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A =T T PTONTRE T RO DFET D05, PCT DFEBIZ DWW TII 50T S
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HPET A A= 7 Di=d DM HEETHEL LT,
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D& PCT O it L7,
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D3, BRI LR A CHREDR S D720, W12, PET 2B CEHIND E
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ARF721%, BF-FDG (FDG) & MC-methionine (MET)% W /=[EH PET A A — v 7
DRMBZWET HF L AL Uiz, KRimCORARIL, 5 FEHRLY Lo,

%1 EILFim T, FDG & MET & W2 iFgedy 5t & F50 B IIZ D\ Tl Rz, AR
WFIEDEITIZ T2V (PETICT DJFHLE L ORI A BT 5 Z LITHEETH 5720,
AREETIE, PET OMEZIZE L Tilk~7z,

%5 2 BETIE, PETICT FRK &b ~7z, ARWHIEDOZTICH TV . PET HHAIDFHHS
PET 2WHkICBET 2 Bff 1T EE Ch 5, PET MAISARICET 288 A R <b L &b
12, FFIZFDG B L U'MET 12 B L. ZOGKRA AMEZ IR, £7-, PET A 2
— VT OEEICE 2 DA & EEFIEICE L TR,

H 3 FTIX, PET A A=V ZITHIT D SUV DREFEEIZ DN TR ~7z, PET 22k
Tl — AR E CERE L7z SUV BEERRIEE LTHWLILL DY, KD
B2 BEITEE L EEMEICERAEZ AT, 2l BRI E 5, RICK T, T8,
BRAGA R B 2 W 7o EIE IR RHE ISR SN E 1T STV 528, AT
DEFREARPEICEA L TP TH Y . RERAHEDORRICEAT 28 E b A~ +H0ThH
%o PEo T, {KETHEHE(L L7z SUVbw & BRIGNGRE CHEHE(L 24T - 72 SUVIbm %
fd i Oliads L ORRRG] Tl U, &R 2 MGk L7,

FAFETIL, 77 b LR L ORKREHEIC K - T, E&ilikR L O
iYL D 2 S>OBZWEIZHE-S % MET 23 FDG (ZF¥#:3 % Positoron cross-talk (PCT) D 5
BAGEEL, FDG & MET Z W2 H PET A A—V v Jh RNt Lz,

FHEEIL, FH2ENOLEAEEITOMBLRIEL, FH PET A A=Y 707

REPEIZ DWW TR~ Tz,



1.1 WF7Ets =

A DOV AL, 3K XY computed tomography (CT)<> magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI)72 & OFZREMHERIZ K > TITHOILTE 7223, REIC L DRkl D & TIEfR
A2, BUEIR, [0FA A=Y 7 (X DGR % D5 EWFm /e %
BHZENAREL 20, RKETRER 7Y =s b LT (BT A A=V T O
MREHELE L TN D, [ A A=V 7 1O ToH % positron emission tomography
(PET)iE. Ml & IER], JHZITK LT, IHREBANTIRR T EHIETT L © 00 FEWY
G R A TRAEFTRE /2 2 & D PET OIGHIE DS A D ERNEER & BB LT 5,

HBIUE PET AL, 7 R o B 2 K Be3~ 2 2-[*°F] fluoro-2-deoxy-p-glucose (FDG)
MEIZHNDHINTWD, FDG QR IINEE O BN A Higry B < KB L, BT
W, 1B %EFE 72 SI2B L CERBICAAMENRD b Z L b A TR
2002 FITIRBRAGR S, 70 2 — A 2 FRIR & T D REEG 2T s EA L L7z,

FDG 3k % 72 S5 I & VIS 2T M H DO FEAI T o % 75, FDG-PET A D
B, B E L BIT, FDG RO A TIIRIE & IESGOXBIARETH 5 2 &R0, JE
GHEGE L BRI W OTUEDR B 570 &, REBREELBAZIFEFRF>Z &b
HY ., FDG 2o TR R H 2 Z L B LN T,

