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This report describes the measurement of water preexchange
lifetimes and intra/extracellular content in intact, functioning
mammalian brain. Intra- and extracellular water magnetic res-
onance (MR) signals from rat brain in vivo were quantitatively
resolved in the longitudinal relaxation domain following admin-
istration of an MR relaxation agent into the extracellular space.
The estimated intracellular water content fraction was 81% �
8%, and the intra- to extracellular exchange rate constant was
1.81 � 0.89 s–1 (mean � SD, N � 9), corresponding to an
intracellular water preexchange lifetime of �550 ms. These
results provide a temporal framework for anticipating the water
exchange regime (fast, intermediate, or slow) underlying a va-
riety of compartment-sensitive measurements. The method
also supplies a means by which to evaluate membrane water
permeability and intra/extracellular water content serially in
intact tissue. The data are obtained in an imaging mode that
permits detection of regional variations in these parameters.
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Knowledge of the rate constants governing exchange or,
equivalently, the preexchange lifetime (or residence time)
of water in the intra- and extracellular compartments of
the mammalian brain would be extremely valuable for
interpreting a wide range of magnetic resonance (MR) ex-
periments. When compartment-sensitive MR measure-
ments of water properties are made, the proper interpreta-
tion of experimental results requires a clear understanding
of the governing exchange regime. This exchange regime is
a function of the time scale of the experiment and the
residence lifetimes of the molecule of interest in the rele-

vant compartments. If the experimental time scale is long
relative to the residence lifetime, the system is in fast
exchange and observations reflect a dynamic averaging of
compartment properties. If the experimental time scale is
short relative to the residence lifetime, the system is in
slow exchange and compartmental signals can be analyzed
separately. For instance, considerable controversy cur-
rently exists as to the mechanism(s) underlying the change
in water apparent diffusion coefficients (ADCs), which
provide remarkable contrast in diffusion-weighted brain
imaging (1). To better understand this contrast, it would be
very useful to make intra- and extracellular compartment-
specific measurements of water diffusion. However, it is
not possible to obtain such measurements unless the water
exchange regime (fast, slow, or intermediate) relevant to
the study is understood.

In order to measure this exchange, one must discrimi-
nate between MR signals arising from water in the intra/
extracellular compartments. Were such discrimination
possible, it would open the way for measurement not only
of water preexchange lifetime and membrane permeabil-
ity, but also the relative water content fractions of the two
compartments. The relative water content fraction is be-
lieved to change under conditions of cell swelling and/or
shrinkage, such as occurs with cell injury. In the study
described below, we estimated the intra/extracellular wa-
ter content ratios, water exchange rate constants, and
membrane water permeability in intact mammalian brain.

In theory, there are at least three ways to discriminate
MR signal arising from different tissue compartments. One
is based on chemical shift or resonance frequency. How-
ever, the 1H resonance of water does not have a discernible
resonance frequency difference between the intra- or ex-
tracellular spaces. In principle, it is possible to administer
a chemical shift reagent to one compartment, shifting the
resonance frequency of the species of interest. To date,
however, no practical chemical shift reagent has been de-
veloped for the 1H resonance of water.

