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Magnetic resonance diffusion tensor imaging
in patients with cervical spondylotic spinal cord
compression: correlations between clinical and
electrophysiological findings

Ketkovsky M, Bednaiik J, Dusek L,
Sprlakova-Pukova A, Urbanek I,
Mechl M, Vilek V, Kadarika Z

Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 2011 Jan 11 [Epub ahead of print]

Diffusion tensor imaging (DTI) 2fiXd % WIZHREIZB T
B FVEAAMEO R 2 W REIC$ 5 MRIIRGIETH 5. DTI
TEAKGT-OWFD LT & & 2DFE S LAZHAMEOH
HWEATH. SHICKSTORFEDO L F & (apparent
diffusion coefficient : ADC) & #7514 (fraction anisotropy :
FA) DERDRET, 4 OFFHEOFAMICH V5N
TWw5h,

ARIFECIEFABAE IS BT 5 DTL O F A% F- 5 5 72
&, conventional MRI, DTI, & 5 |Z SEP/MEP % 4 { & 4fi
RE= ) v IR AT, T ORRE HBHET LT 5.
HRIIIERE T OFHERAE L WG LR L Twb 52 A(gk
BE 0% L) DI b, HMEBEOEREEL TWEER
20 N EMRSERBED 32 N, & S IZFHEBAE ASE O 7 ot
e (13N THhs.
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Dynamic change of dural sac cross-sectional
area in axial loaded MRI correlates with the
severity of clinical symptoms in patients with
lumbar spinal canal stenosis

Kanno H, Ozawa H, Koizumi Y, Morozumi N, Aizawa T,
Kusakabe T, Ishii Y, Itoi E

Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 2011 Feb 4 [Epub ahead of print]

JESRE A E S AIE I BT, B T o EE) R i
FRETDL. LT, TOERITHBRITRA R THES
LI ENMNTHD., TORFEE LT, WEIZL)EHE
BHRL) @R L, FEROE[ZET I EDSAS T
L. L L, MEEEREERZEOFMICH 5N 580
MRI O, BEIZ, 2F VIEMEDIRETH Y, &
HOFMEAE DR % I L T 2 Wil EEEA S
L. KRR TIEZNZT RN T 2 72 DITE LR S - E %
#+ (DynaWell diagnostics) % I\ T MRI (ff I MRI) #%*
17V, MRIFTR & HEIR & ORI D W TG 217 -
T, FHiiiC V7201358 MRI & i MRIIZB1T 5
BHE RPN COWmfE & 20, EEE LT
Jf #E, visual analogue scale (VAS), % L T Japanese

DTI % fif7 L ik ® ADC fH, FA %, HBEHTIIHK
QIRAEDEN - JoMEBTT, T PO — VEETIZCS5/6 LA
VTHHB LI L7:, 2ofER, EEE, SEREEOWT
NOBEFHTH FAHEIIATEHICHNEEFEICKETH > 72
(ZNZN p=0.001, p=0.04). —J7 ADC fEI3xJ HiFEE & 1
R USEEREO A THBEICHEM (p=0.044). MRERER T
XML A BELREIRD SN o7, Tz, JEBER &M
JE B T O F B T EETE O FA 25 (p=0.029),
ADC 284l (p=0.022) TdH-7z. %3, DTI & SEP/MEP
TOEFHICOWTIEIAELRMBEIIFED ST,

KT OFER 25, FA i ADC fl 2T conventional MRI

THONZ/XT X =7 (T2 BEFREHOMBEHE) (2
e SE R, EIE RO BN L VAR TH S T L HTRE
N7z, 51, FAE<0.8 22 ADC 1 >1.20( X 10° mm%/s) ,
T A BT 1 5 < 65.9 mm? O FEHEIC X V) FAME B AR A
D9 HIEGEVEBE % ¥ 70%, FFHJE 78.1% TR T X
LENHRBEZEDNHL N E 5Tz,
[axy ] FHEEOFMIZBIT 5 DTLOILHIZET %
HEALAER ML T b, R XTI EMEEEE e
FAHOBEEPSHENTE B &, SOICHRS RS
THEEIIBWT, ADCIRMEIC & Ve EBE 2 29
LEEBORYDSTEETH L I L AR LTS, P&z
JEDOZBWTIZ BT, DTL/ST A — ¥ % 7= 2FMli A5 M
Bere % A3 B FABIE B3 O FEATHEM D PLE SO 2 A5 W HE
WbV ENTH 5.
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Orthopaedic Association (JOA) A2 7 Z#afEHH & L, 88
NDBEHRE RS R AE B 12D W TR A 1T o 72,

FEFITIE, BE MRIICB T A BEE 55227 mm? 25, fif
HEREEHIZL ) 43228mm> N L2 &, E512%
DEALDFHD 12211 mm? TH DI EDRENT WA,
SER & DM TIE, MEMRLICBIT 2 HFHERERED
P OSEMEASEAE T, i I MRI C O g R A 44T
HEEC JOA A2 7 L OFHE M Z /R L7z (r=0.46, 0.45;
WLy p<0.001). F7z, FE MRIIIBIT 2 WiHAE %8
HMRI O Z & LB L 7256, B2 L O E DR
BEEFERPEETH > 72 (r=0.59, p<0.001).
MRI |2 X ) FHEOMTAEA 15 mm? DL A L7 g s
T, 5Smm* UTOZbIcE & F o7 BHEHICEN,
BATHEE, VASZA3 7, JOARAITHEFIKTLTY
T2 EHURENT (WFRD p<0.001).
[T A ] BEEERE RS OERERIEE & % 5 DISHT
RALMARIFEAZ V., 12h h b 5, L, FERED
IRFETITH IS MRI O A THRHE A ORFE % FF-Mi§ %
DAL LT TH AR D S 5. TTRZFNE 4
S TEIONPVNEEREE 50D IT0 TSI LTH-
TDEH, SHBATEMRI 2 W 72RES AR ZTEE %
DL .
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