ZORIED, TR BRI A HRE L 35 L-[methyl-"'C] methionine (MET) 23 #F 4t
FOHEHShTWD, 7 2 BRSNS O IR RE T BL 7R & Doy -HstE & B8
Z > TEYD  MET &Y Z 237 SRR A F VIR FOG 2 RO U 72 i 23
/oD, MET 1%, FDG TABRAYERID @V VIR & RIE~DIY AL AR

MO, FRICEZIC BN T, BRIRRA M Sh T o,



70, T, AABEZESTIE, PET REDE DM 4K 5 72512 PET fRfgfi
WAENEM SN TRY ., BEMNZET 208 ER MC-AF 4= % V- IMiE
5 PET Rt ) DRESNTWDHONRBURTH 5,

1.2 AHFFED HIY

BIfE, FDG & MET 23 25F T, 2 DO 87 2 Rtk 2 5N 3 2 ERIR A Ak
IZTANLIRA RBEN SN TWD, FRIBIC2EMEEHWSE1E, L
AT 4 a s CHIKHHEZ GO N R R E /T D,

PET TSN DAY b UEHEOTHIE y #1725 511 keV T % 728 Single photon
Emission Computed Tomography (SPECT)D#£(Z., Energy Window (EW) % 3% & L T D)
BIARFRETH D, Ll AT b U BHEONSITEHEHEETH 5720, &
Gz BT 52 L THEDO FL—)—Z2 T 2R Z A 6N D, Fiz,
4 R TOBRKRBREITB VT FDGIZT# 5 MET 23 E RS LOHIHEE~ G2 5%
BIZOWTHEHHA LN SN TV, AFZEICEW T, FDG I T#9 5 MET %
Positoron cross-talk (PCT) & €5 L 7=,

ABFFED HIZ, PCT DL L/ L, MET 83X O FDG MV /2[R H PET

A A=V T DDA TL2ETHD,



1.3PET &%

131 [FL®IZ
PET (Positron Emission Tomography : 1585 - 5 H 7 & i s 25 1) & 1 R 2 Wik
DOE DT, RV b R CRERR U 72 i MR 2 g i 4 5- L. (R
O ] S AL 2D THIR B AR A RSMEHI L C L BRI OIRE A WiEGR L L TR b D
T D, EENIZBT D BIHEZEAI D55 E L O ORI B, ilesiik o
JE TR 72 B RERS S E BAIC R B D,

1.3.2 PET D5

RY b o UEREIIGE T2 LN OBRE T SRS L 2 ROWEREER#RE
180 BE N HH 3%, PET IR B 2 [FIRFFHEREIEE CRH Lt 472 2
Dy BARHIZRIC L0 Z O — % OTHBIBES B 2[RI G509 5 (Fig 1.1), [RIF & (X [RIy
R D X A LA > KUHE (Coincidence Time Window) AN D FETH 0 | 1#H 1
45~20 ns BREETH 5, BT — & DB H N OB E 1 TR D 53 A4 & HE 4L
LEEIES 5, LU, FEERITITFERFFHEGRR, 3720 b RIRFHL L7 2 555
# I (line of response : LOR)Z My T- A PERIL TR & 2 01T TIX/ARV, B
RFE (RY b Lo )BLIOAEREBNRRNTHL Y, R ber oYL
BV ERN CEN O LT, IEE D2 TOHEEEZ VD, 72, BE 1T
1k L7350 TR ORUEE T L f56 LA S D —XT OB #R T, PubE
D3FRF 2 TWZIEE) = 1)L B — D 72Dkt 7 L1372 64180 FE X D ¥4
AL %, T HHRIBERRO A B & 5, PET BHE OGS Z ORGEF O
AR & IR O A ERRE O~ D12 1 mm LD /NS T ENEL L, FriC
W AR RS R & W & A FERR B O8N 3 O BREEIC IS L TRE <2 %,



RV bmrLUY
B Dk KT /L F—E max (X, p" HEAFIZRICKIT L RO 31X
—DFEND 1.022 MeV 72T 2 LW 4r L7 b, BB ORIV F =346 0
XV Emax & CHEGHI AT D0 Enad3 CTIOKBE Z Lo, WE H CHE 113%E
BE - hEZIC R D =X —%2 09 & EHITHELS L, DWITITERIET 5, ZOFMEE
D ANIHE R Z FLICHNE— 27 ZTERRT D, KTIZI1T 5 RS0 O ER 1%

