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Added Value of MR Myelography Using a Fat-Suppressed-Three
Dimensional Coherent Oscillatory State Acquisition for the
Manipulation of the Image Contrast Sequence in the Diagnosis of

Lumbar Canal Stenosis: Comparison with Routine MR imaging
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[B#)) EEHERHESREITHL COSMIC (Coherent Oscillatory State Acquisition for the Manipulation
of Imaging Contrast) > —#4>R&EF(FIMZ B EICKY ., BWEENR LI BN RETLT=,

[(MREAE] BHMERERBELS SN 30 1T, FiTaTc MRI Zix&L71-, EH# L1/2-L5/S LXLE
Al Ed. EAICH Tz, D55, FHTTHERTE 180 BALIC DL THEELT,

2 ZDMEHREIEMENZN TN MRI Z5HE L=, /KD MRI >—4 U XDIFEEHMERD MRI >—4 2 X
[Z COSMIC >—4 > REMMUIIBEIZE T MEDH E% retrospective 2 4 EXREIZEHEL 1=,

[(#ER] I XTOIBAIZHELTCOSMIC >—7 U RZEMFMUFER TIE, FHEFE 1 TIEREE (92.3% vs 80%) .
IEE2E(92.2% vs 85%) . FegsdE 2 TILRKE (84.6% vs 69.2%) . IEEZHE(90.0% vs 81.7%) EFEICHELT-
(P<0.05), ROCEHFTIEVWT I DFHEFETH COSMIC V—4 U REFMLEZBEDANERIZEETH
T=

(#53] #€&®D MRI IZ COSMIC >—47 U REMAMT S EIFERERHEREEDZHICHEREEAONT,
BIC.BRE. EZEOREICEMI SEEALNT,

HREOER

BEHEREPREFIEFTFLREICLIEREOREICLYFREOHBRI/RIESN TTFRICHZELER
2T HEERET. RHBOIMCSITEOHNEFNMHSIETHIFARBIICOTEENECTERLE
I

1992 & (ZIF L T Magnetic Resonance (MR) myelography M8 A SN TLLE., B4 (X MRI D #EH(Z
LYk <7 MR myelography A TSN TLVS, CT myelography [ZEEAR ., FEBREEM T, BRI THEITT S
ZENTELRMNRATHD, F1z. MR myelography TIEEREERRE CIXHEH Rl REG E B I ALK Y R4
DHBIBEHEETESO, TOEBHBEFIRASENTES, GE #tTHFEINTz COSMIC —4H 2R
(Coherent Oscillatory State Acquisition for the Manipulation of Imaging Contrast) (X BN T-{EBEE
hHY . BFGRBEMEBEDIV IS AMEHTE. EHEREROHRIBREEMEOFFMIEREER
LT,

B
EEEFHEREICIRL COSMIC (Coherent Oscillatory State Acquisition for the Manipulation of
Imaging Contrast) —4~ 2V RE{HTMZ S EIZKY ., ZEEEA R LT EET LT

MNREFE

1. BEEH

R

2010 £ 4 AH5 2011 F 1 AORBICRBREELGVERAMEICI > TESREREREESLLJIIHERAIL=
TEZESNT-EE 30 BI (B 15 il =% 15 Il FHERIT 65.1 m%) . AT MRI 2#&& L1, BEEE
il MRI &% 3 B LARICHARBFHAETIATINS,

2. MR imaging



H4FE(X GE #£® 1.5 T MRI (Signa Horizon. spine array coil) Z{E AL . BEREIND T1 &AGKFE
W - AR BT . T2 38K F B - KK ZiRE L 1=, BEICEIRET T COSMIC (Coherent Oscillatory State
Acquisition for the Manipulation of Imaging Contrast)Z#g{&L1=, /X5 A—4—I[d TR/TE = 5.5/2.7 ms;
flip angle = 45°; FOV = 300mm; matrix = 320%224; bandwidth = 62.5khz per pixel R{&EFH =3 5 40
. MRI OIRBEFMETOREME 1-90 BTHY, T + FRERE (X 18.0+£19.9 HTH-t=

