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Abstract

Lycoris aurea Herb., one of Taiwan’s major export flowers, is a flower bulb native
to Taiwan. The invasive experiments usually used to understand the growth progress
and properties of the bulbs. In this study, the images from the two non-invasive
techniques, X-ray computed tomography (CT) and magnetic resonance imaging (MRI)
had been integrated to develop an image registration and fusion algorithm, which is
applied to observe the continuous changes of the same Lycoris aurea Herb. bulb. In
MRI experiments, parameters such as repetition time (Tr), echo time (Tg) were adjusted
by using a standard MSME (Multi-slice-multi-echo) spin-echo sequence in the 7T
Bruker Biospec 70/30 to acquite- highquality ‘MR images with high contrast. On the
other hand, the CT scanner was performed in“GE eXplore Vista PET/CT, and
parameters such as voltages, current, and.shots)of the X-ray source were adjusted to
obtain the CT images with good tis§u;e ccli-'p;l;;st of Lyeoris aurea Herb. bulb. In image
registration and fusion algorithm; CT iﬁmag‘e"‘s— and }MR 1mages was regarded as reference
image and test image, respectively.‘ Ih image prepfbcessing, Hotelling transform was
employed to realign the two images, and then rigid transformation was used to output
the best parameters of transform function according to the matching index of area
template. Finally, the two images were fused to the checkerboard rendered image. The
matching index up to 87.4% and 36 images were fully matched in 41 block fusion
images. For the morphological structure of Lycoris aurea Herb. bulbs, the difference
between the flower and leaves buds were classified obviously in dormancy status in
May. In addition, the flower buds grew quickly when the temperature decrease from
28°C to 23°C. The moisture content change of interior Lycoris aurea Herb. bulb was

evaluated by the T, value and CT number. The results showed that both T, value and CT

il



number decreased during the drying process of Lycoris aurea Herb. bulb.

Keywords: image registration, image fusion, magnetic resonance imaging, computed

tomography, plant morphology
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Eap Koo F&F I SHE (radio frequency, RF)%ﬂﬂ‘;‘ T SR R R § (g

WA R A Y R S XY T 6 b he] 2-2(b) 0 R g
FaEdRME > mpt - U WA S LIS (Larmor frequency) » 4ozt 2.10 > H
PO LIS pAES 0 B ABS RE AL e s g
g T2 AR el d PG ] BBt S 42.58 MHz/Tesla » #7114 % b Se g5
Bi3Teslapr » B 345 R 5 127.74 MHz » % “t 433 B 5 7 Teslapr » &

FEAF S 5 298.06 MHz -

w=—)B, (2.10)



BEMERBEAMBL > ZEEED WABESORE > XY Ta v RIIE
B> o deB]2-2(c) B it FlEF LBESES - 5tk - BjcMER XY
Taood RREEET o S AE €T - RAAEL ) R EUELL free induction
decay (FID)3 5L > ¥ d & B 22 3V Rp w F e 5L » & B 8 p -5 1% f#
(spin-lattice relaxation or T; relaxation)® p *z-p *T % f# (spin-spin relaxation or T,
relaxation)> & ¥ f* ;X 211 2 ;A 212 A W & A A2 38307 k2 o HEHEE
B it o He V22 F P M, (1) 0 A A AERBERFI ZH2Z %R 0 a5t 23

=21\ (t)m/i@‘ﬂ:"fha’ XY Twz5hd ¥ E;F&F'&kl'gt’ﬁTlvﬁiTz?é

Lop epE R Y Bk

M, (t)=M,(1-e"") N (2.11)

Vi o 1 | 2.12)
r’-"

LI SR e &§Lm%aﬂ 4Rt G IR TR RS S-S

M, =Me""

% N AN IT S r’“ﬁnﬁ; ié,: FID w,{@m @ (T e e R N
il S N S DIPAS £t | %’i“rﬁf@mlﬁ % % #-BHuE = (Hashemi and Bradley,

Sl

1997) o

222 HPEA BT RS RS G

PR R R BUR L R R] 2 B F ko gl
SARB AT 4 B ARy AR o R ASRF  SEPFEEF TR
Ishida et al. (2000)# 2 > @ *t-k & fe b o R L LApH > F X B RN E RS R
oo TE @i B SR PRATRIT > BT 0T RS g B L e P

S IR 4 TR GRS R G At B R Y ROl o
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PRoks @ o s TR EBGESES 2 AP R EES T EE B A4T

TERERI RS o d ARG AR PRIFEVFEAET A

)

=i

T o FP > TR B PEE R AT TS AL R

RS R

2275 1 A 2 -

Detector
Z zZ Z
A A% signal
BOT MO BOT BOT <.
Y —3p v — - Y
)égx 7c / SN
: signal

X X X
(a) equilibrium (b) excite (c) receive

Detector

Bl 2-2 Py PG RET R F - (a)ﬁwaﬁé‘bl i s o (b) FRAERE KL
Iwaya-Inose et al. (1996)F1-* WIL—*— =2 f?’;fﬁ W=t RS £ 23R4T (tulip
bulb)& ¥ - = A 5iE4 2@ £ it & 1)%!—?%2 G HEEBFR 7 5B e
Bl £ AT HEEP 4 R ALRAGE S AgPenig > T4 PRS2
PEEA R A AR B2 KBAS R AHY 2 0 RERA
A RSEAE E AL 5 0 T Al B B4 AW & 4 A
BpKfEAPEFERITY > BRAGEL L £ A R > R AR T

pEeTE g £ oo

Zemah et al. (1999)R|4]* P s =¥ B 2L 5 L1 (Alinm aflatunense

bulb)> & * T, 1 € # % (T;-weighted image)gLip| H 25 fg engg it » 7 % §ib 2.3 2

AmAFPP A eE ke kg AT HEL 2SN T EZBE
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Fl* dple TRES e Tpane A F o JI* N 21347 ToE > H9Y R4 tA
KRR -CRT ARSI LNT N Pl FRARLS] RO A MR L 02 U R E S L § R 4
\%,zﬁipl’f‘é"ialﬂﬁ?%ﬁﬁl—h -ﬁﬁ}i%-ﬁ:’r’lﬁ’*’ PL—ﬁsz’}ﬁﬁj?%f%\

(To-weighted image) » .7 ij f .3 R RSP > RE XA 4 dnf L o
mR:-E;El (2.13)

Van der Toorn et al. (2000)¥+#] & % 42 » & % plH T 820~ T, ¥ %~ ADC
(apparent diffusion coefficient)§ if > BLBIZRITIEEE 5 2 R EARF ¥ > 4 JdLif P
BRE LI 2 ke T R BH A R FIRE S A4 L R L e

ez e > Ty Bifs 7 M Ase e de o A APC Dt 4 RS IR A E R T A
A4 RIE st OIS A A |

anmmmdﬂ(mMﬁ?ﬁ@;%%@ﬁ@$éﬁﬁﬂp?ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ
] -3 i
Hoodpkes oo 1T B iR 112%"{%:% AR L B A KT AN |
Il ¢ -

! | g
R g IS G RS g g T

Kamenetsky et al. (2003) 8 u% *MT (magneti;;tion transfer) 8> 47 31 /4 L &2
AAERILZ WA AR E > PRGN ERG G T BT ¢ hRE 0 4 RJE AR
ERARIZNE 5o I ST 2 FIRL ARSI EY > R ERT F 2
Bk KRB EEABEERBE S BER IR ER % > B MT Ex A4

BRI ER o Ft o FAIY MT EAHE £ AR Ep 24 o

Salerno et al. (2005)F * 7 £ 4= 8. B Z & § 212 (radish bulb)p 3825 8 > &
PORRERIEE L AR AR R TR RSB % 3D N
Bk s R 5 R PRI B N SRR R LR