A second means of achieving compartmental discrimi-
nation is based on transverse (or R2 and R*2) 1H relaxation
[R2 � (T2)–1] (2). However, it is likely that R2 and R*2 MR
relaxation rate constants for water are similar (and possi-
bly nonuniform (3–5)) for the intra- and extracellular
spaces. While MR relaxation agents are available to alter
R2 and R*2 relaxation rate constants, they also introduce
magnetic susceptibility gradients which cross compart-
mental boundaries. As a result, the presence of relaxation
agent in the extracellular space reduces the R2 and R*2 of
both extra- and intracellular water. Thus, R2 changes may
not be sufficiently spatially localized to discriminate be-
tween the intra- and extracellular spaces.
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A third method for discriminating between compart-
ments, which was employed in the current study, is based
on longitudinal (or R1) relaxation (R1 � (T1)–1). The ad-
ministration of relaxation agent into the extracellular
space results in differences in water 1H MR R1 relaxation
rate constants for the two compartments that are sufficient
to resolve signals from the compartments in the relaxation
time domain. Once this difference in R1 relaxation rate
constants has been achieved, inversion recovery MR data
can be modeled as arising from a two-compartment (intra-
and extracellular) system in which water exchange mod-
ulates the observed relaxation behavior. The exchange of
water between two (relaxation-distinct) compartments re-
sults in biexponential magnetization recovery, character-
ized by “apparent” R1 values and water population frac-
tions for the two compartments. These values deviate from
the “true” values (those that would be observed in the
absence of exchange). However, Bloch-McConnell ex-
change modeling (6–9) can be used to extract exchange-
independent relaxation rate constants, the preexchange
lifetimes of water molecules in each compartment (from
which the cell membrane water diffusional permeability
can be calculated (10,11)), and the true water content of
the intra- and extracellular spaces.

Under ordinary circumstances, the R1 relaxation rate
constants for water in these compartments are too similar
to allow separation on this basis. In this study, the R1 of
extracellular water was markedly increased through the
administration of an MR relaxation agent, Gd-DTPA, di-
rectly into the brain extracellular space via intracerebro-
ventricular infusion. Gd-DTPA is typically used in clinical
protocols in which MRI scans are obtained after its intra-
venous administration. The agent does not ordinarily cross
the blood–brain barrier (BBB) in significant concentra-
tions, and for MR images of the “normal” brain, its R1

relaxation enhancement is present primarily within blood
vessels. In regions in which the BBB is no longer intact,
such as regions of tumor or inflammation, the agent crosses
and enters the brain. These regions appear bright on T1-
weighted images because the relaxation agent increases
the R1 relaxation rate constant of local water. Thus, when
administered in the clinical setting, Gd-DTPA serves as an
indicator of BBB breakdown. For the experiments de-
scribed here, we infused the agent on the brain side of the
BBB by injecting it directly into the lateral cerebral ven-
tricles.

METHODS

All experiments were approved by the University Animal
Studies Committee, Washington University. Nine male
Sprague-Dawley rats (290–310 g) were anesthetized with
urethane (1.6 g/kg administered intraperitoneally). Two
holes (each 1.5 mm in diameter) were drilled into the
skull, and two 23-gauge stainless steel needles were simul-
taneously placed stereotaxically into the lateral ventricles
at the coordinates: �1.4 mm lateral to bregma, 0.8 mm
posterior to bregma, and 3.4 mm deep from the dural
surface. Then 125 mM Gd-diethylenetriamine pentaacetic
acid (Gd-DTPA, Magnevist®; Berlex Laboratories) was in-
fused at 10 �l/hr into each ventricle for 2 hr using a
Harvard Apparatus infusion pump, providing a total of

20 �l into each lateral ventricle. Following the infusion,
the rat was kept in the stereotaxic headframe, with the
needles in place for an additional hour to facilitate distri-
bution of the relaxation agent. All of the animals tolerated
the infusion well, without seizures or evidence of brain
herniation.

After the relaxation agent was infused, the rats were
positioned with the head in the center of a 3-cm quadra-
ture birdcage coil for MRI on a 4.7-T, 40-cm clear-bore,
Oxford Instruments magnet and a Varian UNITYINOVA
console with 600 mT/m Magnex gradient inserts. T1-
weighted spin-echo images of the rat brains were collected
to verify wide distribution of the relaxation agent by eval-
uating areas of these images that had high signal intensity,
reflecting the presence of relaxation agent. This distribu-
tion typically required an additional delay of 1–2 hr to
achieve. The spin-echo images were collected with a rep-
etition time (TR) of 340 ms, and an echo time (TE) of
12 ms, for 20 coronal slices, each with a 3 � 3 � 0.1 cm3

field of view (FOV) and 64 � 64 image matrix. Periodi-
cally, T1-weighted spin-echo images were also collected in
the sagittal plane with 13 slices over a 5 � 3 � 0.1 cm3

