PR T GRERREL RS )

1 S S VAR

wooox oM 4
SCREA ISR

(TE : PR SUEA D IEGEDOSG A TR E DI 5 2 &)

FDG-PET/CT &I BT 2B 5 EDO KL &
oIy AN A fiE =y = A NS e Y 51

20234 127 27 H 42

S AN NS
NFMERERFERTIER IR AR R i
BRIk
FAEFR S 21997703
K

2 AHE #oE



HX

20 IO 5 - OO O SO OO UUT TR 5
L1 FFFEDRER oottt 5
L2 BT F T D T R ettt ettt bbbttt s s s tens 6
1.3 TR D E Y ettt ettt ettt beteas 7
H 2B PET AT DHEE oottt 9
2.1 PET HREE DJET oottt 9
2.2 FDG DEEREBEIT oottt s s s 12
2.3 PET/CT MREITHE T B EBEBHIT oo 12
2.4 AGEEFERIT D BRI IR ooooveeeveeeeeeeeee ettt 13
241 FREEIEDDIENE oo 13
242 BREEIED T oottt 13
243 TV =2 a vy 7 MCXBMEEM ., 14
2.5 ZWiz#E L <L (Diagnostic Reference Level : DRL) .voveveveverieieeiieieiiieieeeeseeines 14
2.6 PET GHHIA mN Y/ B oottt 16
2.6.1  TAIRFRFEID B .ooovieieeeeeeee ettt 16
2,62 [TAIRFRIELDTEE coovoeeeieeeeeeee ettt 17

2.7 PET ZEE DFFIE oottt 19
I T e D SRS 19
272 UUEETTTE oottt nas 20

2.8 BTEMIETE covovveeveeeeeece ettt 21
2.8.1 AHFERIRFFEIIE . ovveevoeeeeeeee et 21
282  BIELIEIRE R B IE .. ovoeeeeeeeeeeee ettt 22
2.8.3  THITHHIE ceoveiieieeeteteteeeee ettt ettt b bt s bt nas 23

2.9 SUV (Standardized Uptake VAIUE) .....cceovevereririeriinieseieieseceieseeeteseeeteseeeseneseeseseeeas 25
H5 3% PET OPEBREFER & B ZEM. ..ot 27
3.1 PET DOPEREGER oottt 27
311 ZEREIIABE oottt 27
312 B et r e et r e s et e s aeeaeeaeereeneeneeaeene e 28
303 FFEEREFNE oo 29
304 R DY Th oo 30



3.5 JRET WL IE DAEEL oo 30

32 PET PRSFE R oottt bbb 31
320 ZHRAF XU T L T Y ettt 31
322 7 =R U E U S Y e e 31

HA4E DA FDG-PET/CT HRGEA A F T4 V8 2 B oo 33

41 7TV P BFER bbb 33
B1.1 BB FBR oottt bbb 33
412 B ERBR oottt seaeas 33
413 FRBEET c.ovvieee ettt 34
414 77 v b LHEEFMEEL (NECphantom) DR oo, 34
415 10mm =Y FPERD% TV b T AP (QH 10mm)  ceeereereereereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeseeneas 34
4.1.6 %Ny 22779 FAEBE Niomm) DFH..cooiiiice 35
417 U A1 2NV ARE ittt 35
4.1.8 FRERAEILDHITE oottt 36

42 FEERIBHR D FITETE ooooovoeeeeeeeeeeeeee ettt 36
B.2.1 T SNR cotiietieeietee ettt b et b et s s b s nensens 36
422 WRREHETFMFEL (NECpuient 3 & U NECuensity) vveeerevrerererssssesesssssessssnsnsesns 37
423 FRRHEHRIC I T 2P ERFEEEDHIE oo, 38

% 5%  FDG-PET/CT £ IC 351) 5 DRLs2020 1ZFD { 5B DEHIL oo, 39

5.1 ettt nene 39

5.2 T e 40
520 XFRE LTZEFIRIED] .cvoveveeeeeieieeeeeee ettt 40
522 BRIE T T B T Dl 41
5.2.3  Noise equivalent count density (NECensity) D B cvoveniiieeiirieieeecee, 41
524 T BB HT oo 42
5.2.5 BRI T oottt 43

53 ettt b bttt sttt bbbt et es e 43
5.3.1 NECdensity & AE B L U BMI DB covoviie e 43
532 B & TR oo 44
53.3  SFphantom & SFpatient 135 1F B NECdensity -eveerersrersesersesrsesessssrsesesesssesssesssesssersssesns 45
534 BAREREICE T BWIRE D ST A =L e 46



535 BEEBICE T 28GR L TR oo, 48
5.4 B e 50
5.5 FRTAM ceevereesseseseseses et 52
% 6 % FDG-PET/CT BT iC 1) B AR ICHE D {72 7 BT AFAM A oo 53
L N = PO 53
6.2 JT T e 53

6.2.1 FFTRE L FZBEIRAEB ..o 53

6.2.2 FRIR T T B T Il 54

6.2.3  Noise equivalent count density (NECensity) D FEH cvvvevieviieirieieeseeceeeeeie 54

6.2.4  Noise equivalent count body weight (NEChw) DB H cvvovieeieieieieieceeeee 55

6.2.5  Noise equivalent count body mass index (NEComi) D FEH.oovorveieiiiiiiee 55

6.2.6 T — BB oo 56

6.2.7  BUREETAE ..o 56

6.2.8  FRETEEIITEE oo s 56
6.3 B IR s 57

6.3.1 BIRIE N T X = Z DB ..o 57

6.3.2 AV FHIHEEE DAHBE .oooovei e 58

6.3.3  BURETA DAY ..o s 61
6.4 BB e 63
6.5 BRI o vseveveeseeseseseseese s sttt 64

BT B BB o 66
FESTRHR oo e 67
B ettt b ettt ettt ettt 72
ARG BT 2 E 2 TETR ot 73
RGN BT T 2 ZETITAI S cvnveveeeeieteere ettt 73



=

1

1.1 DR

%52 B ClE. PET/CT A DM IC DWW Tk~ 7=, PET/CT ME#FfiE$ 2 1CH7- V. PET 3
BOFBICOWTHBEIT A LIIEETHLLEZ D,

53 EClE, PET HEOMERERER & (R EHICOWTER L7z, PET EE DRI PET 14
TICHB T 2 REEERIIR>HE R0,

FAETIE ENOHA F 74 vieonwTlhi~7z, FELEZ BIE T 720I1i3RTA F 74 v
ZERS 2 DD B,

Hs ECE. E 4 BECRREATAFIAVCHEBIN T AWMEEELH VT, AFo
DRLs2020 iICHo W1 5B DR #{To 770 Z DR, REBZKED - CHIET 2
e TCHITERRME mER EIcHFST 32 L 2L I 72,

FHOETIH FHA4ETIBREZHNA F I 4 v CHREI N TV ZIEEE X 0 b &2 E <,
T RC ORI TR A HE I AKX 5 A — ZICH D\ 7= Fi 72 BV S S 2 Wt L 7=, 2
DFEF, NEC Z{KHE I X 1 BMI TIEHL L 72 NEChy & NEComi 13, ERDHEIRETH 3
NECdensity & RIFRMBIZ /R L 720 & 51T, NEChy 5 & U8 NEChmi 12+ NECensity & [FIRICTHE
a7 & RIFRHBEAR LN 2L I LT,

BT ETIE. AHEORIEICOWTHlRTz,



12 WEoBER

K5 25 1 B H Wi Jeg 3% (Positron Emission Tomography : PET) & 2 ¥ v 2 — X W& #x#

(Computed Tomography : CT) Z#fH&AAD 72 PET/CT 1Z. 14 A — v 7 OHH 7%
Hx R FEEcd v KB RIIFER. B, WIHZM S X RO HIE R Lic
BOTHEN ZERESRE XN TS D, ZoBEEE LT PET EIIEH L 2 oiThhT
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2.1 PET M&EDMER

PET M 13, (G 1 % U 3 2 A% O L 72 U PR E SR L &2 v <L (RN e G s vz
PR S o B E P 2 G LT 2 EERETH Y BRI ICEH S L. AT A A—Y Y
ORI RE 2 H o Tw 2, 234 OREENICBI T 2 WFE 1L, 1930 FRIC, —~VE %
ZH L 7= Warburg DR BSHE SN TV 3, ZOWMEIC X 2 &, 23 AMNEC I3 A3
LICTUEL Th Y, BAMIEL 7 FUBiE KRICHE T 2 2 L 2o ric Lz 1D, 1950
FERITIL, BFEPREAZRE C, BN, 150, BF & S ot A E AMRICES L. Z ok
AR EHE T DAL SNz, 2D DR %321 T, Ter-Pogossian & ¥, 1975 4FiC
PET %&E % BHF U . B U B ESEANIC X 2 A RBEREIIR & e L 72 12, PET 25 13,
FAFELWNLER & N 7= W FERBRIC D ZEA 41, PR R PGB R R 75 & 0 A FRERRE D B
783 X RS o fGHTTTE I W b 7z 19, 1980 AFEARIC 1, 2-18F-fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose

(FDG) DA & IICBIREE~ DG 2 2 I HEA 72

EIMNIZE W T, 1996 I 15O B /7 AT X B ICH LT, 2002 4FiC FDG-PET #ift

ot U CRBRIBE & v, 2o R L T3, KRS, FDG (3R 37TE L 72 AR~ o &
WIEREME R RIS 5 2 Lol SR IcE F R G EHRE b 725 LTk Y, BIfETlL. FDG-
PET M 1, 10 CLRABME CERNARMEREZG2 2 L AWHETH % 720, FIRNHE Y
b Rl X LT 2 B EE B Sl % R 3 & 23] HE 7x standardized uptake value (SUV)
AT EREZW A ERCH b . BB FHEL VN R o & SN SUV O Kl % 1
MICERT A LRHMNE LTTOILTW S 19, 2002 F1Cix, BWEEZ L& 35 12 E
B (CA»A, BIEOEER, WA, 23 A. KRB A . SEEES A, BHEY vocE, B
P, RS, BEASA . TR EIF 23 A B X ORFEARIAA) CIABUEFH X 41, 2005 4EiC
IZ FDG DEHE G & L COIRTEA B & iz, 2006 FiCix, BB A, WHEAAB L UTE
DAHEIGEE L LGB N, 15 EBEICEAZIAR T N7, 2010 Ficid, FHIBE2A %
5 RCOEMEE ICO W TCHEIGD IR TAI T 3

2012 4E D BIEHRIUUE I B W TIE, FDG-PET Z Wiz b v a4 F—v XiCE T 5 RIAE
EROLDZWT B L OV BN-7 v & =7 % H W 72 DA MR 2387 72 ICERFEEH X L7z, % D%,
2018 4 DZIERMSE I BT PET 5 X O PET/CT %\ 72 KEUMAE K DR D JHTE
SMAZTEEIE O HIWT 03T 7 1B X 7z, PREEH D HEKIC & v | BifE Tl PET. PET/CT &
TR X B RRE ARSI M L Tw 5, Figl 3v v 7L 7 4 b Vit s X OKEY
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B L PET M IC 1T 2 MR OME 2R L T PET MEKS Y v 77 % b
VIREBICH A THEIMERIC D B 2 e B30 h B, £77. Fig2-3 1 FDG O F U N ) —{itih &
PA 78I BHENELEICOWTORLTEY, ERNTIET Y Y —#f51c X %2 PET BRE
K25 % < . AR L CIZBENELE D %A %\ Z & 230> B, %72, Fig4 13 BF-
FDG 7% & < 7038541 PET M4 (FERIHEE) 2 L Th 0. RBGEM oL Kt ving
BB T W53 Z LT 3,

1,400

1,204 1218
1,200 1,151 1,174 1,170 1,156
' 1,121

1,000

800

600

400
295

212

200

24 36

FimE #2m Ham Ham gsE FeE H7mE Fam FoE
(19824) (19874F) (19924) (19974F) (20024) (20074) (20124F) (20174) (20224%)

B LS LI o BE - FEHRERVEERAR DPETHZE
Fig.l EFMEEMEXOHE (ZE k2L v 51H)

500
412
400 389
- B 7Y —D
300 243] OBEA & 773 —
JT 160 AR D
88 |
100
0 - 48 46 42
®eE  ®IE  WeE  HomE

Fig2 PET MEFRMMBHERLNR (ZECHE 2L 0 51H)
10



32.503
FoE
(20225

w3 7[E (20124F)
a3 8[E (20174)
@3 9[a] (20224F)

—~
#
~
o
=]
N
~
@
©
S
a

34,575
FemE

(20175F)

BSF-FDG M (ZE k2 L 0 5IH)

29.679
(20128}

EE

25,830
e
(20074 )

2,146

T

506
(20024)

2223

464
H4E

(19974F)

147
HiE

(19925F)

Fig.3

45

BEE-FDGIF i) —)

OF-FDG (A HE)

(19874)

26

150-7K

628

V2222

150-= 8

604

wmmmn,

ISO_—&
LR LBREN 2

604

W77z

s

7

N-FUES 1O-ERHR
7l PET WAL (4L (ERIERE) (1°F

1C-PiB

v

B2 T4 SF-70A" VC-AFE
4% El

60.000
50.000
40,000
30,000
10,000
3,500
3,000
2,500
2,000
1,500

20,000

1,000
500

) (ZER2L Y 51/)

R

0N

-FDG %}

11

<

sy

cH

i<

Tz

Fig.4



2.2 FDG D ERBKF

FDG ¥ 7' Vv a—2D 2 (LOKEEH % BF T L 7=, 7 rva—x UL 7 {t&EYTd
D, MDD 7 va—2 b 7 v AKR—=ZIC XD MIEA~NI A, ~F Y FF—FITLkDY
Y vgfbang, FDG-6 U vz, Zva—=z6 U VgL B b, FNLL RS R
ZZ T, MR D ERTE ol ~FE I LT, T Hic, T B A R <
&L INa—R6 FAT 7 X—HIEWER R0, BiLY vEEEZ T CHilgs A~ B 2k
b, Tz, EEMIEN~IY AZN FDG X, MM 22 Lickd, Zn
BRAEEY) Y 27 FFv v ThHE (Fig 5o

Glucose CH,OH FDG CH,OH
@) @]

OH OH
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e N () 2
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e A e ~
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Fig.5 Metabolic trapping. FDG undergoes metabolism similar to glucose, by hexokinase, but

is metabolically trapped, because phosphorylization cannot proceed'.