3. ERERMT

FEHMERHICEVTREBOH D 2 ZOMSHREFEN. LEEEE 3060 MRIZEBMICHEF L. &
=l ZADHEFT IFHEEL. 2 BRMEREHIT. COSMIC >—7 U RZEMUIIGEDFHEFET. E’/)Eﬁﬁ'é
0)E&*?ﬁ‘%'Bfrtf:b"éEﬂﬂﬁﬂ'éfﬁjﬂﬂﬂ"lﬁﬁﬁ?{%ﬁof:o FTRTO MRI BEIEFT7—VRT—3> (Virtual
Place, AZE Inc, Tokyo, Japan) #RAWLT24 DFHEEMNF & (Z1To71=, [BHE L1/2-L5/S LARLEHA], EEd,
ERIZH Tz, ZD55., FHTCHEZRTE: 180 SALICTDOWTHRE Lz, NN ERIIFEENSHBFALET
DELL. EFIEEADEREDE DL EER L=,

A DEHEIE 0=1E& (Grade 0) . 1=BZ5IXEDELED (Figurel, Grade 1), 2=BZb{HEELHDH
? (Figure 2. Grade 2) . 3= E N H 5L D (Figure 3. Grade 3) D 4 EFETIToT=,

MG HEEOFEOFMICOVTIE. 2 2DOBEARENEKTR. BERR. FiiFfRZLLIC. BE
B1247o7= (Tablel),

Figurel. Grade 1

Figurela -8\ Figurelb

Figurelc

Figure.l 60 %534, ERIEEERE.

T2 5% (a) KIKBT(b)KFEH TIE, L2-3 LN THERDEEIEBOHEN S,

COSMIC #A L =z MR myelography (c) Tld. L2 ##ZRNMAIT. BEQOEENROON. BADFEEE L
Gradel &FHELT=,



Figure2. Grade 2

Figure2a ' Figure2b

Figure2c

Figure.2 78 B, X&Fl& 2 BRBE TRDEH
T2 345A15(a) RIKEFTTIE. ZD L4-5 HERDEEARBOHOND, (b) KETEEDLENSEHE LA
RIANDHERDEEIAEOHLNSD, COSMIC AL V- MRmyelography (c) (& L4 #iREDEELHED
b, 2 BDFEEEIL Grade2 DHRIREFT LEH@EL-.



Figure3. Grade 3

Figure3a 57} | Figure3b

Figure.3 84 @&, X&KL 1 M AG<KEHDOREH,

T2 s85A1&(a) KIRETED)KFEWTIE La-5 LRI THEROEBEARDH SN,

(¢ MR myelography Tl&. BRELAIT L4 HREORBHZHOEELNEOON. WADHEEE L
Grade3 &FFHEL 7=,

Table 1
FiRTHRENBOHOA-H
A Edh |
L1-2 0 2 0
FiARER L2-3 1 0
(n =65) L3-4 3 4
L4-5 8 15 7
L5-S 6 7 3
Bt 18 33 14

4. HREtEEIT

FTRTOHEHEEMTIL SPSS (release 18.0 for windows, Chicago, IL) #FRUL\TITo7=,
F9.2 FOBSBREENTMLIIFEEORIT 0-1 OEDEFEELL. 2-3 DLDIIHREHYELT-, [BH
L1/2-L5/S LRLZEGAL Ed. ZRIDZNZNOEMELISDNTHRRD MRI >—47 U X §E€D MRI >—%
VRIZCOSMIC o—4 U REMFAFMUIZEDTRE, FEE., EZEFFMLIz. 51T, paired t test ZFLY
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THFED MRI >—45 2R #FED MRI >—4 > RIZ COSMIC o—45 U REFMULE-20ODRRE  SEE.
EZEIIDWTHEENH SN EELI,
F-. REEB TO—HEIL weighted-kappa ZFWTETEL =, HREAY 0.00 M5 0.40 RiFE—HEIC

ZLLN, 0.41 M5 0.75 RimZEFHMNAE—HE, 0.76 15 1.00 z5ED—EHFELLT-,

REICHEED MRI o—452 X H{EED MRI >—4 > X[ COSMIC =72 REMAMLIZEDIZDONT
ROC (Receiver Operating Characteristic) curve Z&EHLT=,

FaR

SMAIERGLICE LTI, #EED MRI & —4 > RIZ COSMIC L—4 2 RZEFMULI=3DEREED MRI & —4
VATHERE 1 TIXKE (93.8% vs 7T1.9%) . IEZE (94.2% vs 85%) . BissH 2 TILREE (87.5% vs 65.6%) .
IE32 % (93.3% vs 82.5%) TéH o1z (Table2, 3), fEMD MRI >—4 > XIZ COSMIC >—4 2 REFMT S
LT HEICKRE, EZENRESNT,