8E: E max=0.634 MeV T 0.1 mm, 0: E max =1.73 Mev T 0.5 mm,

- 4 EFEE)

TR X R AEH &EB) ERAFANC KV 1 OTEIBAEHBRIE & H 1T 0.511 MeV
DHFTHY ., AWV FM~SRONED, 72720, FRICIIGET L HRT 58
FHREHEEL S > TWDH2D 2 T ORINAEMBT 180 LV bd iz Thd,
ZOBIGEAEREEIE VD, AERET EHRLTZSGAITHI Y 77 v (mrad), N
WX R ETHIR L7235A13 15 mrad FREE £ CTF s, 2 OB 2 IE Tt
WO LD &0 ) BRI AMEIXE VS, PET I8V CIXEIG OfHE R % %
BIRIK & 72 Do SHEIROBTBR O RIRFEHE 24T 5 B s IR 2 He ] U CRMEEE 2395k
T 5, ARHTIE, 1ZIF 5mrad (0.3 EE)DAEEENH Y | HHARHEL 50 cm D56

T15mm, 100cm T3mm & W) iR R R 8 5,



Fig 1.1 Detection of the annihilation radiation: (*) Positron range and (**) annihilation

photon non-collinearity.



1.3.3 [AIWFEHANE O

PARIAR DR S d 1T DHRIRD B 47z y BRIT. ZO—HMREMRNT OLE
RDH DT T BEL) S, R BSRRIHERIZEIET S, SPECT 4&E Tt
SD y BROFHLIL y B SIVTZARNOER S d ITIRFE L TRIND B2 52 1)
BT O EMERAIEILINEE & 72 5, —J5C PET CTILIHEBCR B RIRER I S 2 e
13452 O y BDBPIRIR L BT 2RO L 72D, Z ORI DOOTHI y B
BARZ R 2 A EEE L & BRI MR EL p DA THIE AL y BEOALEITIRAE L 72\, [
RO BRI IR I D — B TRWGE PRI AR AR DSBICH 25510

Wit S4d (Fig. 1.2) L7233 - T PET T LALDHT — 1L SPECT 12kl L TR

EEEESELLD,
SPECT PET
L]
, |
i A
[y d RN
9%
SPECT:
Attenuation fraction (AF)= et+d \ 4

PET: H

AF = e('”dl) e(‘ﬂdz)
= pl(n (dl +d2))
= e('HL)

Fig 1.2 Attenuation of the gamma rays: comparison between SPECT and PET.



1.3.4 [RIEFFEHEOFIA

FIRFFHANC &> THE L PET ORET — X ITITEREOBEBRIZH ST HHD
FIRFEHEAINA T, BELFEIRFEHE, BRGNS EN D, EFRFHE LT
RO FONIRNB L TN ABEEND, Y 7 NATT v B A LHIEICEM S
N5, HELRIREE HE & V3R AR N CHGEL U EBRITE - 72 7 4 &~ ECRIREFHI S5
FHECH Y | BFERIRFFHEL & IFIHRIR O B DOFAL & S STz Z S DTHEIK y # D
A5 MEFERIRIRH I — S O &R TRt S 23HETH 5 (Fig 1.3),

BCELIRIIRF R M, R A RE UL I S N7 BRI (T e v 7 MICE e &
PEE B S DIRRN & 72 5720 B OB IIHES LA E 72D, MEICBIL T,
BELRIEE S E X T T n v 2 I L—3 g Uik, —[AEELEHEET S Single
Scatter Simulation (SSS)i% 223N S 25, I Al NEFHECH 1 1338 A [7] I 5 4k
(delayed coincidence) & HI%& [RIFERT4% (prompt coincidence)iERAH W B b, AAFZET

MW SN2 FE1L SSS 5B L NBAERIBFRHEIE TH 5,

Fig 1.3 Coincidence types. a: True, b: scatter and c: random.



