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H# 1. Image reconstruction algorithms
Filtered Backprojection(FB) Parallel Beam Mode
2-D PR Fan Beam Mode
Backprojection Filtering (BF)
Projection
Reconstruction Parallel Beam Mode
(PR) True 3-D Reconstruction(T'TR)
3-D PR Cone Beam Mode

Generalized TTR
Planar-integral PR (PPR)

Iterative Method

Algebraic Reconstruction Technique (ART)

Maximum Likelihood Reconstruction(MLR)

Fourier

Reconstruction

(FR)

Direct Fourier Reconstruction(DFR)

Direct Fourier Imaging in NMR (DFI)
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28l ozl A& WA edl e oA
Fe o AL AlZle wia gt Az o x| 9}
Foigol vla] FAolmz 7 AN £ oz
7} g3tk o] & ozl 2F 7} (radio frequency)
£ F7Hi719 44 ® 4 Uck <l E Fo] 1. 5K Gauss
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38 7. =<kg NMR A

o] BSAbolol F4£F T EAIE U2 o] EA
+ RF-coilolg} E2lE coil E8] Ao Q. o]
RF-coilo| 44 333} (radio-frequency) & Ax}a}& w
WA % st Edol4d e NMR A3E wrle 3
t}. RF-coilo]l 93t} AAslg ¥a] 233} (radio
frequency) & Fop47} AHA Booll A% Fab 23
A A 5 ¥ (resonance) ol doixdet. Fede} alef
VA Bz §7181 Afe 394 Bl 2%
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(2) 44 x+9] mapping

ol A RF-coil ol 712 4% (proton density Al )7}
ol gA EAE QA3 v o]&HExA] Loluz,

FollA o8 A B,o Al7]9k 353} (radio fre-
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os] AsRgict. awd AAE EAE G448t sk
d= 24 24 Bet T (uniform) @ He+ §lch
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Aol e} wWsete AAZ Qlal AR ohE YAl

A YL Az gE TR AdEee ok
AA FANE A3 Tl o Al AYHeor W
tEd o] 3-& A¥ A AA (linear magnetic field
gradient) 2} g}, A% 244 =& 3ade g 9
Ast ¥ X, Y, ZA ke A4 AA7d Y e s

28 A ZAE o EAlY 548 3ol oy
Al AYsex 45 Y5 o

A 8ollA YUYl coil] A7+ 2 a2yl 3
ol Ao} HFAEch 78 & UF coild] AFFE
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714 F coile] Fhole AA 2] 3 of o]
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ups} zho] Zwtdke 2 E < (non uniform) 54A et
olFA A Ax AAN YFA=HT Zugoz A3
x5t AgHoz gapAic

XA CT7} ol &F A (beam) o 74 2}
Abatol] ol &l EAloll g Al E e Aol s NMR-
CT: z#e Fag Woly EAdzig ok

33 8. Y¥coildl 719 =A

339, FAY ¥ coilo) F18 =4
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ol & HHoA o AFr
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8o,

F 3} (radio frequency) Al 9] 3-& wk=c}, ofuw) wb
A1z 333} (radio fregeuncy) AlI= Axzlz

285t o749 AL £
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£ FEZE 343 s Al
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A
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imaging Wloll A o= sty §-Fof o)
28 9ns ZAE
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Relaxat10n°] i at2 2}7] perturbationo. 2 e H
€ Léch T, & &4
242 A Adejo] wa)chac)
e 2 A7 24 $& A2 Ao
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o 3o} MAlE W fields sl EabSo| wlm

4w $5E W

o
of¥
ko



44

AA L] = A=A Az A E *A
model & A 7}a) ¥z}

HAA BoE EAel slatd EalW U2
FABe2 oA levele] low state?} highstate A
e e 4+ Arg Jdota & 4 dch 747k e,
2 s A7le AAe A2 Adsa AR A7
Z(magnetic polarization)-2 00°] Ho} =zl A7}
o] ARE4+E UAHL low stated Ak wha}
A EAlel zA7] £5E FE7 o] FAL £AE |
Az AA 2A2g stEA A7 Aelrh ExE A
4 %, & #AE0 Az FEIE UL oA
Atsle] AAae] widke] A4 sl Aol o]
3 4 Aest 2 UE low stateo] Y AR}
high stateol] v YAt} steady state Abel) 7}
=},

T2 24 43t 7telelns
Aol Fgew FAIE A
rization) 5| =d] AdE A 7+E

o o

=

5

ul o
1=y

sHed ojzle

£ 3 (magnetic pola-

e, AAlE A

A E

u]3led WY fieldsh okirl wlgol Aol Az
4 zAuc ol% ¥Ast $F 480l Bk weld

Aol E Te

T, spin-spin,

ztet (2912),

E transverse relaxation timeo]

Bu geh YAzol wgtkel Aol g WA
model® 4A%¢ et AR Fotol wal e F

e woE AAFEFE deh

wel HAzsld: £¥Foz Yo WAl AHEsAd
o e f£3Zon FHAA AxEFS et o]
AREEY FHFE A4 weolth oA Uxse A
FAE Ads 2l 230130b)s} Zo] A & 4 gl
w3} $2]o] BZHo] rotating frameollA AZts] B
1908 2)13(c) 9} o] vebd &+ gl

spinE 9 FAYE
g 00d __ddd
OCO " QOQ W QOO

Sample

Field Off Magnetized

Field On

Liquid

Bulk Solid M=Mo(1—¢"*/T})
Magnetization
T
[} Time — 1Sec

2 A 913} A| 71T, © (thermal relaxation time)

agh2
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+BEoz A fok Aztel A 27149
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A Yol Mzt T A7 442 F71dd. &
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Aefste] A H$-=ch
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el FHAHE EF 1% 15E med
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z 455.
z tB tB
Mo
Y M. Y
X’ M,
YA z’ 7’
tB 1B tB
M. — v Me -y Mo Y
X v X’ v X
{a) 90°% 3] RF pulse® & FF9 My, My, Mz term2)
Recovery

