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ABSTRACT

AIM: AHFFED HE9IZ, AT dynamic computed tomography (CT) K212 35 1) 2 IR A7 2 i
BT L1200, FEMENREFICEED < IERIERIF T 2 Vo S Al ER LI E T 5 2
ETHY, BENTEZE L CEDOHEEZRIETSZ L TH 5.

MATERIALS AND METHODS: FE#JERIGEHTIE, [EE A & THF dynamic CT #id %
M7 L7zt 105 & ORI T — % 2 W CTirbiiz. s E» D, Rkt %
WETH7-0D 4 FEOMKKIEE ((AE: body weight [BW], FRENAE: lean body weight
[LBW], 1fLifZ#:: blood volume [BV] X UMAZK fifH: body surface area [BSA]) DZiLZ D5
R G-BEIE S 4L (RFRE) |, BIKANET 105 4 OBRE O T — 2 2 Ty I 2
L—hL, BAEELTZ. F72, BWIZEIT D 2 BERRIRAFIEIC K - C, 1ERIEICHT D2 IR_EED
IRREARAENE 22 BRRIE U 72 IR ME LT, RS FR 2 & TR Y O [ D AH AR ¥ & P (P < 0.05
EABERRIFIEE L) ROVELHaxRa7E (mean absolute error: MAE) % VN CRIAM L 7-.

RESULTS: ¥ =2l —3 312k, TERIETIIBE TE TR o A B R IR A
2, BEEICL > THETE DI EIVREN, BW, LBW KONBV @ MAE & A EIZHD 4
HZENEHBNE (P<0.05) . BW & HWEERRIFZEIZEBNWT, I ab—Ta UfiR e



AR DS EI R &, MAE b4 524 L= (P <0.001).

CONCLUSION: #ZiEIIekiEICHE L, BW, LBW &K O BV OFFIEEYLC I 1T A IR K
FEYEDEARD -, 2 FERNIZELZ B L T, FEOHERAMLEL LW T BW 1%, #%
EERANWD Z LT, i CHRBIK A2 UGET 2 U 2 SRR TH D Z LR I LT,

Introduction

¥ dynamic computed tomography (CT) MEIZI T 2 EHAIEIX, —RICHHRE OIRE
(body weight: BW) (2 &> TR S i[l], #ina M ONTERGOLE 2R L, &E5EH 0w
Rl G2 < T ENAMRETH D EME SN TN D.

RAFEEL LTO BW TS o TV TRGITHEM AIEE T H 2 0%, BW (24> TRIE SNT2iE
AR, EEANIZE A ENM LRWIENHEROZET, SEEREREIZBNT, JIF
T YN @mRER L 720, REEOEHRE BV TIE, BDER LR D ATREMEN S D &
H I TVWD[3-13]. BW Al B EICIIT DME— DR Cid/e <, W< 20Dk
TTHFFRIZ BT, BRIENGIATE (lean body weight: LBW), R ¢~ AF54% (body mass index:
BMI), f&Z i (body surface area: BSA), fEERIfLiZ& (blood volume: BV) 2 ERE ST
D, TAHIE BW 720 CIRET 2 & AR LT, MRS T 2 IR o 2
Z, WERICSET 2 ZENARETH o7z L ST 5[3-13].

FATRRFEIC BT, (RKRIEE L ITIRIR YD 2 DD T A —Z (2B HRIE, ADRRE
BfRE LTEADLNTEY, ZOZLEREZAINEERGETHLIRD, FELPRKELR
HIZONT, IFIBRAIERIR T2 2 L2805, 6o T, MIBELUZIIT HF
BRI DR E S0 b, B2 2 KR O NI YR T 2 A MEIC DWW TR 2 2 &8
ARE & FE 2 BTV E[4,7, 8, 10-13].

LLR3 s, 207 7a—FOEERRBED 1 DIITEREE & iR G O o Bf%
%, BIERRTIEARWZ & Th 5. EWERBFAYEIIC X, R HEE RS o’
WIIARE NIRRT O KL FIBR D & U, JeATIFTRIC T D IERR Th 2 50E 1L, FEft
TEDOR B 2 HEET D 7= DIZEEIERI L= FIETH D, Y (2 2 TR A) nEkh S
Ay MBS LRI O 2 = h A MIHT 5 &, Y (EEA) (3L R&ER=a R
— M AN (FEEER) Lo THERESN, ZHIUT L0 REIT ARG 5 [14].
CT BRI W\T, ERAIDREIMENEERRII[<, TOLDITERDOEZANTL
TUE, REICHE > TIERIE O K ELBIBILRIC CT IR GIFZE T 5.

