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ARe BaaA AANYE YT PE 1981d Shahvh Ao R WA E
AL FAo=Z 709 group EE level( I -VIDE @ 3HA] A (simplified nodal

classification) A3 AL 2 A7 E AAS A5 A

Gugoz A4 YzZdel MRS TIWIIA 253 uEaAY 40 5e

AZAEE Holm AuHtlE A Bt T2WINAM e 28HEY =4 B
ol AWt tE &7 EA Ho|AY H| KA Ho FEol & tHdr §d
t}, g MR 94399 714 &3 AP e dxeo 5§, dg) 71, ¥
Do) 93k AFEo|H ojH AL Fol7] 98 Nexd F7FA71AY FSE #
Ho| Alg 5o o} A3 FAHeR Fobgl

AR 3 Br7A UlEAH A3 MR &4 AAHS LdolE7|= g,
AA YxAeo MR

ARz Ad A$E 53 gAAstor F=Aoz on FTAZL YAAANE
ga 2 Rt

ojgt®l A= AL 371x FHZ YElU=T

= |
4o N
B e
_r>'_,

bt o
o

KR =

T, T2WIoA AANZREZ Ho|A Hrh oy 250 HAREXLS
P2l FAAZ] FeE B

Hgldozw ZAGZAEA FEEL caseation®] AW liquefaction necrosis®]
M Z2YEAHERL VATV 21 GSATIEA] Kol A olH.
i) AegAMslsld gxzde girE X571 @ FSold ojWie MR 940l
Xz ZAH ¥ A2 FZ P FH 259 ANIZAE HEEREE
B4 9lE Ao Joy H33tE CTAA 84 2 HolA dY
Aasord ALRE 27|19 9 T Aed FHAEAel, #AEA H
ZA So] 9 WERIAAIE BAASA Mol H=A Mg B B4
d T2 SolEA Aoy PAMoZRE S He| Foltt

o] gxde MR
"ol MR 44& CTel vs) & @#sigov o) Adels B7ea
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- Yousem (1992)%, A gz A AS HI9 #2 7143 AR T BT
sl 2 97k 0101/‘1 MRo] (T1WI, T2WI, CE-FS TI1WI) CTel u]8&j
k7t WolAdm stgom AR EE YZAY gFg Fede TIWDEH
CE-FS T1WIdl HalA 743 £L& wiolztal skt

. m)39) U=} (Unknown Primary Tumor): 4t SA7F glol BHFH
A Zg7} RYASE B3y 23 F ZE AA ERE WE O 5%
e dzarere 2S¢ 71 g1tk &3] Nasopharynx, Pyniform sinus, tongue
base, thyroid gland?} &3 occult primary site’t ®rth old 3¢ @=A
Hole A7 YY) HAE e AR/ E F don, CT Eej
2] ke A% MRo| WS oistA At

I*

19

2] 3 £ (lymphoma)

A Hodgkin® non-Hodgkin® W™ ©j& EF FAF F4d 2 A7x
Hodgkin's lymphomazt @A ¢ 25% A% ¥}l Hodgkin's lymphoma:
BHe 8 &9 dxdror AT FZHe Fd 42 F glow,
1) nodal site, 2) extranodal lymphatic(Waldeyer's ring) site, 3) extranodal,
extralymphatic siteel A% 4 th. ©]E lymphomaolA FZA Fdh7t 7}
R AF Hol: A7o|d, FZ internal jugular chain® middle¥} lower
portione]l & A7W 2 9] o= FZAAME AF Fr7b Sdo. A7
05cm%-E lecm A7t dhkstAl vebub CT9 MR Eﬂ‘jv‘i— T 31 A

Helth CTA wWadzxedZ7o HY F£% oy FAA I A= 29 3
A= non-Hodgkin’s lymphomadl A Bt} &3t} A 3|8 =& o"]’ﬁﬂ
231 3gadAE T4 Ao A2 £ oy, NEF /fde] AuE 2%

o] BAA BY F ot o & u’*H} NHL= #d3tA Holut
Hodgkin's$} @Ao|ats 27 datA ®lth. Lymphoma’t Waldeyer's ring©ll
71| F3olee] EAo] glojA T Ot & 7ol HA e

é/‘\

£

AedgE oy 71K 923 94

1980 thol MReo] A we =g on 19903l & MRol| @& 7]

A ARE o2t} 71£9 CT, MR, USSl t&Eo MRS o83 4%

g Aastde o Azt el wyo] ARHAY & MR £294E °l%

8 lymphography, 28 YZd3l A4z 2 o] uls} glucose 227} A2 7 o

zrorot FDG2[18F] PET #HAFSeolth. Dextran coated Superparamagnetic
d 7] e AL MR G Aot

-

i

iron oxidex & F74% ¥ A A
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Z9 AN 2L iron oxide particlee] W3 HAFAS] macrophageol 2] &
AeAA Hed FdAs & Ay doldd A AFE A Hr
weta AA XA H$ magnetic susceptibility®t iron &9 T2
shortening effect W&o T2WIY} gradient echo imagedlA @& A3 E B
olAl Hut Mol dd=Zde #-dl phagocytosis7t & tEolA FTULE AT
AR O dol A He Aol FLEHTY FEE A H1 &
8 JdAr)e HoldxdE Zed F&3HA AHEE 4 ATk

oAz YAl HxAZre] FHE AEsEd AFH|IGHAE oL =
g}, S FAAAY IEe 3 AELE F& Uk ATy AR &
FA0] gl EAN SR AEL 3 HAEFL bWY AH2HA &3
ol AFF FAARE TN BHLFE FU|A ATGF FAASG &
Aol g= YA A(immobile proton)TE E3A7E HA drew
(off-center RF pulse, magnetization transfer pulse)E& FH ILEXH A

e EE 1 xstd SRR FEAY AT FAAR Apold, wd A s
T FA A2t A /3 AFArol 9 A= L z}e] £(dipolar

cross-relaxation), 334 % (chemical exchange)e] 47|z A#{Hoz =
3} @ $H(magnetization exchange)°] HAY AF FAAY] A7 A3}
o, ol {4 FHAAE TIANIE HFHLFE Fo] A4S oW HA
e dE FARXE FEET AFF FEAY JAsHFE7 FAEHO] UE
vt ojg s & E A3 o] & F(magnetization transfer effect, MT effect)
gt otn, AstdoladRE FAE AHFIsY Yed AL Astdols
(magnetization transfer ratio, MRT)olgtxl 3t} x}3tdol&& 2+ ZFwt}

o2 ey A35z4 FEvt E45 AstHol o] AT
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