2.3 PET/CT fifiC I\ % R IE <
PET/CT M. DABFICE T 2WlICinit s X HEOZH, FEREORKICHEMT
» 5 19, PET/CT 2EDE I X V| PET HMEI{RICH 2 T CT BHRIC X 5 M| A1 72 15
(Fig.6) bl 3 Lick v ZWiaessm b L7225, 53 % EDG 20 b OEHHREIEL & &
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TEEHREICET 2 A F 74 vBRES Nz, TR0, AFBICBWTIES (B HE
TH o 1L HLE CiEdfbictE o, s A P REBE LULED T bz, BEDR
$ - ST - RAF ORI ZE L kBT Ic B WTIE, TV = av Y 7 Fofflic X 38
TALIZ B L 7o 72,

242 mEEHORE

— RIS, BREAEFIRERE Y 7 b v =2 T 2 v CEKRG EEHCE B & EhE L
Tk, FEEGEZERL, MR- RCTIREEHRZ{T> T2, THFED PET REKIT L
o &5 iCHIMERE 2 f 0 TE D IHERA & L 7= FERIC X 2 M EE B N X 23 5E7E
fLLTE T/, BRI, RGREOREKIITANIEREIC X 5720, Lk LiHEEH
—EBEL B, . MBURIC X 2B TH 2720, Hal T 238 <5 8 o Rl 7z
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243 77V —vavy 7 MIC Xk HMEER

TV —vavy 7 FTH5H onti™ (RYUKYU-ISG) (¥, Integrating the Healthcare
Enterprise (IHE) IZ X 2 EFOMEEHEH Y — 27 7 v — (Radiation Exposure Monitoring
for Nuclear Medicine: REM-NM) ICHEJL L #ZE ST\ %, 7z, Radiation Dose Structured
Report (RDSR) % Radiopharmaceutical Radiation Dose Structure Report (RRDSR) IZX)iis L T
$ Y. REM-NM ICHERLL 7R EFIEk AT 5 S8 CT&E B, I b, TOT 7V r—vav
DF NI, PET/CT &, SPECT/CT &, HEMXGREEDO A v F 7 — 7 i AlHET
Db, £z, IO DEEBEDIHEZFNA Y P T =2 DX A n%—"—LEHTE L
T, F-FDG PET/CT #4374 H #j#% 52418 & o##EIC X 5T, RIS & @ Modality Worklist
Management (MWM) IC X U [EfEZRBEER, EikGE, BGHEBRZ, %5847 R
HBIRICE IR I NS, T 7Y 7 —2a vDBEAICL Y, ThETOFATERITIZITHEH S
N, R—ZDT Fw 7Hh 5 BHE L 7z EFEEFERR L L 72 ERIE#RO 7 ¥ 2 b~K
X HIET 2 Z L 23TREL 72 B

2.5 #ZWi5#E L <L (Diagnostic Reference Level : DRL)

B L < IR L X, R OBUNHRPTEICB T 2 K& 2fd@ D —>oTH v | EFRBUR#R
bR B e EBE 7 BRI, SEE Loz 0y — 1 & L CT2KiE#EL ~ 1 (DRL)
DHEXMEREL T 5B 1, ZD7d, ik EIcE D72 DRL O FIE A3 5177 [ 5 B
& - HfFRIcko 5Tw 5, DRL ZESCHIN, FARPHMarRET 5 2 LB LI TE
DL BIHPALRTER I N T WS 82D, 2D X 5 AlE» b, A TIRIZESICE T 5 DRL
DFGEZ HI L LT F 2 IO 5HERE 1B 3 2 2 EF A % Fi L . DRLs2015
ZHIE L7z Tl SEERED [ L LR A S O #F L wiltdric X o ¢, R 7'm
FaAREBEINT WS 720, DRLIGEHMICRE I N HELRH 5, 72, PET/CT ik
T EEE SO SBIC L 2K HEO AL LT, CTICX BT MAICOVTHHA
BEITOVERD S, £ D72, DRLs2015 %€ L 72 DRLs2020 T3, HHF XNz H A F
TAVESEICTS X—k v XA NIHEDWTH L DRL ZRJE L 7z, Table 1-2 IC PET
Al PET/CT REDZKISZE L V%R 9,
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Table 1  Survey results and DRLs: radiopharmaceuticals for PET

Radiopharmaceutical
Procedure and radiopharmaceutical

[MBq]
C1%0,-gas (2D) 8000
150,-gas (2D) 6000
C'50-gas (2D) 3000
C1%0,-gas (3D) 1800
150,-gas (3D) 4500
C'50-gas (3D) 3600
Amyloid : '8F-flutemetamol (In-house-produced) 260
Amyloid : '3F-flutemetamol (Delivery) 260
Amyloid : '8F-florbetapir (In-house-produced) 370
Amyloid : '8F-florbetapir (Delivery) 370
Amyloid : '¥F-florbetaben (In-house-produced) 300
Brain : 8F-FDG (In-house-produced) 240
Brain : 8F-FDG (Delivery) 240
Brain : F-FDG (Per body weight) 4
Myocardial perfusion : '*N-NH3 (In-house-produced) 520
Tumor : "F-FDG (In-house-produced) 240
Tumor : F-FDG (Delivery) 240

Tumor : "F-FDG (Per body weight)

4 (50th percentile:3.7)

Aortitis : 8F-FDG (In-house-produced)

240

Aortitis : '8F-FDG (Delivery)

240
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Table 2 Survey results and DRLs: hybrid CT of PET/CT

PET/CT CTDlIvol [mGy] DLP [mGy*cm]

(Target site or Purpose of use) DRL 50t percentile DRL 50" percentile
Whole body [Clinical] 6.1 4.2 600 451
Whole body [Screening] 5.5 3.5 550 337
Brain [Clinical] 31.0 19.6 640 384
Heart [Clinical] 9.1 5.5 380 209

2.6 PET&HHIA4 ~ v}

2.6.1 [AIFRFEHE D PR

BHABIC X VB I S iz g GRY b rv) 13, MEIRTOERES L Ok &ic
XV HEEB T ANF—%KS &, Fig7 ICRT L) ICHBFOBET AL THDLIZHEIL.
[FIREIC— X DT 2 2. 2 OFFEIX. OF 180° 7 MNC [FIRFIC 2 Al * 3 G
BEAFHD, QAL X — 3BT OFIEEED 511 keV ICZF L (ZH3 4 F —{R7FH]D,
IO T 13D & GEL OIS E N5 DT, WA ERAL 1| Rokmtigs X v FEE
FHECET LR, MR IR 2 A SR (FIRFETHEGR) (e s iiadb e itz 3, i
JTTONFZIPHEINTHEFTEF OBV, Lo T, XV % L O Z#RED
TREHE D ICEH L Tl &, SR & KO B B EE OB & O % [FIRFRTHE e R
THEATEL L. S H AP L DRET — 2055 5, X #j CT FHEK & [FR 0 JF 3 C PET [
BAKTE 2, P T DRIKFEHLIE SPECT OIRERFHE L B ) . (AN TOXT DT
DHFIEDENTHY G T 7  IERE) ICHEITHREL R V. Z DRV PET DFFHD | D TH
L ERESR W TH 2, PET sHIlC 351 2 22050 fRAE O JRERR 2 REUT . % & HIe T
DFAMBERFGETTALF —ICKEFELZREY o v (& mm) 72 CTw3 2 &,
YEHDBET D> T2 b T hBEER O 72010, 1 MO I3 EE I 180° 5 H1aic
B ENR G, WOW L AEERASH 2 TH DL, BETORER., MHEh25E
DI ANF—IRFET 5, KM U ERXTE % Table 3 1S3 3,
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[“FIFDG

positron range
(between ~{.1mm and some mm}

4‘\6% accolinearity
: T,

o (-0259)

e

Fig.7 Positron emission and annihilation. When the positron is emitted from the nucleus, it travels
a few millimeters before pairing with an electron and undergoing an annihilation interaction, which

produces a pair of 511 keV annihilation photons that travel in opposite directions 2%,

Table 3  Positron range, positron energy and half-life of typical positron emitters

Half-life Maximum energy Maximum range Mean range
Radionuclide
(minute) (MeV) (mm) (mm)
e 20 0.96 5.0 0.3
BN 9.9 1.19 54 1.4
%0 2.1 1.73 8.2 1.5
18 110 0.63 2.4 0.2

2,62 [ARFEHE D AR

PET Cld. FREFHAREIC X 0 2 AR WU R % [RlIR 5 HRIRE R (coincidence time window)
ST 2, GHIIA ~ v b id, B RIFEHK (true coincidence count) . AXELIFIREEHEL (scatter
coincidence count), EFFIKFFHAL (random coincidence count) ICH¥HE L, T bDAFHL
7oA XV b & 2FKEHL (prompt coincidence count) &\ H, HRICEH 53 25HA4 <~ b
FE OO A TH Y . BELFIREHECC BT RN LR 2 4 X ICER 3 2 B8 S
{LRFTH 2, Lo T, BEEBEEEICE T INS DFHIIA < v Mok 2 HH1E %217
52 i CEETH S,
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Y TNVA I NG 2 RKDHEEBEHRD 5 bR TR I N b DTH B, TRTD
2V INEHEER PRI O L ORHBCR 2 RIF T 5 & & T GHEHB IR IE B FE R Ry E U
IEiCHwbL TV,

Fig.8 Single photon event

B ORIRFFHE : & 2 WG 12 350 C 2 RO RO G RN CREL 2 i & & 37, i
fICIEL CFARGEHEI N DTH 2, BAEL LB RIET 2 & IR FRIRE i< el
T,

Fig.9 True coincidence event

BUELIRIRFE T : TR AR I, RN & T8 L 3R 1 AST & 5 & CIT iR N o M- i
PICHELE N2 5EE2H 5., T OHA. IEL K HHEECERIE e 0 i 7 & 20 Wil i
BABELIC X > TRA MBS CEHll ST L E 5. SN ZHELFFREHE & M E o [H]
PR & BRI RHEBR R 28 7 ERGE 3 5 & IUTREIREE 1S Ll 3= 2 25, E o RIKFFHI L 1%
BB R L, HEPHT ANV FTHE-OMIENT) 2L REETH 3,
AR, BELBROHEETTE L L TH K OFEMREINTE Y BITEICE W TH L < Dtk
DHE XN TWw 3 D),
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Fig.10 Scatter coincidence event

RFEFEINFEHE - 2 2D 2 RO BB 2 HFAER IC R L 2d o ThH 5, 2D A
Ry, BERERE R A KT E T AW ERSLRT & AR VR 4 XL kb,
F A REIRE D 2 FETHINT 5 729, SRR E RN IC B\ CHEE iR T H 5
NECR % Bt X & 2, [RIREGHEIRERINE 1< U] U CHRFE RIRERTEUI M 3~ % . AR D
HIEFEE LT, v Y IV RICX WHEET 2 > v 7V Rk EIEFRRFFHEL R %2 F W <5l
L CHEBFRRINEHE ZMIES 2 77160 H 5 29,

Fig.11 Random coincidence event

2.7 PET %&&E Rk

271 Y VvFL—X

HBBEN R Z S TR, RELFHCREZRETIRALY Y FL -2 D&M
LT, OFMEFHESEHFEREDICRZT VI L, QFLEIRZT W & QHOLHERH
DR ERET 5N 5, O, FHikREs X BRIVEER FIcEHFS5 3 5, 001, B
HEES LA ¥ —DREEICET ST 5, =GR, BAE L L oG DK I X UK
FHEURFEIIR 2 B S BRE S 5 S L ASAlRE L 78 B, E 7o, MRHIZIER I X O figRE D 1\ 3 %
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Z & T, Hiff A4 XIS NT AERER R OEIBICE ST %, BED PET EHEICBWT
X, PV FL—RENBIFHMEEZHAGDEREY VFL—Y a3 VIRHIBRDEEH I AT W
B3R TERTH D, Tabled ITREM RS v FL—2DFEZBHE L 72,

Table 4 The characteristic of scintillators used in PET scanners 2%

Nal(Ti BGO  GSO LSO  LYSO

Effective atomic number 51 75 59 71 65
Density (g/cm?) 3.7 7.1 6.7 7.4 7.1
Emission intensity (%)

