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Current Practice in MR Imaging of the Liver

Masayuki Kanematsu', Hiroshi Kondo?,
Masayuki Matsuo?, and Hiroaki Hoshi?

MR imaging, which is able to evaluate T1- and T2-relax-
ation time, fat, hemorrhage, metal deposition, blood flow,
perfusion, diffusion, and so on, has offered more informa-
tion for the diagnosis of diffuse and focal hepatic diseases
than CT. The spoiled-GRE sequence with high contrast reso-
lution and ease of the aimed contrast capture derived from
the k-space property, with the use of a phased-array multicoil,
have remarkably increased the value of gadolinium-enhanced
dynamic MR diagnosis of the liver. In recent years, the clinical
use of ferumoxide has begun, and issues concerning the
superiority or inferiority and combination of contrast me-
dia are being debated. This paper describes the value, role,
and clinical practice of unenhanced, gadolinium-enhanced,
and ferumoxide-enhanced MR imaging of the liver based on
knowledge obtained in our institution, with some reference
to the literature.
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TYT2EA, BEly, Wi, $&RicE, Mk, wh, s
DFFMAT fE 2 MRIIZ D818 X ORISR EDOZ I
BWTCTICHN, k& offEReit L T&/x. 5
12, Bway b5 A MNMEREE, k-spacefFED SR T B
Hiya > kI A MRS % fedafif 2 5 spoiled-GREE
EHFY oy AEROMAEDEE, REIANVOFHD
HWIoT, FIMRIZEOMfEZE L (wHl, T4, &
F, 7z VEFVFAOBKRMEHASIHE Y, EEHOES
RECFIT AR SN TS,

AT, FOMRIZHICBIT IEERMMRI, 7R =
7 AYEESMRI, 7 = VEF Y FAEEMRICOWT, 0
fiifil, s, ElzoWT, bRbhOR TOMAIZE
TFOXHMZEEEMAIFHS 5.

FMRIZ B (T 2 5EE B

AFO L 127 A WV AR 2% b &3 B IEEEIFRE D
S\ &4 T OFEEZH  EICH V254, W
REZWT |20 B 2 W (R REAIE (IS HFICRE, ARG, TS
MR, FINR - FREIRMLGE, FORREEEE, MRWiLAE, S8t
&, WrRERE, MIEIMATEE, MR, ) v oS,
JkEDEE NG, E, WEISMEE - L RINAGEICT &
DL % Table 1 1ZRT . 2 OB ERS S EEMRIZEE
OFHERIEE Lz OTH5HAHT, MRIZERTWAIHE
E LT, FREREE, ®hIRME, MRRwE, FEbhits, €%
A, MPUREERE, 1) VNE - BUKDBIAEDN S,

IEERMRI

Damadian?3197 145 (Z3EMERESE TIXT1, T2ARFIRERIATIE
B4 22 b b HE L30ENRE- 720, MR EEMEEIC B
BHPAADRIEET IER & #E L. Lo L, iET
AL e R & LT, MR Dok g R AR R
LbEETHEEZOLNTVD,

RS 2 T 144G (e %) ofplc i, FHZETA LN
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5 IR PERRITIEAE R BRI ERS S, B L BTN sE, &
iRt (T8 7 —WViEA, 79BN, BERH
i, iR, EAE R NEEES (melanotic type) 7x LA
Dh. INOHORREIZBI BTUERME, BRI, Bl
W, W, RO, REBIE, *7=VibEs
DRRT 2%, THhHD) LOKOIY, HWELTHEY
2LEbH b,

TIMEABIIAH, REIETICGREE 2 W CHg s
5 2 EHZAE, % Dfliik Tphase-shift GRE study7®)l
—F AEEN T 5. 6l Tldin- 35 & Wopposed-phase T1
SBIHGRES % FIREIZHif% 32 > — 4 > 2 b B%, EHLs
T %, in-phase TEIE 5 D& iR opposed-phase THE i
UL, TRLERETH S 2 L A5 5 (Fig. 1). il
DENiLA (£47) lE# % opposed-phase GREFENZ & b $ik{# L

Table 1 FFE{SESHNIC &+ 2 LEIFMIER.

