Comparison of diffusion kurtosis imaging and multi-tissue CSD
for the investigation of group differences in Alzheimer's disease
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MATERIALS & METHODS
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specific and interpretable information about the nature of those ditterences. *Tools for data pre-processing, modelling, and statistical analysis
are available as part of MRtrix3.

» FA sensitivity is limited compared to fiber-specific measures and WM-like fraction.

» Tissue-like fractions explain increased MD as increased free-water content or increased cellularity
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