100 15 25 75 80
(Relative to Nal[TI])
Decay time (ns) 230 300 30-45 40 40

Nal(TI): Thallium-doped sodium iodide
BGO: Bismuth germinate

GSO: Gadolinium orthosilicate

LSO: Lutetium orthosilicate

YLSO: Yttrium lutetium orthosilicate

272 ST

PET 3B DINE Tk LT, 2 K7tUE QD IUE) £7-13 3 RtIUE GDIUE) 1Kk 3
EHIRES TOR TS (Fig.12), Bi7EIX, 3D IEEEZ A W7z PET RELSERTH %, C
D E LT, fEkD 2D IETIZ, & 7% L TN 2 8RR % F > THREDT 2 5 O FREF
SRR D 5B % & L CHGELIFEIRE G s X MR RR G K L T/, LA L, 2h
S BE DK T AL o Tz, £ 722 AWV 3D INEERITH & T2D UL
HBR L CIREE DS 4~6 IR R C & 2 6 RGN O i P 58 (BIE < fiE) DfEIR23
AHER AD INER LI N T3, LaL, 2722 HuTnwianizo, BELFRFGES X
OMBF R OIS 2 BEAE L 2, 5, 3DEERFLDOY v 215 LIRE
DL B Y v 71 EREEAMK K A D ARET IS 350 2 IR R O HIFR (Maximum
Ring Difference : MRD) DHIE%1TH 72 (FAUTKE (LD ) v 7% v — 7 I ZMIEOTBIR
L5, XD KETHICE T BIEREEE 10T 20D ) v 7B T b EH R
WRT 27-DICA—"N=F v TIHETINET 2HELD 5,
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Detectors Detectors

septa = [ [ | | [|]] [T« septa
2D 3D

septa | | | ||| ]| [[IT]]]]< septa

Detectors Detectors

Fig.12 Comparison of 2D and 3D data acquisition

2.8 HAEMHIEE

2.8.1 {BFERIREHEGHH IE

HFERIREHE 2 i E 3~ 2 f b — M 2 5 ikix. BRI 2 FIH 3 5 2 L TH 5,
ZOHEL. ERRRHEAEEIC LS FHIC I VA LICREL TR Z L 2L, W
O PET sHHl < 3 2 FRFFHKEIEE & 13RS b 5 1D O [FIRFHE ] E GEAE [FRF 51401 B%)
R L C. RS MRS cEHll & e B 5 o FHINE 5 o G HIIRER 2 (FIRER HEURERETIE 10
AR BMEMIC S & U CGRIERREE R B ICE Y | FIRFEHE & iz 4 < v b 2 {EFEFE R
BEERL THIIET %, Fig 13 [CEBERIFFFHIRIEE D A 1 = X L%~ d, 8 O R
B CEHA X I B ARFE MR EHE & L BRI IR IRF ST AL B CE A & 21 2 (SRR R BEER Y 1

¥ e &2 % 2 L3 T&, @HEORR IR CEHl X W= MFRREHECE: & 2 RIRE
Bop o, EAERREEHEUR B CEH & N 2 HFERIRE IR 22 L 51 < 2 & CFERIREE MG I
DSAHE & 72 B o BIERIRFEHER RIS 1< X 2 IR, BRifhic Ay 94 v CHIER{TH © & 28]
RETH 228, Fifba EoMEEIT S & &I X o THHM X 1 2 WA FERFFH oM E %
KR TE 2720, —MIICITRIGBICUE I NS,
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Delayed Coincidence Prompt Coincidence
|

|

Time of detector B

Delayed Coincidence

Time Window

Time of detector A

Fig.13  Schematics illustration of prompt and delayed coincidence®®.

BFEFREHECR L, ¥ v IR D R ICHHIT 2, TR COMMERD >~ v 7 VEHECE
BEANCHASF T E L, v v ZAGHEEED D ERFRRGHE: AEb 522 nTE 5, v v
JVEHECRIE . RIERIRFEHEUE B 1S 5 L 2 IRFEFREEHEBCERE X 0 b 10 (5L Lo FHECRE % MIE
TEZZep0, ZOFEITERLRRFHGE X D D REE O & W EBR R IE T
BB, v INAFEEREIL, FRGHEEO 24 LY 4 v F YRR 20 £33 &, B
i (nis mo) OBFEFEREHEEE R) FXRACHHIWRETH 2,

R = 2t ‘n; °n (2—1)

2.8.2  BRALFIRFHEAH IE

BCELAR (TR R ICEE S 2 E T AV F —BEREZEI L T d72d, AL F -7 4
YEYIL X o THhBBERETE 2, BETIE, BB oERESMEL, Rz x L F -7
4V Y ERRETED LI o Tz TRTCOFHED HBFFRGIHEE 2 L Wizth, Ko
7Rt O EH L 2 BEMROBIE A HEL Y 7 2 v a v MU, kY7 PET 2iE ICB W T
2DE—FL3DE—FOEEL7 727 v a vk, ZNZNHK 10% LK) 40%TH 5, 3D E— I
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DEELAR % IEFEICHHIES 2 Z & idfthoffiEIc b~ T L  PET B0 ERMEICKE
T 270, INE CICH A OBELFERFFHEMIEE SR I N T E 72,

2D E—FTld, 77 v F ZEBRICX BTG L 28GR 0 IbERBz = I v v a v T —
ZICBBIABETT 2T avER) a—vaViEPHONTE Tz, 72, ERO T AV F—
TAVIURKECTE D PETEETIE, TaT7 a3 bF—v 4 v FESFIHcE, K
IAALF—DIiCH S | DOZALF—v 4 vV FUERFREL, BELRS ZEHIEST 5
ECHIEZRTTY, 3DE—FTREEL7 77 v a vaiEl . EkodfihrTavRY) 2 —
a3 VIETIHEREEOHEIEARE T 2, BIfECld, ET MLIck o THEL 2 I v &
3 VT — 20 OEELE Y % RS 3 ks —ich Y, EvFArry Ialb—vay
I & DWWz 1 [BEELHEE & (single scatter simulation 7% @ SSS %) MKMW TETH %,
WINDTTEICE W TS, BELRIREHE R I B R RN R E o &iciTb i 2,

2.8.3 JRFHHHIE

[FRFERI D 1 D DR L LT, BERMAN T DT DIRET (PR DHHIE MR IC IEREIC
TELZLTHD, HEAD D 2 S OFRIFD OGN BT ORF =X, SO B
SRR < L WG T AR R & 1Y) 2 A & W O IEI R B D AT K o Tk E B, I
FHRE AT 1LEEE CT (TCT) A¥ v v X VB o5, BURD PET 2iEIC k1) 5 TCT ##
JRIIRD X5 RfEERSH 5,

O FIERAMRIE (8Ge/%Ga (B1) ) & MIZERFRT 15 min
@ 137Cs (662 keV) : 10 min
@ X#CT:1min

RIFM D TCT A ¥ v vV IZEFHFAHENKZ V729, 2D-PET F 3% Windowing 1< &
2 FRFIE L GRIVELEZBRA L T oL 5 5, £ 7. FREINE Cf37- TCT Tl
JARBRKRE DT, T — X% HEWITE . WEGHER. W2 S8 D € 7' 2 v M icsrid,
B AR M 7 1 % D 24T % SAC % (segmented attenuation correction 72) 23— Y1
Ao Twnd, $7, PET liffds X O CT HRIEF—D~xy Fe A Y ) —THIESTZD
TRAL DR WIEMERFIESRETH %, IBFETIX, PET/CTEER LS ERILTWE T L
25, PET/CT IC X 2855 IED FH % B~ 2,
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QD 795V xF¥ v

@ (EARE X CT HE oK (100 - 140 kVp, ~80 mA)

@ SACIKICX 2 uirfint 7 A v b (B, EEHEE. i, 2250
@ 511keV ICH T 2 IMIGEREL w A0 1AM, Y T — X DR
® PET 7— £ DI
® Lo —2 0KEE X CHEIHHIED %, PET HiR O K

CT DERTHF N F — 3K T0keV DA< 27 FALTH Y, PET A TH 24T y i}
IANLF—511keV DE AR ML THL0, MEDIALF—L AT PLIFAEL
MEEL CTWb, L7225 T, CT W25 PET HI{RD p fE~DZEHUREIE—E Tl <. CT
fii (Hounsfield Unit: HU) )6 U CEZ 28R H 5, Zicxfitnd 22513 32 1C Hybrid
50 Bilinear {EMEE I LT\ % (Fig.14), Hybrid k1% CT HifRd HU=300 % fE & L C
300> % HHlfk. 300=% Z ofthto ik L CXo L CEMURER %0 CH Y | Bilinear i T

i HU=0 Z{fEE L CO>F 72X 0= DEATENZT N E R 2 LR EH VT W3,

0.20
¢ measured tissue
hybrid conversion method
— ——-bilinear conversion method PG
-
0.15 1 ~ cortical bone
,/
— -
5
-~
= 0.10 1 adiposetissug_’ -
=
0.05 -
-~ lung tissue
D.DU‘ T L L T ]
-1000 -500 0 500 1000 1500

CT number [Hounsfield units]

2000

Fig.14 The hybrid and bilinear conversion methods translate CT attenuation numbers to PET 511

keV attenuation values2”.
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2.9 SUV (Standardized Uptake Value)

FDG &7 FulioBEUtaychd v, 7 F v b e FRICHIEPICE Y A h=fic ) v
WAL S A CHIIENIC [EE 3 L7 RBBIC 72 B, % < DEEHHRR T IE, 7 1 v B2 IR 5 LA
LB LT 3~8 fEREICUEL T2 729, FDG b SN ~% C IV AT W CER T
%, ZOIEFEHE L ST & © FDG DI Y IABE D% PET HfRIC X > TRIF{LT 5
EDTE B,Fig15 IR X 5 IS RRCIEFE RO BB 72 g 2 780 26 & L T, K.
O, TF. HEIREE OB, Bt &3 % 2, PET ICH T 2 EBHREOF ML LT, &5
ST B IEEMBERGICITZ S Z 8. SUV FOPERNIEIEIC X 2 B8N 22 W08l hE
THHI DD, T, IRRBEORHR L IRAFNES & O Cifs - HREOBMBES TH
52 HERD TGa R 2TL & W 72 SRR & L CTa v b T R b o fifREIC
NHZEEIFOND Z efETh b, —HT, R LCHEIMERICIE 7 F oL FDG
DEEHE A~ AW R EM % T 5 7291 FDG OEIREME T L URZ oMK T T 3
T &, ARERERTNL O S B X ORI o W S I B R EE R 5 A 03 2
TEeRBH D, Lo T, BILEOHIEL L TCEITLNIMECHEEEER 22 Td 5 )
TEERPER, T2, SUVEHITEIR PETHE S F—XF v ) 7L — X O CIEE
7aAFxy Y TL—vavE(T) I LrRko bbb, SUV IE FDG £/ E % 5l 3 2 Bk
bLHIN Y ERNEETH Y, TidoXTRINE D),

ROI activity (Bq/mlL )

- (2-2)
Injected activity (Bq) / Patient weight (g)

Suv

SUV (%, BE.0OHEI (region of interest: ROI) 123 1F % FDG DHL Y AL E % BEAED 72 b
DGR TRLCENINEETH Y. AMERDOEE L 1.0g/mL L{RET % & SUV (ZMH
CLDIEIE L 72 2, BURTEESR 23 25 1T IC )M L 72354, SUV=1 L 725, SUV ITIZ,
FEERIC 351 5 ROINODO B 27 2L D FHEfEE SUViean & L TAMEE SUVinax &R T, FEEf
FRTIX, SUViax DIZ I BIALKFHEI N T W3S, ZoHEHE LT, SUV=25 L E& W LK
TE L7286, HEFR D v oSEICH LT, SUVm DR 2.5 LEXET 2 &, E2EBKEL -
EHELTWE 30, Lo L, SUV IZFECTESLL Twd 2 Lh b, EEHERIEVEA,
AEDHEIZMEL 20, 72, BIFIRIEE A ERERBEZT> vz, BEEo N
FDG 2T 2 EB RN/ NS WS bR EZ b, 20720, 5515 SUV 1L AR
i 2 [REMEDS B 2, C DRIREZ R T 2 720 ICERIEIAE 2 F W CIER{E L 72 SUVi

(SUL) ®ARKHME CIERL L 72 SUVe 23R T, Z O FAMENARE T 3 30,
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Fig.15 Whole-body FDG PET image. Intense activity accumulates in the brain, myocardium, liver,

urinary collection system and bladder.
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% 3%  PET OMEREAER & M8 ST

3.1 PET DM:RERER

3.1 ZEfES fdRe

ZESTPRRE IR . 22T 20 72 SRR, B 2 W IR IO 3 2 A28 ) B &
T2 ZERIE 25 0 BE% oo - iEiliE  (Full Width at Half-Maximum : FWHM) 3% X OF 1/10 féiliE (Full
Width at Tenth-Maximum) % §Hii 32 D2EEARTH 2, FIF L L Cid, FFli3~ % 22[ 5 fiF
REIC A T30/ S 2 0 mURBRIE-C BRI 2 v 2 O 2 FRITH 5, [HEFREEIC
X BEMEDS Y OFEER TE 37T 0, BEHERAITHEE LTid, gkt
IV F =B DS LK 8F (Epax = 0.634 MeV) % 22Na (Eqax = 0.547 MeV) 2583 %, %FE
X F & L. FHBCE & ANEIFIETIC X 5 FHEURE DY 5%LAN. % 7213% random (7R v 7" 1 [F]
RFRHEIC T3 2 IRFE R D EI ) 23 5% AN & 3 5, #RUETIRIE AR & L. S 1 mm
PUF, AME 2mm AT 07 7 20 BB AT MO R E % 1 mm UM U CRUHE % B
ANUMERCT 2, HIEST . Wi ARE .2 & TE S A1 1 emy KN 10 em B 7z
frBICHCE S % (Fig.16), F7-. MREITEICOWTIE, HEFP.02 5 14 1IChE L, HIER
M1 100kcount % M 2 & 35, LRI X o THEOLNET — 2 2B 25413, &
BORRMIE, BFEFRINFGHEEHIE 22 &2 T O EGERR L. MEsfEC bR iz frb s
Filtered Back Projection (FBP) EIC CHRFHELZIT 5. WY 4 Xico Tl 2R iF
AE % IEMEICRHIE 9~ 2 72, HEIRD 13 AT & 32, 7RI oWk, At 6 sicks T
% RMRIR IO BB D ZE RS A RE 1, BEEE 3 2 ISR M ORI & 1TV, 07 m & e T
DAl L O 110 fEEE2 B3 5, A <. BIESFICE A 7% 2 J5 17T O MG BIEUE 1%
FAEIEDR 2 f5 & 35 32,
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10 em

lcml.

