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Selective ophthalmic artery infusion of chemotherapy for advanced
intraocular retinoblastoma: initial experience with 17 tumors

Peterson EC, Elhammady MS, Quintero-Wolfe S, Murray TG, Aziz-Sultan MA
J Neurosurg 114:1603-1608, 2011

H R | Retinoblastoma IZMRERMIZFE A3 2 /N REPERESE ©, 100 77 AICH 4 AOFIGTH
HET . FEIHIDSHEIT S 5 EAMRE A A L O~ L, 72 ARSI R e 2 &V
BBETAHZLLHL. HROFHNIREIENCH 525, TFITEHILFEHRE, L —W -k
PAly, BT & R 2 A A bR S 2 L CIRERE 2 0k 5 Iicdh 5. L
P UIRHIAHEST L Q0 2 55513 bk 4 i 2 17> COIREBI 2 BT b e w2 & 055

Uy,
BH#Y : Retinoblastoma HEATBIZ A3 2 HREIR 2> & ¢ melphalan Bhi: e O FIIEH R %
WEd 5.

WREFE W T HRIER % 725D % retinoblastoma HEATHIT, A& L@@l L —F—8il
WAER) T I > 72 H D12 L CTHRENIR 2 © @ melphalan BRI Z 175 72 2008 £ 5
2009 EDRIZ 15 B 17 WA R L 2 D, Fiinld 64 A5 8k (I 32i%) Thoiz
15 B 8 BIASIIRYET, PN 2 BIASHIR & B ISR R & e o 72 BT A6 T4 B Rk
T~ A 7 ah 75—V EIREIROZIETICHE LT, £ 225 melphalan 3 mg, 5 mg, 75
mg DWINH% 30 5 LLENT THEAL. EIIAT5TH - 720w LCTidam
DEERE L U —F =B 2 17, 2N RR D0 20 o 72355 1L IRBRR A T b 7,
SENNIEPRED melphalan D=1 75 mg & L7-.

FER 17 WIS L CREF 26 Mo BhEgdisfrbi, 9WETERINGHEE L2 355
12xn H CP386# H) oftlBigih, 17 W% 1395% (765%) THIRERZifF§ 52 &
AT E 72, FRICHIERE O melphalan D&Y 75 mg Tdh - 72 5 WA IE VT D IRERIE
TSN, ABHEDRDO LD o7 AIHEIR 4 WE TEREOM TAHIMZ, 154 TR
RIMAEIRZ R0 72, RIBIMERIZ T A Y VX o TRERITER L7225, iAo 4
WA T VTS ZO®BICIRERE AT b7,

FEEE  fEsk, MRERSEI 2479 LA 7% Ao 72 retinoblastoma 7B K L CHRENIR > 5 D
melphalan BiEREEIZ ENZ BT 5 2 D TELENRERBETH L. T OEBEDIEE
ATBN D BIE T X B0 &) VIS ERDIEBIOFEEDLEETH 5.

[ 3 X > N] Retinoblastoma (2 %F 9~ % B3 #8221, 1966 4F |2 supraorbital artery 7* 5
ophthalmic artery ~EfTEICIEASINIZONMHEE ) THL V. <4 708 T —T VHuEA
En7d, NEOIRBIR~ND I 7 — T ViFENREETH 5720, IREIR X O mfr THEH
R % 7SV — ¥ CT—HERIZBHZE U CREMINFREEIIR IC B N 728 7 — 7 )V > 5 melphalan
RIEAT 2 AR SN Y. BUECIEERIME % Ful IS HRB IR~ O BRI B2 b
5 Xtz NEDIRBIRAND< A 7 0% 7 — 7 VORIRMIEAIL. BH TRV,
Jedii s straight D<A 7 0% 7 —F VEIRBIROKMEIZE T, FoTw&, wo< D&
RL. Z0%emhiREiRIC AU, IREIROIMGE % 15T 22 X 9 IR~ A 2 ah 57—
TIVEEDZONRAY L EIND. HERDPISA T =T DIEHTH LD, T OHEHREIT S
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H AR ORI NG EE ORI & b 5. NE O E T E 2 L 728 M8 NG
FETHIUITHIIIEE L Wi Tld vz, 48, BISEFIZIZ/NEIRFIE & & b
RO MATH LWIBREEEZ 6N L.
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Borden-Shucart Type | dural arteriovenous fistulas: clinical course
including risk of conversion to higher-grade fistulas
Shah MN, Botros JA, Pilgram TK, Moran CJ, Cross DT 3rd, Chicoine MR, Rich KM, Dacey RG ]Jr, Derdeyn CP,