FOV, and in the axial plane with nine slices over a 3 � 3 �
0.1 cm3 FOV. When the relaxation agent appeared widely
distributed, inversion-recovery R1 curves were collected
as a series of single-slice, single-shot, coronal EPI images
over a 3 � 6 � 0.2 cm3 FOV. The FOV in the phase-
encoding direction was widened to avoid overlap between
the N/2 ghosts and the primary image. The EPI images
were collected fully relaxed, with a TR of 8 s, and at
64 exponentially-spaced inversion times ranging from
5 ms to 5 s following a 100-�s non-spatially-selective
square inversion pulse. Each 64-point inversion recovery
data set required approximately 9 min to acquire. This
process was repeated 20 times as the relaxation agent was
slowly eliminated from the brain. (Repeating the inversion
recovery curves at slowly diminishing levels of relaxation
agent provided sufficient data for the parameter fittings, as
described below.)

The EPI images were coaligned to account for animal
motion and gradient instabilities. The image intensities
were recorded for each pixel in a region of interest (ROI)
encompassing parts of the thalamus and striatum. The rate
constants of interest were inferred from each pixel inde-
pendently using Bayesian probability theory and Markov
Chain Monte Carlo integration. The values for all selected
pixels from all rats were averaged to produce the final
estimates.

The two-site exchange-modified Bloch equations can be
described, after McConnell (6), as:

dMza

dtir
� ��Mza � Mza eq�R1a � Mza kab � Mzb kba [1]

and

dMzb

dtir
� ��Mzb � Mzb eq�R1b � Mza kab � Mzb kba [2]

where Mza and Mzb are the time-dependent water 1H lon-
gitudinal (i.e., z-axis) magnetizations of the intra- and ex-
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tracellular compartments, respectively. The additional
“eq” subscripts refer to equilibrium magnetization, i.e.,
that at t 	 
. R1a and R1b are the true R1 spin lattice or
longitudinal relaxation rate constants for the two compart-
ments—the values that would be present in the absence of
exchange. The parameters kab and kba are the rate con-
stants for exchange from the intra- to extracellular space
and extra- to intracellular space, respectively. The param-
eter tir represents time after the RF inversion pulse. The
two coupled, linear, first-order, inhomogeneous differen-
tial equations were solved for:

Mz�t� � Mzb�t� � Mza�t�. [3]

The washout of the relaxation agent from the interstitial
space was also estimated based on the expression

R1b � R1b
0 � �R1b

initial � R1b
0 �e�twashoutRwashout [4]

Note that the time scale for this expression is different
from that in Eqs. [1] and [2]. For Eq. [4], the time scale is
that of the washout of tracer from the extracellular space,
and twashout represents the time after infusion and distri-
bution of the relaxation agent. For Eqs. [1] and [2], the time
scale is that of recovery of z-axis magnetization following
the inversion RF pulse (hence the use of tir for time in
those expressions). R1b(twashout) remains the true R1 relax-
ation rate constant for extracellular water, R1b

0 is the extra-
cellular water R1 relaxation rate constant in the absence of
relaxation agent, R1b

initial is the starting R1 relaxation rate
constant of extracellular water after the infusion of relax-
ation agent (i.e., at the highest concentration of relaxation
agent), and Rwashout is the rate constant for tracer washout.

The entire inversion recovery data set (i.e., 64 tir peri-
ods � 20 inversion recovery experiments � �50 voxels/
rat) was analyzed using the solution to Eqs. [1], [2], and [4]
by employing Bayesian probability theory. The prior in-
formation used in the computation was: 1) the water con-
tent in the two pools was at equilibrium and thus, by the
condition of microscopic reversibility,

Mzb eq

Mza eq
�

kab

kba
, [5]

2) the rate constants (k and R1) were greater than or equal
to zero, and 3) the inversion pulse affected water magne-
tization in both compartments identically. Thus,