EBITIE, Bix RIBEROWRYE T T 272D S B AP — X DO IR ENRED =
VEa—H = al—vay (ZAFarSRA—F A FET) (XD E, RBIRERIE
KEVIR & IO W IR S22 2 & 3R &4, R OB/ 2> & ikl £ THERr S L d =
EDRMEINTVWD[LE]. - T, 22 b7 A MEROIERIEIE A BE T D701, IR



EEBRATIZT 70 —F 2 RGtT 22 LITHEETHD.

FATFFRIZ BV TUE, KRS E 2> b7 X MREOBIC Z BRI BG 3 IRE S 1[4, 5],
FF1Z Kondo & 13 BW & JITlgi YL D [0 £ ERUZ RG34 21TV [4], 1 BW #E & & BW RIS
BWTHERDMHEE OBIZEMR (K BW BEIXE BW BEICHE L, HHERAKRE W) 2Rl £
7= Bae b, jc%bﬁm“fﬁ%k BW, BMI }xUfBSA OBEIM:A 572012, #i+ % & BMI
BE SR BMI BRI 01T, £ ENICERBIRE O 21T o7& 24, 1K BMI FEE & BMI FED
MICABEICE R D RREROBEE 2R LBl £ L TRBRARE S RS ICoN TEEAIE
%, EBMIEEL Y, @ BMIBEDIZI BT HZ L 2R L. L LRRD, ZhbDi
ITHFFEDBRA T, AT E A EBIT SR WIEIOEBIZ S W TOABZE I T
BY, EWEREFRIIERIEERRIC OV TOERNR 2N &L THD.

AAFZED BEIE, AT dynamic CT BEIC 31T 2 Pl Y DR E AV 2 i T 5 7= D3k
WENRE L HIIERIE 0T 2 VT SRR BIREEEZRET A2 2L ThH Y, S OITITERKRICE
T AREEOHAMICOWTHIEEZITY Z & TH S,

Materials and Methods

Contrast medium dilution, enhancement, and body size

WO SMARE VB 5 L E SN D HRIER B LiEZAINEERGROSGE D
g G E & oM OFHEEE % Fig. 1IR3, ZoOFMAEITkoRIcREIND.

T mITERAE, kKIXERK (e V=kB), EIITEREEAE TR, T/2b5, BT
TEEAIZ G LI-5E, B & Em (FIREL 2 — N &) IZB8W T HREBRICF & 72 5.
_ODJitMﬁJ%HEOFa'?J% 1%, Fig. la ISR T L ICRADOIERIZHRRE 720, BIERFSHTIC X
55‘5??6%&:@\fﬁ&%émtﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%f% (FRFR Fig. la) &3 5. £72, ZOKHA
OBIRIE, BAENFIRY: (Er) (2361 2 Al S & OB R T 5 (Fig. 1b). =
1, X (1)D miZ EtkB fzﬁ)\ﬁ“é ETHOLNTHS.
B&E ODF%H% E=-aB+b DX oIZ, ADKERRTREIND LIE LTSS, ¥
DIEEHNEIL B ICLBT 5 D TIER <, Fig. 1b O A#RITTRT L 912 BT L CIHERMET
ore ite%m\. DFEY, B L E (DX EM) ORICADHIEREREH D LAET D
oI, BURICBW AL HEHA SN TWD B 1Tk L CHERAZ 54 5 Jiik(e.g. BW:
0.6 gl’/kg, BSA: 18 gl/m?) (fekik) L FET 5. - T, B & E(HDHWILEM) MDOIERHIE
[ER ML, T ORENEEZHAT 57201 X 0V GEMTH L EEZDND.
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Figure 1. (a) Constant iodine mass with two different body size indices B, resulting in two different
enhancements E in a non-linear (inverse proportional) relationship. Dotted line: linear approximation.
m denotes contrast material dose and k is a constant.

(b) To obtain a constant enhancement Econst, the iodine mass should be adjusted such that it is
proportional to B, which is consistent with the inverse proportionality in (a). Thus, linear
approximation [dotted line in (a)] is inconsistent with the linear iodine mass adjustment and
corresponds to a non linear adjustment [dotted line in (b)].

Non-linear regression analysis and simulation of body size dependency

Patients

HREEIRSTL, Fex OHMBERERERICL > TERSNEBENETHY, TT
DEMENGA T —bNartvr NeFEiliz, ZOMETLV—71%, HEILERRORE
DOEEERENDH Y, HBBIZT 2017 45 A 0D 12 A £ TITEE CT & it L7- 105 Ak
F (BrEs6 A, &M 49 N, Fn 28—93 5%, P2 66.7 £13.5 5%) THERK S LT 5.