AR SRS IR BN IR ¢ R I5 -



@ Jahnke et al. (2009)F E_4-3 § 2843 » P £ R i s B fFT R DS

PR S &1+ %A 4 (positron emission tomography, PET) e ac (2.8 i > #-

Erid

PO B e

FERIE S EISLaS 3-8 3 g

-

BBV R PEEESGEY NIRRT S > A FEAcd 2-1 0 Rk i B A

PR AR R T BB IRAT P 3 HEZBFR s T BERPGT R G
T2 MT 4 E R 245202 > B3 Fadles 7 F BFEp 2 st i T 4
ML AT R NEDBREZ A 4 TR L HE B ARBRPB R R EAM

w2k o

2201 o R B o TR

Plant material Researchisubject T /% Methedology  References
Tulip bulb Chilling effect r‘ ﬁ | PDWI Iwaya-Inose et al., 1996
Developmental chaTl ‘es, \ ?‘Ee'r"s-{aths T,amap, ADC  Toorn et al., 2000
Bud abortion | g} = ' “ | T map;<T, map Kilsdonk et al., 2002
Water status; earbohydrate pools : :: PDWIMT map Kamenetsky et al., 2003
Allinm aflatunense bulb Anatomical stru‘c:ture,L water status - TYWIL T2 map Zemah et al., 1999
Radish bulb Anatomical strucfure, water status T,WI Salerno et al., 2005
Registration with PET T,WI Jahnke et al., 2009

FRETR B R

231 etk B A

TR 1 Xeray B s A o h Xeray L & R

1(%
ETIS
—4
@
~=$
e

T

BEBROE T F AL Xray) FEBRYBERAI T IR LT FIREH
I H IR AR § T AR R P B R Xeray bt ) A A r iy
X-ray e %4 > Ed BHEROT B4 0 @ Xeray #icp P d i N AR W
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SR OerEeA] 0 @ F Xeray AR T S ORI > € 5 %4 0 Xeray AR 4 RS
? iR Xray @ 273 ot Bk o0 ot 214 0 d P NF S Xeray B ¥ A
At enk B (thickness, )22 % 8 % #c (attenuation coefficient, ) B % »

? Ik R ehx-ray § Gk kSE ¢ Ao &L s o
| =16 (2.14)

TR R 1Y 5 %o Xeray B o €2 6 R 2L RUREL R S0 6 B
o 4o @ 2-3(a) & A OR FOUTR R4 B2 1% B E E (collimator) > - & X-ray
%%?ﬁﬁﬁ’%*%*%@ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiiﬁ,ﬁg—%ig,gﬁ
DR Ao 2-3(b) o B 2404 v B SRS FIUEE {1 - BB
Wl 2-4 0 Bt LA »’”'Wi,j PR F%:rfwi,,- A U I S T

2’ (Gonzalez, 2008) ° ™ ‘ “

I 1
al., 1983) ~ filtered backprOJectlon (Katsev1ch 2002) g¥“direct Fourier reconstruction

(Choi and Munson, 1998)&#&‘}*»?% Bowq d SR FaEEA 0 TR AR EY
Flt o R EE R g o 2 AR UABFRESRT o 5 H S £
* CT & (CT number, or Hounsfield unit, HU) ¥ 5 i# 3L X-ray # Hoe¥ 5 (e > 4ot
PARRERN LIS P o S R & ARG R R R R Tl

B SR FI* BOBA A Fen CT B4 > a f L4 Feh CT ded 22 (Webster,

1990) -

CT number (or HU)=1000* 240 (2.15)

Mo
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X-ray tug Ist scan
1 e (o)
collimator [ %

Detector

YYVVVYVVVVYYYY

(a) (b)
Bl 2-3 % eETk R RIZT LR () #%%L““‘*‘\'*’liﬁ? (b) * FedFde & & ©

232 *"%%ﬁ#’&ﬁ

TRETR R R E ,é%*“ﬂgﬁ« %Pﬁg\w ; BEER AP 1 F
Flgrhidb ¥ “xf%:”f@%ff*ﬂ?%? 'iqu?ﬁ’#i LB R R ik i dy

PERF > (6 H Apfhmﬁﬁﬁﬁni liPm@?m'£%€”WMm B e

()

BB WV ARIRIZ B (Young etal, 2003) s

BEI R R A Sk ; BVRAE R R o Tollneretal. (1992) 4+
A4 & g% o 1% CT ek ik #c (absorption coefficient) £ it #% % p 38
vk EE o T iR IR B i %1 - Barcelonetal. (1999) { i&- #
fI1#* CT @& it f (% FRECFIREEEE) RS SR EFEEL

HREHPLE > FRCTEEEF T BB a T a AR §EBT

% o

15



| —Zn}ﬂl,jt
. —» | = e 1=
/ﬁl!ﬁz /ﬁm ’
o o A 1Mo

| | |
;um,l :um,z _ﬂm,n

l m m n

_ZM it _Zzﬂi Jt

— -1 -— i=l j=1
=l,e’ I'=1,e

B 204 7 R 4 4 15 2 TR BB

2 22 % a9mgren CT & o

Fissue éT number (HU)
Botie. . | | 1000+
Hemorrhage=" 60 - 110

Liver 50 - 80

Muscle 44 - 59

Blood 42 - 58

Gray matter 32 - 44
White matter 24 - 36
Cerebrospinal 0 - 22

Water 0

Fat -20--100
Lung -300

Air -1000
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Stuppy et al. (2003)£2 DeVore et al. (2006)F]* & fZ47 & & "a %7k ## 4 (high
resolution X-ray tomography, HRCT) » 12 #4§ 32.2_ 1§ p| B2 e 3 it £ 1 X-ray » #-7

CEF R FEHES R

L

Tt AR R o RIT R R R 0 X ARk SRR A

R B2 AT & 10um e

FE4 (Q007) % CT %Pl #H5~ 0 %M i~ FEEEFP T > 7
[ :Ifiaﬁ 2 7% 2. * o Heeraman et al. (1997) ~ Gregory et al. (2003)%# Perret et al.
(2006)% 1% CT si-#fifrz R iz Ed2 TR EHMBE I E2 0 6>
FOhOBAE A 2 R GE L Y A “ﬁ?. SRR IE R ESE I s A

4 & edg g -

8 @

24 & F {\ w:ﬂ

4 £ % # (Lycoris aurea Herb. Ve e % F 2 - H 3 #37% (subclass
Monocotyledonae) ~ § & B (Lilales) ~ % s 4% (Amaryllidaceae) ~ % 7 % (Lycoris)

Zfif o m gz fitarea s G F I L ER S (FREE 01999 -

Py RANLTWZ 0B P AP R Eg B8 T A E
PRI A R T o AN EA] (R 1011 P Bt R) e T E A (L
albihora)~ = i # 7 (L.radoiata)? £ i # # (L.Aurea)% & &4 (E 52" &
44 £) Dbk & (L. Sguamigera) ~ B i % & (L. incarnata) & - i % 5 (L.

sanguine) e m & C B & A E A2 2 A (F E 4 2 2002) ©
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SHET LA R el 250 %0 1996 § 3 E SIS F AT AR
BT E ko d e B AR LA TALTAATENIRET > AE

BT o FIE s PR R AT F AR T EBE T 2 T L

BAFNEE

100

80
o 60 o ]
fer _
-4
=40 - u m
o B _ _

20 A

O T T T H H |_| H
1990 1995 2000 2005
E R

B25 £ Fmr et (N MAcitB A ha il o Tt .