Zipfel GJ
J Neurosurg 117:539-545, 2012

& = . cortical venous drainage (CVD) O fF £ X 2 FE 4%, UH 2 W dural arteriovenous
fistulas (dAVFs) DER 7 aggressive SBT3 Z 05, FOAEMIE dAVE %
HICBWCTHEETH L. CVD 24T % dAVE [IIHUEN 2 IGHEARHRIG IO S5 %5,
ZO—)TCVD Z2AH S0 H DRI 2458200 ), BRI I A 5
K (NHNDs) #2352 idfalhneEEZ5NTWA. L LIIEE T Type Il dAVF
DIFRFEEIZ DWW T D case series 13 2/ L27% £, CVD &£ aggressive dAVF I2Z51L
FTAHERIIRIREN TR,

B#Y : Bz dAVEs Borden-Shucart Type 1 1281 2 kiR Z BRI L, Fohbo
FRZEDSCVD #4E9 X 9 7 aggressive e iRREICZ LT AER 2T A2 L.

FiE PR AL 1997 4F A 5 2009 4F F T O it i% (Washington University School of
Medicine in St. Louis, Missouri) (2 C#ER S 7z dAVE JER] 108 Bl 9, [RFLEASE
272 Type 1 dAVF ¥ 23 ZOMEEZATRE X OBIK T — ¥ % retrospective 12 review
L7

FER 13 215 IR IR 2 BN A PIEHEDS AT S, FR D 10 S I3 MR
TROBBIEE S e, B O 9 3 41 dAVE JEBERE TR L7z, w09 B 4
2% dAVE 23522 L, 9 £330 E19I2 flow reduction 255 H 7z, 23 Bl ) HiRHEIC
T dAVF ANHR L7z 4 Bl % B < 19 #4128\ TP 56 4O BIE I, BEZFN IR
NHNDs %4 U72d O % dAVE B#IZRRD SN o7z HMAMWICHELZ1HD
dAVF T3 MEHE B % 12 fistula 1 FIAAPAZE L7 8% 24 (87%) TCVD 219
higher-grade fistula ™~ % 1t L 7z. Kaplan-Meier {Z 3% 2 \» 7z aggressive conversion @
overall rate 1% 129 4:CT104% TH V), HFHIL 10% TH -7z, F -Gz IR NHND,
dAVF B§3H3E1L 00% Td - 7-.

#55E © Type 1 dAVFs O EI BIIFGE T X 1) aggressive 7 CVD # £ dAVFs (24
L3 %. Aggressive type ~DZALIZ AN NIIEIRDZALDATT 5. BRI 724 0E
RS U 72856 121355712, vascular imaging T follow 34 2 EWEETH 5.