Mzb�0� � ��Mzb eq [6]

and

Mza�0� � ��Mza eq [7]

where � 	 1 for an ideal inversion. Note that the value for
� need not be unity, or even known, so long as it is the
same locally for intra- and extracellular water. For each
individual voxel in a given animal, the 20 inversion recov-
ery data sets were analyzed jointly. In each animal, the ROI
encompassed approximately 50 voxels, for a total of
455 voxels from nine rats. Markov Chain Monte Carlo (12)
was employed to draw samples from the joint marginal
posterior distribution for decay and exchange parameters
(the amplitudes were removed using the sum rule of prob-
ability theory). These sample values were used to approx-
imate the marginal distribution for each of the parameters.
The means and standard deviations (SDs) of these samples
were calculated to provide estimates of each of the follow-
ing parameters for water: intra- to extracellular (kab) and
extra- to intracellular (kba) exchange rate constants, intra-
cellular 1H2O R1 relaxation rate constant in the absence of
exchange (R1a), extracellular 1H2O R1 relaxation rate con-
stant in the absence of exchange at the highest concentra-
tion of contrast agent �R1b

initial�, extracellular 1H2O R1 relax-
ation rate constant in the absence of relaxation agent �R1b

0 �,
and the washout rate constant for the elimination of
Gd-DTPA from the brain (Rwashout). For more details on
the methods used for the parameter estimates, see Refs.
13 and 14.

RESULTS

We were able to follow the dissemination of the relaxation
agent throughout the nervous system using T1-weighted

FIG. 1. Coronal T1-weighted images of the rat head before (left) and after (right) intracerebroventricular infusion of Gd-DTPA. Note the
marked increase in signal intensity in brain after the infusion. Because of partial voluming effects, this increase is especially noticeable in
CSF-containing spaces of the subarachnoid space. Based on a temporal series of T1-weighted coronal images (not shown), the initially
tightly-localized region of high signal intensity (corresponding to a relatively high Gd-DTPA concentration) appeared to disperse widely
within 4 hr of the infusion. The rectangle on the image on the right represents the ROI from which voxels were chosen for parameter
estimation.
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imaging, as shown in Fig. 1. It was widely distributed by
approximately 1–2 hr after the end of the infusion. The
concentration of Gd-DTPA used for this study was the
maximum dose tolerated well by the animal. This was
done in order to maximize the difference in R1 values
between intra- and extracellular space. Typical inversion
recovery curves are shown in Fig. 2.

The priors used for Bayesian analysis are shown in
Table 1. The parameters estimated are 82% � 8% (mean �
SD) for intracellular water content fraction, 1.81 � 0.89 s–1

for the rate constant governing exchange from the intra- to
extracellular space (corresponding to a �550 ms intracel-
lular water preexchange lifetime), and 8.5 � 4.8 s–1 for the
rate constant governing exchange from the extra- to intra-
cellular space (corresponding to a �120 ms extracellular
water preexchange lifetime).

Values of the rate constant for washout of relaxation
agent from the extracellular space were distributed asym-
metrically, with a mean value of 0.02 � 0.05 min–1. The
spin lattice relaxation rate constant for extracellular 1H2O
in the absence of Gd-DTPA was 12.4 � 12.6 s–1. The
intracellular 1H2O relaxation rate constant (R1a) was rela-

tively poorly determined, with the data indicating that it is
�0.22 s–1 (vide infra).

DISCUSSION

The key finding of this study is the preexchange lifetimes
for intra- and extracellular water in intact mammalian
brain, which are �550 and 120 ms, respectively. These
lifetimes are of paramount importance for experiments in
which compartment-specific properties of water are eval-
uated. This study provides the necessary information by
which the exchange time scale of a given experiment
(slow, intermediate, or fast) can be determined. To our
knowledge, this is the first accurate measurement of these
lifetimes in intact brain. Investigators have generally as-
sumed preexchange lifetimes on the order of those found
in red blood cells (i.e., �10 ms). Our data indicate that the
lifetime is an order of magnitude longer.