241 %4k

4

b £

£ P i EAE S E > 5 W E (tunicate bulb)zR I =5 o

Nud
~L
R

HAR AR B 1.5~3.0 cm o £ 9 40~70 cm 0 £ % FliE%S  ER L A2

S E RO RS Y FERERSE TR E S



e

R A B AR B K R R L g B RBFS 1 BE
PR E o SR A F BENF TR B RS 0 F T3

A EEaThBcte o 5 5B 6T FA > %9 5 H 5 (Bailey, 1976) -

ET-THBEPMALT A Z BICA P BRI BT R Y
5-10em > #jE ¥ 29 cme ¥ 4157 I Y > 327 7 s e T BEY > oA

o

—
(ﬂd\

Bt P i o MR AATABER o R RIS S EL 2B 2 (1998)

o N AR AE Y RE o D B4 gAY “ L4 R € A ET
Ao EA BRI E A Bk AT A4 chE s g REGBES Y X E

=
=
hag
=
‘_
-
8\
w
<
C
Y
w2
\5 L r
o)
o
-
=)
on
S
=
Q
=3
=
(4)°]
w2
<
2!
a
g
i
|

H~d
Wt 3 LA EEA M—*&“,fi%*“uﬁ__k*rsﬁvﬁfg (leaf base) & ] & #h
vl o 23 E e Fg@?:ﬁn@{;?‘»g Lﬂnﬂpz?ﬁyﬁé?m ABETEZL TR
G o d RS T Mo R0 Fm%"}? HH coft s BT e 45 A

FHLY LI E g g o T E R ST B 2 K
FREAEGBBEALGFELAPM - HET P BT p A PR IR R

F45E (R E 1987 3 & (F 0 198NEEE c B AT E AT A KT -
TAtE 100 REWED2I Y LB AEH RIS BEL BER D

R

N

AEPEY - ED 34 REFCHBE LT L TE B

Wi

BE B rRRED L 5T P d N L A T B ke P 3te R

ESCE S

Mok TR e RRE ) RREPE s R L g ;;njfl PT 0 e
HBEE N 3ot KAqeng o 2§ il > T NI Al B R Y @S
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(\x
i
I
X
&

w,,\l,,ﬁﬁ’ gﬂ,*%'i;};g; p%ﬁ;:ﬂ,l}‘]ﬂﬁf
AR B R ARG TR A pAATRE YR BACHE A

o R RFEE B AR AT FAEZFTRLKGE S ARKM 2
5 H A E

s

HAPEE A AR TR R L AT R AL B A

243 $£rBHR

ﬁﬁz%ﬁggxﬁ«a%;%@&%@%fﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁo@w%%%*
= "LoR
Rk 38y @*Jﬁ*om| é‘?rﬁmphusv(355~68 AR =N A o 2

SRR A b Bl ﬂ*?ﬁ%% NIRRT e T
) Ty | !
1 1

B A AR L T +%w9¢k%r‘zzaf~»¢ﬁ 1000 28 11T (E %4

I}

2002)

AR GOEAEREY Z 4~6 1 S BEE T ST R o AT
P E2E ik R EREEERITRIE IR 2 JERTHEY PR
LomBRAEFE ARPFHED 12cm ik BEZNE ML > d T EP
R g3 PREREFL > offleddiF MAgEFRLT  FEESFW -

BN ET {5 R F o RHEREER & 15~20cm (1% % 5 1993) -

HyWE R e B B g B o Hokam L > 7 i il ol

PERFBESF  kAFF L MEBSPEFERE S TERD Lo - 2



B2 F 10 T AT E YRR I F o s sk gonhait §
AL 5 BT 100~150kg 0 S EFH F KA E 023 0 F o dE 50T 43 Bpe s
B 30~50kg > 12 GEBEE 4 K 06~7 1 (REE > %5 % F 4857 5 A 1 1000~1500kg >

VPR B 4 (B £ 4 0 2002) o

Fos TARHITY o A d MEBRNFEREE S £

TEFAHLME  EFEAERA LA A BER S L AR ET A

—
L)
—A
>H_
S|
u

&
=
[
‘-\w
?s*a
—»Q-
“II

I
i

‘\‘H'

= £
(1992)z 473 ¥ 4vlp — ¥ H B &5 Alded X e S PP 4 > 3 Vi 27581
F|F TR E A PR SR Flef i d A A BB % KT ORIE T Al R

ARz AN EMEA AL SRBE AT ERLER T

-"

| |
. = A i o LE . PN i a o
(1998)\/?"1#; - el —E;; :f-u:;ﬁq -8 ﬂ%—ﬁi\.%ﬂ-ﬂ— A1 FEZR

-—\\

SRS SR LR i£mZWw’RméT55%@$§WW’HJi%ﬁ&%
# (thermoperiodicity) » ¥ &P 4 = 1SChMg 1 5 A FH =7 £l FHEH
L%

150 Z AN 20CZEAE 2 FHNET hA L EET 1R

ETIRN

g2t
T~
e
[
¥
pel

beits
A
Ll
=1
-
-
i
i
i
A
=
Iy
|
k'l
=
s
o
-
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-1
A
J
i
A=)
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o
He
o
T
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&y

93 (1998)W e 0 F R 2 0 A BIEY A I M T R E 0 R

IS/13CT > B 5 5 0% Flet o MR g #rdl 57 ehai £ 0 9000 0 7 00 A Y
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Bl &R S B IR 20~30°C T 0 X 10 3 o T oAeid (5T 4 L

B2 155 A 1 P 46 3% 0 @ (545 BRI T 2520C » 7 04 i

f
e
G
*s
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Pt
o2
&
e )
o
Rg
A
:
oy
A
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AT R AR 310 4 R AT PR R(MRDR

HETE BTN e

B2 o e BE o HIY A TR G E R

Aﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ%”’ﬁw’ﬂ%%%ﬁﬁiﬁg

TAL e

Hoplg

2R BB E 2

7P EIE S Bk 0 doiE R kA

2 5oL 5 & 2
TESERES TS

[ SRt
P fTEFER FI AR HRRE

7k (CT)R
PR E R R
FaniE o § A A u4E MRI & CT &
-8 SCREH |

*

—

MRI MRI
> > .
scanner image
Lycoris aurea Herb. | | Quantitative Image Image
bulbs analysis registration fusion
CT CT
- na P
scanner image
. 3-147 %15 ¢
A F7 3k & @ * Borland C++ Builder6.0 % #2538 B % T 5 » ¥ 12 OpenCV 3
AR ISR BB BE N - R R L AT SAHE SESR ha ik
# -
Bl &R FMBERAEY S 3 v T &

ETEAMERRG cHAF RS P S ARRER I

FELBUKETE

FEL e

w0 MEFILFE AR

23

7f§61:;=\7 1—\. , ]%

%

LA

-

E
™

L 3k 3R

P E I RAPREZERAFT I - BT - > nAaFIER L o




& T ar st (RGP o LA ] 3-2(a) 0 g wAbd 2 dh R RS o 2 BT %

REZRE > PS> € 8H Aahd 2 K FERGCE > 4oBl 3-2(b) 0 B H IR

® @ 3\l | (b)

B 3-2 £ F st (a) IRAEEEF2 2B (b) &2 “h K akd Eaz sh o

PO GHARE T H - ARAREG ALY S % dF A

MRI £ CT 8 tfen= *7 5 > & W f_#he (axial direction)*> @ ~ % » (saggital direction)

*7 & ¥ %% (coronal direction)**> & » B\ A2 R o m AR E ARG RIIF
125 2> T * oMl TR =270 03 % o B 3-3@)TRETTwBE =

G B3R T AT ARG RS 6 S o
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Saggital ==~ / Saggital

A

Coronal »m = o m = m =

. f f
Axial - —>

\
N
|

= Coronal

Z

A
7]AX / I Axial

R
| = | l!
321 PRELES ngﬁzgﬂ. j ggf[p__;- fl IH

Pope s R R By 0 LT E R 2 1‘ B %lﬁ% mm Bruker = # #f 1§ e
* prpk £ 3§ ik B BioSpec 70/30 USR %lr'ﬁl 34(a) > W F LR s X B~ B oE
PEEFEARRE Ao B eSS TTesla » w3t~} 5 310mm > P
HEW AT AEST TTPREERGP < T%E (BFEMRIFHRE) -

ST AUE i * & RS sPaE AL 5B ("H whole body RF coil) » 4o 3-4(b) » 1 1§
BlIFEAT RFERPG o BP0 ] 5 70 mm e A AR K SLandindd o B