THALER R O OFEFIIKRIE (n=56), B (n=41), BEHE (n=3), FEE h=3)B XL



OASEE (n=2)Th o7, B @EORBEIFEER (L, BV OBEREO H % BF1X
brAM L7, REAOE RIZZEE 29—92 kg (3Fi’>j 57.1 + 10.7 kg), 135—178 cm (£
159.8 + 9.7cm) Tdh 7=,

CM administration

il F L7238 401% 2 — RIEREEAY 300 mg/iml DHA A L MEEEH TH DA A8 F— /Ll
#l(lopamiron 300; Bracco, Milan, ltaly) T v, A O IEFEZEARIC 20 7' — U EEHZ T
WREERE L, &A% HEiEAZS (Dual Shot GX; Nemoto Kyorindo, Tokyo, Japan) (2 CiEAL
7=, 2FNZxE LT 100 ml OEA %, 3mlls DIEABRE, 33s OFEARFRTHEAL, Hilf T
AEBRRIEK 30 ml & 3ml/s THIL L7-.

CT imaging

2% L, 320% CT 2 (Aquilion ONE, Canon medical systems, Tochigi, Japan) % f#f L,
W 5135 /B, 120 kVp; & 71, volume EC (noise index 12); rotation time, 0.5s; B — At
> F,0.844; 32 X 1.0 mm collimation THrf®E L, A7 A A, 5mm; 7 ¢ /L& %, FC13 12 &
OFRERL L7z, B CT #RiE#%, &R CT g 217\, #RERE (HIE L7 ReME) 1 3EE A
A, 80s OFFfRFE & L7z,

Measuring hepatic enhancement

3ODERLBIFEZ Ak (right lobe, medial segment, left lobe; P& D W) (ZF 2
HU region of interest (ROISs; range: 10-20 mm; mean: 14.8 mm)% #% & L, Ml T. H. (CT #1ERR
BR 20 4F) 12k - C, Bl CT R ONER CT ZHE L7z, 2 OBRICHTIRO /R4, i, B
&, APRILKR T —F 7 7 7 bHROI IZE £ 0 K5 ICHEEE S L2, 4 ROI O CT
ELY, & CT O R—HOEM CT A Lo ITHRAMEAF L L, 3 oFyzflE
e L.

Body size indices

FERIZEIR AT AT I 12T 0, RIEHREE LT BW, LBW, BV L UVBSA # AL
72. LBW, BV B LU BSA OFEIZHEN SN EZ O RITBEO I NLTNHEIG LT,
W i CT s OERTICHIE L7e.

LBW (kg) 13k D[16, 1712 H L CFHE L 7=,



LBW (male ) =1.10W —128 (W 2 /(100H)?),
LBW (female ) =1.07W —148(W ? /(100H)?),

H= &K (m), W= {K&E (kg)& L7-.
BV (L)IZ&k DA [18] % L CEHE L7-.

BV (male )= 0.168 H ® + 0.050W + 0.444 ,
BV (female ) = 0.250 H ® + 0.063W —0.662 ,

H= &K (m), W= {K&E (kg)& L7-.
BSA (M) Tk DX [19] 2 H L CEHE L 7-.
BSA=W %** x H %% % 0.008883,

H= &K (m), W= {K&E (kg)& L7-.

Method of non-linear analysis

BIE U7 IFHRi G & A RS FR 3 L 0 3 D 7o BAm Ik L, minids U 7= 3 Eh e o B
WIS IR R O 2 (D EEIE LIZLLFOREHWTITo72 (b= FHEEEE).

m
=1 Bi5 (2)

FERIE VR IHT OUT LT, /b ZFIBICIE SO TEIT L. ERERIR O 21T o 12 d
72V, TOFRMMEALEET D721, A D 28 AL, ZHUIB A VITH LTl
BIBIERA K D SEo D THIVE, FTHIEREL b 13 gie <, o/ hSWEERDZTHAH L
IBEZ Tholz. LT k BLO b T ldhiR EoHEE E L RIEMOM DR Hfn %
/MU B 72D EE b Lz, AAFFRICB W TS — RIEEEAY 300 mg/ml D4l 100 ml
E’C“&)é?‘:&’) EEAIE (I—FE)m (@) 1£30g THD. Bon-kEbaHEHALT,
WOFHBEIZLY, ErOEEAEEHETED.

m=Er(kB+h), (3)



ZhiEX QDO mICE(kB+b)EZRATDHZETESE ERDZEMNLHLNTHD. iE-o
T, BREOERHET, ERETITON TS 0.6 glkg 72 EDHMGIERR X 2 %5877
TR, AR (Ek) LR (Eth) O FIZE > THETLINERD 5.