The data obtained were analyzed according to the Bloch-
McConnell, two-compartment exchange model (6–9). This
model is commonly used to measure the kinetic rate con-
stants governing exchange between different resonance-
frequency-resolved molecular species or sites detected by
high-resolution, solution-state NMR (see, for example, Ref.
15). The presence of two (or more) separate resonance
frequencies allows selective magnetization inversion (or
saturation) at each molecular site, followed by separate
measurement of their respective magnetization amplitudes
as the system returns (relaxes) toward equilibrium. In the
case of the experiments described herein, the exchange
takes place between different water compartments rather
than different molecular species, and the water 1H signals
from the two compartments have the same resonance fre-
quency. This significantly complicates the data analysis
because water 1H magnetization in the two compartments
must be inverted simultaneously, and it is not possible to
determine the magnetization amplitudes of the two com-
partments individually—only their sum. However, it is
still possible to analyze the relaxation data using the
Bloch-McConnell exchange model and estimate the de-
sired parameters. We did this using Bayesian probability
theory. One of the powerful features of this method is that
it allows for the inclusion of “prior information” in the
analysis in the form of the data model used, and as prior
probabilities for the parameters to be estimated. These
“priors” can influence the parameter estimates, and thus
they must be chosen carefully. We chose very broad priors
that were within the range of physiologic possibility (Ta-

Table 1
Priors Used for Data Analysis*

Parameter
(units)

Low Mean High SD

kab (s�1) 0 5 300 20
kba (s�1) 0 10 300 20
R1a (s�1) 0 0.75 50 5
R1b

0 (s�1) 0 1 50 5
Initial R1b (s�1) 0 20 150 20
Rwashout (min�1) 0 0.05 1 0.5

*These priors are Gaussian functions with the indicated means and
SDs. They are truncated to zero at the low and high limits.

FIG. 2. Magnetization inversion-recovery curves obtained from the
entire ROI of rat brain before (open squares) and after intracerebro-
ventricular administration of 125 mM Gd-DTPA. Note that the re-
covery rate is much faster after the addition of the relaxation agent
to the extracellular space. Curves were obtained immediately after
wide distribution of infused Gd-DTPA (filled squares), 90 min later
(filled diamonds), and 180 min later (filled circles). A total of
20 curves was obtained from each animal; for clarity, only three
representative curves are shown. Note that the relaxation rate de-
creases as the relaxation agent washes out of the brain. Bayesian
analysis employing an exponential signal expression indicated that
the data obtained from each voxel prior to the infusion of relaxation
agent were generally well modeled by a monoexponential function,
while those obtained after infusion were well modeled with a biex-
ponential function. This suggests that the R1 values for water in the
two compartments are too similar to be distinguished without the
administration of relaxation agent. The addition of relaxation agent
has the effect of moving the inversion recovery experiment from the
fast-exchange regime (without contrast agent, monoexponential
recovery) to intermediate exchange (with contrast agent, biexpo-
nential recovery). The line through the curve obtained before infu-
sion represents the Bayesian parameter estimates using a simple
monoexponential model. The lines through the curves obtained
after infusion represent the two-site exchange model with the opti-
mally-estimated parameter values. The parameter estimates were
taken from the means of the probability distribution functions.
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ble 1). We also ran a series of simulations on computer-
generated data and used different priors to ensure that the
parameter estimates obtained for this study were deter-
mined by the data and not overly influenced by the prior
probabilities (data not shown). Another advantage of this
method is that the parameter estimates are cast in the form
of a probability density function (PDF). The PDF provides
information on the uncertainty in the estimate for a given
data set. As discussed below, these PDFs can be asymmet-
ric, indicating an asymmetric likelihood for parameter val-
ues greater or less than the most likely parameter value.

The value of �82% obtained for the intracellular water
content fraction is quite close to whole-brain average val-
ues obtained using more conventional methods (16,17).
Note that the values represented here are not volume frac-
tions, but rather the compartmental fractions of total water
in each compartment. For an intracellular water fraction of
0.82, the corresponding cell volume fraction is 0.84 if the
20% of tissue volume that is nonaqueous is apportioned
completely to the cell volume fraction.