# * % Bruker o @ #1 ) ¢ ParaVision 5.0 °

PR R R R S AR 350 F A ¥ E T RS SPFH AR A g

SRR O RF O RTG e R B ORE AT EABENEE L > B 360 Bl



R@te AP R ET L R SFAEY v 0 X% ParaVision 5.0 #7#k -

=42 B (position sequence) » 174 & = T mrih £ > f B o

BFE N i 3+ EIEHAELF 27 %7 7 (wobbling) » # 2t » kA BT
YR B MR MAEER G R SR G RN o AR TR TV B4 ER
TR R RS R HREREY DA RSB E RATE N R
o FEAAE L MRLTHEITRIHRELAT R o FRERLR 0

BEFRREALET B 2 LFEBY ERRES TR L F L B o

Bl 3-4 Ptk E > (a) L3 BioSpec 70/30USR » (b) & R F S#E 4 50 ] o
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=D

v

Place the "H whole
body RF coil into the
BioSpec 70/30 USR

L 2

Place the bulb into the
'H whole body RF coil

L 2

Wobble the 'H whole
body RF coil

v

Select scan sequence
& imaging parameters

L 2

Scan the bulb

v

Acquire the raw data

L 2

)

Bl 3-5-FrtidR B0 e B i AR )

Bl 3-6 £ Fmlhs

(SEH)REWRLSFLD o



322 #H B 7

2 7 & * ParaVision 5.0 #7#% & 7 MSME (multi-slice multi-echo)# 5 2 & ¢

¥ B 7 e MSME % 122 spin echo ehdF 45 & 71 » H ¥ 45 "8 B 4B 3-7 » RF % fbri
EF N BET T FBE N NES PREES Gss (select slice) ~ Gy (phase

e

encoding)#? G (frequency encoding) * ** %_i* # i3 %% » Tx (repetition time)£ Tg
(echo time) ] & W] R & EAFPERF i M PF A o $Ffy PEAF 693t B 4ot 3-1on % & Bh ik

i R o od L A F TrARE A En AR A pF S 0 R R AL o
Tr=Tkxn ‘ - (3-1)

MSME ## B 7| e g ¥ > 7 £ 3 5 5 G e 0 4B 3-7 0 T ALE
@ = 5 5 s o MSME #0570 5 §§.§k7 2 G\F R T ® 4 Tg 0% e o
Y —

d bt ae s F A P s JLEE??‘]LMSME%”:}*E;- SRR pE TR T

| * & -%z * I ehgg e o @ 7 T1-We1 ted :Enage (T, WI) ~Te-weighted image (T, WI) ~

I 1

proton density weighted image (PDWI) ﬁé 4y 4 B0 j\ HEEfe sk ok 3-10

EEHPERPN 7 P ILEEF'“B’»ﬁp% % PF' B G FET P I ARUELG R
TWL i & st @ een T $ e @ F 5@ F TRE @R Teo & TIWL %
o BBHGRARS K R A TiRE - WL R R TrRE & FF
Te> A i~ % 0 H& 0 afe TofE « PDWI & & sz
BRI TR EPER T ABEA S ¥ RASEREFI S ERS - AFERGL
BYooRRE = B s e B & kR (Cameron et al., 1984;

Mitchell et al., 1991; Nikolasos et al., 1996) -
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Tr

»|

- g
90° 180° 180° 180° 90°

Echo

G 1] ] —
Al

/\ﬁ/\ﬁ ..... ]

& 327 MSME 4%?5}% 7|7 A -

3031 7 b £ARERY (Tr)br i sk 1 N(Tp)Bie ™ 2 4c R 80 1 o

T, WI TyWI PDWI
Tr Short (400-600ms) Long (1500-3000ms) Long (1500-3000ms)
Tg Short (<30ms) Long (>50ms) Short (<30ms)

323 PR R E b ok

§ MRI 2 5% 25~ PR 4B T 5 16bit T > ehd mA s i70 f &
Arh s FIPL R AT AMELR R S 15-bit ad kT EFEF AR S RGB iy
24-bit 2> Flpt o P 7 A 8-bit B2 E AL ¢ B if (pseudo-color image)E

RbgcB Gl o LR > 3 2 ERPEAET YR 0 7R AT
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o 5 g R TR G R R R > B BT B BT R e TR

=

1. 8-bit & FERT
AR 23 R et 3.2 (3852002) 0 KR b B R RLUR r%\8blt’il"hﬁ [

2o Qr(XY) A BF 0 H 542 PRI s(xy) & REDTRE > S8 Sun

A Eldh - R RASIELY ko B A E o

Ovr (X y)=

SX V)8 955 (3.2)
S A

TR A ER RSy ¥ x& ey Ty S,

me‘ﬁﬁ Eol: * %FT:I’ ’ #ft Hig w X '%"ﬁfﬁ/ig\ﬁ R z TS ﬁ «N’Pr zg;uv} a2t

A enggde o5\ > BH A fb ggj}g RplB . ‘Elﬁg”

—vﬁ—m

I }
MRI 408 7 4R 5 = 16 blt E fo g\ A g S S TR PRy

CEOER - A S T NG RGB.= xé’lgfs»%'zﬁ P HEPag®hhuniry

oo stdest 3323423589 L i B R T A MRI R4 s & Ly,

v ’ a2 ) s ’ L 4 22 22 R ] L
sﬁ%%@@&&«@ygmajﬂ%@‘&ﬁﬂg.% PR S B38 AT o

max

(cos(4|'_”' L L s%
R(L)= max (3.3)
255 L >ﬁ
4
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0 L < max
4
A a7 NN N
G(L) =122 (cos( )+ 1) o ] < o (3.4)
2 max 4 2
255 L>ﬁ
2
0 Lshﬁ
2
B(L)= L (3.5)
L, 4-7-(L- ““%) L,
2 (cos( )+1) L>—m
2 o 2
vl LG
G -z B W
& = a2
M L W S iy
B EL:
260 I Green
240 B Eed
220
200
o 180
= 160
2 140/
>
= 120
& 1001
20
&0
40-
20
D"'|"'|"'|"'|"'|"'|"
0 5,000 10000 15000 200000 25000 30,000
Intensity

Bl 3-8 pf 4 ik 4 R
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324 BHEFAH

MR AT A TR 0 N BIRE T RS o TR T ik

BILeS 8 0 BRI B AE T R  PRARTERAE TP

2 3 32t (signal-to-noise ratio * SNR)
R AE L o AT AT R R 0 Bl I A 3 BlE s 5 BlE
FHMER s B R oo a ¥ RRA - U

21N

DRI S R

ZoRAETAL RS AT o B Mg 2 AT R & AR 258 G et 3.6 (38 0 2002) 0 d 3T
MRI 52 CT Bt BB e s m4ph > orupt o2 S A J2 81 4

-

*%ﬁﬁﬂ%iié@»ﬁaﬁWFgﬁﬁl

B o

R E T A S R R T TR

m

3&5ﬁ&#ﬁ%&gﬂﬁgEL |

bR R AT TR T R R

B e % (Stanisz et al, 2005) o @ e ko Ty EE K2 £ 400

(Toorn et al., 1992; Edzea et al., 1998; Zemah et al., 1999; Van Kilsdonk et al., 2002) -

Flpt o AT HRAIF B T B E T AAGEE P IR 2 2tk e

d 3 2-12F @hr PR RS XY T 6 5 - ffcfid il #H el b

F3T70 8¢ S(T) A4 et iR (T2 5 A < ) Sl & i Rl e s

1% 2 FF ficip B (Edzea et al., 1998) -

9 T)=9,xe =" (3.7)
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T, 2424l 3-9 2475 8 * MSME ## A7) > &k 2- HaT, > T
BEPF T e # BT I -5k @R HF > ¢ MR RE TR TH
B R e > TF @ LAMM Y R (curve fitting) > ;2 (Whittal and

MacKay, 1989) # 1 & 4 2 =% 2. T, & -

R R A BT, B T EW - T R R38R

8T

2—min

,ﬂ\gj,l;;Tz,'Eﬁqﬁ,\ﬂ' ;g‘girﬁ,\,]‘,f'g‘,ﬂ?f g

_ Tz(X, y) _Tz—mjn %255

O, (X y)= (3.8)
T2—max ~ -min
n i
T~ 7 & 2ETo{E ERACE B2
~_ —_— F——
[~
T~
-
AR & AR ETETF 2315 T2 46 T2 %1%