Simulation of body size dependency

AR O X 912, @EAlENSBEMIZ BW IZHFI3 21ERIEIC BV TE, IFBRE D BW 12
K DRAENE (I B ORISR S IMAEERFE OB ARR) BWEL L7, Fx DRETS
FERIERIFATIZE DS W IE AT GIED, B BRI T 2 IRFEA I CE 200 8
97 LBW, BV 35 LU BSA MWMEMEIKAFIEZ RN T 5 Z LITHEMNE 5 DOMGEEZ v X = L
—> g ko TRl L7~

BN OIEEF ORI T 2 EARFERIC LAV, 2], ARG XAl &I e p] LR
Ped b, ZTODY I ab—ra VTR (Bs) (XFEE I — N& 30 g 25455z llEHE
(Em) ICE->TEHEIND Eux (MBO)OHEE L. ZZTmid Q)AL THELL
K BEOBEELAEE AT, Eri3ITHFE[1] LV, 50 Hounsfield units (HU) & 3%7E L7-.
—7, PERIEITHKHET D Es OFFEIZEBWT, [A—D Er & 722 mid, #EREORK#EL 72~ 72
Heiken S[1]IC & » THRZE X7 adjusted hepatic enhancement (AHE)Z i L CHEE L 7-.
AHE I%, BW HA{7 (kg) 720 1g D3 — Rab LIZBEOFMRERLTHY, E->T, ErD
ML AHE Z i L CTHEET 2 Z L B A[RETH 5.

DK FES (LBW, BV LU BSA) 12O\ TH, AHE TO BW Ot 0 IZ& K& FE
BAMHLTmaRE Lz, Bxld, KBREKFEELZFHNT57200fHIEE LT, B L E®D
M OBIR B3 DV Er OFEREFREL, %IR8 7% (mean absolute error: MAE) , P i %
ML, FHE L7z, - T, K0 @EWRRREME (B3 M O IFIR G O ¥ — M5 B ) 13 4E B
FRERFE < 2D P <005 £720, SHIZMAEDNEL Y BiEERT.

RELELIERIEDO Y I 2 b—y a2 URERIZEIT 2 MAE ICBET 2 A EZEIL, RitE Y 7 K
Excel 2010 (Microsoft, Redmond, Wash) % ff L, two-tailed Student’s t-test % Fv > CFEAfl L
7. (0.05 KO PEEZAEAEDY L L. )

Clinical study comparing proposed and conventional CM administration methods

HHRRTE AR T % FRIT LT3R RIE L IERIEICOWT, BRFRIC I 5 bl & 3206 L 7=
ZHODOIFIE, Fx OMBBEEZEDIC L - TERSNEBEMIETHY, T 3ToH
MENDA T —ARarvey beE Lz, OIS V—71F, BGEE1ET 2017 4
7 A5 2018 4 6 H &£ TIZIER CT ZJitifT L 7= 200 A O#E (B 114 A, it 86 A, 4F
fin 30—94 Ji%, -1 67.5 +11.6 jik) THERK SAL TV 5. HBE 2 1ER O IE AR G- HE(TERIERE)



EERAIB G BN () A L CRE SH o EEAR G (RRIER) oI hnics
A LIZEI YT, TORER 100 ADOBRRE NARETRE S L.

R LT ARR ARSI BW TH Y, i ORI, BRIVEYRE, CT i/ N7 A — &&Uﬁw
TG D WEEITRR OE R AE E RGBT D L R E L. £, BEEHIC
RAEMEIZRTNR DY S 2 Lb—y a v ERI U FiEL2 VR L 7-. m%%@kMAEi%%&#

LRBIEREOM Tz L7z,

Results

Non-linear analysis

IR BT HT 0> AT B AT T EL R 2 5 2o, S RKEFEEIC 31T 5 E & B OHUAGIX % Fig.2
\Z7v9, BW, LBW, BV 5 X U'BSA Dk LU (k/b) 1%, Z4%410.0089/0.194, 0.0109/0.201,
0.1264/0.196 5 11 0.539/-0.138 ThH-7-. fFHz kB LU b 2 (3) ITfRAL, Er & 50