1.4 PET/CT &%

PET/CT &% PET HfRIZIN %, fR5FHIA0E G HRICEI S CT (Computed
Tomography) i % [7]—$& A b CRIFFCH 2 FR A RERERE ITh 5, [A—~ v F Lk
THi T OMAN 1[0 TiTii 5 (Fig 1.4), PET/CT IZ X B EEZIKT O 7R sd 2w
R L EFEMAXB Lo, BRI N K > THRARIEHIZ WS XL 0 1B
(272 % X#CT ZFIH L7z@vy SIN OJEs i IE 52 ] > T PET Eifg o @B E AL
R R OFME S FIRE T H, PET HfRIZ CT Mgz fitA (Fusion)d 5 Z & T,
HHNIOEFELG TR LV 5030 5 < 72 0 2 EE S ) 9%, PET B D55 Th
DARSHRTE 2 M 2 DFIRENH O | BUETIL PET &2 PET/CT ZEE A~ 7 b &

EERIZEL L TND,

PET O &8 TILIEMH#R CTdH 5 0.511 MeV O vy # AT 2 72 DI @ i
HheR & AR HEU S LB A O IRERR 0 iR RE S R v D, PET THWORL TV D &
Fip o F L—H % Table 1.1 1277, 0511 MeV D yifpl v o F L —XOFAENEH
IHBEHRG LI T R U BELTH D, TRLF =R MFEED S TIHT y
METENF—2 Ko TN SN D HEBENRNLEE LWIZOTE DR FER T
B PMRENWT T L—ENROOND, FTREAENZ VT E = RLX—45
D3 < 72 0 BRI N M SR MREN R R 5720, TAbDERGE
IR D,



BGO MHEN EI T o724, BGO L FRREDFEMF & E, FIENE <
PN B 45V LSO, GSO ¥ v FL— A BEDER L 720 5o dH %, LSO,
GSO % W35 TIEFREEOBNIC X > T2 R L X — 3 fREEN 7 S MUELELIA]
RFEHE A2 D S D HENFETH D, F R iERED M) 92 FIC L - TRIFEE!
BDOEZALTA L RUMREFE S THFNAEEL 2 VBRBEIRGFHENIMZ 6 b, ¥
YFU—Z THEUERNIZNHRF TERE TR IND,

VUTF U —FORNEIIMBFH TH D OHEEEHORE WIEE FHGE

(Photon Multiplier Tube: PMT) 23 —fxFIICEH 15,

Table 1.1 Characteristics of the scintillators

YUFL—X

Nal (TI) BGO LSO GSO
P (g/lem®) 3.67 7.13 7.4 6.71
FNRAE S 51 75 65 59
BRIEI RS w (em™) 0.034 0.095 0.089 0.067
FEXHFE LR (%) 100 15 75 35
FEIEIEERER (ns) 230 300 40 60
T RVE—RRE (%) 10 25 25 14
JEPTE (at hem) 1.85 2.15 1.82 1.85
TR H Y 2L 2L L

10



15PET/ICT A A=Y

1.5.1 PET OF — X UL

PRI PR 2 5 LERAN DM 2 G2 1201217 9 7 — 2 I Z = 3
v g YEE (Emission scan) & W\ JESHIIET —# 2 BUS T 5720 T T — 4
WA F T A v g VIEE (Transmission scan) &9, R T A I v ia VI
13 %Ge / ¥Ga <> ¥'Cs Z MBI AW TSN RRRIE & . CT & W= 7 kIl
HiLD, PETOT I v g VINETIZ 2 KT (2D)INEE, 3Rt (BD)INEE “Dnmhe
T 5 (Fig 1.4), 2D IN4E 1T field of view (FOVYNICE 7 & & (i [FEd . # o7 &
T ] )PERE S AU TR Y ARG M O [RE S 7o AR CRIRSEHI 21T © . (Rl
MICHEEE SN D AT A AL, [Al—VY 7 ED LOR THEINDIATA ALV A
IV T HORBFHARO OEE SN DA TA ALNHY | BB EZA LT FAT
A A (F#R), BEEIZ B AATAA (F#) & F D, 3D NETITE T LITHY B
IV E D Z < O AR CRIFFEHI 21T 9 . 3D IR I BGELRIRFFHEA N4 5 — 77,
JEEES 2D IUAE K 0 3~T7 15 & i < VEEE OMEREM _E IS 3D BRI E AN L 7=,
BIfETIE 3D WEEN LW CTh 0 2D ISR ITmes 72 i Sl &2 022 & 3 2 K i PET