B 39T, &2t 2B -
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33 LK H 4 F B

331 .;r,,;, %%ﬁ*}?%mﬁﬁli“ﬁ

AEF R 2T NETE R R B 5 GE eXplore Vista PET-CT» 3k B 3R = 5
HAE A FrpF o £ ) L+ ¥4 4 (positron emission tomography,

PET)l;’E’ CT z_% &% > ;H_ fjﬂﬁ’ﬁﬁv&rﬁ 3_11(3) s j‘\ﬁﬂ‘i“ fif% * CT P ﬂ'L‘ 53 );my_f&kr

)

R ¥ ds & 5 8355 #Fr 45 (spiral scan) > B x-ray 7 B E MR 0 P EHBITERH
ik o Wi 28 7 TR (kilovoltage, kV) ~ % 7% (microampere, pA) ~ 7 ¥ f247 &

(spatial resolution)£? ¥ t+=t #c (number of shots) % -

TSR B b R A R 31T ek L B B E R N AR T
o 4o 3-1000) » H FEREAT LR - SRS PERSCR 70 mm o AR
f“ﬁmiﬁf*wzﬁam)W%ﬁﬁﬁm%wﬁ—

%ﬁp%w’%f*ﬁﬁMﬂ»mJﬁTiﬁ'ﬁ%&”WE@_ﬁgi@ﬁ
2B tfo 7 voxel 2. & 2w Py F"*f*%‘r)i dadp o T @?] % DICOM (Digital Imaging

and Communications in Medicine)%é P ¥ ok T S * 2 EPS ERG N R T

o g BTGB o EE R B B R PR AT
BEARMRER Y AL B EPFALRFLTIRESY CHWRHRF L
ot 3

332 #HH FEK T

RS R REOTRE T d TR F A NI 300KV £ 40 uA

-

FIP AR TR A e R Bk L F R B B O R BRI et s 4%

5 v O TR RIRE OISR 0 5 G iR B ARE  F R
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# F B pF o 1% 3% 3.9 B3# 4 shots ~ 16 shots &2 32 shots » H # gﬂi 3w B g

TiaiE o Ogh &% B2 8 F o Pl K40k 3-2 ¥ 1218 1 16 shots £2 32 shots
#3 $ 4 shots % 5 SNR > fﬁj&‘@b’“r% oA 3 > 16 shots ¥ {1 * e =
FEIRE T BT s 0 Tt 0 iE 7 16 shots B BBt S AFT T R P T

KR EF S STk 33

AR, = (3.9)

(a) (b)

B 3-10 T *6%7% ## & GE eXplore Vista PET-CT > (a) 48 * 5L > (b) & = F 78 &

(BRI )E > FH T o o
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( Start ) +

7 Scan the bulb
Place the bulb into the ¥
holder
¥ Reconstruct the axial
slices of the bulb
Set the scan region 7
¥ Acquire the DICOM
files
Select imaging ¥

parameters

B 3-11.F &Sk Fda 7 % A2 °

% 3-2 7 Ir shots T (Bl s e i 2 Fh B -

Number of shots SNR Acquisition Time
4 | == 4 min
16 1l a3 16 min
32 2.64 32 min

% 3-3 TRETE R RFR SR o

Scan parameters Voltage (kV) Current (uA) Number of Shots

Value 300 40 16
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333 FHHHFEERS L

5% FEp F R AR T AL S e 5 7 5 DICOM B > 5 1 A4 47
S i > F]pt DICOM ¥ b3k & 8-bit BMP % FF 8> fde e f L% 20 o

(window level)# § [Fl(window width) » £ & 21 % 8-bit BMP % F¢ #:ijs ¥ - H #

H3 a0 3000 B9 Cly oy s i ? et = 22 - @ FERS CT &4

Clu w1 5 3 w32 & 2 - g4 5 FenCT i 2 44 7 L Bl 3-12 -

CT(X Y)=CTy_om

CT\NI +1/2Ww 7 W=1/2W

O (X Y) = X255 (3.10)

g2 78 DICOM %% i Aph® 12 ;‘ﬁ“:j 255 F %ﬁggfggigafg,\, B S 3-8 TUREE e

BUE AR AR PR e AT TR o S R i T
pdeis o HnfRac® 3-13 015 £ ﬁfb‘%"b’m R g Y o R g

4 & 5 400HU £ 2000HU mﬁ%ﬁj % n"[_g Ffw R A 6 B kg R
T4 5 BMP B ifph o 3 il 34%% g o m!iOftsu s'35E#-BMP B i = B o
jﬁm?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ”@"%%ﬁﬁgﬁEﬁﬁi KR ARG A
¥ & DIOCM A CT BT 30 2R B L Higcts » 1% W T30E s fikd 0 3
BARE L GG W B > W R e DICOM 4 X8 » R 1 5 BMP R it it

EREI AR CEEP- AN A

BAR T PRETR B R e G e e SR BB R AR
Fft > Vg ¥ e e A REERPETFeA S e 0 PR ZEJ PR
B3 GAB GRS BT o AT R 6 B 2

B > £ ZRFAE A AN R Y F T R R RESE .
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CT number (HU) Gray level
White

+3000 —

+1000 ——

Window level ——> |
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«»

\ 2
Input
DICOM files ¢
* Calculate the mean &
Convert to BMP files SD of CT number
(WI/'Ww = 400/2000) *
* Input
Input BMP files
BMP files y’
- 2
* Convert to BMP files
Otsu’s threshold (W/Ww = mean/25D)
2
L 2
Find the Three-view drawing
representative slice +

@D

B 3-13 CT ¥ i & in 42 ) o
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34 B mE

d NP ERAET S o ad AN FEZFa B S
BT RN A 0 R PR E otk 0 2 A R BN A e
GHEFERRZ O T MBI PG EH R REFENPRELRR LT

L
ETE R G B R 2 2P

BN ETEABEZ Y LS e Y LR g T RENERRA HLE

Pl F o AF I AHAS BTG B BE - AP GHCERETE R R
B2 AR AeB] 3-14 0 o ¥ CT ® fuAp >t MRI > § $HA i i eh ok

o R RIT R R HEEE Y Pl CTR s B oY hd B

7w

(reference image) > m MRI #* 15\5 2P 3R B 1 (fest 1mage) 7 B2 ot e & 3-2 0

;#a%%%mkﬁﬁﬁamg@’%ﬁv

l%ﬁ‘ u,\i’ 3@% T (1mage preprocessing) °
I ' :.‘.
.—l-

EFEHEF O (templaté extraction) it -rg,%ﬁ %7 ft (template matching) =i

|
Vi R TS (transformatf) fungmn)zﬁﬁtﬁfﬂé P R RRRRE RS @

e =

S E R %w%ﬁ+ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂrw4%ﬁx

\\\?{r

2 4 PR g e g ﬁx’“‘%l B T fiedn ¥Ap 75 s s 3 O e S

TEAIF LGS o RS PR E -

% 3-4 MRI ¥ 8 CT # ffsint i o

Spatial resolution  Slice thickness

Intensity . Contrast
(mm/pixel) (mm)
MRI 16-bit 0.156x0.156 1~2 High
CT 16-bit 0.121x0.121 0.12 Low
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Start 4

¥ Template
matching

CT & MRI image

input
: > Yes In the
searching
Image range?
preprocessing No
L 4 Output optimal
Template parameters of
extraction transformation
L 2
L 2
Image fusion
Image transformation
L 2

T

End

B}3-14 B¢ ¥t 'f-'-/?ﬁ—n Pt L]

341 i &L (Image preprocessing)

ey

it B ch im0 AR B Ao B 3150 B MRI 22 CT ¥ s 7 F B ez
EHBUEF 2 AL > X A PRSI R S LA BB RE 0 T
st ARGt oo AR Y B AT gt B (Gaussian lowpass filter, GLPF)»
HRERS o - MR AT EGL R BE S 5

X +y?

