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Contrast analysis in the projection-type fast spin echo imaging in MRI

C. Y. Kim. H. J. Kim, and C. B. Ahn
Department of Electrical Enginsering. Kwangwoon University

Abstract - Projection-type Fast Spin Echo
(PFSE) imaging has robustness against motion
artifacts due to patient motion during magnetic
resonance imaging data acquisition, or reduce
flow artifacts. However, it has difficulty in
controlling T2 contrast. In this paper, T2
contrast in the PFSE method is analyzed. The
contrasts in FSE and PFSE method are
compared by computer simulation and
experiments with volunteers.
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2.1 PFSE pulse sequence
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2% 1. Projection-type fast spin echo(PFSE) imaging
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