It is interesting to note that our estimate of intracellular
preexchange lifetime (550 ms) is quite different from that
reported in Ref. 18 (15 ms). In that study, water 1H MR
signal from the intra- and extracellular compartments was
separated on the basis of assumed compartmental differ-
ences in the ADC. Water with the higher ADC was as-
signed to the extracellular space. There is evidence that
this means of separating signal from these two compart-
ments is ineffective because the water ADC values in the
two compartments may be similar (19). To further compli-
cate matters, intracellular water alone has been reported to
have multiple ADC components (20,21). If this is the case,
it is likely that Pfeuffer et al. (18) reported the exchange
rate between other pools of water molecules, potentially
pools within the intracellular space. For example, intra-
cellular water that is bound to macromolecules would
likely have smaller ADC values than intracellular water
that is not bound to macromolecules. These bound and
unbound intracellular populations may have been the two
compartments studied by Pfeuffer et al. (18), because their
discrimination was based on relative ADC values. The
preexchange lifetimes of water molecules in these com-
partments are probably short, as was reported by Pfeuffer
et al. (18). We remind the reader that in the present study
we employed a relaxation agent to identify the water com-
partments. The presence of the agent defined the extracel-
lular space, and its absence defined the intracellular space.
As can be seen in Table 1, the priors used for our calcula-
tion of exchange rate constants included the values pro-
posed in Ref. 18; however, no evidence for this extremely
rapid exchange was detected in our data.

The large uncertainty in the estimation of the intracel-
lular 1H2O relaxation rate constant (R1a) is because it is
small compared to both the exchange rate constants and
the GdDTPA-enhanced extracellular water relaxation rate
constant. As a result, under the conditions of the experi-
ments reported herein, the main pathway for spin lattice
relaxation of intracellular water is exchange to the extra-
cellular compartment and relaxation there, as opposed to
relaxation while in the intracellular space. In other words,
the spin lattice relaxation of intracellular water is domi-
nated by exchange-coupled relaxation in the extracellular

space, and the data contain comparatively little informa-
tion regarding intracellular R1. The value provided above
for R1a is given without an SD because the distribution of
measured values was asymmetric, with a tendency for
values below 0.22 s–1 to be equally represented. An addi-
tional factor contributing to the uncertainty of the param-
eter estimates was the relatively limited dynamic range for
R1b afforded by gradual contrast agent washout during the
3-hr data collection period. The estimate of R1b

0 is itself
relatively poorly determined because it represents a sig-
nificant extrapolation from this low-dynamic-range situa-
tion.

It is possible to calculate a value for the membrane water
permeability coefficient from the preexchange lifetime us-
ing the relationship (10):

P � 
i
�1�Vi

A� [8]

where P is the membrane permeability coefficient, 
i is the
intracellular preexchange lifetime (kab

–1), Vi is the intra-
cellular volume, and A is the cell surface area. If one
assumes a typical central nervous system element to be a
cell process of diameter �3 �m (22,23), one obtains a
membrane permeability coefficient of 0.10 � 10–3 cm/s. It
is important to note that the measurement reported here
was made on “brain” cells, because there is as yet no
means to separately identify water 1H MR signals arising
from neurons and glia. Consequently, the values obtained
represent an average of those for the distributed popula-
tions of these two cell types (for discussion, see Ref. 24).
Further, the value for membrane water permeability re-
ported here is that for “diffusional” permeability rather
than “osmotic” permeability. Diffusional permeability re-
fers to the exchange of water molecules across a membrane
under conditions in which there is no change in cell size
induced by application of an osmotic gradient between the
intra- and extracellular spaces. For cells containing mem-
brane water channels, osmotic permeability may be signif-
icantly greater than diffusional permeability (25).