G(x, y)=ylaze_ 207 (3.11)

HE 3 & engdch &% L O (standard deviation) > F O 4% < pF » iy #-3% (hT ¥
RG> F ‘f'/f&“ff PG Fe o AP E e BT ARSHR 0 A (x,y) B &R R

BBl o H - e is 7 0 FREARLEY (mask)iEE 0 4o 3-16 -
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Hd(@)s 3X3EY > A (b)5 SXSEY > BRpF il s F gl Y

g ¢ oendRAe ey % > (Gonzalez and Woods, 2002)

@D

L 7

CT & MRI image
input

| | ]

Y

Gaussian lowpass
filter

v

Hotelling transform

=)

] 3:15, 5% Gt AL smp B AL IR) -

11242
1|21 214 |84
2 14| 2 4 | 8|16 8
1 ]2 ] 1 214|184

112142

(a) (b)

Bl 3-16 B #riil jmd i Y 0 (a)3x3 Y > (b)SXSEY -
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B ¥4 * Hotelling 3 4 33 55 8 ffurni dhis 1) > ¥ BB YRR D 2L 2wt >
W s A7 ¥t i o Hotelling # 3 cnfL # R IZ 5 4 = &~ & 47 (principal component
analysis, PCA) > Bk F — 2 FH » Z#ERLE - » B X=(X, X, - :Xn)T
&Y (transpose) > fI* 4 3123 E MH T3me g o TREFHFN3IZE K
% 3L (covariant matrix) > J* £ BB B I H B cE (eigenvalue)® H &
Fricw & (eigenvector) » I R AFHcE S | EE R E ke £ oE2 2 - 2L A > H
B3R T L R FAET R R £ 0 AT L ke (transformation
matrix) » B {8 0 J1* 5% 3014 X EH 5 37— TR L ETRETRL RieFH

e = 4 (Sanchez-Marin, 2003) -

) ‘ i
mX:qu:lEZ& ‘ (3.12)
L‘ 1 :L: »- - “ |
Cx = E{(X_mx)(x_mx)Tﬂ #_ ).(kxk-IJ _memxT (313)
Il K k=l I | "‘
1 1
el | l L 1
y=AX-m,) “F 3 W (3.14)

A MR BT AR RRERL X o 1 PRI TV P Ik
T 4 A B 4o 3-17 fisd Hotelling #4157 S5 5] H 3 b 3 1% 3 b 1

HEI sy st x -
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Hotelling

transform
—

@) 3-17 Hotelling # #& -+ £ B -

34.2 I #FB (template extraction)
A B 3R A2 Bl B8] 3-08 ¢ 5 L o I Otsu’s = @it (Otsu, 1979)%-

CT 22 MRI 8 i ¥ enmn B 734 > B3 p &\ I8 ¢ chfF & (closing)™
TR ETE

S L GRS dedR P AR (S s B (T

pEI |5'.—f‘J ff_
FEEE G R o
Otsw’s = @ 1 i 5 — fhp 6410 FRES BT 1A B E fueni 5 3 > W -
PEEHIEEFO7REE > TR E L SF 0 a { F 0 g Bl F ey 2
3

=

BRiE BREGPAERai*»»03xL-1,2@Exk 58#2 B & Otsu’s 3

iR =5 R EK 0 o BHFRARR 0 4est 3150 2P Og R R

AFER RS IR R oY 2 o8 3160 My 2 FRPGenhitn g THE -

v o 2 2. > 5 . P 2 a 22 v 2
RAEIFGOWS > d B 7 o0 HAAR B s - Vo

P Arsss
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Start

Y

CT & MRI image
input

| | 7 4

Y

Otsu’s threshold

. 2

Closing

L 2

End

W1 3-18 frfs T Az -

1t 0 7 g s ke NopRLIH 2 5 ik ket 30170 A0 mek) A s K

PP R A 03 K 2 5 T, d ) v oo dE X g k apr g8 Bk
Emk) > T RLEFLEEK I B R AR R 0 F] o Otsu’s * jE T RS E B

FREK>Z2RINA318 fI* FREK TP R- PR i et -

”:ﬁg) (3.15)
L—1 )

oa =) (i-m)’p (3.16)
i=0

émhﬂmmm—mmz (3.17)

pl(k)[l_ pl(k)]
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o5(k) = max o5(k) (3.18)

FI* Otsu’s = 2 #-Fiifs Eivfs > @ 207 i HIE & R85 HE® - T
Bt P AIE R AIE P & (closing) ™ jE o B F R HREHEE o P LR
F1# %3k (dilation) &4k (erosion) 5 A # > B Bt Fiky P o HV R
PIRTUFE R A P A BEER DS ) BT AN 550319 A
g BrobE s (TS > A Bradsad it Y EEF LB B 3-19 T
BRPBFEER  FRERER S €5 AR o i i f AR AT

(Gonzalez and Woods, 2002) -

-B=(A+B)-B (3.19)

A+B (A+B)-B

B 3-19 FE&EERT LR -

46



343 #¥ 3 ;% (transformation function)$r k4 = gz (template matching)

2

S B AR RS 0 A B X h S BB BF o b

B S R R EP IR 0 SRR e (MRI B S o 8 6 P E 2 R B

(CT ® )b fie™ Az > BB gy b 2 7 AR R ™ gk & 20 Sl i fe
WikfpE L
BN AL AT S - BT A ERCE R R g T
AP E AR 550 RS R e (MR (o sl g 5% 2 5055458 3.20 -
APy SR RGBT (X,Y) S EATORIE - S 0 8w L e g
ER A h s KRAYEX @8y e OBl E o F R e B
¥ B 0 Bt b B AT i dpdE
X =g[Xcos B+ ysinf]+h : |
[ |
Y = g[—Xxsin@+ ycos¢9]+k* "::-r ”‘
o R G R | BT AT i 320 R st
e fedz > H ¢ BT R 5D Agracimg ¢ 55 AR Bl
Pty % I AR 47 £ 4020 54 BRI Y i il o 258 320 7 o A
GE oA A AP AR AR S ZEHIE - OE > HEd

s BT Ak o

w=MXIOO% (3.21)
Aeference image
d 38320 F avo BIMEHEHEES $S20 ~h Bk > ek E e fiik
Sk f iR T pedp R o R R RF SRR B S EPE R F A0
2R

U BRE T edg iRt B RERY o W RdR A * o7 Hotelling # 4% 0 ¥ -
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gt PR R o ghis > TS B L R SR - BB T A
R s RS Sl

I AT FBET PR R LG PSS P EHRE  § ERFE
Bt B en B R (7, 7)) A1 5832280 323 A w3 M H A4 Y $himH R

PRSI R i 0 B Y B Y A MR R TR GRS Y b

t—max r—max

BB b @7, 2 LA B R A A R o

Kt = Yo — e (3.22)
St = | 3 (3.23)
t ; — :.l“ \ ‘
CEE SRS o 2 Tﬁ‘é%&-ﬁa BoS 0 Ah vt K A 4o 3.24 -
325 50 3.26 # 5 327 liLﬁ:cLﬁ%T AP R HOTA S L
1

A |
|
R BR E m%&%@ﬁ#%%%&» ? R R O# o F R B

HL'rﬂ}g 7}&%%}%*&@ ’ g:}‘:‘ﬁﬂi'é‘f’ T i;}i—fﬁ;" ﬁb;}pﬁl ) @«H'& PEon LT

»

fedp Tt enk s MR E R SR B2F > gD N9 n FE K
Tpedp it BI* iEd o0 fekrhy 2 P R EH FEFFT 0 0 LE AT R
datho B o 17 H o feks he @ @k R P 5 D BT i
o g ek Sk h 622 S

R=24, (3.24)

R =1¢ (3.25)
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(3.26)

R =10,
R =19, (3.27)

344 g & (imagefusion)

SRR ST TS

328 &

Pk @ b R ad e R R

T A BRI § kb R T fdp iR BN - e B S S

7 4 CT 2t MRI B iz 9 % Pt B b L o

#4 g & B (Herk and Kooy, 1994; Maes et al., 2003) ¥ * ** B ZF it iz oz
g,\gmzoé B4R d R s dog

