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	Table 4. Comparisons of Subjective Assessment Image Quality
	

	
	Sharpness
	Distortion
	Artifacts
	Lesion conspicuity
	Total
	Kappa

	
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R1
	R2
	R3
	R1
	R2
	R3
	

	FOCUS-MUSE_DWI (1)
	

	B = 1000
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	16(13,16)
	16(14,16)
	16(14,16)
	>0.700

	ADC
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	16(13,16)
	16(14,16)
	16(14,16)
	>0.600

	MUSE_DWI (2)
	

	B = 1000
	3(2,4)
	3(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	14(12,16)
	14(12,16)
	14(12,16)
	>0.600

	ADC
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	16(13,16)
	16(14,16)
	16(14,16)
	>0.600

	FOCUS_DWI (3)
	

	B = 1000
	3(1,4)
	3(2,4)
	3(2,4)
	2(2,4)
	2(2,3)
	2(2,3)
	4(1,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	13(10,15)
	13(11,15)
	13(10,14)
	>0.600

	ADC
	3(1,4)
	3(2,3)
	3(2,3)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	14(11,16)
	14(12,15)
	14(12,15)
	>0.600

	SS_DWI (4)
	

	B = 1000
	3(2,4)
	3(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	3(3,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	14(12,16)
	14(12,16)
	14(12,16)
	>0.600

	ADC
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(4,4)
	4(2,4)
	4(3,4)
	4(3,4)
	16(13,16)
	16(14,16)
	16(14,16)
	>0.700

	Overall
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	B = 1000
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.006
	0.070
	0.004
	0.572
	0.896
	0.572
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	1-2
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.017
	0.004
	0.017
	1.000
	
	1.000 
	
	
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	1-3
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	1.000
	
	0.850
	
	
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	1-4
	0.001
	< 0.001
	0.001 
	0.029
	0.006
	0.002
	1.000
	
	1.000
	
	
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	2-3
	0.029 
	0.008
	0.002
	< 0.001
	<0.001
	< 0.001
	1.000
	
	1.000
	
	
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	2-4
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	

	3-4
	0.015
	0.005
	0.002
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	1.000
	
	1.000
	
	
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	ADC
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.040
	0.194
	0.194
	0.200
	0.024
	0.068
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	1-2
	0.668
	0.725 
	0.918
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	

	1-3
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.008
	0.033
	0.086
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	1-4
	0.148
	0.615
	0.247
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	1.000
	0.518
	

	2-3
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.054
	0.203
	0.435
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	2-4
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	1.000
	1.000
	1.000
	

	3-4
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	0.077
	0.300
	0.850
	1.000
	
	
	
	1.000
	
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	< 0.001
	

	Note: Median (min, max) represented for the mean image quality ratings and are given separately for the one b-value and for the ADC map. 
At the bottom, p values for the overall comparisons in four DWI sequences using Friedman test are given. If the Friedman test showed a statistically significant P-value, the Dunn-Bonferroni post hoc test for all pairwise comparisons was performed. p values were presented only when they were less than 0.05. At the right, the interobserver agreement was analyzed by calculating kappa coefficients with kappa values of 0–0.20 representing slight agreement, 0.20–0.40 fair, 0.4–0.60 moderate, 0.60–0.80 substantial, and 0.80–1.00 almost perfect agreement.
FOCUS-MUSE_DWI, field of view optimized and constrained undistorted multiplexed sensitivity encoding diffusion-weighted imaging; FOCUS_DWI, field of view optimized and constrained undistorted single-shot diffusion-weighted imaging; MUSE_DWI, multiplexed sensitivity encoding diffusion-weighted imaging; R1, reader 1, R2, reader 2, R3 reader 3, SS_DWI, single-shot diffusion-weighted imaging.