10 cm

Fig.16 Arrangement of point sources for spatial resolution measurements.

3.1.2 JRE

BIEL S I N 1 N OHIBBERL % R EER e LR cE 3846 Chs, B
DFEFRFHEE T, BIRBEHER 4. % O prEEE DI & ep, LK T N7 IR~ T 28
WAEEHRE ST ICRIERRYE 2 E80 T 2R e, b 325, BESIIRAcEIND,

T
ege A

S = (3-1)

T DR, BRIETR - AE I IRTE T 2 28, IS - BRELIC IIKE L R WIERTE TH Y
O RREE & b FEIEAL 5 o ROEERTAMIC 13, IR & 5 2 BT O [FREHECR 2 v 5, 11
BF & L, FHECRIIAEEERTIC X 2 5HIB A DY 1%A0 ., 2> D %random 2% 5%Ail & 375, %
JEI%, KX 70045 mm OFRIFICELRBAL R X ) ICEREZE AL T, AE39mMm o7
NIz LE (RBAY—7) AT S, WET0, 102, 134, 166mm DRV — TIEN
£39mm DR Y — FTIBMANET 2, 72, AV =7 DEXIZ1.25mm TH Y, £ X3 700
mmTH 5, 73 =7 LEZBMAE L CHiEE .0 L i 25 10em DEREEEICH L T
aEl10m 6 ARDTA I =7 LEX2 OOfE) MIES 5, PEERHIZHZ 7 4 ZOHOD[FE
Reat$ens b7z < & % 10 keount % GHHIF 2 Hffi] & 372, WRIHREF .0 & Hb2» 5 10 cm DR
HEC BT 25D O, 2T NBIUAD IR L 7\ (BEE 0 om) SHECE % 4Md L T
&KL (cps/IMBq) #H T2, Mx T, WHHAETHLICETEd oL dflwT L I=T LE

I L TR T A4 R 2 BT 5 %2,
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3.1.3  EHECREE

ABR 7 E R % KD 5 72 01C, SR RE R FE O R R 3841 % FIRF [ 1 15 5.3 2 B REH)
ERTThN D, SRR # O RERFIC X - T4 U 2 3R & URED 2 EICHpIL
THOMT 2 BFFFFEHE0UT PET BB ORHEICKFL TRAD, v v FL—vavhirdt
[FFRIC PET %£0E & UM RE & GHECE (B RIRFEHEER) BRI 135k 0 € 5 %2 7 26 ST I
HTh 2, sHEEFEoRBE i, FIfRZ 7 v P4 (Ef20em. £X 70cm) OH L5
4.5 cm OALEICHRIIR 27 FEA T 5 (Fig.17) . #RRAUE L, EORIREIHEEESRAMEEZ RS
TECER RE LS BEI 2 I E C & 3 X 5 1T Hor I m W REIE S & L. BT o W PR AR R &
IR L CRHBERE DY 1%AT . 2 D BIFERREHEOC N 3 2 BRI OE & 23 1%UT &
7% E CHDET %, WEERFIZ. SHBIRK % EMEICHEE 3 2 72012470 < & B 500 keount D
ARSI Z GHEl S 2 B & 32, WIE S Nz 4/ 77T L5 b B FRIBFFHECE, (BF(H
RFEHBCE, MEE S5 fis R B X OCEIFRIREHBUON 3 2 BELRIREH o Bl & (BELY 7 7 &
2 V) %Ko 5 (Fig18), 7o, AHETHOL N T — X ZHGFEK L <. FHEdELE X
OMEFEFRFEHBHIE O E 2 3Hli 32 2 & b AJRETH 5 32,

Y

Fig.17 Position of linear sources in sensitivity measurements.
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Fig.18 Count rate characteristics and scatter fraction®?.

3.1.4 R DI —1E

MfER 7 7 v b Lo ZBimRE 02 5 2.5 cm BEN (B ICHLE T 2, BAT 2
BHESEANZ, 77 v P ARNBEICET 2 2 L, KICK BT, 22081t F 5 2 LR
7% BF-FDG Z V% Z & 3 E L v, HBIRKDS 5%LA T & 72 % BF-FDG ZH AL T, 1
AT A ZABH7- Y 5 Mcount LA DBRIFEFIRFFHCZ 513 2 SRR & 35, BRIRSEH: & [Alkk
ICHGEL IS 72 & OB FEMIE % i L <. FBP %% W CHIRFRERL 2 1T\, 156 Nz Hifg b

WCHITED ROI 2B L CF ot om Mt (F7213f/Mb) & o= % oL <

A2 Rl 5,

3.1.5 U5y - BGELAHIE OFE
HEFHME 7 7 v b & & FPECREE AL ZERE 20cm. BEX 70ecm oG 7 7 v F o %

VT, 555 X CBELHIIE DR 721 © 7 < L IR, BEMR B X OME 5 MRS T % [FFy
CRHM 9 %, BERHE T 7 >~ b aicE TNy 7 7T Y v FHEKIC X 5.3 kBg/mL D HETRE
BEEAEAT S, BiEGE 225 4 008kKk (10, 13, 17, 22mm) KNy 7 75 7 v FHEIK
D 4EE 71T 8 EDBURAERE Z F A L BIER 2 2550 2 D DBk{K (28 5 X UF 37mm)
WIIAREE AT 2, HERMIZ. 2 REZERS 57912 100cm/60min LEXEL. ZD
60 min 11T A F ¥ v L FEMi A ¥ v v Ol 2 E ALK E 35,

30



3.2 PET{#~FEH

321 ZuxF¥x ) 7L—vav

ru 2%y ) 7L —a i3, EERETGROBEEEZ RS O U HE R AT 1 25 i
T30 DKRIEGRBEZRET 2FETH Y . BRAAWICHROERELZ LT 2EHE R D O
TH 5, LB DOYFRHEDRERH R E B DREE % 1] < 720 BAEIZEHIRYICHE: VIR L < FEf
T2, %< DPET ZETIX, 70— AUKIEEHRE LT 1 2OKRIEER CF % XA TER
T3 ENTE B,

CF
Apixel = ; * Vpixel (3-2)

T T T\ Qpiyer (IBUHHEERREE Ba/ml BALICR L X N7z HiR(H, 5 13 PET HIE I %
TR ERIRIICIR D BT AASE D SNk, (BR % 7ML 2 DHFIEALER 268 C iR P IS & O
fFONMZHRME T, cps ICHMBIT 2 LEREG OB TERI NS,

RIEIC B W T, METREOEFEEICNT 2 L= —v ) 74 2R LR NER S
5\ BUE OREHERI R e A IR T 1, BERICRBE I N2 F—XF ¥ ) T L — X B LU
VINAY Y ZERH L ORIEEREZREST 278 2F ) 7L —va viEThd,

(3-3)

T T, g FBIEICHEMST 2 BRI ITTRD pHIREDNIKILTH 5, ay X AER
£ Bq/ce HAALICAHRE N HFRMET, v, (34 LA 2 B CHIRFEIC X Vs o h
7ZHRETH 5,

322 /=7 U¥—vaV

fil% Dy FL—2DRERMIED 72D ORIIEREZREST 2 FhE 1/ —< V¥ — =
VTHB, COBREMIEAGKEZ ) —~ V¥ -2 a v EERGA L H 5, RERMIER. FEEH
Bichnb 2 MINGHRT 7 2L ORI S 2 2 OFELIMY IR 20 OMIETH
%o BT i LRHERR T j O OFIRFEHEUC T 24 ERBIV; IR A TER S N 2,
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Crorm12 = N—Z (3-4)

T T Ty Cy & Crppmyy 132 NE WL IERTE T ORINFRHE T 5 5 . #HIEMREZ KD 2
i, BRI, TR COMBBBETF XTI L CTHICHEINEEI /NS b ETT
— ZIEER TV, EBL 2 FREHE SN, 2 RETIUER VA, RIS R TR T
ij DMABOREZRETNIER VG, L L, —RICHEEESRZEFT ij OflA &b 3Kk
Bl 7. SHEIRK L ARG O 8 03D 7 WKGHCRE T 7 — 2 I 2 4
WABH 570, TXTOMIEREN, 27100 +5 R E CHRIET 2 I 1K 72 1
M0 5, 2070 BEUNEETNMCH &L/ =< )X —va VIEBIAL Hwbh 5,

32



$F4FE  2A FDG-PET/CT #dRiEH 4 ¥ 7 4 v -5 2 k-

41 77 v b LRER

4.1.1 bR

PET @ W& #FflifH 7 7 » F 4 & L T National Electrical Manufacturers Association /
International Electrotechnical Commission (NEMA/IEC) body phantom (Fig.19) 234 < w5
NTw3, K77 v+ LAORSHEEE L 5.30kBg/mL 5 X O 2.65kBg/mL & $ %, JlEHEE
£ 13 NEMANU2-2007 standard ICHE U C3 D, 370 MBq/70kg=5.3kBg/mL % #E L T\ 5,
72, TUANY b EET S 2 L5, 185 MBq/70 kg=2.65 kBg/mL 12 3> T b iBa S
3, Ny 770 D 41173 X 5T BF-FDG A& H A L 72168 10 mm D& v b
RO Z RS 2 720 RIS IF2RET 2 L ZHINE T 5, A—? PET HETH -
T ffitiREdS X O PET BHR OB IFHBHRETRICK & (IKFEL. REGEP -EEOLAIC
FIERRTICIRIF S %, 22Ty 10 mm EF v FROMEIZAT 7 ¥ b LAOMERE D A2
HzbDEL, VRFE—FIEEFICK > TIERED 1~10 min @ PET EifR % K<
% INSEIRFE] 2 2588 L 72 858 0 M AL EEE O R BUSRIF 1< 351 2 f AR % 514l 3 2 9,

Fig.19 NEMA body phantom (a : Phantom, b : CT image, ¢ : PET image)

412 F B

5z b N RS C TR RE I DRy MERORIHBEZ R L Ca v P 92 B X
Uy 2 759y PO 2GS 5, $72, %58y FERO Y 28V (RECEHIE L
TEBNREZ T 2 2 L 2 HET 39,
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4.1.3 R
%5 4172 PET BHRIC O W CHREGEEHT 2 4TV, 10 mm Dk v P ERDHHHRE % LUT © &
ICHEU TR 3 5,
Al 1% PET RAEEDTT 96
FEFRDERIK T PET BifRDFGH IS 27 — 2 27— a VERKRTIT 5,
B % RKRT DA T =Ny 2T v 7T —7 VI Invert gray scale & 3 %,
KRV 4V FTL_ULIETREZ SUV=0, LR% Suv=4¢ LCEET %,

AHFEHE X, 10 mm RO & v IR PTRER G132 s, B ATBEZZ 2% 10 mm £

DAy FEREFEIFRED ) 4 X %D 52551013 1 S, A eEERGAICIZ 0 H &

% 3,

4.1.4 7TV ]\ A%&%%{ﬂﬁ§+§i (NECphamom) @éilzﬂﬂj
YA 7T L~y ZICEEFRE 7z Prompt (2[FIRFRHED

Random (fBFERIRFEHED D FH
J: D L‘/{T@:—Et%_’ﬁﬁb‘f NECphantam %%:Hjj—z) 5)0

(T +95)2

NECDhantom = (1 - SF)Z (T + S) + (1 + k)fR (4_1)

T, SFIREEL7 7 7> a v, R IIMEFREFRGEIEL T+S 137 v v 7 b FEIREHD 5
FERIRF S TR L 72, kB FRER O IE T IC X 2188 GEBIEREFEEIC X 2%

HWoBEIE 1, 2nbAE 0. 137 7 v b 2AWHEMRSEERTHEIC H o 28E&TH
5, ¥z, fFEUTORXX YV EHT 3 9,

Sa
f= r? “-2)

T, S 37 7 v b WA Tem?), r i ZBmRHSRREEERE [cm] © 12 TH 3 9,

415 10mmFy FERD% =Y+ 72+ (Qu. 10mm)

HON/- PET HRDF v PR FESHHEINE X T4 RicHB VT, EE 10mm DM
FEROIICK YD 10mm &Y bERE AN 7 759y FOREZITW, LTORICX Y 10mm &
v FERD%a v F SR P REH L CEHT % 9,
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Chiomm 1

C
QH,lOmm = B’Cll(l){Ll X 100(%) (4_3)

ap

T Z T Chromm!E 10 mm & v FERICHF 2 ROI WO FHEZHEME. Cpqomm (EERE 10 mm
D ROI (n=12) ZHWTHH LNy 7277 v v FOVEEFEME, aylidsy PERAD
ETREIRE (Bq/mL). agld-Nv 7 77 v v P OBETEERE (Bg/mL) TH 3 9,

41.6 %Ny 27779 FEHE (Niomn) Ol

fFH 072 PET MR D & v FERBRDFHINAZATA R & hRE L, £1cm &+£2cm D
AFAR GFS5AT74R) Fic 128D 10 mm FBROFE ROL #3%EL TNy 7 779 v F
DMEZITI UTORICKY 10mm & v FPERICHT 2%y 72777 v FEFHE Nigmm &
B L CEHET 2 Y,

SD
== LOMR 100 (%) (4-4)

B,10mm

NlOmm

Z ZC. SDiomm (X 10mm & v FERICH 25y 7 75 % o~ F ROI EHLDIEH#ER %= T, K
A TEHET 2 9,