HU & 307E L7235 8 O AR 53 % Bl FIoR
BW (kg): m = 0.447 x BW + 9.7, 4)
LBW (kg): m=0547 x LBW+10.1,  (5)
BV (L): m=6.32 x BV + 9.8, (6)
BSA (m?): m = 27.0 x BSA— 6.9. (7

T DRI Es OFFRRHIME A L7z,
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Figure 2. Scatter plots of each body size index versus hepatic enhancement, including resultant
fitting curve of non-linear regression analysis (non-linear analysis). (a) Body weight (BW), (b)
estimated lean body weight (LBW), (c) estimated circulated blood volume (BV), and (d) estimated
body surface area (BSA). A fixed contrast medium (CM) dose of 30 g was administered to each

patient; then the hepatic enhancement was measured at a portal phase.

Simulated body size dependency

RRELTERIEDZNENIZONT, Es ERBIEROBANM % Fig. 3 & 4127, £z,
FHEEER S & MAE % Table 1 (27R7. #RRIEICEB VT, IR OZEIITEE S Y0 58
D7, WIS FHAREYRERRZ R L, REEAEME S BE OB — N SE S
ZEDIRENTZ. FTz, LBW BERRKOMEGREZ R LT b 0D, hogfiait OEEzR
EWTERD BN o T2, JBANCHERER, 2 TORKBERICB W T, RBIRIEESE
<, BEMOE—ME2AEICKTEE-Z %2/ 0L7z (BW, LBW B LBV TP<0.001,



BSA T P =0.025). JeATHISE Tl 47z, 1ERIEICIIT £ BW BRIV Tl RhER & 72
HRERIT, AWFFRICBIT DY I 2 b—a BV THEO B, BW LISMHI LBW, BV IZ
BOTHFEBOMEANGED bz, —7, BSA IZADEKEFZ R Lz, HBERET BW
75 0440 LB REL<, LBW & BV $ £ E41 0.385 & 0.390 D HEGHIR & 72 % 7~ L7z,
RFIEIZIBIT D MAE 13 BSA ZfRE, TERIELVARIINEVWZ LEZRL, 202 L3R

FIEIZBWTBW, LBW, BV BNMEKEGFEM 2 hET S 2 L 2R LT,
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Figure 3. Scatter plots of simulated hepatic enhancement for evaluating body size dependency of

proposed CM administration method based on the non-linear analysis. The target enhancement Ex
was set to 50 HU. (a) BW, (b) LBW, (c) BV, and (d) BSA. The generally flat regression lines
indicated improved body size dependencies detailed in Table 1.
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Figure 4. Scatter plots of simulated hepatic enhancement for evaluating body size dependency of
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conventional CM administration method (conventional method) based on adjusted hepatic
enhancement (AHE) analysis. (a) BW, (b) LBW, (c) BV, and (d) BSA. The inclined regression lines

of all body size indices and detailed results in Table 1 indicated significant body size dependencies.



Table 1. Correlation coefficients and mean absolute errors (MAES) on the relationship between each
body size index and simulated enhancement shown in Figures 3 and 4. The dependency was
improved from the significant correlations of at least P < 0.05 in the conventional method to no
significant correlations in the proposed method. MAE was significantly reduced by the proposed
method, except for BSA.

Proposed method Conventional method P-value

aw Correlation coefficient (P-value)  —0.015 (0.876) 0.440 (< 0.001) n/a
MAE (HU) 6.313 7.030 <0.05

LBW Correlation coefficient (P-value) 0.070 (0.479) 0.385 (< 0.001) n/a
MAE (HU) 6.914 7.497 <0.05

By Correlation coefficient (P-value)  —0.026 (0.796) 0.390 (< 0.001) n/a
MAE (HU) 6.318 6.979 <0.05

BSA Correlation coefficient (P-value)  —0.019 (0.841) -0.219 (0.025) n/a
MAE (HU) 6.391 6.638 0.100

Note — n/a: not applicable, BW = body weight, LBW = lean body weight, BV = circulated blood
volume , BSA = body surface area

Clinical study comparing proposed and conventional CM administration methods

FE R FRIZ I 1T B DAEHRIE, IR RIEICRB VT 31-93 5% (I 67.7+1245%)TH Y,
PE1ET 30-94 1% (EH 6744108 5%) TH o7z, £/, BWITREREIZE VT 30.4-82.5 kg
(P44 56.6 + 12.4 kg)m% v, fERIET 32.6-82.0 kg (q:itéj 59.1+11.9kg) TH > 7-.