There are relatively few values in the literature for dif-
fusional water permeability with which to compare the
values obtained in this study. As is apparent from Table 2,
these values may vary markedly for various tissue types.
One neural tissue type for which values are available is the
squid axon. The value of 0.10 � 10–3 cm/s reported in this
study is in reasonable agreement with the value of 0.14 �
10–3 cm/s reported for the squid axon (25). In contrast,
membrane water permeability for red blood cells—a
highly-studied model system—is considerably higher than
for nervous tissue. This may be related to the presence of
numerous membrane water channels or aquaporins in red
blood cells (26). Such channels are also found in the cen-
tral nervous system, though they appear to be fewer in
number. Aquaporin 4 channels, for example, are expressed
in osmosensory areas, a localization that suggests a role in
osmoregulation (27). The ability to measure diffusional
permeability in intact organs, such as the brain, will aid in
the evaluation of these membrane channels.

We have described a determination of the rate constants
governing water exchange (membrane water permeability)
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in intact mammalian brain. The compartmental exchange
time is defined by (kab � kba)–1, where kab is the rate
constant for intra- to extracellular exchange, and kba is the
rate constant for extra- to intracellular exchange. The rate
constant for water exchange from extra- to intracellular
space (kba � 8.5 s–1) is significantly greater than that for
exchange from intra- to extracellular space (kab � 1.8 s–1).
Thus, exchange from extra- to intracellular space domi-
nates the kinetics. Compartment-specific studies of brain
water (MR or otherwise) done at a time scale much shorter
than approximately 100 ms would therefore be in the
slow-exchange regime, whereas those done at time scales
much longer should be interpreted in terms of the fast-
exchange regime. This is applicable to all studies, MR or
otherwise, in which compartment-specific water proper-
ties are evaluated. In general, the experimental time scale
must be kept short to prevent blurring of properties for
water in the two compartments. For example, models of
water T1 relaxation in which relaxation agent enters extra-
cellular, but not intracellular, space from the vascular
system should take water exchange into account. This is
because water initially in intracellular space would be
exposed to the relaxation agent through exchange to the
extracellular space, and vice versa. As alluded to above,
another important example of a compartment-specific wa-
ter measurement in brain is the MR determination of water
ADCs for intra- and extracellular water (28). For this par-
ticular measurement, the experimental time scale is gen-
erally determined by the diffusion time, which represents
the time interval over which water translational motion is
observed. If one wished to allow no more than 10% ex-
change of water out of the extracellular space during the
measurement, a diffusion time on the order of 12 ms [exp(–
12 ms/120 ms) 	 0.1] would be necessary.

It is worth noting that the apparent imbalance between
intra- and extracellular preexchange lifetimes is a conse-
quence of the relative volume fractions of the intra- and
extracellular compartments. As can be seen in Eq. [8], the
preexchange lifetime is related to the compartment vol-
ume, surface area available for exchange, and membrane
permeability. If a single cell were placed in a huge volume
of water, the preexchange lifetime for intracellular water

would be unchanged. This is because the intracellular
compartment volume, cell surface area, and membrane
permeability are unchanged. The preexchange lifetime for
extracellular water, on the other hand, would be extremely
long. This is because the extracellular compartment vol-
ume would be enormous, with no change in cell surface
area or membrane permeability. Given that surface area
and membrane permeability are the same for water mole-
cules in the intra- and extracellular spaces, the preex-
change lifetime of extracellular water in the brain is
shorter than that of intracellular water because the extra-
cellular compartmental volume is smaller.

The current method also provides estimates of the rela-
tive amounts of water in the intra- and extracellular
spaces. Since an imaging approach was used, it is also
possible to determine regional information regarding the
parameters described above. In the case of the brain, it was
necessary to inject the R1 relaxation agent directly into the
lateral cerebral ventricles to bypass the BBB; however, the
method could be generalized to other organs as well. It is
possible to administer relaxation agent into the extracel-
lular space of organs lacking a BBB by intravenous infu-
sion (11). In that case, the more rapid elimination of relax-
ation agent from the extracellular space via renal excretion
may prove advantageous in providing a greater relaxation
dynamic range than is possible in the brain.
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