BRECHHASND,

11
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Fig 1.4 The comparison between a: 2D mode and b: 3D mode.
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1.5.2 CT Jg5Hfi £

PET/CT TOWFIMIEIZILCT Efg 2 FIH L TR~ v 7 (n~ v NEE
2703 ZARHNLILD, SMTRRIRTE &tk U CHRIRE ] THEEE £ XD
BNDIRNNT U AI vy v a T — RGO D ED DR RFH OB & T RE
T 5, i, CTIZEBHIEL, CT THWAS X # (40-70 keV) & PET O {H I #
DTF)F— (611 keV)IZER R HENAEL D, DFV R F—nN R 5 H(CH
LT, XBZRAF—ITHETRAF =R y IR, AT T L0 X5 7kt
WA i W -5 75 DWE 2 5 A T 2 B AR Tt O R I HE A~ DR IRIC L D
e %< 7% (Figl5)., L7=23->7TCTE#&END 511 keV DOJEFT~ v 7 (ui-MAP)

NOEHN DB L 70 A

1.5.3 p-MAP & H1k
ORr—)Vik
FTARTOZRAF—IZEW CHEROBRIRIIRE DL EE —ETh D & IKE
9%, u-MAP %, %172 CT & SPECT, PET =R /LXF—|{ZBW T, KD pfE
DRI L > T CT HRICRAT 25 2 LI K> TEHT S *9,
Ok T AT —va ik
CT it & %72 Dt (soft (0 < HU < 300), lung (—800 < HU < 0), bone (HU >
00 LENTIC—ED pfliz 52, BT 5,
OBilinear £
MW—,A &V HU =0 2512, 2D LT HU (B 7e 2 8 #% FVCAEH#:
ERAR

13



OHybrid 7 ©
A=Y o7kl AT —va  EEA LT VS U X AT CT Wi
% HU=300 O B CTHEHE & € DMOMBEICX s L, A=V 77577 2%F 0

BT % (Fig1.6), MU FIcARX (11) %577,

n" =0.096cm™| 1 HU for HU <300

+—
771000 |

n™ =0.081cm™| 1+ HY for HU > 300
1000 | (11)

Fig 1.7 IZZENEND u-MAP 7R d, RAFZEIZIIT H A4 A — 713, Hybrid

EOT VT Y XLPMEH I,

Mass attenuation coefficients

100.00
4 Bone, Cortical
—— Muscle, Skeletal
10.00 - ——e——Tissue, Adipose

"E —+—Tissue, Lung
2 — = Alr
S 1.00 - CT:40~70keV  8Ge:511keV 137Cs : 662keV
. E Ok
=

0.10 -+

0-01 L i r{ 1 A *_1 n : I i 1 j;;ls PE 1

10 100 {1 1000

E [keV]

Fig 1.5 Mass attenuation coefficient different by energy.
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Threshold model

0.20

2 .teﬂ on
018 = i blood (~ 40 H.U.)
e - muscle (~ 60 H.U.) .=
0.10 scale factor=0.495 - . = scale factor=0.406
1
|
H 1
0.05 |
i
|
air-water mix i air-bone mix
0.00 - . . : . . .HU
-1000 -500 0 t 500 1000 1500
air water cortical bone

300 H.U.

Fig 1.6 Hybrid method ®.

Fig 1.7 Illustration of attenuation maps generated using the different energy-mapping

techniques: (a) Scaling, (b) Segmentation, (c) Hybrid and (d) Bilinear methods™?.
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1.5.4 % FEHERR
T—HINEIZ L > TR LT T — Z IXHELHIE, BIEFEREFHEIHE. 8059
FIE, BORAIESE 2 S 72 IS G R S 4L PET B3 b D, 72 3D X
HETHONTEBRET — 2137 — %&£\ 72 Fourier-Rebinning (FORE){EIZ LV
2D BT — X IEBT D EN L, BIEOREE TIIMREM LI XY 3D 7 — % TH
WERT 2, R EARERIC I, MITHITIE CTh 5 7 1 V2 — I REIESOT P FIE