K

SD1omm = Z(CB,lomm,k - CB,10mm2)/(k -1 (4-5)
k=1

22T, k=60 (5§ 274 2 LD 12fflo ROI TEF 60 ) TH 3 9,
417 VANV
30 DA ERT A4y ZIEICLVEoNAEZT I v a vy Ty — & ZEGERE L. ROI HIE

ZATWEFRY PR () OV IV REEFHIET 2. ROI HIE CTIRImRAGHE ZCi L.
TRk Y VAN R ERERLT 5 ,

35



G
RC; = (4-6)

C37mm

Cazmm * 37mm @& v FEROFAFHAE
G ¢ #k y IR DA

4.1.8 REEFE R OHE
U A o8V {REDS 0.38 LA E L 7o 2 RS A R T 5, T 72, ERRIRIRSAMEC oM
BRIZT, ML 72%2 v F IR BLUV% Ny 72 750 v FEBELRTA F 74 v O5EE

T& % NECypantom > 10.4 (Mcounts), Nygpm < 6.2 (%), ?:‘ﬂ >19 (%) ZifzL. HE

10mm

FIiCh 10mm D&y FERBAHIH I TWE L ZHEL T3 9,

4.2 FERHEGR O FHlTERR

FRPRIEI B3 i o (AR 2 MBI 7 &I R L CHE SRS 5720, 65 LD 77 v
FLDFRERDEZDE EEHTE 2 LIRS v, £ 2T, I DR 21 4 DYURE DR
HI{RIC BT 2 HHE B XL OYBEEIEEZ ERIICEHET 2 2 2 ick b, H—FBclHon
T RIGSAE T C—E DIE DR T & 2 28T 5 9,

4.2.1 HBF SNR

SEIR TS 1< CRFRBOC FIE ROT (EAEAT 3 em) % 3 Ol 2, wREZRMR Y . FFFIEBE &
CEEAMERZALIAVE I ICHERT S (Fig20). 3 2D ROI OFHH & EHfR =% 5
L. ki X Y #kis & ICHTF Signal Noise Ratio (IF SNR) # & H 3 %,

Cl' r
HFSNR = ——— 4-7)
SDliver

T 2T, Civer IHFIEHE D 3 2 7 A4 RIZHfiil] L 72 ROIfEDFIME, SDjjyer IAFIEIE D 3 2

Z A ZICHEHE L 7= ROI H D EEHER 72 D P fETH 3 9,
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‘Avoid subphrenic area.
..
A Avoid hepatic veins.

de ey
Avoid porta hepatis.

.

Fig.20 Location of ROIs in the analysis of liver SNR

422 WIREMEEEMEE (NECpatient 3 & UF NECensity)

YA 7T L~y ZEICRHF I N 2FEREH (7 v 7 L) B X CEFFRIREHE 3
TEAME S (NECR) %23k 3, %~ v FicEF % NECR % NECi £ 3%, NECi lZMAT D=
X DIELRT B,

(T; + $;)?
(P, —R)+ (1 + k)R,

NEC; = (1 — SF)? (4-8)

TZT, PIdE_y FilkksiFs 7 m v 7 FEKGEHC (Mcounts), R IZ&K~X vy Fiickl)
ZAHFRRFHL, T+ 5,138y Filck 3 7 v 7 RIS S E IR R %
L7258 (Mcounts) T» %, k (ZMHFEFRRFEHEOMIESTEIC X 25750 GELERIFSEHIC X
2EMOLAEE 1. 2Lt 0), BIEFHICE T ZNECE KD, R CIERLL 72D
® % Noise Equivalent Count Patient (NECpatient) & WWEATF O TERKRI NG I,

n

i=1 VEC;
NECpatient = W (Mcouts/m) (4-9)

T T Ty n W& BEEEE % B 22 REMS REFFH O R v ML x 1HREE (cm) TH S, £
7oy BAGRHEIH O B R (Voaien: cm®) TIEBUE L 72 d D % Noise Equivalent Count Density
(NECuensiy) & VWELTFORTERIND 9,

" NEC;
NECaensity = ———x 1000 (kcouts/cm?) (4-10)

Vpatient

37



423 BRRERIC 31 2 PR EHEIE O HI5E
B R B R o [ 0 W) B AE B FE B 1T . NECpatiene > 13 (Mcount/m) . NECgepsity > 0.2
(kcount/cm?), iF SNR > 10 Z Rl L § 2, Z OBHIF, S (10 fE:%) » 5805
N7 BERIER T — & % T L 72555, 94.0% DG B x i 72 L PET BLIEFREEIC X 581
Hiii e b EEICHET 2 2 Lo RSN Y,

38



% 5% FDG-PET/CT BTEIC 3 1J % DRLs2020 iIC3D < #5820 Rt

51 H®Y

18F-fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose (!F-FDG) % Ff \» 7= Positron emission tomography/computed
tomography (PET/CT) #i# (%, MEEMERZ OMREZIT. TEIEREE ORI, B8 - HHRO
B HERTH 2 3439, e, PET/CT RE QA HIMERICH Y, HEZHLET &2 2
EREBFEOWICMEZ AV P — VT B ERERICA>TETNE D,

ZWi5E L~ (DRL) 13, HIEAREICE T 2 BEHREIE 2 RilL s 2 2o o EEx
Y=l LT KER ETREINTW S 2, HATI 2015 4FICHRY) D DRL 2L S 1,
8F-FDG PET/CT (T X % &5 D 72 2 D% 58 5 240 MBq O — & DfEICRIE S 41172 39
L2 L. HAKESRHAFKL 72 FDG PET IR DR A F 7 4 v Cld, REL SHEIC
WETINTEEEL CHERE2RE(LT 2 2 e R I 9, 2020 FICHE S T
DRLs2020 TIIAEICH S HGREBREINSZ 9, 2D L5 a5 BoREIZ, WRE
CAR Yy 7 OWIELK MBI E L5 2 2B PET/CTIRETHEONE AV v P EEEL S+,
PET B 1B 3 2§ 7- @& 5] S 2 I rlBEED & % 0,

FEATIFZE Tld. B O E RIS & L CTHFE® SN I (SNRive) Z VT, 5.8 & HH
DEIRIED R T T B 4149, SNRyjver (ZFEHICFIR T 225, Z DR IZ MR T
VT Y X LLCHERE ORE R ORI E KT T 5 2 e BME SN T2 D, —7, HE%
flizt# (NEC) &, SNRier & 0 dEHHEAXPMEH TH 2 25, BRHFHEKL T VT X LR
L7 WHEETEE CH %, NEC density (NECqensiyy) 13 #EME DI A FE L 72 NEC TH Y |
WerE OWIDOIIEIC DIKFEE T, HEA T L @RS 2 2L 2R THE DD 5720,
NEC gensity [ X HIE MR L CHAE SN T3 9,

Bk D DRL ClifAEICED KRG RBORBELATTON Tz, HAD DRLs 2020
THIO CTIRE L - REGBORECTFEOERELZHFHE S 2 2 L A TH 5., R TII,
REICH D W TG B % (L L 72 BF-FDG PET/CT M IC 5 1F 2 %58 & NECdensiy TaF
fifi U 72 /B ~ DR A WET L 7,
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52 J3ik

52.1 X E L BRG]

NR & U 7= 1 2018 4 4 H A5 2018 4 7 HE T?D 4 7 HIHIC 240 MBq @ —E D%
58T PET/CT M % 2 7= e 722 A& 2020 4FE 4 A5 20204 7 HE °D 4 1 A
IC 3.7 MBg/kg OREICHD { &5 B 0 fE{l o Fik T PET/CT Mtk % 2 1 - i 671 A
TH b, WREOFHIZ /R L 72 MHE% Table 1 IC/RT,

Table 1 Characteristics of subjects before and after dose optimization.

Parameters Before (n=624) After (n=607)

Age (yr) 64.9 = 13.2 (18-89) 66.7 + 12.5 (18-90)

Body height (m) 1.63 +£0.09 (1.37-1.87) 1.62 +0.08 (1.35-1.85)
Body weight (kg) 60.3 £9.8 (33-87) 58.8£10.7 (34-88)

BMI (kg/m?) 22.6 £3.1 (14.7-36.5) 22.4+3.3(14.7-36.8)
Injection dose (MBq)* 239.0 £ 6.3 (220.5-261.6) 213.2+40.4 (118.9-329.5)
Dose/weight (MBg/kg)* 4.08 +0.73 (2.70-7.38) 3.62 +0.08 (3.34-4.06)
Blood glucose level (mg/dL) 102.0 + 14.9 (45-147) 99.3 £15.0 (61-149)
Uptake time (min) 72.1£9.7 (54-102) 63.4 £8.2 (50-115)

BMI, body mass index
Asterisks (*) denote the actually measured values. The means and their standard deviations are

displayed.

1393 EHID 5 B, 162 SAEFIA T 2> & BRI & 7z, BARIICIZ, RiTE 2> O 98 fiEfI. &
b 64 FEHIT, ZOMEIZ, WEESEY), MBEES 150 mg/dL LA, RG2S 2
min/bed LA#%. uptake time 7% 50 73 KifiZn & TH o 7z, BWIKHIC, SEF 1231 5EHIZ L e R
R T A TN L7z BEGRIE, 624 SEHIA 240 MBq —E D58, 607 AEHI A3 HE 1<
DWW TR X 7258, 3.7MBg/kg TH o 72, RBFEIZ, ENLB AWML v & —fmisE
BRBAOAER GFa#ES 2019-012) F X CHEFENZ R AR F v v 2 SmEERE S
DR GFFal#5 23809) 2R CTHEML 7z, AR IEIL P v A_7 T 4 TRIIET A v T
HD7-0D, A vI7Fr—LEF - -avey MEifkkkIn,
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522 7w ra—u
ARZE T PET/CT %£& 12 Discovery IQ (GE Healthcare, Milwaukee, WI, USA) % ffiH L 7=
(Table 2),

Table 2 Discovery 1Q Sring Performance: main technical characteristics

Parameters Discovery 1Q Sring
Detector ring diameter (cm) 74
Detector material BGO
No. of individual crystals 21,888
No. of crystals/ring 720

No. of image planes 79
Crystal size (mm?) 6.3%x6.3x30
Crystal in a block 8.0%x8.0
Axial field of view (cm) 26
Transaxial field of view (cm) 70
Axial sampling interval (mm) 3.27
Coincidence window width (ns) 9.5
Energy window (keV) 425-650

PET/CT %:& D i #513 6.3x6.3x30 mm D BisGesO1, (BGO) #ift CHERL & T 7z, Wi
W OREF (FOV) (% 700 mm, K/ [A1d FOV iX 260 mm T, 1bed T79H DR T 4 %
Bofgd B TEs, TANVF—v 4 v F IR 435-650 keV., [FIRFEHEIRFEE 1% 9.5 ns
THo7eo YT AFAXF192x192, A 7 4 RJFE(F 3.27mm T, bed oA —>3—F v
7NE 19 AT A RTH oo, BUELIF KB IE 1L three-dimensional model-based scatter
estimation (3D-MBSE) 7% F\»T1T o 7z, (HFERRFEHEHIIE X, & BHER D FHEER D b #HEE
IND YV IAGHEEERWTUT 2 7,

PET Hif§ (% 3D INEET Lbed 72 Y 2min THF L. 55 L7z Hi{R 7 — X |Z VUE Point HD
& Q. Clear (GE Healthcare #1:%) % F\WCHERER L 72 9,

5.2.3  Noise equivalent count density (NECqensity) D 5}
JE¥% FDG PET/CT {4 F 74 vicXk b &, £y FIZED NEC XX TH5x b
% 9,
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(P — R)?
(P, —R)+ (1 +k)R;

NEC; = (1 — SF)>? (5-1)

T T T, NEGi 13~y F{Z&E i D NEC, SF [FHEL7 77 v 3 v, Pild~y FE i D4
REtE, RolE~y FALE | OMFRIRGHL. k BB ERGHEEHIE R RS RBTH 0.,
KWFFECIEY v AR EEH T WS 720 0 TH o7z, SF ZE 2 15 5 7z 8L
777 vavofirfvi, 2 b oRREHIUE PET Hi{R 7 — &% © DICOM (Digital Imaging
and Communications in Medicine) % 72> b HEIICHIH L 720 NECgensiy 1ZLA T O X 5 ICFHAE
L7z,

v,

patient

NECgensity = (5-2)

T T Ty Viatien 13 & BEHETEIR 2 B\ 7 BRI D B DR TH 5

524 T — XIEHT

PET/CT BifR7 — & (3. EFEEEHEICHEML L 72 R EHRIEIEE &~ 2 7 4 (onti™, RYUKYU
ISG, Kyoto, Japan) % Fil\» CIEZ (L X 1L, T S 17z, Z DIEME Y 2 7 2% F\WvC PET/CT
W7 — % ® DICOM £ 7' 2> bl L 727 — & %\ T NEC & NECensity % 5 L 72 (Fig.1)
NEC (34 H B CEHE & 31, NECuensiy [FBRFNNL 2 FETEIRT 5 2 & CHERI R I Lz,

Fig. 1 Areas for evaluating a patient’s NEC. The counts in the area surrounded by dotted lines

were used to calculate NEC. The areas including brain and bladder were excluded.
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WL, —EDREGEIFLAED Y CRBELL 2% 58iFD 2 Bficofiank, &
fin, 4. A, Body mass index (BMD). 58, #%5 & {K&E (dose/weight). IMHEfE,
uptake time 7x & OYARE OFFEE 2 FER TR L 72, FEARE X, EEBUHRT &R BT
1191 106 1S & LT 2 ERNMREIRERE (0.019 mSvMBq) ZRHWCTHEHE L7, 2 Ho
FRIHRE & NECaensiy ZHIEX L 720 T DT, WffFlZ, AREICESWC4 L 72, Bk
PICIEEE 1R (49kg AT). B 28 (50-59kg). % 3 #F (60-69kg). % 4 B (70kg LA E),
fRE, BMIL, %58, %58 (RE, EOHRE. NECeusy % 4 FHHECHIEXL 7,

525 MatFRIFE

FEEHRE 12 1% Bell Curve for Excel (version 3.21, Social Survey Research Information Co., Ltd,
Tokyo, Japan) % L 7z, REE. BMI & NECgensiy DX & DBAfR I Pearson DHHBIRE %
FCCEHIEI L 72, 58, FER#E. NECansiy (. 7 — X IHMUEREEN T izlz®d, /
voXZ A MYy 7 BIE TH 5 Mann-Whitney U BUE % Fl W C—E O 5 8EE L AHICE D »
THB{E L 7= % G- BREE CHER L 72, MGHIAETEIX p<0.05 & L7, ZHREIX, v T
YA ZITHRAF L e IR UIEIR & L TR L 7.