(b) M, term® A]Zboll o}& T, decay
a4,

A 2159 2ol £4 B4l QAN dE F4
e
[=]

45 2, 2#8d T,o 93l transverse magne-
tization My,7} Al Zbell whe} ZHafjslmg {71 At
= AF A8}t o] olf& o] AEE FID(free in-
induction decay) 2t @v}. 27162 Larmor Fobe
fo=wo/2n=370Hz 84 $3A7}, T,=0.03%13] 4
FIDE vepd Zelch

FID A% Z713-2 33 23} Myell wlalsl, =
34 Az o7lgd U= fo mlHIEz 49
dxpdle) £2& o 5 Sleh

AR A BE x,yz 344 TAHez X
ooheel webd R 4 dedd e IR k) HAtE YAUe RF-wilel o8 437k f7180h
(slice) BH-& 47| Al7|& ol Hgsleh olAL el

ags.,
A AYd A AAR AFAZE ¢ ded ® 259

(radio frequency) & 2} Zul selective pulses % F

W Ao & B A4 Ad Gooh AdA 2Fs £ ddesbdvt QAT AFHez wE Ase WA
pulse® 7bakel ke B ool 7A@ ol wel mapping® U] FEolth

=2 2E o3 AxE xyFWH BYY v Ydez 4rlgelt FAAA Qe 2L
(slice)ol 4l t}& Holch olo] ®& NMR 44 719 chem ek Amz} CTolAsh 2ol 24 A74 %
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7 T, = .03 seconds 90°
] f, = 370 Hz G, G,
254
Signal
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4
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o b —1 —l l 3
i L L SR RN N L R e |
000 002 0.04 006 0.08 0.0
Time
{seconds) - Py

aghe. FIDAS

H (projection reconstruction) 2 Al&
Lo}

e wmA ghekahd EaAlel A el vF w3t
1 AAY el FaE wol e whael g

oz A %353 9 (phase encoding method)
22 A< Kumar,

o] ule 4 X-YHuA 3§ piuig
Aehel o Walel A3 pulsed AHE g A% A
AL ZHAF Ge' 7HEel o AA AAE A7 B
bRl 2 G, A AAE 9 AlZHEqt L)
o] G, A4 AAE 7}‘5}"; &3t FIDE whed o] A

ddckn A

A AAE stebe B EANE spinEE sample©]
g AA o AR s Flg R A 5E ok
we=7 (Botx-Gy)
=7(Boty-Gy)
714 Fobs we yEol st FH3E spinE
o gHE AAse xFozy 4" A47 4

35 A4

$x= wxtx=7{(Botx"Gy) * tx
w2} e E 0ol n-At ubE E71417|wlA FIDE
Wow NXN matrix® & 4 4z ol& F2o
Hashyd Aske kol QoA (a™17).

3. NMR-CT9 443 §4&

NMR-CT+ #T 2 Abololl ofdt HofollA] 7]
2ol ek A2 A4FE Wi 9lown oln] A{F,
ol

229 o] 7 centero] A+ NMR-CTE =9 sko]
/\OL
o] &35l

2]
o

SPEEES
7o) 7}538ki CT7}
°:] NMR-CT= €

D}-Z]—7]—Z]i reso-

lution®] £ 3 noise”} #Hc},

Welti, Ernstoll o3 Aot =loich

(255)

a7, A -39} sl o4 9 pulseF A E

=4 NMR-CTe] 7lciah 2L xdtlo] oS Lol
stebe ZAQldl CTH 25347k hube] parameter of
23] ZAA=Ed ulsled NMR-CTE Al T,
T,, proton®] ¥%, chemical shift, 12| diffusion
constantell o|#] At o]eidt parameterE ] o]

spin

L Aol 24e Fol dabs shmikel webal ofef of
£ o] ZA & 4 gt AAE AAAHQ A Fe}

g Al A Zatelol T, T,, spin density 342
2232 #H9e sequenced A3l FHo] sH5dt
¥ 2% NMR-CT7} =& g4 Al=eol vl sted

AE d4s sted F& AEE AT Ao
2t soh Aol ASHAl A ole FEelAE o
g Alaglel wis) Aoz "oy
o 7 NMR-spectroscopy® wee %‘3}0!1*1

A %
o

A
Lo

422 ¥at ohy2}t sodium-23, fluorine 9] imaging
oz Qawel ozl 7 AH AvE Adg & 9l
of 4ol $81 4 3 Acleh
2. NMR-CT 244 &% +4
the thyroid, the great vessels, parathyroid
Neck
tumors, lymph nodes muscular abnormalities
- blood vessel o}} fatty tissue ¥-E. lymph
. Mediastinum
without node s #2)7H5
Blood Fedde A4 dn s a4 ¥
at-i
gatng vessels | ek
Kidneys ,
284 A4 & 4 9lx Gl §4
adrenals
ischemic diseasel} congenital disease”}
Heart
with r Lasls
gat-ing | Liver, Liver 9 diffuse process® & 4+ %X
spleen metastatic diseases. 38 7H5sich,
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