REEICBIT 5 EEAIR G-I Er 7840 HU BTS2 BW O Kk &b nbEtHE Lizm =
0355 xBW+7.7 TH v, Z DR EZ HWTCIHEEA A &G L. #2551E L EkiEIZB VT BW
EITFIgIR Y & OBROEAGIX % Fig. 5 1Z/R L, Z O/ fER % Table 2 (Z/Rr7°. Bk
Ralb—vaUfER (Fig 3 4) »oTFHlISE X 90, #BEER, HEERE3-0.086 (P =
0.347) THFIEIEYE L BW OIRIFEENIE & A ERBD bR -T2 — T, fEkREITMBEGREK
0.440 (P < 0.05)T, JFlM#EYE BW OIKFENSERBICRO vz, 72, MAE IXREEIC
X o> THERKE AR Hii= (P <0.001).

BRRAFZEIZEB VT, 40 HU %2 Er & LT L-BRHIE, vV o URIFNZ R T 2466 Al hE
729 — REIZERRH Y, HHEWVEHE I D BW 100 kg (23 THK O FFIRE A3 40
HU Thole/odTho7o. 7, BW 2L E U GRIRUZZBH X Table 1 128\ T
MAE OFHBIRED i bIRVMEZ R LTz Th o 7z,

T, Va2 b—va rOBRICHV . AHE FHRICHE-SWTHRIE L7- 0.494 glikg % itk



DIEHFNFE BT DGR RS Lz, 40-99 kg O#FiPHD BW % 6 DIZ/3¥E L, 40 HU %
Er & L7ZBFOREIERONERED 9 — RE% Table 3 1Z/R L7z,
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Figure 5. Scatter plots of BW versus hepatic enhancement obtained through a clinical study using
(a) the proposed and (b) conventional CM administration methods for a target enhancement of 40

HU. The significant BW dependency (inclined regression line) of the conventional method was
improved by the proposed method indicating a flat regression line.

Table 2. Detailed results of BW dependency for a clinical study using the proposed and conventional
CM administration methods.

Proposed method Conventional method P-value
Average enhancement (HU) 39.0+4.4 38.4+5.6 0.574
Correlation coefficient
—0.086 (0.347) 0.440 (< 0.001) n/a
(P-value)
MAE (HU) 4.354 6.630 <0.001

n/a: not applicable



Table 3. CM doses for BWs from 40 to 99 kg divided into six ranges, used in the
proposed and conventional methods for a target enhancement of 40 HU.

40-49kg 50-59kg 60-69kg 70-79ky 80-89kg  90-99 kg

Proposed method
D)
Conventional
method (gl)

21.9-25.1 255-28.6 29.0-32.2 32.6-357 36.1-39.3 39.7-42.8

19.8-24.2 24.7-29.1 29.6-34.1 34.6-39.0 39.5-44.0 44.5-48.9

Discussion

BW IZ551F DERIE L FREZIEIZOW TR L2 BRRAFZE TIE, BW DY I 2L —3 3 T
?ﬂbkkk@,%ﬁ&?%%@ﬁ‘Lowfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂmb%hk.ﬁof,%rﬁ
FOFEREFHFER—ADEs L OB DR W—F &, Es DML S 7- iAo HF
SNTNDZ NG, Es i3Sk aE o BE % — i@ﬁﬂt%ﬂl%kﬁ@émt

VUIalb—va URERND, fEkE (Fig. 4) X BW 7215 T2 <, LBW, BV XU'BSA IZ
BOWTHLARICHBRENEL< (P<0.05), MAE HRKE\W 2w, FESEIFEMEO LI E
DRD LN oTo. ZORERLEBEDOL OfRER (LBW BREWET 572 LE) EOFEIL
2 DWFFEN A DRI O AH BIREDN 5 w:k%ﬁmt%%hﬁmhﬁkbt_&k%
235 LB 2 5[4,7,8,10-13]. BIEO L 912, B & E DA DOKIEELRIL, BIZHFIT 25
BEFETD. - T, LBW 2 ENADOHIEHEN RV Z LI, BRI OFRE &
IR0, 8- T, MEOHROFE BIRILE) OHGRIVESIEISERORME & 5
7o, KHFZETLBW 72 E DMK F M 2208 L 72 o 72 2 L ITBEOHIZE & ITFH L7
oL A, AFRIZBWTHIDTLBW 2 EOZYENRINTZHDE BB LD, xR
W2, BEEEZFERA LY I 21— 3> (Fig. 3) IZBWTIE, fEkiEici L, BSA D
MAE DA BEEDBFRD LR -2 H DD, BW, LBW, BV ITMHBEREMNE RIS (B
B RHARIFER TS HLZeY) , MAE b [EIERIS/N S vo 72 (Table 1) . #E-> T, LBW,
BV K& U BSA ORIEEAFIE i,mN&E%K%%%Kiofﬁﬁﬁézkﬁ@w%Mt