53.1 NECqensiy & fRE I X U BMI DFHEE

—EOHEEF L AEICE SV TRELL ZREEHOVWTINICEVWTH, KEBS LY
BMI & NECqensiy DX & OAHEA% Fig2 icRd, €7 Y voMBREEREBE L5,
—E DGR (r= —0.864,p<0.001) ¥ X OFEICH-D 588 (r= —0.889,p<0.001)
ICBEWT, (KRE L NECgensiy DAL & O ICHEICTR WA DHEAR D bz, —EDH
L& (= -0.862,p<0.001) & X Ui b L 2% 588 (= -0.877,p<0.001) IZHF 2
BMI & NECensity DX & OIC D AR OB B X 7z,
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Q
o

Fixed Dose (n=624) Optimized Dose (n=607)
0.2 0.2
® = -0.0126x + 0.3259 =-0.0128x + 0.3551
ot oCo =-0.864 ot} r=-0.889

Log (NECe,sit, [kcountsicm?])
. 4
S

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Body Weight (kg) Body Weight (kg)
c d
Fixed Dose (n=624) Optimized Dose (n=607)
02 .02
E go y =-0.0396x + 0.4592| & y =-0.0404x + 0.5101
S 0 o =-0.862 S of
) 2
E 0.2 5 02
= - =
o Q
£ =
= -04 204
$ 06 F-06
g g
=
~ .08 o ~ .08
[e2] [o2]
g g,
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
BMI (kg/m?) BMI (kg/m?)

Fig.2 Correlation of body weight and BMI with NECaensity. The relationship between body weight,
BMI, and NECuensity was evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficient.

a Correlation between body weight and NECensity Without optimization of the injection dose;

b Correlation between body weight and NECgensity With optimization of the injection dose;

¢ Correlation between BMI and NEC gensity Without optimization of the injection dose;

d Correlation between BMI and NECensity With optimization of the injection dose.

532 58 & ERE

FREICESSRERORELETo72HE LT AR» o LG OKRER L EMHREL
Fig3 Ic 3, REICEKE S GRBORBEICL D, FEHEEIT 454 £ 0.1 mSv 2> 5 4.05 +
0.8 mSv ~& 11%HEICHHA L 7z, Mann-Whitney U HE IC X D HEFHINICE R R EZ0 RS
72 (p<0.001)5 NECgensity Caffii L 72 BB (X, 0.39+£0.1 225 043+0.2 ~& 10%FHEICHE
L7z (p<0.001),
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150 <0.001 . p<0.001
* *
300 } 6 | T
§ 250 >
s | F -|- @ °f %
~ £
g 2 %
@ 200 l o 4| ¢
o o
= T
S 150 | N
4 3 L
c | |
£ 100 E 2
50 f 1}
0 0
Fixed Dose Optimized Dose Fixed Dose Optimized Dose

Fig. 3 Injection dose and effective dose with and without dose optimization based on body weight.
Continuous variables were compared using the Mann-Whitney U test.
Statistical significance was set at p<0.05.

a Injection dose; b Effective dose

NECuensiy BSHARDH A4 F I 4 VR IN TR HHEBTH 2 02 X 0 KE Do JEH]
X, —EDEEGERFTIE 97.4% (624 il 608 #) . (L L 7= 58 TlL 98.7% (607 4l
H 599 i) TH o 7z, el L 72355 B8 T NECaensiy 25 0.2 BAF & 72 o 7IEFNZ 22 2> 5 72,
REICEOCHGBOKEL TR, 74.0% (607 it 450 ) DIERICHEE % H{LE ¢ 2 T
L BIE B R IR T X 72, $72. BV A H A RIRIEL WA BT, B0 e
DK TIEREZC (d=0.90), BELETII/NEI 2072 (d=0.27),

533 Sthantom k SFpatient K-.i)’bj- % NECdensity

SFphantom & SFpatient & F V> THHEL L 72 NECaensity % Fig4 ISR T o SFphantom Z V723565, —
EOHEGEME X VRE L 25 EICE T 5 NEChnsiy 1FZNZ 1 0.39£0.11 3 X
0.40+0.11 TH o720 SFpatien Z H 728513, 2024 039 £ 0.14 5 XV 0.43+0.16 TH o
720 NECdensity 1+ SFphantom % fH FIEFIC (3 Mann-Whitney U BE THGHEN AR EZ IR0 b1
o7z (p=0267)o L L. SFpuien R L7256, %5242 58T % & NECensity 13
FREICKELE (p<0.001),
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Fig. 4 NECgensiiy calculated from SFphantom and SFpaienr With and without dose adjustment.

Continuous variables were compared using the Mann-Whitney U test. Statistical

significance was set at p<0.05

a NECdensity Calculated by Sthantom (p:O.267); b NECdensity Calculated by SFpatient (p<0.001)

534 [EEBICHT ZHED T X —2X

Table 3 (T 4 D DIKERFIC I T 2 HE ORFEZ RS, BHEICO VT, HIRE OOk
HE LU BMI iF, REGEOREMOFMIC Db THERZ R R o7, KEEICEHLT

lZ. Mann-Whitney U BEIC X V| 25

1. 2. 3BEclIEEfbic X W FEHAmMIcEBE A »

mENT (p<0.001), L2>L. 54 BECEFEHEMICERRMAREI N7 (p <0.001),
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Table 3 Characteristics of the subject for Groups 1 to 4 before and after dose optimization.

Group 1 (<49 kg)

Before (n=100)

After (n=130)

Statistical analysis

p-value

Body weight (kg)
BMI (kg/m?)

Dose/weight (MBg/kg)*

Effective dose (mSv)

44.8 3.9 (33-49)

18.9 + 1.9 (14.7-24.8)

5.36+0.54 (4.61-7.38)

4.52+0.1 (4.25-4.79)

45.0 + 3.6 (34-49)

18.7 2.0 (14.7-23.8)
3.58 + 0.07 (3.41-4.00)
3.06 + 0.3 (3.06-3.47)

NS
NS
<0.001
<0.001

Group 2 (50-59 kg)

Before (n=174)

After (n=208)

Statistical analysis

p-value

Body weight (kg)
BMI (kg/m?)

Dose/weight (MBg/kg)*

Effective dose (mSv)

55.0 + 2.8 (50-59)

21.2 2.0 (16.4-27.2)

4.35+0.25 (3.88-5.11)

4.54+0.1 (4.19-4.95)

54.5 2.9 (50-59)

214 +2.1(16.7-27.6)
3.62 + 0.08 (3.34-4.06)
3.76 £ 0.2 (3.31-4.47)

NS
NS
<0.001
<0.001

Group 3 (60-69 kg)

Before (n=240)

After (n=148)

Statistical analysis

p-value

Body weight (kg)
BMI (kg/m?)

Dose/weight (MBg/kg)*

Effective dose (mSv)

64.4 +2.9 (60-69)

23.6 £2.0 (18.9-29.8)

3.73+0.19 (3.29-4.16)

4.55+0.1 (4.23-4.97)

63.9 + 2.7 (60-69)

23.9 +2.0 (18.9-30.5)
3.64 + 0.07 (3.39-3.93)
441 +0.2 (4.04-4.92)

NS
NS
<0.001
<0.001

Group 4 (=70 kg)

Before (n=110)

After (n=121)

Statistical analysis

p-value

Body weight (kg)

BMI (kg/m?)

Dose/weight (MBg/kg)*

Effective dose (mSv)

74.1 +3.9 (70-87)

26.0 £2.7 (20.9-36.5)

3.24+0.17 (2.70-3.60)

4.55+0.1 (4.25-4.96)

74.6 + 4.4 (70-88)

26.3 2.4 (22.3-36.8)
3.65 +0.06 (3.43-3.80)
5.18 +0.3 (4.60-6.26)

NS
NS
<0.001
<0.001

All subjects have been divided into four groups based on their body weight.

BMI, body mass index; NS, not statistically significant (p<0.05).
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53.5 BUEEEICBT 258 EEE

FAED NECyensiy 5 £ UGBS 3 2 it 0B R % Figs IR 3, 8 1 T, misifk
X G EI 32%I84 L 7223, Mann-Whitney U f7EIC X D NECgensity ICHEZ 1T 720> 2
72 (p=0.054), FE2HETIE, BEEEIX 17%D L72D DD, NECdensivy 1 THEICIEML 72 (p
<0.01), FHIFETIE, HE5RIT 3% L7225, NECaensity (FHE ML 72 (p<0.01),
AFECIE, BESEIT 13%BE0 L 7228, NECdensity I3 HRICEE L 2> 72 (p=0.693),
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Fig. 5 NECuensity and injection dose with and without injection dose adjustment in each group.
Continuous variables were compared using the Mann-Whitney U test. Statistical significance was set
at p<0.05.

a Group 1 (<49 kg) NECgensity  (p=0.054); b Group 1 (<49 kg) injection dose (p<0.001);

¢ Group 2 (50-59 kg) NECgensiy (p<0.01); d Group 2 (50-59 kg) injection dose (p<0.001);

e Group 3 (60-69 kg) NECgensity (p<0.01); f Group 3 (60-69 kg) injection dose (p<0.001);

g Group4 (>70kg) NECaensity (»=0.693); h Group 4 (>70 kg) injection dose (p<0.001).

54 F%

BeIF < FRER ORI L, KET & S DRURREH A Ics wCEELHETH 5, DT
2T 1990 A2 WK TIE DRL & W S #ERATEH I N T35, b D DRL F, &H -
HIs Dk DINE L 727 — 2 ICET &, 75 X—R Vv ZAABERIR L TW 35, KEF
Tl XK ARBE DR D Y IC, &5 I N BEHEER S OB RERE A ML L THWON S,
HADEGZWIIC 51T 2 #1E < BRE O Fod b 0B % 13, WOKEEE ICH~TEATW 2, HA
Tlt. J-RIME (Japan Network for Research and Information on Medical Exposure) 7% 2015 -4
I DRL Z ¥R L. A O F-FDG PET A DOHLEL T 258 & LT 240 MBq %
PRIEL T3 ™, KK TlE. 2016 FFICHFEIC PET/CT HESEA I L, Z DD FDG
D58 1x DRLs 2015 IZ4€ - T 240 MBq ICEE X L7z,

Lo L, Zo—EokGEOFMMEICET 2 FHAWRILIA T 2, 7. K5E%
—EIC L7256 RESL BMIIC X > CPET MBS E 22 L wWHRMED H 5 44 2 2T,
[ PR 1 HEHL L 7= 5 T RIS R S R 7 L CH B onti™Y 7 + 7 = 7% 2018 4E 6 HIC
EA L7 (Fig. 6)o

Ji
LEJE =)

Fig. 6 View of the dose management software (onti™) and the tablet device for image analysis

(et'sRun).
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20194 6 HICHEDMEBFEERZEARTL b v AR T 4 THFEAEEE & 172 #.FDG PET
DEFRHTA R 54 v DTRINTWB LI IC, WITHELIRT 3 -0 ICRE ofkE
ICJ& U 72 FDG D58 D 5ot ic 2w Ciat Z Bilsa L 7z, 8% FDG PET/CT &g 7w + =
—VicfEv, FDG o582 % 3.7 MBq/kg & L729

2020 4F 4 HichifT T L7 HARDERRERICHE D % | REICHE -5\ T FDG D58 % il
L7z T, 2020 5 4 A X0 IEGIORG2BAIG L7z, Z D72, 2020 £F 4 H 25 2020 4F 7
F & TIC FDG PET/CT B % 2 7- i 2 (A H I ED\ T FDG D% 58 % fofift L 7= #f
ICESR L, 2018 £ 4 F 25 2018 4F 7 H £ TIC FDGPET/CT A %% J - ok 58 %
240 MBq IC[HE L 72 FFICE SR L 72, C DFodfb oG HAMEIZ. FEAFRE & NECansiy & £ LT
NHWT, IR & B8 O 2 & §Hf L 72,

RE I L U BMI & NECdensiyy IC 1FFRVE DHBED B 5 725 D F Y. NECdensity Tl L 7285
A ARES BMI 2SS 2 IO CHEHE AT 5, Watson b 9O FRIRROFER 2 #HE L T
W3, Ll BEZEKEIICABEICHBE L7 L 25, NEChensiy (FIEM L, 52 BB X O
3 BE(50-69 kg) TIRI% G REOE T IV, BT SRESMERM L., BEIZNE L2, Lz
T, DRLs2020 T CTEE L 2 REICH D 520 i bk, RE 50-69 kg DHME I
BT, FHIEBEOEMAZ T ChCHEOM EICHFSG LT, L L, H 48 (T0kg
DLE) i3, 581X 14%800 L 7225, NECdewsiy IZARICHKE S N D 572, BolFKGE
Bz 5 ic el 3 2 23, Bifg/ 4 X2 FFT 2 MBFERFIBIIR G RO 2 FICkpFlL T
BN+ 2, 2hdd, 4 BT NEChensiy DA RICKEL 2D o 2B TH 2 40, 2hbdofER
IZ Nagaki HIC X > THMEINTEH Y, AE 75 kg U EOWHE CHEOLLEE 5 &
ERERE N TV 4D, #HIF B ORI & B D GE A X ¢ 5 720 OREICHE D
L5 EOREIE, KE 70kg ZHZ 2 BEICITAEMTIREZVW LWL IR o7,