FTRTOERIZHEWLTE, H#FED MRI >—4 2 R(Z COSMIC v—4 2 RZEFMLI=3DEMEED MRI &
—ir R THEFEE 1 TIXRE(92.3% vs 80.0%). IEFZHE(92.2% vs 85%) . s H 2 TILREE (84.6% vs
69.2%) . IEE2E (90.0% vs 81.7%) TH>7=(Table2, 3) , CHELEHEFRD MRI >—4 > X2 COSMIC >—4
VREAMTHIET, BRICRERE, EZEAREINT-,

Table 2
BRE 1 IEBLOFAFEER
MRI MRI + MRM 95% CI Pvalue
RERE 87.8(29/33) + 33.1 90.9 (30/33) £29.2  -18.4to 12.3 0.69
dh MR 4L BEE 81.5 (22/27) + 39.6 85.2(23/27) +£36.2  -24.4to 17.0 0.72
LOF: 3 85 (51/60) + 36.0 88.3 (53/60) + 32.3 -15.7 t0 9.0 0.59
:3; 4 71.9 (23/32) + 45.7 93.8 (30/32) + 24.6 -40.2t0 -3.5  <0.05
SMAER 62 BRE 89.8 (79/88) + 30.5 94.3 (83/88) + 23.3 -12.6 to 3.5 0.26
EE 85 (102/120) £35.9 94.2 (113/120) +23.5 -16.9to-1.45 <0.05
R 80 (52/65) + 40.3 92.3 (60/65) + 26.8  -24.2t0-0.04 <0.05
87.8 (101/115) +
6 BRE 598 92.2 (106/115) £26.9  -5.9 to 14.6 0.27
N 92.2 (166/180) +
ERR 85(153/180) + 39.3 -13.7t0 -0.6 < 0.05

26.9

Note. - Data are percentages + standard deviation.

MRM = MR myelography, CI=confidence interval

Numbers in parentheses are raw data.



Table 3

BRE 2 BEHMOBEER

MRI MRI + MRM 95% CI Pvalue
-29.8 to
R 72.7(24/33) + 45.2 81.8 (27/33) + 39.2 L 0.38
= A
TRy fvd BHRE 88.9 (24/27) + 32.0 85.2(23/27) £36.2 -14.9t022.3  0.69
ERE 80 (48/60) + 40.3 83.3 (50/60) £ 37.6 -17.4t010.7  0.64
B 65.6 (21/32) +48.2  87.5(28/32) +£33.6 -42.6to-1.1 <.0.05
SR ER £ BRRE 88.6 (78/88) + 31.9 95.5 (84/88) + 20.9 -14.9 to 1.2 0.09
EPE 82.5(99/120) + 38.1 93.3(112/120) +25.0 -19.0to-2.6 <0.05
R 69.2 (45/65) + 46.5 84.6 (55/65) + 36.4 -29.8t0-0.8 < 0.01
88.7 (102/115) +
AL BRERE 318 93 (107/115) £25.6  -14to 5.5 0.25
_ 81.7 (147/180) +
ERE 588 90.0 (162/180) £9.1 -17.8to-1.1 <0.01

Note. - Data are percentages + standard deviation. Numbers in parentheses are raw data.

MRM = MR myelography, CI=confidence interval

Table 4
mEEM—BE
Weighted kappa value Weighted kappa value
{€3k D MRI {¢3ka MRI + MRM
0.71+0.05 0.70 £ 0.04
(0.61, 0.80) (0.61, 0.79)

Note.-numbers in parentheses are 95%confidence interval. MRM =

MR myelography. Date are raw date + standard deviation.

FEEM—BETIL, 8ED MRI >—4 2 RIZ COSMIC —4 2 R%EFMLT=HMD (w-k=0.70) EHE KD
MRI o—45 2V X (w-k=0.71) EHIZF M 7E—HETH o= (Tabled) ,

ROC curve &, 5%8& 1 TIXHEED MRI o—4 2 R[Z COSMIC —42RZEFMLIz3DIE 0.92 +
0.02(95%CI:0.87-0.96) . #£F D MRI >—4 > X T0.86 = 0.03(95%CI:0.80-0.92) , i F& 2 TIXHFED
MRI —% 2 RIZ COSMIC —4 2 RZEFMLIzE£MIE 0.90 = 0.03(95%CI1:0.85-0.96) . HEKD MRI 2
—~ R T 0.86 = 0.03(95%CI:0.79-0.92) &5tk D MRI >—4 > R(Z COSMIC ¥—4 2 R%E{MF 5
ET. BRIZHESINT- (Figure 4)



Figure 4a.Readerl Figure4b.Reader2

Routine MRI + MRM Routine MRI + MRM

Routine MRI Routine MRI
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Note. TPF = True Positive Fraction, FPF = False Positive Fraction