[aX> ] WESEIRBED HARBIZ O W TIIREA 2D 7% ShTwb. paper H1i
ZIH SN TW5HY, Satomi 50, CVD ZHEb 7w dAVE (112 40) 1 FI9BIEIR 2.3
T 18% (24) ASCVD 2fE9 dAVF IZZ L L7z v IR ST 5. 43
BEMHE SN TV R WA, I D case series (IZ LT 5 L 564ET87% & 3 % i
aggressive conversion DXL TE VIR Z 21T 5. FTEET V TUIVNI VT Lo
HoOEDE LTHEIFLN, XD KEZ% volume TOBIAFRES NG, F/2, E5TE
FOHDBRT WS K912, Cognard RZEH S D series I2BUT % aggressive conversion M-
WSAERNE 8 AR & 2 ) RUIOBB TR I 2605 W2 005, 45 study DFREBIZE
A B aggressive conversion DHEDEWIZE L CWwAE D ERbND. T2, TD
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study TIRIBHIEITHI PR L E2 5O TB Y, TOHENEER ARELZRTOOTI
%<, BRI K D EEPMREN TV LRSS 5 2 L IIWET 2LED D L. BHED
T TEELE SNV LRRTWSDS, EF - Satomi - cognard H DFIFIZ BT 5 aggressive
conversion FEBY 9 B 7 BIANGHIRIEG]I TH V), aggressive conversion (IATEATEHER]
DL ELNTWA, 55D aggressive conversion 27k L7z 2 Bli& & 3 12 palliative
TAE #2175 72#% (254F, 92 ) \CHIEAFIEL, vein of Labbe ~® CVD A5ERE S 7.
B % Tl arterial flow 2580 L, % Tl sigmoid sinus O HASBZE L T vein of Labbe
ANDCVD #ELTwWizkdhs, 202 ENS CVD 2fEbewv dAAVE SERITIE, Z0
BRASEAR R IGHRIC X A E 2B L, LS MG 2L E D), AEeITH
Do 72 I RRAEIR E & H1Z, MR THAERCHIRER OZILDA M2 & 0 TEERE R
BBET LUERH L7259, L, 2O EDSHEBIIREA LGN aggressive
conversion DFFH & 72 % LN EZ BT LIXTELZWEEBDNS. HBITIERDTRN
FEFINCATOINTB Y, FEROBEEFNIL T 72 b B REEIEE AT RE L ER & T v v b
BB RER £ 721 EIHERAT O 0 DFRZEDAFAET HIEBITH W etEA = <, ThHD
BTRNTPEE L w2l H 5 L Ebhs. F72, & LI THRVA, Bk
T DOFRF 2210 72 variation D Z 15 aggressive conversion DI EE E Bbh b, 2
VIR S RERIRIAFR O R E FIRIE D I B C FRAR A D E IR OB A2 2RI X 1 BRI L2
AL S 5 7255 Th, AIORFHRN & O MAT4712d HIEFITIL CVD 122 2 1 12
<L RIBIRRZGEAAN 53 72 B\ R R IR~ D WFRIE A5 12 CVD 25843 5.
Bk Z & AR HRBBTIEZR L, WAWAEEDLHIZSH 5 A Borden type I @
FAERERICET 2B R WEEREGHETH ), Gt T NEmLTHHLER 5.

ROGPWLEA B VAR BE  ORHR) © MR T
ROPRFBRAFTREE AR BHRGR « AR—
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Endovascular treatment of extracranial atherosclerotic disease involving the
vertebral artery origins: a comparison of drug-eluting and bare-metal stents