NECunsiy Z BT 2856, 7 7 v F LB TR O N2 [EE D SF fH % Hvs 2 D 23—k T
DB, 77V LLELNT SF & BBIRE D NECaensiy Dl HRICHEN T 5 2 & 138 Y
Tl 7\ ARBFZETIE. SFphantom & SFpatient Z F V> T B 4172 NECaensiy % 15 51 D sl D
BT L 720 SFphanom Z W26, S EZHEL L TD NECgensiy 13 L 722> o
7zo LD>L. SFputiens ZTEMH L 72355, NECuensiy % 5T 5 723 O 518 D il oA
IR I Nz,

NECensity P HHC SFphaniom % I\ 72556, ARIRERE T 1E NECaensicy 2308/ N & 41, mifk
R CIREKEHI & 2 ATREMEAS E V. L 72288 5 T NECdensity D FH T IZ SFpatient % F 2 2
RETH D, THFHIISICL o TRBEINTEY, EvTArry Ialb—vavilio
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T77 Y oW TiiFbons SF L BERED» LG O N7 SF L OROA—HEp P
72 4,

41X, DRLs 2020 O ic ko 2| 580w L2 giE < SRE ORI 2. HE D
IS RIS T REERR L, ZofE. hEIcEI KRS roR#ElIE, BIEHRED
H%ER & HE D 10%[A EICFE5 T2 2 LRSIz, REICES SR REIC X
D 74% DHEHI TG B L. NECdensiy 23774 F 74 v THERE I N TV B TIRETH %
02 LI ICHEAL L 72EBNZ e A2 o 720 L7243 > Ty AFD DRLs2020 TIRE X LT\ B {AHE
ICHEO G EOREIE, HEORTHEHTH2LER 5,

—EOHGEHLAEICK IV TRELL 2HE5ERHE biIc, ERORESBEIETOR
ErboTHMAL T, —EDREGBEHOEKGEOEHERAEIX 6.3 MBq TH D, 240
MBq D&, 2.6%TH o7z, —J7. HWEICHE DV TRE(L L 72 &5 R/EF OEEHER 1L 0.08
MBg/kg TH Y. 3.7 MBgkg D&, 22% TH > 72, EHREF X O NECgensity 13 FAEHI D
ERoKGEEAVWTHRE I VD0 T, 5 EDRZEITFENRES X O NEChensiy DFGFIC
L Wi WnWzR B,

Afftge i, 5 REORELIC 3.7 MBg/kg Z 272z, Z DfiZ HAD DRLs2020 THEE
IN T B ATRERE (AD) TH S, 2D ADIZ 50 N—k v XA L TH Y, KED DRLs
CHRHEE A ER L R ICHERE I L Cw 3 HEEC©H 2 20, RifFEORERIZ. S%OHAR
i3\ % DRLs DT ICERRT 2 ATREMA B 2 .

AKFFRITIZNL DD DRARD 2, IV — 7 4 TSNP Tt LT, mE &
EEOBIS 2 b, G5 BORE A TR 572, SEREOHHE L Tk, &%
HGEzmbltd s X0 b, WERRBZER L 203 EE M LicHFE5 T enriEIns
4, X 5iC, PET MifROEHEIFEM N 2 %5 BOREL ORI O W TIIHRE L 72
o7z, Stk EHHIC X 2 E{RDFHIIC oW T, Bl R S SETH B,

5.5 A

fREICHD RSB o fRE{LIZ. HAD DRLs2020 THI 90 THIZE & 72, NECaensiy % FDG
PET ODHEE L LKA DL F R AT T 4 TH3ED 6, O GREOFELIEIX, FFiC
{RE 50-69 kg DHRE ICH VT, HEDA L EHIE B EMARETH 5 2 L 25H S
I TR o 77,
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% 6 % FDG-PET/CT MREEIC 351F 2 ARK& IS 3D < 772 7o L A 4 A
6.1 HH#Y

8F-fluoro-2-deoxy-d-glucose (FDG) % H]\» 7z PET/CT(Positron Emission Tomography/computed
Tomography). FEE A O EEREZ W EAERES O BHICH W b Tw 3 95D, PET
HifR 1% PET #EDOMERE T T <, RGRHEZZ DI 7ot a—1rDEWIC XY Bk s
729, 1$5 1% PET ME I ECEDRH 5 2, & 5, PET B IIHIRHE DA IC K
HF3 270, ACRE7e ba—Ar T RS, Hl2iE, BEAKEOERECEOLE
PET /B I3EHEAI OPIRF I L TE LK HIET 2, L7223 o T E O FIE 2 R L
T, HEZA X85 72015802 5ol 3 2 0813 H 5 29,

PET 7% o [ B 3T 1 134 liE 140 (NEC) A X v b, ok, FHEK T
NI Y XL T GO NTET — 20 EBI N5 729, PET H{RT — X ICHF5 L7
55 %2 DICHAT® %, BT TIZ.NEC Z g Z XA — 2 CIEHL T 5 Z & T,
NEC & HEOMHENZ a7 & OMBEASGE L2 & 283G S T2 9, Mizuta b 13 .NEC
% R E DRFE CTIEHE L TR 5 11 5 NECensiy 25 PET HI{R OB E T ICHHTH L & %
N L7z, TO PET MEfEIRIIEN-EEFEE LTHROANA P74 vIichBAIN T
%58, L2oL, BEOWEEZMET 272013 RY 7 V2T BRETH 5729,
NECqensity 13H F D KX L TWr7a\y,

AWFETIE, EOfiTHOFIHTE 2 X o, BRREX Y b B FRIEEZ W T X b
BB T & 2972 RmE B2 BET Lz,

6.2 J7ik

6.2.1 xR E L 7 ERARAES]

2020 4E 4 A 1 H2 5 4 A 15 HORIC PET/CT 2% 728 94 A%k EFk L 72, 94D 5
b 3 GIIHFIEE 2580 B 72Ot IR L 720 RASHIC 9L il L b m 2= T 4
TUIRHT U 72 RBFZE 13 ENL A AT & v & — (R A & B 2 O &R G &5 2019-012)
B L OHFERL RN F * v S A RMERE R DAL GFal#5 23809) 213 CTEML
T2o KBFRIZL U RARI T 4 TOWETHFA v THLZ-D, A v 7+ —LF-avkVh
TR X N7z,
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622 w7 ra—n

AHFFETIE, PETICT SEMEREIC X 258 2 i/NRICT 5729, 1 2@ PET/CT & % Hl
7z, PET/CT %£& iZ Discovery 1Q 5ring (GE Healthcare, Milwaukee, WI, USA) % f#iF L 7=,
fil 5 I FET 13 260 mm T 79D A 7 4 A% 1F 2 & & 3T E 5 BGELFRFR M IE 13 three-
dimensional model-based scatter estimation (3D-MBSE) % i\ > THT - 7z, {HF AR 340 15 13 %%
BHBOFHECED LHEET 5 v v I AGHECRIE & v 7z 39,

PET [Hi{f 1% 3D IX5EC 2 minbed THG L 72, 2 D%, 3o N7zl T — 213, HEDHE
T LT B 5t TSR L 72, BAKRIICIZ. 3D-ordered subset expectation maximization

(OSEM) FHERT v T'Y X 4% FW T, subset ¢ 12, iteration #( 3 T 4.0mm (FWHM) ®
gaussian filter Z 7z, JESMIEH O CT #RiRix. EEHE 120 kv, EEHIE HBHEE HHI1H

(CT-AEC) I X W PUE SN, /4 XIEHUL 20 TH o 7z,

6.2.3  Noise equivalent count density (NECgensity) D L H
JE#S FDG PET/CT fffiEAT A F 74 vick 2 &, &y FALED NEC lZXATHx b
% 3,

(P —Ry)?

NEC; = (1 — SF)?
i = ( )(ﬁ—RQ+u+kmi

(6-1)

T ZC. NEGilZ~ v FAZiE i D NEC., SFIZHEL7 727 v a v, P~y FAE i 2[R
REatER. RiolE~ v FALE | OEFRIRGEHL. k B ERFGHEGHIE R RO RBTH v,
KWL TIEY v 7 UEHEREEHA T WS 729 0 TH - 72, SF IZHRE 2 515 6 7 5L
777 vavofizHvi, 2 b oRFKREHIUE PET HifR 7 — % © DICOM (Digital Imaging
and Communications in Medicine) & 272> & HBIICHHI L 720 NECaensiy 1Z2A T D X 5 ICEHE
L7z

L, NEC

NECdensity = (6_2)

Vpatient

T T T\ Vipatient 1M & BB % BR W 72 ARSI O AR DIARFECTH 2 . ABFFETIlE, NEC
& Viatient 13 2bed £ 721F 3bed TEONZZT =2 HHOTHE L2 (Fig.1),
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Fig. 1 Areas for evaluating the noise equivalent count (NEC).

(a) Evaluation area for two-bed positions; (b) Evaluation area for three-bed positions Signals in the

bright orange bed positions were analyzed, and those from the brain and bladder area were excluded.

6.2.4  Noise equivalent count body weight (NECyy) D & H

NECy, = 2=t NEG (6-3)
bW ™ Body weight i

T Z T, Body weight (X DICOM £ 7' % & fhiH S W 7= i DIKETH %,

6.2.5 Noise equivalent count body mass index (NECpmi) D L H

L, NEC

NECyyi =
bmi = Body mass index

(6-4)

Z ZC. BMI (Body massindex) & 1. DICOM £ 2% b it L 72AE (kg) # & E (m?)
D 2 FeTHE o 7 ABIBIERTH B,
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6.2.6 T — ZfET

PET/CT HifR 7 — 2 1AL & 1, EFEHEICHENL U 72 R FHIBHRIE I B & R 7 2 (onti™,
RYUKYU ISG, Kyoto, Japan) % F\» THEHT & 117z, i, B & fAHE. Body mass index (BMI) .,
Rt H5E, %5 8/FE (dose/weight), MBE{E, uptaketime 72 & Zfi#HT L 72, NEC & {&
13 onti™ Z W CHBI TR L. NECaensity (IR Z FH) TERL 722, 2DV 7 b
77 HFAWTHBF L 720 NECdensiys NEChws NEComi 13 % 1VZ NEH#H O 455, (AE,
BMI Z W T NEC Z IE#L T 2 2 L ic X W EH L 7%,

6.2.7 ARG

REFRMEDOEK L AT 5 RS E 7 34 O ERI A HME © PET Hiff % LR G L 72,
T, FIHEEDO P L —= v 7 ERITH 0IfREN R 5 4D PET BiR% iz, % Dk,
B L 72500 CFl o — P& H L THRE © PET Hiff % 3l L 72 (Fig.2). R
AT TR SEED D) v h— P REZH WA D, 2270 v 73 1=FEFICE N, 2=
WV, 3=FATE S, 4=Rwv, 5= ICRWTH - 72,

Fig. 2 Representative positron emission tomography (PET) images for visual evaluation.
SUYV, standardized uptake value.

The characteristics of each patient are presented in Table 2.

6.2.8 #at EHFIE
FERTAHT 1T 1 Bell Curve for Excel (version 3.21, Social Survey Research Information Co., Ltd,
Tokyo, Japan) % FH\ 7z, #I#R#HE DMK T A — & & NECdensiys NEChws NECopmi 72 & D [H'H
1% & DHBAIZ Pearson DMHBAMRE Z FIWCRHi L 72, & Hic, FEBFHFO—BE 2T~ 5
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Te DI H v 2 RECTHHM U 7z FERT A BEKHEIL p<0.05 & L 720 & 512 NECdensitys NEChn
NEComi DFHEIEEE L . 3 NOFHH O FERE R 27 & OB b #~ 72,

6.3.1 BT X —2 DB
P DR A Table 1 12X & D77,

Table 1 Characteristics of study subjects.

Parameters Mean + SD Range

Age (yr) 67.2+11.0 36-90

Body height (m) 1.63 £0.08 1.35-1.79

Body weight (kg) 60.6 £ 10.1 38-80

BMI (kg/m?) 22.8+3.2 16.2-32.0
Injection dose (MBq)* 219.7+£37.9 137.1-293.8
Dose/weight (MBg/kg)* 3.62 +£0.07 3.46-3.79
Volume (cm?)* 27561.1 + 5498 16877.6-50214.6
Blood glucose level (mg/dL) 100.5 + 16.1 69-145

Uptake time (min) 64.5+8.2 52-91

* Volume of the area used for evaluation.
BMI, body mass index;

Brain and bladder areas were excluded from the evaluation.