B4~ CT # ¥ MRI

AT Y o % CT & MRI ¥ xg\/,,\

ﬁ ¢ Fblock(X9 y) A CT(X, Y)lfi'7 MR| (X, y)A} I)“ 7 ﬁﬁ;
A\E lgg’ |—:4‘L’"a ]g\i'l‘"7 ]&{ °

CFOQy) | ?—X./ogf—
Foioa (X, Y) = \, * (3.28)
MRICCY | if .~b= (0,241
"N | |
WP IS B B s CT RIAT

£
ET AR E IR R R B TR ;*gc} ARl T R ot 6
B 403N 3295 gt g A E_CT # 2 MRI B s i dic > £ 3%

Bk it SR 0 drsV 3300

Frercentage (5 Y) = @XCT (X, y) + BX MRI (X, Y) (3.29)
Ocrimr (X Y) = %XZSS (3.30)
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] 3-20. Mg ks 7 L ) -

%0 7 & CT B 2 MRIGE i & o PAT B g B2 > B2 F

=

PR L% ch CT B it MRL B 1pdb o 4os83.31 Wb £ P g2z 9 5% >

TRETE R AT P I B o R ¢
Ftemporaj (X, ¥)=MRI (X ¥),, HMREEX Y),, -+ MRI (X Y),, (3.31)

S FEHRGE G F R CT Mol 220 7 mhk 20neh g g5 2 2n S mag s @ o

L RIE AT @ MRIR R 1SR e L 2n s B s & & Pt s T

4% MRI B s B fsh eni®a &2 CT H1hfe & > 4058 3320 2 ¢ » ¥ 54 MRI
WS RARE S Re B #TRELPADETTHRBER G

CT(x,Yy) if MRI(X,Yy) < ¥

Fsegmemanon(x,y)={MRl xy) if MROCY) > 7 (3.32)

EJ "P %i{? Sl ,’_S,_j\/Eﬁ ;E Pow ‘H * I:block(x’ y) N percentage(x y) terrporaj (X y) b

F

eqmentation (6 Y) B A F B Bk £ 2 2 7 R o & CT & MRI R i
ljéﬁﬁ]),%g_%lﬁl ﬁﬁ£7 3B o
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BE AW

4
=
il

41 EFFHBE P IPRE R

411 PREERERETAH
AT @ MSME#HH AFIH AT EA T N2 L HR A2 & 2 i

BLERFF O AR o d W AT ABMERe R 0 VEF AL B
A

5
I~

24

JEEN R P S AT S ISR Y 9

|

_ELF.L« 0B
e g

B xRz 2Bl F (background) ~ @5 (scale) ~ ¥ (stem) s ‘EX45 & fh (basal
plate)¥® 4 - 4o@] 4-1 > 1% 836 358 # I Tr £ Tgi SNR & 0 s #% 8

Bk o

82—\
} Fx) |
. Scale |

(8 h)

Stem

(%)

Basal plate
(ks E) ‘

EARBEE P38 MRIF e (R %) 51447 & 30 i -

FrowE
ms ~ 900 ms ~ 850 ms » 800 ms ~ 750 ms ~ 700 ms ~ 650 ms ~ 600 ms ~ 550 ms ~ 500 ms

i Z e 37 en TR ¥ T & Tr » 3000 ms ~ 2000 ms ~ 1500 ms ~ 1000

450 ms ~400 ms 2 350 ms ¥ > d Tg % 15 ms> FFE 15 ms#Pst » 2 & Tg 5

150 ms » H 4y Sodichod 4-1 0 A 479 de Bl 4-2 2 B 4-3 -
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# 41 £ F B G MRI B S 7 A~ 47805 5%

MRI Scan parameters

Scan method Multi-slice multi-echo
Scan direction Coronal

Scan time 768 ~90 s

Tr 3000 ~ 350 ms

Tg 15 ~105 ms

Echo interval 15 ms

Slice 1

Slice thickness 2 mm

Image matrix 256 pixel X256 pixel
FOV 80 mmXx80 mm

BETERBEBY N EgenE sim i+ SNRe= A 45 B A ] % F) 4-4 ~ 4-5

_l:'z:‘? 4-6 > = A *%F_%‘]E'J/w\ F—JJ f—;» 47 4-8 —,k’ii 4'97‘?

4 = ;=5 SNR = & E]”’NK ’;&TR% e Tprs - % Tedf &> 2 SNR
FHTR R O B S IRA E Tei 9011\1 e ‘ESNR‘:L 173 05 @ i-‘f’i‘ﬂﬁiwﬂ'li Tk
5120 ms 4 ABE 0 B ML R 0 am%ﬁ;n_u 90,ms PF = % FA F L0

AOEBREEE P E R T 120ms e J B L 0

#F TrApF TepF » = 3= SNR &7 3R - % Tp#E (15 ms~60 ms)pF »
H SNR Flgds MA » @ & TpdE (75 ms~150 ms)f » SNR & 4af o f b8
Zod TrE& (3000 ms~1000 ms)pF» H SNR % & e T & (900 ms~350 ms)FF - »
P 4pf Tg ™ » TrR4%E > SNR 4%+ > £ F Tr » 1500ms {¢ » 2 SNR & * < 0%

it oo
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JR
Te

SWw GT

SWw Og

SWw Gy

SW 09

Sw g/

SW 06

Sw G0T

Sw 0ct

SW GET

Sw 0ST

SR AR (1) -

MRI p 3

= el =

[,

B 42 £+
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JR
Te

15ms

30ms

45ms

60 ms

75ms

90 ms

105 ms

120 ms

135 ms

150 ms

FIREREEEE

B 4-3 &7 F &85 MRI P 38 A 4780 (2) -
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R R S L T

KT
F.

T B R TR SR
JE3E B~ Tr = ** 1500 ms » Tg -] »t 30 ms erdFfs S8 * o 30 Tp € B 5858 B en
PR TRARE » Frfy FRARE » Fpb o 0 P & 4k R B ¢ MSME

#-¢ & * Tp % 1500 ms T 2000 ms > @ Tg-| ** 30ms 4 fy S8 @ S e S8

EET o FI R T 5 proton density weighted image (PDWI) -

120

—@—— T;=3000ms
........ Q-ooeeee TR:2500 ms

100 A
———w—— T;=2000ms
— =y —---  Ty=1500 ms
20 A s Ty = 1000 ms
_ TR=9OO ms
60 - — ——— T;=800ms
% —O——  Tx=700ms
o\ [P TS Ty =600 ms
40 ———4A——  Ty=500ms
— —@—-- Ty=450ms
20 4 — 0 — T, =400 ms
— —@— — Ty=350ms

0 -

T T T T T T T
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

Bl 4-4 &7 % #rr s MRIB M@ %~ SNR = ‘a4 $7 18] -
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SNR

SNR

120
—e— T;=3000ms
wod N e O-vveeee TR:25OO ms
—— -9 —— Ty=2000ms
——y-—--  Ty=1500 ms
80 - — - — T =1000ms
— —0—— Tz=900ms
60 — —<—— T;=800ms
——— TR=700ms
ST S T =600 ms
40
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144 EFETHABE RS e B B

Number S k. h K < 0 Ovezi})/ rate Dur?:;)cr)l time
No. 1 1286 12 1 9 1 0 81.90 23.94
No. 2 124 2 2 - 1 - 91.57 25.41
No. 3 126 -14 2 15 1 -l 86.41 26.80
No. 4 128 -15 2 20 1 0 92.17 22.61
No. 5 135 6 2 16 1 0 95.23 24.45
No. 6 128 13 2 -8 1 0 92.82 24.80
No. 7 122 27 3 20 1 0 83.73 24.04
No. 8 124 -13 0 17 1 0 90.78 26.70
No. 9 128 -1 2 23 1 2 79.35 19.16
No. 10 125 -6 2,20l 1 88.34 18.56
No. 11 126 278 % 25 pal g 86.13 27.05
No. 12 124 0 3¢ 3 o]l <2 90.28 2333
No. 13 1218 7 4 4. WO 88.46 27.42
No. 14 128 43¢ g~/ ¥ 89.58 32.56
No. 15 1. -7 B 1 2 89.70 24.04
No. 16 127 -4 1 = | 4 91.80 20.02
No. 17 T O SR ST 86.54 34.27
No. 18 1238 oA P 21 1| /4 84.73 19.33
No. 19 126 ST /o T &5 5 91.81 19.75
No. 20 121 60 -1 00 S 0 80.64 2030
No. 21 126 24 - dmpsElat 88.65 36.39