Raghuram K, Seynnaeve C, Rai AT
J Neurointerv Surg 4:206-210, 2012

B L EEIRFEEUC B VT drug-eluting stent (DES) % H W72 iGN FEHZHARNQTE
cZ EIThE, MR odn e L TOREIBIC DI NS L) 12k o7z ThE TICHESE)
MREAGFRIZE % LC DES Z W THHEH T 5 2 LI X ) TR L2 nw 200
13 B o 7225, bare-metal stent (BMS) (K LTHLPIHEMTH L Z L 2 L7
ZRBIOBET IS X R0 7.
BHY 1 £ 2 THEFHIE, DES @ BMS (2§ 5 FARZERICB T HEMMEO AL, Folo
SCHRD B LB T 2 RO W HHESMETBIIR R 7 > M REER OISOV TE B DR
HEfrore.
FiE L IEE M BRI A2 0 L CA T v MREEM A AT L2 BE A, R LA
7 v POMBIZ L ) BMS# & DES# 0 2 #EIZ50F, #ITHBINT L7-. FANEE
HIMYIZ dual antiplatelet therapy (DAPT) A¥1hbii7-.
BRI UZOBZFIH L TRBMEDORT > PAHEI N, BMS (A7 > b Precise,
Express?, Liberte, Driver) #3151, DES (flif§ 25 >~ b : Taxus, Promus) 7% 13 f#{li FH
Sz, BFITAT v MEEIIBAIICHD L2As, FHAZBE U725 P0HE & L TR
IMLAEZS 36% (278D N7z BRIERS & WG 7 + v —7 v FHH i, BMS #
TENZEN26% A& 217 H, DESETI13» HE 122 A Th -7 FHzEsE, BMS
#ET 807 + 109%, DESH#ET 870 + 95% Th o7z, ‘I AT » MEIX, BMS#T47 + 05
mm, DESH#T33 + 04 mm &, ZOEROAMAHFMIIH AL RO IR
BMS #:C 267%, DES T 308% & MHEE THEAIIZRDO Lo 72,
HERE L HEASMETEIIRZ 7 > MREMN BN L2 THTHY, BMS, DESWwWih%
L CTOFRAERICH S @ T v & bz, BEBIIRICH S 2SR 2 fEfRE
AT B EHE TN BEFESI OV TOFRGRIT BV, RGN, 7T EERA O
TN 2 MRS 5 RPRIC OV TIIRZZHEM O E M e v e E 2 b

[aX>R] KkESSOHET BIIREMGHPEA2 (2009 % DES & BMS O# 5 #0 b igifse ¢
Hb. HETIZIZE A EDORINENGEHED DES Z2MH L7z A7~ MEEMIE AR &
Bbhs. EERE CIIHRAEROET 2 15 S, 5D J-Cypher Registry OfE R %
FATARIF TS — ISR o 7R DD 505, AWFFETIE BMS &L TH L2 2A
EIRO SN ol (72720, HHAT Y MRICHHEM CTHELENDH Y, DESHIE
BIMETHH LB LU DHHDY).

5 DES O E LTHRBEIN TV DIZAT ¥ MIBIEDD 0, FFISERMEIC
B LML INTVD. EHICDAPT 2 X ) BT bR T ER S nwe %
ZAHNTHEY, THUTX ) RIMPEEHEIEMT 2 EMbH 0D, &3 L IERGHIRTIE
DES —#lffl L 137> THE 5T, BMSIRDEN S L2 DN EETHL. 2%, 2k
THEGEREZN LTI NO AT » b &2 5 512D TIERZE controversial TéH - T,
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IE T VA LNIVOEGIFFES 2 WINGEIRIC DES # i3 4 2 & i3id THETRITh
7 5. BRI UIYE G IHE 2 R LT wiEdH R ZE L Th, B
® DAPT 2 %45 L # 2 5 Tw5b DES [SHE 232 Th Y, & LAFRLAHAD
A PTG 1E BMS 2 L 7B CENZ R E TE T Y AR RBEL T 2 &8
HETHDE-EDNL.
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Solitaire flow restoration device versus the Merci Retriever in patients
with acute ischaemic stroke (SWIFT): a randomised, parallel-group, non-
inferiority trial

Saver JL, Jahan R, Levy EI Jovin TG, Baxter B, Nogueira RG, Clark W, Budzik R, Zaidat OO; SWIFT Trialists
Lancet 380:1241-1249, 2012

1. B&

HOIRE A 7 > MO MR Cd % Solitaire Flow Restoration Device DA%l
P & 22V % Merci Retriever & JLitd 5.

2. XRERE
D WrETH A1 >~

2 il AL R A 2 A e R A ] L k.
2) X%

F % inclusion criteria (X, FEHER 8 e LAY, NIHSS 8-30, MiF#EhIRFI%E, t-PA i
PRI TAN T E F 7213888, T3 5. Exclusion criteria 1, MCA i 1/3 DL EOAFZEHE,
7213, MCA FIRESH 100 ml PLEDOHIERDSHOO5NL L TH 5.

3) ik

FEFNZ Solitaire & Merci BEIZE D FHF S, EfRF T34 A THeK 3 iR L E)E
479 . 3 EORILEIER I TR S N h o 72854712, rescue treatment (Ef}7
INA ZVINC & BI603#) OREATASRFI] £ b, Rescue treatment (2 & - "C B L 7= E 61
&, EI TN A X B IEFERHEE & EH S .

