI LAV, H
BT Sem BLF, FIRE 3em DLFD [HUTHEAET A3 0] THY, FEBISEAEL L TWw5, HfREIO 5cm
FOREL 7em UTF, BRBEO 3cm XY KREL S5em DT TIE, EOREEMIC [HMZENm] SHmL <
WAL TR G2 %o [EHEA T4 A5, JEEE R & CTHAA T4 %346, [MRI T4
R &%, NERFE RO 7572 MRL C [ERMARDS T2 @ififg, SEEaiko T1Eigo, 2l
LD 2HMTHREEINTND] ZE%ERT, TNEYDKELRY A G EHE TOFRKBBILEE L Tb, ACR
(American College of Radiology) TI3FSBEIZSOMEE 6~12 7 AL LC\w5b, JERIASGEHM - fii/hLTw»
AEHAIEENL EOFEEZIIEIAREL 2D, MRLTOLLEICIIEL 25 0lc+ 4 RBRE LTwa
A5, TEF YRR 10 cm LIS B E 1 CEEHliAR 15712 % 572, MRI 2510 55,

[EMZ WA TE A MEH | 12 CT, MRI CEMWBKISTE5—BETH 5", ML, BT 5em L
TD% G E P 72 AR ZE R LR TH D ROBBISRA K TH 575, FIRAO5em LY KREVWHD
IFHEE I ToORMBIZE, PHRETIIT A ZICHEDLTBEED LI MRI 2179, WBSEMEZERE, SREIX
BYALD ) 27 b H5H720, ERAFHEIZEDEIE LT 5b, EEDEEDLN A IEREITBEE IR MRI THA
9% (BQ66 2 M),

(WS 2 08 ] 12 EEC DN O & 72 5, BE R TENZW 2479 2%, LEIZE U T MRI 2179
(BQ66 % &),

[ HiARRTEND | ORI 2019 FEICEET SN 720 THAIRRZENL ] 230 A X200 b BT DY X 713IEH 1T
Bz E, ALELFGABISHIRNE I A N OEEKOA TR L, SR X DA ELR T & ZDOEIEZT]
XRI§Z LY ERR AR ISR TH Y, BABRREIA IR E TR e s X9
20?, DE DRSS 2T [REBBEAE] L Shf, JOCHEELAVOE [HECEMmNER 2
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Radiologists in Ultrasound) (& A & 2 JERIZ LB CHRELR G L2 REL THENIE L7058 LT
WBY, YA RZZET Y AE eV RIFD [TERAFRZHBT A 74 >~ ARG 2017 T, BRD
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IUEFUANGL, HPROERICEBE0bH 5720, BHEORRPLE FIIG L4 O Ind LEE L b,
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