T % Ordered-subset expectation maximization algorithm (OSEM)%E WAz iV B0 5,

Of MY ik
$ 2oL T — U AL
- 7 4 VZ —IHIEW#E (Filtered back projection: FBP)
- HEHH4r (Convolution)
oft it FH)Fik (BRI AR IE)
* ML-EM (Maximum likelihood — expectation maximization (EM))
* OS-EM (ordered subset - EM) (FORE-OSEM: 2D-OSEM, 3D-OSEM)
+ MAP-EM (Maximum a posterior - EM)
* RAMLA (Row-action maximum likelihood algorithm)

+ DRAMA (Dynamic RAMLA)

16



* ML-EM %

AR @ radioisotope (RI) 725 D y #ROGFDIEEDRT Y A>T 6 <
Frif e O T2 B RRIE DS ML-EM ¥ T®H 5, ML-EM #5135 L HE E (Maximum
Likelihood) D% sk 5 REHI R FIETH 5, iR CixEFE j HNEE i1
HETHMRLE L, POIAREL KOUREICOWT FTRICER LTS

E>

- NERE (FP) : HoMIFE | OBFEME A j &, ZOREE | NAMOKRE | 12H5T
LMERDEDOMMTH Y LT DX (L) TREn 5,
FP, Zcu j L.2)
¥ (BP) : #5520 OFEE yi &, BROOMHE j 3 RE i 1B TV Dk
KOOI TH Y LLFDOA (L) TREND,
BP, :Zj:Cij Yi (1.3)

MLEM O —f=UFZLL F O (L4)TREIN5,

kel iCi
£ Zculzr;clm W (1.4)
DU R T, Bk | #EmGOIERE 7 — % LFHIlT — & Dt %
TV L, ESL L THEERBZEIET D, ZOFEEZEVIRLTENTLH
T, “HOMRSE 2 HETH S, PET 2HRCiE, S OICHELORTI. £ LT

EREICEAT DR EQEZMAABFH SN TN D

17



- OSEM £
ML-EM (Maximum Likelihood Expectation Maximization)iEn3 2 & 72> TRV 7 &
v NEERINDIDEAERET HHF T ML-EM JEICHATH 7 > ME, i
i ERIZAT O ZEMARRTH D, ZHMNLDORENS, FHEEZ RO D L I
L CHBTEBMEZRE L TV o), BR8N b eGa-e, 78y hRZn
BRI EEORBICIVRELZ AL, HBRHEDBEEICALND, LoT, #
L (iteration) & B 7t~ b (subset) D /T A —H Ofgim bITEE L /25, FBP i

& OSEM LD &V % Fig 1.8 (27”7,

Fig 1.8 The comparison between FBP method and OSEM method: (a) FBP and (b)

OSEM methods. (*) is coronal slice.
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1.5.6 TEIEFF il
PET O EFRIC S S 5 [FIRFRHEUITE O [FIRFRHE T & 0 (8% [RIREF A0S (i1
DHEZ LY & 725, MEFITMFHESE TH DO TR T ) U AIC LTS D RED LY

N, ART Y UARTIE I U R RE VI EREE RIS <25, Ll 1E

ANSY

FERIRFFHE DB L > TT L b HORRFFHROFEER AN S < 2D LR
572N,
B Ofe FHES 2 AT 2 BRIC A A & 0 2 FRAR I 1T 26 B O VERE & 37 3~ 5 4
TS R 4R %% (Noise Equivalent Count : NEC X 1.5)23% %,
T?
T T+S+kR (15)
EBEITIE NEC 1ZHRB2EOFETH VD DFEECA 7 A4 AHITBE ST 722