3. &l
- EEA R H

BT84 Xl (assigned treatment) “COREME: IR N L 2 114> 70 P B .

FBH X Thrombolysis In Myocardial Ischemia (TIMI) 2 72133 £ E@F:Sh, H=F
SRR (core laboratory) THIE SN 5.

- BIRA R R H

HA T4 27 HT—T VAEAD ST F TORGEREH.

90 H B o 1sz)e BAF (mRS 0-2 F 7213 #i mRS ~O 8% F 7213 NIHSS10 DLk
).

90 H#%£o NIHSS, BI, mRS.

- BRI EH H
BRI E PRI B L - A E R
- Bl AVEEHilE H

PO,

S A B A I
4. FR

2010 4E 2 A5 2011 4E 2 H OIS, 2018 sk 2B\ T 144 FIASHA AN Sz, H]
HEBNIZ, Solitaire 58 i, Merci55 T 0, 31 flid Solitaire @ roll-in FEHI & S L7z,

R1IIRT L 912, Solitaire BHIZ, FEBEVEFHZE AL Z tEb 22 W i5HE, 90 H & OHE
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FIER) BT, PR X TOFTERH, OWFIUIB VTS Merd B & ) BIF 2R R

L7
x1 ELREE
Solitaire Merci Non-inferiority | Superiority
(n=58) (n=55) p value p value
FEEA RS H
HfFTFNA R
A S () A <0000t 0.0001
IR PR ZE H
90 H Ak~ m BAL (3 %) 58% 33% 0.0001 0017
FIBHE F COPTEMER (% % %) 36 73 52 43 - 0.038
TR VEETME H
T A DHIE 14% 16% - 1.00
Rl k2 AV ETAmE H
S A P B A S O 2% 11% - 0.057
90 HRsE L 17% 38% - 0.02
* @ TIMI 2-3.

% % :mRS 0-2 F 72139%WHT mRS ~O1E)F F 721% NIHSS10 LI k.
kkck D HATA LT T — T IVEED S FBE E TOTEREIR.
5. i
Solitaire Flow Restoration Device 1%, Merci Retrieval System & g L C, TWi{§iinl,
MR, AT E HICRIFTH o 72

[OX> ] AWFZRIE, MARRIEREICEI T 2 O ML SRR CH 5. AR /N
A ADHHEL 5 2 5 Merci & IR LT, Solitaire i, FFBHE & FiRTRIR A C A7 %
AR LZ HEEE COMERMPAERICEVI L ARINTBY, MR E
FBAT Y MUFNA ZADOBRHEATRE ST 5. FRE O & L5 = Al <17
bITBY, HRICHTLHEEELEHVEHIShG. 72720, ARICB TS [HER
U1, [mRS0-2) Oz, [ mRS ~D1&a ] & [NIHSS10 LI Lt | # &5 ATED,
— W B L D HPHAIE 720, MOBRIRRER L AR A ER L 2T 5.

JEFEERE  MAE PIBRARRES VR C AR kR
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Detailed analysis of periprocedural strokes in patients undergoing
intracranial stenting in Stenting and Aggressive Medical Management for
Preventing Recurrent Stroke in Intracranial Stenosis (SAMMPRIS)

Fiorella D, Derdeyn CP, Lynn MS, et al; for the SAMMPRIS Trial Investigators
Stroke 43:2682-2688, 2012

WIE © EMEVEBRENEIIR S EERRZE (= 70%) JWZIT0 3 2 R NEHR# &, RN
Bl G R+ I8 N R R [Gateway 1 X B Uil & JE B AT (percutaneous transluminal
angioplasty : PTA) + Wingspan % Jl W72 2 5 ¥ N & ] % L8 L 72 randomised-
controlled trial © & % SAMMPRIS (Stenting and Aggressive Medical Management for
Preventing Recurrent Stroke in Intracranial Atherosclerosis) TiZ, 30 H AN O 3 Z )5
HH (B - J80) M NTERRE (224 B1) 1 147%, INEHESEE (227 #1) 13 53%
MEGEL, MEWNEERBETHE 0=0002) CHFARTH-72Y. ZOMmXIE
SAMMPRIS DIV PERTEZ 350T 2 FARTIIN A T O 5l 2 TR O RS T .