HFoMRI

1. BFmsHE EES

2. BERE MRI > MDCT
3. EpfR M7 MRI 2 MDCT
4, PR T %A% M7 G

5. flfamE R MRI > MDCT
6. FERFILIE MRI > MDCT
7. ®BILE MRI > MDCT
8. BN FkEaE MRI® #

9. fAIEIMm 1TE4 R
10. BEEREINE MRI < MDCT
11. 1)/ SEh L BEk MRI 2 MDCT

MRI = EfESEPEFEMRI, MDCT = £ 88T

72, FFBDIRAHIC BT 2 BB~ D& A DA b Hoa
bOFEFVEALZV, F238IESPME TS 2 para-
doxical suppression & IHIN 2 BRHHE Eh T3,
AIRERE T, I DRI M AR M AR 3 & 8 2 Bl %
GHET 2D hvizw, BEHETT2 2L 1EHTH
A%, BIRMEMATAIE L SFEM S 2w &b Y, 5
“% Y 5. phase-shift GRE study Cld, in- 3 & Uopposed-
phase P T2 — [ DE V2 L 2 LR BRADELEE 3R
ERH LT, FFOSLEHERETCMONE DT Vit
Gamma-Gandy &% 1§ 2 D12 %372 (Fig. 2).

FREIHY % T2 (1K1 5) D8R 121%, FFRIZSHE 12 BT 5
FHAERGET R RICBMEARS T, PRIl % &t SR IG5
HERFERRE, BRI, AIkik, ~EJF vk, FA,
ek (ﬂ IR OE ) 70 &A% 455

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%@ﬂmuﬁﬁﬁuwwmmmﬁuuk
PR, AT S%ERIT EORRSHEL, I8
RN IEEFFOES 2R T S, EMEEE 0> b5
A+ ZHBHIT 5. 512, T4 N Onear-lieldkh 512 & 3
JERERRRE DS T L B T—A NP —F T 7 & D RS
% (Fig.3). &512, L&Y ¥ iiziiicbBwCidga s
T AL - EZZHIREE % B A LR R SR ASET RS 2
5.

I CIET2 58 R S FEMRID M B 25 Wit 7 P % 35 72
BHLVIIEZ /b HA. BIb, #EEMRIZB T 2 BERHF
RIZDWT, TR ESIE L, FUREIMERED 24 L
WHEWH[FATVA H—RZETHE. LrL,
IMRGBIBIRE D B IE, BOYT2EESSRL, —RIE
%Ev*'ﬁa))]ﬁzu 4"'35'_9‘"5 {) Gr)?t’ &) h f.]:%.%?}f 3-4)4]..

Fig. 1 \—;{r}‘fti&'}ﬁéﬂiﬂﬂﬁtﬁiﬁ%‘ﬁ;ﬁiﬁﬁ*iﬁﬁﬁ#?‘ H)H:FEESH'I'
in-phase T1%&Aspoiled-GRER (A) I TSR T 525581 % B 3 (%KH)). opposed-phasef&(B) Tlt, =M% 1 &
EDHBRERT 3 (KH). HARICEY, ZOREEIBILE 25T 250 CEAFE, (b EERRE &2 n

I“l*l%bkn[hb %()1 vz* o 14_".7'"
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Fig. 3 % MEATAMIAEDITN b | 5 —T2M I RSEL, ]
SERGRHHISIE (A) T IRESIREDBIERIC L 50— 2 hoER L, BT (RE) R FERTH 5, BIHMHEE) TRI-Z b <,
FHE(ZE) D> b5 A BB 5.