NEC

W B H TR CEBEE T 5 Z T L S G BIREDOBICHEH SN D 12,
F7o, HEIZOWTIESNR THRE, INERMZ t & L7256, BLTFOR (1.6)035K

V7 E ., NECR & UUERFRIC L0 Wi IIRE S b 9,

SNR?=NECR x It (L6)

fihDFEFE & LTI National Electrical Manufactures Association (NEMA)IZ & % IEC
body phantom % V7= HIBEREA 190, BRIRS— A TIEA A K74 2 B s HigE
&5 ftlig 2 F VO 72T Signal to Noise ratio (SNR)Z:7238 %, IEC 7 7 o b A CTlIHEi#
a2 b7 A RB LIV SNR DMAIEE FTRE T o 0 A TR IE | BELAH IE O RN & T RE
Td D, I SNROZEE OX—MRFMICHY L, B 2 592 BRI 355

MPZE LiHii LT WHELLEH S5,
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2  PETICT E&IE

2.1 PET #%i

PET fA Tl &4 2 FANTFRI A N2 | JWEEN S L <IXFH Ofigk T
flEsnsd (Fig2l), 17 nrm bu 2B THHRBEZ R o ToARY b e % R
LEARY br UMz FE 2 OJFIETHEA DI L 72 56EWITIE L B B9 O FEH %
JET 5, £ LT, MERBRCHER R SOl LA 2 R TREIC AR LT3R
Fill 2 PET MM 3 %, PET WM S 5 554 & Table 2.1 & Fig 2.2 127”7,

Fio. AW THEH I FDG & MET IZOW Tk 5,

Fig 2.1 In-house cyclotron and automated synthesis systems.
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Table 2.1 Characteristics of the PET tracer types

SR R L—H— Rt s B 1

18F FDG B IS, Do, b

e MET VWA FE T AR I

ic Choline ay TN AN

e PIB TIaA R TR

e 4DST 4174 T ES

e 77— b iz Ty

BN =V IR i)

50 K 1. T

18F 4-DST 34173 HE 1%

18F FMISO B P 35 e NI

B DOPA K= K
I1C-methionine I1C-choline 1C-4-DST

Fig 2.2 The figure show the different PET tracer images.
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2.2 FDG-PET
2.2.1 2-[*®F] fluoro-2-deoxy-p-glucose (FDG)

FDG D #iEIL, H 1 7 17 k1 T 80~90 4yl BRET & AT\ U 3 F D e &
LAY b UK BF R D, Zhva: FDG BB REEE T L. (LR
JHETEDG ~E BT D, TO%, MERELZRET, K5 AHEL LD, FDG DR
WIIHARTY A Y M=t T4 78 ba UBEFPFIIEMZE B SRR E L
TRRE LT A o e ) ROV A ARIE 2 ThiilE Sz FDG 2T
PET &AL IR I T2ODHA T A ) ITHERL L THERL S 11D,

FDG I, glucose [FIFRICHIIZNIZ A > 7= & & | Hexokinase (2 L 0 U b S d,
Glucose (T Z DD H TCA [FIFEIZ A > TRFEH S D78, FDG IEMG@H s ) b L
ZEEMEANICE 85 (Metabolic trapping), FDG 138O flafsmss, U o feil.
ZLTC, M7y 7 ENMIANIZE EF 5 2 L THIBN ORI 2 KBt b 2 & L7

% (Fig 2.3),
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18
2-fluoro[ F]-2-deoxy-D-glucose (FDG)

CH.OH
O
OH OH

HO
IBF

Glucose Transporter (GLUT) Cell

Hexokinase \
Glucose » Glucose =P G-6-P —p Glucolysis

-+ W (TC AC)«‘C] e)

FDG » FDG ———p FDG-6-P
- -

Metabolic trappingj

Fig 2.3 FDG constitutional formula and a metabolism model.
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2.2.2 IR ESR

FDG OfRF#NS I 2010 4F 4 AEIZH VT, BDABIRICEHIT 2 B (R4
BRAEERLS) OWRKREZW £ 12138 - BEOZEZ2 A& T258I28EHIE L 78D,
PET ZWNIIEAI OB A FIH L7z b O T, PET TEH &2 EAIERHOE
TN F P TTE L T FHEEET,

FDG &7V a—AD I BF SlAAENTE Y | Hik L/ va—2 L
LTW%, 201, 7 a— 2RO A A~ FEANTIR Y AEN D, @il
X7 a— 2R A TdH 2O T FDG 1L M D = %L ¥ — G & K4~ 5 1R
HEWZ D, M LR Z B0 AT &N IBI L T bz, Bk
FE DRI E S EIR S ERE L, WISE I WERE L A DR B D,