SR 1 MAFPGIRIE 224 Bl 5 B, 213 BNZHERSICIHHE (PTA OH 1561, A7 >~ MK :
208 9) W3frbidz. o9 b OEZEANIMLE 13 5] UMFEENIE : 7 61, < SR
L (subarachnoid hemorrhage : SAH) : 6 1], MxBEZEIX 21 B GEIRFRGE N = 24 I
019 B, < 24 B5R - 260) (AU &EF34 B0 ) B 33 BIIHHE 6 H I A LT
Tz,

JRSE RN I (3 4Bk 7238 > 80% (BRZ2MAEE< 06 mm) DFEFIIA: U7z, L2 EfF
Hrcid, mEESKRZE (Odds ratio; OR 2.1/ 8%%235% 12 5), modified Rankin scale (mRS)
i (mRS 013 1~31CH L OR 42), ZBE FZLV@Oua—F 1 » % (600 mg) 2Olf
ML AMEEREIEE (activated clotting time; ACT) @ H g (250~300 #) %8 2 5 iLE (OR
37) AN IHIEEZE P I & B L 7.

JERTIIINAEZE 21 BloD D B, ZREEFIZEDS 13 B & % T, 4 BlZZERM:, 2 FIDSHE D
RIETH Y, 2PNTERMEA T~ MHETH 72 BURBIIRIZE (U8 H1) Tl 208%12JH
MR ZE % £ U (MK BNIRDASLOFRZE TIX 67%), 167% D2 BEMETH - 72 Bk
DB L 72 o 1M FEE O FERD TIE, —@MEMEIM I ED 89%, ZEEHLALD
AR SE D 14.3% \ZRMTINAEZE DA U728, 2Rl EigE (45 ) IR IR 2812380
Ripoiz. ZARMHTCIXIEEME (OR 88), MiEBEIIRIZE (OR 62), HEMRSE (OR 45),
wifkn (OR 1.9/10 & i) 23 EMAYIINAE2E & B L C /e, F8ED S MAF AR £ Toll
& RN A & OB R S e o 72 TEEH (Fhyufi) © BESEAM (+) 11
Hvs. (=) 9H, p=026, WHzE (+) 8 H vs. (=) 9H, p=035].

[3 X2 b] SAMMPRIS & PTGHREC B 2 M A LT, BRs 2 el ¥
I &N TWB DS, BEENHMICBIT S mRSIEEIZBZ 5 < type T error (RO A
) &N, NSRBI B IR (“smokers paradox”) (2B LTI, BERRYE, UL,
PRI IEBIEE AL WEANC D ), FR S TRV TR S IR 220 % WEIICH - 72
Z E DS U RENE, BRI T cytochrome P450 2SFE XA 7270 K7
LV OIER DN E E B W REMESESZEE STV 5.
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JEIRT IR 28 Tl B A AR Z DRIN L 2 > THB Y, MEFWNEBRIEN T 5 — 27 5
GHZEER AR Z ET A ETELL LEZ LN TWDY, FlHEHED e &
DORIFIZFRD LT, TRERBIIRMA RS % M NG & OBEAVRIE Sz, Sl
SECTHE L2 AN I 2213500 5T, ZOEMNIIAIITH L. MEFNHERIC
£ 0 BB R % K72 RO B WEEBI DRl 0 720 D #E modality (72 & 213 MRI
WX BHEBENMED TG =74 A=V 7RE) ORBEILTIh TV,

S IR A PRIV IS AE U2 2 S FERIC L 2 E £ 2 SN TBY, s
e GREED) P OBEATRIB ST WS, JA25 > 80% DIEZEA3Hi 71
RoOBICIE, 2UHoMAH 2 OHBL H A 9 A%, SPECT %O MIMF A % fifro kT
STA-MCA WA A% ESEZETRELODD Ltk