A KU =D LEFMRI

HE) = LGRS A4 F 3 v ZMRUCIEZCT & e THED
POFIENDH B Z EFMENT WD, H—IEFANTT 5
By b T A MMEEE, 45 T k-spacefFtEIC X B EA T
AAIZBITB I T A Mg, EZI29H 0 k-spacelZ 7
— FFEEAYTON B W ORIFTTa > b7 A MTPSE S
5ZE, ﬁWVﬁ%ﬂ@&Uﬁ#*‘(,ﬂﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁ
THbHILTHAH, WITREE, BXICHH, MRIZEZICH
REns, Kl HLJNGDJ"I*H" L HTI ;uJ‘Iuava‘%T‘ffﬁ?TfZﬁi‘[?#i
AT OS2 &, T—A b, BLEE, paradoxi-
cal suppressions, M[lef?-’l’ﬂ 037 —FI77 7 HEILT
»H5b.

FEOIRAE (2 245\ RS 2 AR & 3 5 Z IR EE 0@
Wiz BV CTEELREEH R, ZhhEgIc g sh
TWAPHRIPOELE, i, B EEEORE, Bo
ETV(ETT) kg, FIE RGP IR 1255 <
BYet B LR ETH A (Fig. 4). FFEIRMBLGD & MR
MG ETIIBL 22 LEZLLNRTEY, Plk-space®

ERE 13412 H25H

(A)
Fig. 2 $E5UEBERBE &4 FFEEEDT #iRspoiled-GRE{&.

fikz i3 % 783

|| (B)

A
_E-—ﬂ_---

I 2—B#fi1.6 msec(opposed-phase) (A) Tld, BFAR, RARIEKX, MEEER0 5, FRANESEREEXTHS. TI—HHE
4.2 msec(in-phase) (B) T, HFEEEFESHLFIETL, BRICEVESETIER(EM) 25880, FICRY— Lkl b5 &

(A) (B)

Z O NSO T BRI 2 FEIRE SR SN S, L
L, 0.lmmol/kgPGd-DTPA & 15mLOAERL % 5 3 mLT
EReA S EE L 72E, KBRS A ATEE T 5
129 ~29%5 (*FI916.0 £ 3.8%0) LIEATL ¥, BT 1 L
A TIEIFBIIRAE 2 T REMES S 5. Divbitid10061 08
uw%%%%m%yﬁvffxyffm;h,m%kﬂm
DEFHIFER, 10~15538 X OS0F LI At k-space
%LLLE_ EHD T LT, WYL TGS REICRAZ L
oML, FAMNR=FARMN)T) 7oL
TaeHWLER, ZOHERPEEICRAL, BHET/LAT
\TEHERRARE, HPdtk-space 28 ~34F0 18 & V68 FLLABE 2L
B3I ET, #)% ZHIREOTREM A E 5 L
Lf'_ (unpublished our data) .
bhbhiiEond A—U<2 b)) v 2 A VG
453 aE ¥4 F 3 v 2 MRIOF M % $208 L T & 72 (Fig.
5). EHZEMAMEREILIC LY, EKREEDS LA, BRENFKT,
ROCHHTIZ & B IEZEEAS LA 729, Sz fnefbic X
D fEFR ISR R 5 —0, RER AR DD b
A4 570, BREOBHFH ELLZERETILICLY, &

11
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Fig. 4 IEE8YEFFEIRIBEO BZ. . .
FPRFEILRRE T, PEPIRAL (RED) 158 BT B (A). MR, B, BEEORE, BOT7L(E75)RRs805B).

Fig. 5 ZMMEFMEREOES L USR5 BEESE MR ATH8E.
B 15 DD (%) & & USASPIARAS (SR EN) D IR B 22 RS AREER (256 x 128) (A) ICEEA, ZZopg4fRtE
1%(512 x 224) B)ICHEWTER T WS, (AJRO & V) HA] %18 TEH)

ZEHTIRREMRIDE BT A L ELLNS,

BOE Db b NOME T, FHlmbRizsI329% 0 Ci"EfOSiS
PR 51 (4~50 mm, “FH412.2 mm), TEREIZFIHZ54%, Hepatic venous obstruction
SRFE18%, AE1S%, FHkiKo %, BEHRK 4 %TH f |