MRI = Magnetic Resonance Image, MRM = Magnetic Resonance Myelograph

Figure 4

(a) FE#2E 1 D ROC Curve Tl MRI —4 > X E# (2 COSMIC MRM Z{+h0L71-8# (48) & MRI > —~ >
AR (R,

MRI ¥—% > X##(Z COSMIC MRM ZfF L T-# DB FEHE= 0.92+0.02(95%{S %X :0.87-0.96) .
MRI > —4 U X B OBR T EE= 0.86+0.03 (95%{S X E:0.80-0.92),

(b) ###E 1 M ROC Curve Tl MRI &—/7 > R#(Z COSMIC MRM #{F0L7=3# (E#) & MRI >—7 >
AR (R o

MRI ¥ —4 > X812 COSMIC MRM Z{tL7-# 0 eh#R FEiE= 0.90+0.03 (95%{S XA

0.85-0.96) ,

MRI & —4 U XBOBE T EE= 0.86+0.03 (95%{S X E:0.79-0.92),

EBE

MO MRIITEWT, fAMENEHL— 7V RAFKRECH T T 2 EEH S, 1 DB diffusion-weighted (DW)
MR neurography THY. £512hH' 3D-MR myelography T#H5 (12, 13) , DW MR neurography [£f&if
EINT->—4 2 X T, diffusion-weighted imaging ZJoIZ#HER LN DIESZINGITEHIETHFRD
HEHEET D, LA REBICHENDELGILLEMABENLIREANH D CNITHLT 3D-MR
myelography [$REEHELEL F-RBEFLER S EETE T 5,

COSMIC ;% [, balanced steady state free precession % (D fast imaging employ steady state
acquisition ;EZEN—RXELF-O—47 VA THSDH, COSMIC ;% (L radial fan beam centric 12&% k-space
FEAXZREALTLD 7) . ZOREOHBILERESEEERBILLIOEMA . AMCHRTHT 2T
KIBIIITRENTND, COARZERANSIET HEOHA. B Lo T2 /T1 EO/MSHHER DD
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VNSAMERETHIENTREES, FS 3D-COSMIC % IEBOEFMEEEMRIELEDIV NS AN EDIT,
HBROFEICERATHEILEEZLND,

Rankine &IE4# 3D MRI (T1- T2 &G R IKMT E T2 381G K W) TlE, BT E IR D DM LK
E60%. FRE BUEMEL TS, RARTIE, FHEEE 1 TRE 80%. ierE 2 TRE 69.2% THoT=. 1
EETIIFHEE 1 T87.8%. Faz®E 21X 88.7%T#HY. Rankine 5OM|EL—HL ., BEIZULV-oTIL, kK
@ MRI >—42RIZ COSMIC >—45 U REMAFMUEOANEEICESETHY. EHBEFEREBEDS
[CERTHZIEEZLND, WTNOZREE TELMIDEIHEE (XHEED MRI >—4~> X2 COSMIC ¥—
FOoRERMUEBTRENROONA, EFOZEBREIZIIMED MRI >—7 U REDFEEILRD
nizh otz #ED MRI OKFEE. RIREFTERTOHBROEEOTMIIEREDOHELHZ(17),
2FY., L DEHETIL. 3D-MR myelography (XM DEEIDEZMICEREEZ SN,

WEHREIE 2 BOFHEB—BEEAMRED MRI —4 2 XIZ COSMIC —4 2 REAFMLE=LD
(w-k=0.70) EHEED MRI —4 2 R (w-k=0.71) LB ICFHLE—BRETHoT=, ZhiL Song(18) 5D
LE—HT B,

ARRTIHVLKODDRALH D, T 1 DB HREFIH 30 HlEDRNETH D, 2 DBITKHARTIE
THE#TORENEN >IA LHUBEHTORENDVENSI-ILETHD, XEZEIC. §EIE MR
myelography &L T FS-3D COSMIC >—45 2 RDHDJZETHY . FD D . MR myelography &0 ELER
RITATVELETH D,

ﬁEEE(D MRI [Z COSMIC L— 7R MY S ELBEMERERFEDBMICHEREEAONT =, 5.
N TORE. EZROREICABRT SEEAONT,

HEE

AMXETRSERITHY, TEITICEEHOLTEIEE N2 ELRKEXEF SO LVELEBELLE
F£9,

FAMBEEDZICHIZY, EIEE-HIFEEE L0V ER BREISEHOLET,
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