Average 1.26 88.12 2481

Standard deviation 0.03 4.22 491
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245 BT T EBES e 5 W B

Number h o K < Overlay rate  Duration time
St Kiniia < (%) (sec)
No. 1 124 17 =2 13 83.42 26.91
No. 2 125 17 -3 1 3 88.76 20.41
No. 3 123 -13 -1 17 1 0 71.42 24.03
No. 4 127 20 -2 25 1 -l 87.15 18.64
No. 5 126 -8 -4 9 1 0 91.36 26.84
No. 6 126 -4 -4 1 -1 88.26 18.48
No. 7 125 2 3 11 1 2 90.31 20.52
No. 8 124 33 0 3 1 0 88.53 26.75
No. 9 127 23 -1 30 1 2 87.44 27.63
No. 10 1.17 -33 -3 27wl 0 82.79 32.38
No. 11 126 -17¢52 18 1+ 0 91.79 28.81
No. 12 123 @7 w3 g 0 90.07 24.72
No. 13 12647-16 4N 16 1 B 88.97 19.59
No. 14 128 W8/ 370 N 5\ e 30.69
No. 15 124 21 2 (24=:t )]0 85.59 29.83
No. 16 126 14y -l 15T |lo 4 8946 20.78
Average 1.25 f [" | 87.34 24.81
Standard deviation 0.02 | | i | 5.03 4.57

246 & 15T 0 BT R G 2 Sk

Number c Overlay rate  Duration time
Shita Kt D K = (%) (sec)
No. 1 128 14 -1 14 1 -5 84.88 19.80
No. 2 125 5 0 -9 1 -4 87.97 18.98
No. 3 125 57 2 37 1 0 85.65 19.73
No. 4 125 5 0 -9 1 -4 87.97 18.91
Average 1.26 86.62 19.63
Standard deviation 0.02 1.59 0.48
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G- EAPEE (Te) € BB 15 % % 8 & o 4o 4-36 7 5 Bulb B & 9 (Slice 9)
SRR RIS T W

EP- 1852 d cn ISR T RFB G 7 I* 58 317500 18 %> 5 F 15 i
3o F 1% BAd B A E T ¥ 4o 437 T 5 BulbB > 6 9 1T,

CEUER

47 ZHRETEHBEEA0CICEH FPELER LA PRBERT %

#o\ e ,
M TGS S o

PIE P E Bulb A Bulb B Bulb C
T () ¥ (2 £E (2
2010/5/8* 53.38 - 44.46 59.49
2010/5/9 50.97 42 49 58.28
2010/5/10 49.72 41:43 57.5
2010/5/11% “4, 48799, 7040 7K e 56.96
2010/5/13 4f phe= sk | 139.42 55.94
| o=
2010/5/14 4i7.?25'f1"" | 39.10 55.71
‘ 0 ‘
2010/5/15 4781 x| Bs.16 55.32
2010/5/16 . . 4‘@39 3827 55.07
2010/5/17 /46,09 37.97 54.83
2010/5/18" 45.9] +37.52 54.74
2010/5/19 45.63 37.49 54.46
2010/5/20 45.41 37.12 54.27
2010/5/21%* 45.15 36.99 54.05
2010/5/22 44.78 36.69 53.64
2010/5/23 44 .48 36.49 53.39
2010/5/24 4425 36.33 53.04
2010/5/25" 44.01 36.10 52.93
2010/5/26 43.73 35.92 52.41
2010/5/27 4331 35.68 52.33
2010/5/28%* 43.14 35.53 52.12
2010/6/1" 42.50 35.61 51.88
2010/6/2 42.44 34.75 50.98
2010/6/3 42.17 34.53 50.65
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2010/6/4* 42.05 34.45 50.53

2010/6/5 41.92 34.26 50.32
2010/6/6 41.57 34.12 50.11
2010/6/7 41.49 33.97 49.83
2010/6/8" 41.26 33.70 49.52
2010/6/9 41.12 33.64 49.35
2010/6/10 40.99 33.50 49.16
2010/6/11* 40.81 3341 48.98

% 4-8 §2'% ¥ % MRI ## 48 -

MRI Scan parameters

Scan method Multi-slice multi-echo
Scan direction Coronal

Scan time 384's

Tr 1500 ms

Tg 16 ms :

Slice 6 'j:;;.

Echo 15

Echo interval 16 ms

Slice thickness 1 mm

Image matrix 256 pixel X256 pixel
FOV 80 mmXx80 mm

(a) (b)

] 4-34 MRI 5% § %445 # # + (2) Bulb A » (b) Bulb B » (c) Bulb C
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ﬂ435Bulem185«Em~a~ & B i o

Echo 5 Echo 6

Echo 2 Echo 4

Echo 13 Echo 14 Echo 15

Echo 1

Echo 10 Echo 11 Echo 12

Echo 7
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%49 %9 % CT ¥ ¥k -

CT Scan parameters

Scan direction Axial
Scan time 900 s
Voltage 300 kV
Current 40 pA
Number of shots 16

Slice thickness 0.12 mm

Image matrix 532 pixelx532 pixel

300,000
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160,000 |
140,000 |

E 120,000

E 100,000 |
20,000 |
60,000 1
40,000 4
20,000 4

0=

-10,000 -2,000 -6,000 -4,000 -2,000 0 2,000 4,000
CT number (HIT)

® 4-38 BulbA 4 CT & & & R -
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30

= —@— Bulb A
S 75 ]| O~ BubB
E’ —w9— BulbC
2
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0 10 20 30 40
Drying Days
. L. Mmool
B 4-40° =B g 565 {2 24P ¥k AEIEE A R
# 4-10 Bulb A~:BulbiB 2 Bulb €2 Tr g % % -

Experiment date 2010/5/8 2010/5/21 2010/5/28 2010/6/4 2010/6/11
Bulb A T, value (ms) 22.64 20.77 19.63 19.61 18.85
Bulb B T, value (ms) 26.06 23.07 22.21 21.50 21.34
Bulb C T, value (ms) 22.62 21.43 20.45 19.42 18.96
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30%

S —o—Bulb A
= 25% -
Bulb B
15 y=-0.0511x + 1.3351 4
S R2=0.9923 ==fe=Bulb C
8 20% -
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1 15% -
o
ég 10% - =-0.0623x + 1.4239
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Tk s CT B8 %4ck 4-11> 2R CT B "CF PR 7% > CT &
GAREDK AT A A R S Bl 4-45 F Wary ki EapAR S o 2 CT B

LT TR MR R S R F A T RR EEL T -

# 4-11 BulbA ~BulbB 2 BulbC 2 CT &% % -

Experiment date  2010/5/11  2010/5/18  2010/5/25 2010/6/1 2010/6/8

Bulb A (HU) -19.86 -46.36 -54 .88 -68.35 -77.06
Bulb B (HU) -46.26 -51.24 -63.75 -67.69 -70.49
Bulb C (HU) 5.31 -13.84 -34.34 -55.24 -63.96
30%
=¢=Bulb A
259 - Bulb B
- ==fe=DBulb C
X y =-0.0053x - 0.1421
o
<
(@]
% 15% A y =-0.0026x + 0.0293
a R2=0.9921
—
5 10% -
]
=
S 5% - -
% y= —0.(2)016x+0.0531
D R?=0.9602
m 0% T T T T T T T T T
-90 -80 -70 -60 -50 -40 -30 -20 -10 0 10

CT number (HU)
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