: . . . strogra i ] |
D, 17%D 2R CHRVIEES % 2 L7 (Fig.6). 10%T Retrograde portal flow

8 o L Fote z . S e . . . ¥ .
BV & OFANIHES TR H - 72 (Fig. 7). BEHIZA-P Portal venous ischemia Arterio-portal shunting
shunt£%2%, cystic venous drainage7’%5%, rib compression
s . ’ o Zahn's infarct Increased sinusoidal pressure
#%5%, pancreatico-pyrolo-duodenal venous drainage7%3 %
(Fig. 8), AHAR5% TH 72, % {IIMRIFFRD & B R Increased water in perisinusoidal (Disse’s) spacs
BBTHAHLEEZOHNS(Fig. 9, 10).

» i s N . N T2-relaxation time elongation
T T, sensitivity-encoding (SENSE) i % Fi 27> xatio ngat

THHBIIRAESRAZIC L D, BB X ORIBEIIRE O RS ;é%— (Gﬁ :?JJ%Hiﬂ%év’é‘ﬂﬂ'aﬁﬁiﬁ‘m%ﬁ:%ﬁ{%L:ia‘u\'Ci«‘it-‘EEv‘%— EETH
DIRICR Y, BET 4 LA TOBIRMSY 1 3 > 7 &5 PIRRERILI- & 5 ZahnBBZEPA-P shuntic & 3 EAE LR Y, B0
SEREASE 5135, AR O ed it LIg (2 o i) % FEEERRE (Dissell) DZBABETHZ - —REWBEIL S,

R L, BREL OIS SIZHEDIZ% BTREMEN D 5

12 HFEREE F61% £145
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Fig. 7 SmieiTiiam: FHRLDBMTOY (1 + 3 v TMAIFTEEREE.
Frf (A &H) &ET B - =H) HERORER B ERT. mEET2E0EE, SEREMREEL UTHBET LRART

#ofk HEOEROE—OFFo YL, FOLENTFIRSALO&FTES. BIFCIEERErB—OFRETSH
FlebEL,

R 7o T (A) -
Fig. 8 pancreatico-pyrolo-duodenal venous draina

ez 3% 785

iB)

O (B) ==
gelc £ SRR AET,

sooie s AT RDERAS(R (A) TR AR EEE L ML (), AENCERMR R rEE s, PIRBIB) & 5F

#HR(C)C G T TEARHET 5.

Fig. 9 HWEEHETHShHASTOMMN & BEORSE.

FEE L TA-P shuntEHPISREAR (a), BCiEaY o IBTEMEGEE P

IEH MENAR®E £ L A RiEe s iEwMRER D), 58 - M- +2

igﬂ!ﬁﬁ!iﬂ{c], SappeyMERCERd), R OESe) & EFF
Ta.

TRI13FE12HSA

Fig. 10 HFRIC & LAHmTOREE.

i Ed L S@FICI2, PRMZE(), A-Pshunt(b), W B4
ZiEMRARRR. REWENEAR. SappeylBERa EMEELSIOISRER ), IR
ForzERAEENFSHE.
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II (B)
Fig. 11 SENSE (sensitivity-encoding) & % f\ " /= 2 M LA FEME & F 1R EEBRZEDdouble arterial-phase GRE{% (74
FRE, BIFEBEEDOIEEICLS).
FHARTEHARARR (A) T 13 ATHBAR AR (S2ED) & PEBRATBRRIE (H1K) DRRG 2130 3. HUIFEIIRAA () T 1L FTAMASAE 13 /b
LB(ADFBRP) 2T 50, BRERBS A LEAHLBEREHL,
Peripheral nodular N Progressive but
enhancement and n g incomplete fill-in
progressive fill-in
Rapid entire Hyperintence
enhancement complete fill-in
A-P shunting Icsoorl?;gleertlg%in—in
“Bright dot™
enhancement
Minimal peripheral
enhancement
Hepatic arterial  Portal venous  Equilibrium
phase phase phase
Fig. 12 FIAMRLEBOZBAR/ % — > ORAR.
(Fig. 11). Table 2 s‘%’xﬁﬁiﬁh‘.jj U 2 AFEADIR BB 1 4245 B0 DEFMRIFT R &
SOr—— - - ; F (i i
BRI G & U2 BVRFIS C ), 2 R
D% DRI & ) BUHES ThHBH, —i lacakn i
DMAENES, PEBOBRR, BHOREEC LY, Ry FFEHIRAE 5 & UPIBRAR
BRIENY — RRLY, BN L OBIIATIREE %5 2 DBREERERONBAOEEEENY  72%
EHH % (Fig. 12, Table 2)¥. $HiC, BMGlgRY % T3 RIS AR 17%
MAEREE, AEHEEOIREIZ X > T3P EET2EES %R APy v b 14%
L, mBUMIFREREN) ZL2H 5. F&iR
BiESRRiRE 59%
7 L VEX YT REHMRI SRS SRR 2%
: “Bright dot” itz 6%
19994EFR & D, FRIRDBFIZ B L 7o B H et i b gk L2sventey 2 6%
A7 2 VEXR S FR) I, BICEBEIFEORTIZENT