SAH TiE 6 B 4 BIASH A4 RTA X —=I12 X D250, 1 BIMERZIC I DTk sh
TEY?, BINGAKEWEIHETH D, 73 ZEVEOB RN (&S % 7
A R4 X =Sl X o THEILE A LA EREDEWC L 2 BRT 5 (KRG CIZablmH
BHGRDRENT VD Z b, SERAEWNLE R A T4 X =758 5B 0HiE
BFErnEEZzOLNL) LN, FECERURELEIHETCHH L E0 D, FEHERRIC
BOTHMODEESLETHS .
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Informed decision making trumps informed consent for medical imaging
with ionizing radiation

Brink JA, Goske M]J, Patti JA
Radiology 262:11-14, 2012

B EMCEZL V7= Farvey NI TG LRHEVIEHAEZERLEZLDOTH S
B, H—EEIRHAARE o 72GAIIEZ O 2 EANER S TV A AR Y Bl % AR
MORET A L BB L 2 D LEHTH L. BIEIEHL 0L T H7:
DITERAT7 4 v eV AZIE, D) WECHES N, 2) BRI, 3) fERICEHb
SN LTI RSBV, FRERDOEIEZIICH 5 N5 BEHEIZ O W TIIFEA A DFif
WY A7 IS TR L, e OBBBEREAHRICIT) S DHEETH L. BRI
EOF 2 ) TR OV T O B2 LR (LNT) RHIEFA L T 5 01%, A4
DIV ARIPELHONE Lo TR LTHAE. BHIZRL-TF, EHEHRDIZL
HE LW ETIE R\,

VELZDIFA YT+ —L P2y FTREA Y74+ =L FTF 1 vV ay (EhES
27z ECOREEIE) ThHhH. THUIBFIHEREZIMET 52 &, EHRLEICHET 2008
ETE L0 E N BEVATMIAT) 2L, Bz 2 2HNEMIIT 2 & 2135 18
PRHETEEICTHIEDPLETHLLEZ LN TS, BENOHEROIEEMIZ ST
Ly b, E5F, w2794 M RETIrbhs, ZoOHNIIEEA 2ME 4 ORI E ZRE LD
DEEZW % 2T 5 2 LIZOWTOEEREEIT) IH72Y), EMSBERRKED =+
F=,%b2LTHbH. BUIRTEMROPFTH Y A7 OFRPEEREOFHITEICON
TEZABAP—HL TRV DOTHSE. TNOLOREIFRINLE T, v 7+ —L4 K2
YRV R ERFEBOTLDIIBITE. A YT+ —AFF 1 VY a VIR IER LT
TADHBEORETHY, BELEDIZZIANDL LOREZKTH L.

[AX2 BN B UDICHT > THB L BATLAREE LT 2 DRWEZITI VLN E
HEBEHRIZOWT ST —<Th ), A NGHRZ I O &9 5 intervention IZDWT &
ER% 5. OBV TIIBGTHEIRC L 2B OFMEA v 7+ —sFark b
WEENDLRETH DI LITMEN R,

LA LT 2 OIZHAHRE S CT 2 EOBMOFETH L. 20 L) RRO%
RIZED XD I REPITERFOBEIZOVIZEN ) E-BbIS.

F 72, [ L5I2#%k- 72 [The information imperative: is it time for an informed consent
process explaining the risk of medical radiation? Semelka RC, Armao DM, Elias J Jr, et al.
Department of Radiology, University of North Carolina. Radiology 26215-18, 2012] T &
ImSv ZHEHEIZT BHREE L TWAE. £9) %5 L HHiloc DAL OB % - 7okt & 7%
D, ZLOBETA v I+ =2 FaAyby MPLELSNLT LIZh L. REEGFICBL)
BRI E B THAHIN, METEDLVAZIIH L TELOH NIRRT L hHLE
BRWERS. WIERY A7 LRAT 4y MIOWTAREED: 3 vty ADHA
KodOoNbEES.
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