ZhBHD 3 ODOEKEE (LBW, BV, BSA) i, #EED FTOBWICRBITERKE
K%@LT,m%mﬁﬁ®&%m%fb%ﬁﬂﬁm&<,mNmﬁﬁwﬁﬁ@ﬁ%#MEﬁ
W, ORKEREL Y HEEICFIHETHD Z LRI NT. &“ﬁ&@ﬁfﬁ
LT BT DHATKI DN T DO X [T RS HIFGIRIED X 5 72k~ 7o B R ZEH IC
THIERZ &N[3,11], 5% DOFZEIC ﬂﬁ?é«%?%@,é%@ém%i,@awmﬁ
DIREA R TE D, KVEMSNZEIRC L 2B BICEREYTLRETHD.

FERIZ RT3 HTIX Introduction TERAIL7= KL 512, V IZBIT 2EEHOARFEEE (& A
DOAAEAE) VxR T D ELBIBRICE STV D, it T, RIS IEREIZ V 219



LZOTHIVUE, BUROHTIXE D EMEIZZRY, b ITErIGES< 282 d. LLans,
AMFEOFRERIZEBNT, 2TO b IFERrITEL 72<, BW O L L THRETE 7 LBW,
BV KUY BSA (X V I U 7 L FIRIFRIZ RN E AR LTS, fERELT, bIXEr x b
THEINTAAS T AR W) 24KL, 22— 3 (Fig.3) < BW TOEEME
(Fig. 5a)D & 912, RN+l ifE+s 2 LICHEBRL7Z. BWIZBWT, fEkiEz AW
2%, T BW BARE OFIER &K BW #iaE O EE 2 MiET 57018, Tt
DOEFABE G BT DR RETIMENEC D, AT 28T, ECRECHEL, &
BW O#fE O X (REEY) 28 L, FRFCK BW OBRE (20 B 70 i 5 74 B 4 4 1
TEHEVSTHHFO=—RICHIETHZENARETHD. £z, BEBICBITHHEE LA
A7 AR, REARHEED S TR, EYERraREIZ T 5 IERIBIEIRE T 5 6
ERMICRELIZZ &L LBRRD.

Z OBFZEIZIE, W< OO limitation 2325817 H L. FH—IZ, IREEIZBT D EIRIFRIL,
BW 2 L TOHRDIIETH 72, I 2lb— g (Bs) IZXDHHERTIE, BW LIS DR
FIREC BT H, BW E[ABRICRIR I 2 B RTRE T H D Z L 2R LTS, EEBOEBEK
FFRICB N TORAET 2 2 ERNEE L. 58, ARSI 2 IERIERIE oML, 105
B ORRE 2R — MECESWTE Y, BEMONT Y XIZE > ULEBIOF RN L2 S
GADELD. 10T, AT AEDD D IEH GBI ORI % KT T ATReMEN
HY, TN EESCT I ETONORBEOR LA RIATND. IFRIEEIEOHIL B &
EMOBEN O FEITTE, 1ERIESCIREZEEOWTho T e harnbiifG L7z Elm 7—%
WCBWTHOM AR TH D720, MEICT — 2 28T 252 ERNAETHDH. S5,
AR TEEE LT-BIRFILIBAROHLTH Y, SRR NEOWPRE DT — X 21557201,
TR OO R CHFZENTTON D FIREMERH D Z L BB B, FICX V& BW Ok
FIREIE AT 5 2 SIZBRE. R&BIZ, AFIRIEEEATEAR 80 s DFEES A
VI DHTOFMTH 7. RFFROT — X T HREIER OEFZFLIR T 5l 2 DG
AIVTOEHNREENTEY, BZOLEURSITICEELZ I TnDHEE2LND.

fim e LC, BIBIUE ORI 2 M EIRGITHER (k& b) ZHHLT,
TERIE TR T & » ToITIBIR Y2 36 1T 2 IR ARAFME (BB M DR — ) & e 4~ 2 1iE A
e - Bk E R AN

ZORER, vIalb—a Ik D Es EERITRICENT, EREEYRIITICEDSNT
EINTEEAEGEREEIL, AT AREFESTERERBAEIC L > OBk S, ek
VEICHE L, TPl ORI 2 A BICET D 2 L AR LTz, @Yl oAk
BRI EWVYATIRICEB W Tl O R & STz BW X, BRI EEAIE A
2L - TC, HRE®RE LE L ETIFRREOERBIKFEE A RICSET 2.
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Appendix