14

AAREREIE H61% %14 %
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FREMESEEMEBZH (FNH) OMRIE.

Fig. 13
IEEFT2EAZIRSER (A) THEESES £RTFNH (D) 1,
FAIAGRER(C) T I h/LEELS (%K) MRS VMEEMEE S LTI A T3,

FIRE S T CT (CTAP) (218 & (B2 B A & L TRk S

N7z, sk, 7o b CEEERE L OT2MSEEL T2 %5
spoiled-GRE#: & [V TOHRIEAITHIIZA, i Tld 2
mseckL F DT o —FH (TE) % V7= T1iFHGREE:, I
W b ) A — iR I LB 77— A D) AN — 5k
SEi:, YNV a3y MEE#SEREOF D Wi ST
L, La—77Fr—FOFHEICHLTEREETTOL S
ABEMTH S,

Ward 61903 1 7 ASMRE®E L ART 1 314 V% HW,
duaI-phd*se SEi{%, FLASH:(TE = 10 msec) DZWiiEA
{, HMHSEERIIHHTAVWEHGR L Twads, bhibho
157 ATHEBBLUERIANIZENE %ﬂf;MRWifg’f?)
ROCHHITIZ 70 b Y ERFISED R & (50, I b ) A —5
MSEH:, T2*iHiHGREM: (TE = 10msec) i Z 4112k vc«rT
ETholz. LHL, BHESEEIIMICILLT, F#RO®
BrBE DB 12BN 5 7209, BIEL Vb AUIT256 5 5 HSE
%, T2HHEFGREEDHFHENR—-AL LT, Thicy v 7
Vg y FEESERE, #WTE(1.6msec) (2 X 5T 158 A
spoiled-GREFEZBIIL T A, WA A—=Y3 M) v 7 A
 F I b ) A — T2 EES B A B O L RERT ﬁf
R OER), HREMEROFREICEEEZEZ TS,

Tz VEF DT ADTIUEMRIRIEIAT F) =7 LD 6 f5l

ER <, HWTEW X AT15d#spoiled-GRE®E: & I v» 7245
&, TUEHESEKRE L TORELEED. ZO%E, &
51, AR CIEEES O B &S E St
THZEDPHMOENTVAEH, ZIINEEBRFOREBEIZ X
AN TO 7 2 VEF T FAOT =) » 7HEEO
—fpLEZSNTVAE, ZOFTRITERIES OBk < |12
RObNhsD, KREOOEROFHMIZLAELGNE Z LD
% (unpublished our observation). F 7z, AR NER B
JBYEASET IR EE S IER & LT S S

%ﬁﬁm%ﬂk&fd,77N—%mﬁ%#%tﬂ6:

SER134E12H25H

Mz 3% 787
(A) (B) I“||‘||
T LER D FAEMT2MAEESER(B) TIH{ESET 27, T2x
k|

-

e ;?r'aa
Y iil-

EREFREED 7 2 LT F 27 ERMRHER. BTFT

y”