WE O, AE, K, BMI %37 2 — 2B OB % Fig3 icnd, ©7 Y v O
BRI E L2 2 A, RELHRRE (r=0.861, p<0.001). BMI & {&f (r=0.728, p<
0.001) DMICHEHICEVIEOHBEREE I Nz, LrL, EBLDTT7 7180w op
DHREEL B - 72,
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Fig. 3 Correlations of body weight and body mass index (BMI) with volume.
(a) Correlation between volume and body weight; (b) Correlation between volume and BMI.
These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficients.
6.3.2 A iliE il FiE AR D AH B
NECdensity k NEwa 3 J: U\ NECdensity 2: NECbmi @@g:}a*% @*HE‘?" % Flg4 LCZT_\“?—O =4 7 ‘/ v
DIIBAREE IR L 72 & 25, NEChy & NECuensiy (r=0.954, p<0.001), 3 X U NEComi &

NECaensity (r=10.897, p<0.001) ICHFHANICTBVIEOHBASHER N7z, LArL, wIiho
7T 715 WL OPDINIUEDL D - 7=,

a 0.5 b 1.5
o}
04 | < 12} ©
] E
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I =X
€ 03 £ 09
E] c
o =] o}
g :
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Fig. 4 Correlations of NECyy and NECymi with NECensity

(a) Correlation between NECgensiy and NECpyw; (b) Correlation between NECgensiiy and NECpmi.

These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficients.

NEC, noise equivalent count.

fREF L U BMI &AL DMHBI% 2 bed & 3 bed ICOWTENENIHEL 7z & 25, %
bed T X > THADBER > T 7z, 2bed & 3 bed DHBREIIRIFTH - 7= (Fighs), %
7o TNE TOFHIECHMUIE & T W 7HERIE 3 bed TH > 72,

Q

Body weight (kg)

90
2 bed
y =0.002x + 6.9285
75
60
45
o y =0.0016x + 1.3919
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Fig. 5 Correlations of body weight and body mass index with volume for each bed position.

(a) Correlation between volume and body weight for two- and three-bed positions;

(b) Correlation between volume and BMI for two- and three-bed positions.

These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficients.

fRE B XU BMI & {RRE & DB Z #RE OfidZ Fr < 2 bed IOV TEHliL 7z, & DAL
I N E ORES LU BMI L EREOMHBEIIRIFCH o7z, b, BEfEL AR IH
T\7z 3 bed IS X L7 ERIAS 2 bed ICH I NZFEBIHEOFICE T LT W72 (Fig6),
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Fig. 6 Correlations of body weight and BMI with volume for the two-bed positions.

(a) Correlation between volume and body weight; (b) the correlation between volume and BMI.

These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficients. Both correlations

improved when the image data were analyzed for the two-bed positions.
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Fig. 7 Correlations of NECpw and NECpmi with NECensity for each bed position.

(a) Correlation between NECgensity and NECyy, for two- and three-bed positions;

(b) Correlation between NEC gensity and NECyy for two and three-bed positions.



These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficients.

NEC, noise equivalent count.

THIT, TRTOWIRE % 2 bed THEAZFH T 2 &, ZHE X 17z NEC OHBEAIZRIFT
H Y. 3bed T L 728 #& 12, 2bed TH o 7=JEFIREICE TN T/ (Figs).

a 04 b 1
—~ E 08
2 03¢ )
T =
- n
£ £ 06 |
8 3
S 02t 8
2 2 04
z T
& E
2 o1t 2
y = 0.447x + 0.0038 Z 02| ° y = 1.026x + 0.0669
r=0.985 r=0.971
0 1 1 L 1 0 1 1 1 L
0 02 04 06 08 1 0 02 04 06 08 1
NEC,iy (kcountsicm?) NEC gensity (kcounts/icm?)

Fig. 8 Correlations of NECpw and NECpmi with NECensity for two-bed imaging area.

(a) Correlation between NECpw and NECensity; (b) Correlation between NECpmi and NEC density.
These correlations were evaluated using Pearson’s correlation coefficient. When each NEC index
was calculated for the two-bed positions, both correlations between NECensity and NECpw and

between NECensity and NEComi improved. NEC, noise equivalent count.

6.3.3 RO FHEE

Table 2 1. FIHFHE% 1T o 72 RRM LHPIRE ORI EZ R L T 5, HEX 2 7 I38RE
DFEME, BMI 8K & 23 ICoNTRaTHEP Lz, —H, TXRCOWEETFETH S
NECdensiys NEChws NEChmi DfEASKE L A2 ICONTHER a7 HHIML Tz, /2, 3
ANOBIREZEDOMEZR a7 OFHfEIZ 29+ 09 THoTz, BIZHEALB. ALC.BECD
By MRE (k) 1ZEREN 053, 072, 057 THotz, TNHLDORERP L, BBIEEIIR
Fh—ERL, COMBIIEHETE 2 LEmIT 2 LN TE S,
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Table 2 Characteristics of representative subjects for visual evaluation

Patient c d e
Visual score 3 4 5
Body weight (kg) 74 64 54 45
BMI (kg/m?) 32.0 27.5 22.7 19.4 18.7
Volume (cm?) 35790 34000 27461 24453 20240
NECensity (kcounts/cm?) 0.19 0.25 0.37 0.50 0.67
NECuw (Mcounts/kg) 0.09 0.11 0.17 0.23 0.30
NECobmi (Mcounts/kg/m?) 0.21 0.31 0.47 0.64 0.72

BMI, body mass index; NEC, noise equivalent count; bw, body weight.
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Fig. 9 Correlations of NECaensity, NECbw, and NECopmi with visual scores.
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(a) Correlation between NECensity and visual score; (b)the correlation between NECyy and visual

score; (¢) the correlation between NECymi and visual score. These correlations were evaluated using

Pearson’s correlation coefficient. NEC, noise equivalent count.
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Fig. 10 Correlations of NECpyw, NECpmi, and NECgensity With visual scores for the two-bed imaging
areas. (a) Correlation between NECgensity and visual score; (b) Correlation between NECyy and
visual score; (c) Correlation between NECym; and visual score. These correlations were evaluated
using Pearson’s correlation coefficient.

NEC, noise equivalent count.

HARDH A FF 4V TiE, NECaensity 12 02 LAETHZ Z EREF L& INTW B, K
WrgEciE o1 fild 141 (1.1%) 721023 2 DFMEEZ i 72 L T\ dr o 7o, & OHMRE O
RaATE, TRCOBEER 1 LFHTL 7,

6.4 HE

FDG PET MR DHIE 3% < D BRI L. skt FRIbToEIC 1) 5 FDGPET MR ICH
WC—EDQHE 2T 5 2 LIZEETH S, KX V. PET HROEE M, B4 T
FEICX o TGEHiE N TEH Y, WL O OIETEESIRE I N TV %, Mizuta 5 1d. Ei/K PET
H{RFZWTIC 35 T NECyensiy PREMN 2 a7 & XKMHBET 2 2 L ZHL I LY, LA L,
NEC ensity DX AR ME T 2HHAT 7V 77— a2 v & CTHIRDBLETH Y, 3T
Dfiix CHEEZME T 2 & & IR TH 2, AT Tl FrizIcieE L - HE FHEERE b
% NEChw & NEComi (2. AHEFELIL T 28ARE 1T L T NECaensiy &£ 0 b flifHICH T
% . NECuensity & FISFDBIE %2 5l §2 & & A A[RETH o 72,

FEATIFE Tld. NECqensiy £ 0 b fEE BB IR L L C. NEC % ixi§iihR cIESUYL L 72 ]
BT H % NECpaien VAV HNTE 729, LA L, PETHEIZHE X Y b {AES BMI /&
EDMRIRIEIE D8 % 52 \F 5, Standardized uptake value (SUV) 13, JREERICEH T 5 FDG D
EREERNICEHE T 2 720 I Wb NS 1EEETH V| SUV 13 % ik FDG-PET W5tic &1
TH X KHwHNTW 2 ), EFEKRTIE SUV ZERETIEFL L 72 SUVe 22X K HNT
¥ . EANM procedure guidelines for tumor imaging version 2.0 Tld, &5 8% RE{L$ 2 7=
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DICHIRE OREOIIES R I N TV M, X5, REICKEI G EOREIX, B
ABLWNEOEIZKMERZEETE 2 L WEI LT B 79, 2o DR T
W TN T2 X 5 IC, FDGPET MEICEIT 2% < Offff 3 AE cHg b s hTw 3720,
NEC ZARETHIET 22 L 3R L Y 3AENTHZ, b, REICXZHIER, Lo
fiZxTH AT D EEDERBFTOND 0, JEHICERTH 2,

NECodensity D FHNTHE L 728500 DR IE, AES LU BMI LiEWIEOHRZ R L 72,
L72285 T, fRES XU BMI # T NEC ZBffic EH LT hi v e B PlEI N,
LA L. Figd ZHEREESBIRT 2 &, FELAEOMBE., 48 L BMI OMHBIIC X, 91 i+
il b b 4 (4.4%) DHIENEITN Tz, T HICHELZED B L. bed FDE D
INODHIEZEFIER I LTWBEZ B bh o7, Figs5 IRT X9, [HL bed BT
— X RT3 L, KRR &R, (KR L BMI MBI SGE L 72, X 0 BARRYICIZ, 3bed T
Al X W72 T — 2 &R FED 4 NOWE % 2bed THIANT L 72 & & A, (AR, {AE. BMI O
B L 72 (Fig.6).

EIEFEERICBA L Td . Fig8 IR X 1T, [Al—D bed BT — X TS L 256, Hirz’z
HE'E 5 CT®H % NECows NEComi & fEK D NECyensiy & DI BAF R AHEAD S b iz, Bk
DIEFRIEHFELLL CTH Y| [ U bed BT — X Z5Hfi C© % 28584, NEChw & NECom;i 13 R4 72 H]
B L 72 %,

RIFFE CRE I N 72 R EE IR & HEN A 2 7 OHBIREUL. NEChw T 1=0.388

(p<0.001), NEChmi T 1=0.389 (p<0.001) T&H Y, NECdensity (r=0.383, p<0.001) & [{HTH
2720 TS DM D45 51X, NEChyw & NEChmi 25 NECdensiy D RATF R EEIETH 2
Tl LTWS,

KIFFRITIE N DD DIRFD B 5 7z ARWFFE CTH 72 ICIRE X N2 HE TR O R 12, 1 bed
H 7= ) ORI B A 260 mm & HEHTR W PET/CT ¥EXH W TiTb, %< D
PET/CT @& O TR 260 mm X D\, & 51T, A DJ7iET NEChw & NECom & HHF
26, %217 5 bed fiED R T4 AL _VIIWRZIC L o CRAZAREERH 2, 20D
720, FENTICHE T % bed O ELA R T 272011k, EORIFEILETH 5,

6.5 fEam

7 ICIREI N HEIEETH B NEChw I X U NECpmi 13, NEC Z{AEF X O BMI TIE
BALL7Z2bDTH O WERDMETEIE T H 2 NECgensity & RIFRAHBE 7R L 72, & 5 1T NEChy
j8 J: z);\NECbmi ci\ *Eﬁx a ?i?c]: UNECdensity E*HBE‘EJZ?S\Z% D 7‘-:0 Z *Lro @T‘é*ﬁ%&i\ &‘\@ cl: 5
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HTE R

UL4E. FDG-PET/CT BREIC I T 2 HiRKA A IIEROEEICE W TE (M L TE
D | R A INEIIC B % 72, PET HfROMEHIEZ B+ EH¥ 4 F 74
YOIFE I NIz A N T A VHHERES 2 B FHEEHE & L T NECaensiy 3AH & 3N TH
Y . NECqensity DEHIFICHWAEEL 7 727> avid 7 7 v F LOEEWHEEZRH VTS, LA
L.BEL7 72 avid7 7 v P LAOREEME LTERL, 77 v F L& AKofEEDE
DEIRID O NECqensity DIEE KL 722720 IRE L DHEL. 7 77 v a vl 2 0%
DH %, F7z. PET/CT BEIIHBHEIE S BRED @V & TN B 720, PET/CT BREICH T
% EEWIE K OFf{LIcETE /vy — & LT DRLs 2020 23@M8 & v, BF-FDG JEE M I
BOTEAREDZ ) CHREEZFRT LB ILTHS, L L, BNORZKSE L
NV EERE LI R L BB Ol I BT 2 ET IS S h T v, RIFFE TR,
DRLs 2020 ICHD K KEH D 72 Y %58 O 5od b 23713 < HiiE OKIR & HIE O i 7 28 7] HE
DRET 2T 5 720 % DFER. NECgensiy % FDG-PET DB DIFEL Lz A DL b r AR
T4 T D, oG ROREEIL, KE 50~69kg DEIRE ICE LT, HE DM -
W BRI TRETH 5 2 L B S DI T - 72,

X 51, NECgensity DHEHICRERVEELY 77 v a v 2 {HE 0 7 — 2 @l 217 -
7oA, HEFHHERR CT® 5 NECdensiy $HEL7 727 v a v 27 7 v b LOREEMEZFHEH L
=GO AR ERE O WS 1S5 1T 5 NECaensiy (BN L. SAERE O PE C B AT
fliL T2 AMREMED B B & & AIRB E 7z, L7245 Ty NECqensiy DR HIRFIC I3 & &
DHEL7 77 v a vERV L LEEZHEEL 72,

NEC % #i## O CIEHML L TS 5 115 NECaensiy 13 PET HROHEEFHIICHEHTH
20, BEOHREEIEST 272013 AY 7 7 27 BBETH 2 728 NECyensity 13 H
FOERL T, KL Cld, EOMEXTHORHATE 2 X Hic, ML D b HFildi 2 ik
EEZ TR Y RICEICX 207 REEEE 2 AT L7z, Z ORR, iz icikEsh
ZHEEHERE T & % NECpy 35 & O NECpmi 13, NEC Z{AES L U BMI TIEBLLZd D TH
D, ERDHEEAE CTH 5 NECdensiiy & BIFAHBEZ R L72s & 51T, NEChw 3 & U NECpmi
3. MEZa 7L b RIFAMHBERS -7, ChLDOEIR, YD X Rk Td, HRED
FIEAHELL T 2EI, RBICEBTE 29 L WlETREE U CIEFE ICiifEsEo» &
EiD,
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