S B RE T A JFER 2 5 < FERIE RIS 04T &2 T2 IF dynamic CT MR 1T 2 KR fAE
SO 72 8 DIEF AN EREEDO FINEIZOWT  (Version 1.0, September 2019)

X LI

EEORME (BE, BILERE) ICXoT, s, I — FMREXFLU (e 120 kv, 300
mgl/ml) TH-ThH, #pDH CT A (HU)E 2D Z LIZLIELIETHY, ZHEIA—T—N
F U TdhoThIEEDFE, 7 UIEE TH Version NEANITRATIRHETHD . /ST,
AMFFE TR LTS GBI, A CITo i Co 5% chy, NWHTE R
V. b bAA, ERIEICBWTHZENRLEZEEET, F—ORMETEZAIELREL TV
HZELIFFEETHLN, LVEEORWVEEHAEREDT-DIZ, LITICHR Z & DEEH
BEFBOREEDOFIRZ R~T. ok, AFIEFIIARE (BW) 2 EHEERET5.

1. EET—ZOG

WA SR, RERFOEENBEMTHY, [F—7 1 b2/ T LT dynamic CT i
DOWRRE BT, F—K i (RIFFRICHB W TIE 80 s [EE) DT — % ZINHET 5. JEH
BT NNZERWD, RO ORWIRWEFHORED T — 4 (i.e. 30-90kg) B3 dH D L EFE L.

2. MIEMEORH

LOEGR T — % OMFMEOWE LV, AL L FERIZ 3 5D ROl & E L, Hfl CT &
OISR CT 04 ROI O CTEL Y, 3 SO X MR IE (E) &, ZOBIcEE5 Liza—F
B (TR L7 E/m(AHUQ)Z B H L, JIEME 5.

AL TIXRHARE DS E AR 100 ml [E7E ; 3 — F&30g 5 Th o7, BURIFAELL
Bl THLHT-0, UTIORTEIICETOEENLETH D BNEAFEIIEZD S 220,

3. WA OER
5 5 REMERE E/m & BW (B)DOBUAIXI ZER L (Fig. 1), AL T/ L2 LA O3 E e
LHEER (D)Z AV, BN DRIEICESOTIERIEEIR T 21T, k& b ZRD 5.
1
1
kB+b' @

E/m=

W SZRBWTIE, mAHILICH Y 30 THEE TH-72hy, HWEHIEHHR G TIE, m AL TH
L7200 XD XI5,



BE/ANEAREEL, 7B ALDO Y AN—CTRETHS.
INNR—=TIE, BhEEstL (k&b EHMOBALZRELFIEITTLE, HEOEAN
B/NERDKkE b EAREFCENT S, koT, HIZIZUTOLIICERETS.

k:Al b:A2 (®HIfEi=1Tkw)

B4l : K&

CHl:RYE

D%l : 58 m

E %1 : E/m

F#I:1/(kx{KE+b)

GHl: (EFI—FZI) "2 (23%kEE)

FFIOAEG sum(G %) (2T RZEDO AR % A3IZ

LT, 2FEERENR/NE AUR, Kk & bEiFEL S, Y AR—TIL, ZhE B BETT
S>TLND. HiELZ ABICHREL, 2858z AL L A2 ITHRELLE L, FTT
L. DB, AL & A2, k& b OfE{b I EIc 2T 5.

R E 20 A5 100kg D 1/ (kxBW+b) D% Fig. 1 DL 78D 77 7D L HIZERTDH LD
WL Tl s, ELLHERERS ENTZNE I DPBDLNVEETH L. F-BFICHE
STEBREZITORVWEDICY, ZHRENEELEZRD.

4. BHEEBOIE
Bon-k &bzl T @QITRAL, BEFBEY Er 2 E T 1uX, EEAIR G
PRTET D,

m=Er(kB+Db) ()

* dHU

.

.

: \. . —— R ER
ks, KRFEE, BRI b ISH 2 St aeacon
AT B 7=, BNRHO M RIS RAR
2B B E 2 FWCTEESH 21T
9 Z &, CT angio TOxiE{k b !
AEETHD. L, ZHIE, | .
ST S TR, (R
M TE D Z L IIMRFETH » ® 4 @ & 10 w w

Body weight (kg)
%)

Fig. 1. BW& Em OIERIE (KB BEfR &
FERIERNFI X - T S 7= Bl 7 phf
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