I

ulﬂ- )
\" £ PN N

y > ,~‘J‘I’

Fig. 14
B SFRIRICH T T, BFEROMEM &3 5 R LR R D %

WEEBL LTRH 5N 3 (KH). AEHCE 7T VEXFS TR
EMYIAAEBERBEHMEESHEEE LTHED 5N 3 (Vi
%&). (Abdominal Imaging'® & V) §50] %18 TH#zilf])

ENHY, 7EFXTTAEEMRITEM L VERES F
P TS (I ) fH . LT O MED Z e Ibh
Tw5h, LaL, bitbhoOBEES Tld 2emELFOES
mwﬁﬁmﬁ$%ﬁﬂ:w%#»?z%$m~uﬂ0ﬂ

SEEREET TR NIZCL, Bl S vl
10% Aif & % z 515 (unpublished our data) .
EEESE DA oF AL LT, REMSETEEITE
B (Fig. 13) SR FR M IF AR (Fig. 14) 7 EOBETIZ%
MoZ ERHREERTWS,
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Fig. 15 ZMMS5{LEFEREOEEMRIE.

A KU =0 LEATEIRRG (A) T2S50 S MMRTE (M) »ABRTH 55, 71 LEXIFX

JFFOMRI

.

-

J’

T2

*HRAGRE

&(B) Clt, BEATOSEENE, FEEETICES 7 LEXLFAOBYAAMET, FEAKAO T TILEFS
TRAMABZZEOFERC &) IFE K O#BH I3 Tk, (AJRD &R £ BT &)

ARVZOLET I VERFDTX

BAE, FMRUCERRERAA 0 iRy B = 4
ETNVEFVTATHY, FOBEESEFOFTAREE
oo Tnb., bIUbIIIERNEEZWHE % ROCHITIZ &L D
BET L, FEWZER, MEFicBYTwFhd TR )=y A
EEMRIPERICENTWD Z L R L7 (Fig. 15).
L2L, 7z VEX Y TAERIZE AMRIZHFIZ VT 72
Mz ETHY, &R, H Y=Y LEEMRITIEES
NEWEFFEONAZ LB MONT WA, X562, Tk
FMRIZPEH$5 2 & C, MEEE TFTCT(CTHA/CTAP) 12
EAHEDELRWIFIERSIM AR EE 2 b EZ R
B, Ward 537 2 VEF T F ARG XA, HFY)
=7 LERMRIZAT) Z & THAIIRE D ZRRENT X & 121h)
ELAZEME LAY, SHICHMLTIESSICHRAZE
o, ReEWICHTHRTLEL LS.

B S TOEPMRIZ W72 g & LT, BT
MEBEDAZ ) —= v 7R —JdHAE 1213, 21
H, BHREENFHNE LTH F) =9 A5EEMRIZ,
BT NE S DM A XM E OO %, SIS i
DT EEOMIIIZ 7 = VEF S 7 ATERMRI & #E3E 4

b, 7 VA EBEIATE ORI E T, RIS WT
EAFY) =2, EBEHETFECIBWTEZVEF TR
DENDTHEVED B B L EZTWAHD, SHEOMIHES
fFEHn,

BbWIC
e, MU=y AEE, 7o2VERFLFAELER, W

AP & B FMRBENICEE L Tk Rz, £ ERRICTD
B LD, MRIDEASFEA BT L2 E&Hd - 72
2%, sensitivity-encodingiE DA T, Mgk ZZ R
FLTIREEZRLOBRYD S, BHEET&IZ, &Y
MRID)CT T35 5 W WS K DA L BWiEHRE b 725
FTIETHB, 8612, 7z NEFLFAOM, SHEE
T 5 AR EER OO WREMEICII K E 2 HFErFE S
NTw5s,

W
KL 51T 2 BRI TR S4ENEIRAE A ) | BED B

ERITI.

=)
-3

HAE £k H61% %14
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