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ON-LINE FIG 1. Supplemental material for Fig 1. A, Flow artifact mitigation in center slices of the brain. Spirals are clearer due to reduction of
flow artifacts related to CSF and vessels, manifesting on Cartesian as general blurring or signal pile-up (braces). B, Normalized histogram of
scores for M1, as a percentage of total cases per group (y-axis) versus scores on the ordinal 5-point Likert scale (x-axis). The shape of the distribu-
tion describes the relative overall performance of spiral versus Cartesian. A right-skew suggests spiral. Cartesian, left-skew is Cartesian. spiral,
and symmetry about a score of 3 is Cartesian � spiral. Bars are grouped (x-axis) according to score and subgrouped by protocol (All = all cases;
G1–G4); therefore, interprotocol variation is seen as relative height differences between immediately adjacent bars. Inter-reviewer agreement is
visualized from the 9 different colors (legend), where each color represents a different reviewer. In On-line Figs 1–4, all histograms of scores for
M1–M10 follow the same format. Rev indicates reviewer.

ON-LINE FIG 2. Supplemental material for Fig 2. A–C, Normalized histogram of scores for M2, M3, and M4, respectively.
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ON-LINE FIG 3. Supplemental material for Fig 3. A–C, Normalized histogram of scores for M5, M6, and M7, respectively. For M5, cases marked
NA (no lesions) were excluded from the plot. IC indicates intracranial compartment.

ON-LINE FIG 5. Supplemental material for Fig 5. The Wilcoxon signed rank test was repeated with scores based on the 3-point scale for all
assessed metrics (rows: M1–M10), over all protocol groups (columns: All = all cases, G1–G4). Colors denote Wilcoxon signed rank test results (P
value, .05): Green indicates that spiral is better than Cartesian; blue, spiral is comparable with Cartesian; and red, Cartesian is better than spiral.
Noncolored cells in M5 are groups with insufficient samples (n# 5) because subjects without lesions were excluded (marked NA). IC indicates in-
tracranial compartment; EC, extracranial compartment; pref, preference.

ON-LINE FIG 4. Supplemental material for Fig 4. A–C, Normalized histogram of scores for M8, M9, and M10, respectively. EC indicates extracra-
nial compartment.
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