]11

HANDOERDO EE W ZF i 253, 5o REMEOER]., 58 - BREOZE
JFRBEOMR, TRTH, BRFHEORIBBIZMSFICREANTH S (Fig

2.4),

' ~
Gl
4 = -
. . L]
b Adi] R-CHOP4%#—)l) R-CHOP 6%7—)k R-CHOP 8% —)

Fig 2.4 The effect of treatment in the case of the malignant lymphoma.
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2.3 MET-PET

2.3.1 L-[methyl-**C] methionine (MET)

MET® 8l L, 44 7 ko T 30~40 2 BIIRS 217 1'C (5 1) %

Rk LB OB R EEE 2 UV MET IZE T 5, MET & FDG & [RERICHE 2/ 7E L,

AR LTb D% PET BEICHHT 5,

MET IZ/IIENICA D &, # "7 BRki%1T 9 %, S-adenosy methionine % #% T

DNA/RNA RU AT —F~f7< FH, L TREDEI D% &5 Tn L
2.5),

FDG £ XN MET DLt % Table 2.2 12777,

”CH3SCHZCH2(?HCOZH
NH,

Neutal Amino Acid transporter L-system Cancer cell

“C-lz?beled / (Hepatocyte) \

protein etc. < |
Met » Met ____, protein synthesis

v

S-adenosyl olyamine/
methionine ) %N};/RNA

v

metabolites /

Fig 2.5 MET constitutional formula and a metabolism mode.
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Table 2.2 Comparison between FDG and MET

L-[methyl-**C] methionine (MET)

2-[*®F] fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose (FDG)

WRT X e A F A = LA UHEE

Ta—AD OH O |z BF

AT A= LR UAGH BE ORGSRl A Rk
T2 EBRAGEH, EBAA A ROk PEAH 2 Sk

PR 11 PR 20 45 7 318 ¢ R 110 4y

B RCEE, FEHERAR AR E O FE KGR

BENELE D 7 BEIRAFSE — BENELE TR

BRI O 7207 U S U IR ATRE,

OB — FaoE (T U Y)

FEIZRZWT (R (S AMAEYS)
fifife FLiE RIERE I R
Povadf R—T 2 BRI E

JEEZWr DAs A 78U T 2
TAMAIREZE
MMESHE  GRENE) DRI

2.3.2 fRIRATE

MET 12 % > )7 & OTTE, A F IV -

72 RGO, MarEgE -

SYURERET K AT 5 R L—H 0 ThH Y | BICMEBSZICHV STV S, FDG I
HepRiia R B 28 i <L SRR i e ERTE A~ OBBITIR VW & S,

AT
e O H Y

MET |3 EEFE D FEARE & 72 V) H R IB IO 12 O F S BREESE . T8 D8RI
7% (Fig 2.6), £/ AF A= DOEMLCT. MRI LV EfR2

RREOE=4 1 L 7Z# LT 5 22,
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Fig 2.6 Comparison between medicine accumulations: (a)FDG,(b) MET. A case of the

diffuse large B-cell lymphoma (DLBCL).
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2.4 AT
PET 22 W Cl3 S HERAI DR R 4 E &5 2 9 C, JERE O RIEMEOER, 58 -
BRBEOZW, FEBOMRBITOND,

ERFMOMEE LT — b AV PETAEBEAT2HED, #5 LA
DAT%H AL 1 g (25 %2 7159 % injection dose / g, standardized uptake value (SUV)%5
METF B D, A TRV S ABERK T HRIICAV RS SUVIIZ N TR
~D,

2.41SUV &%
PET TIIHUHMEEF O34 2 E &b T 5720, —xAYRERIKR TIEX SUV body
weight (bw) 23S HW B35, SUV &1, Gl ~ DA EMOMI 2R T 7DD
fSMREETHY . LLTDX 21)TEHERALND,

FELA A RE B (Bay) /AR & (ml)

SUV,, (g/ml)= P 5 b RE B (Bg) / IR (g) 1)

SUV OHE T, BERTEERI ORI N ES | 2H WD & 2 A —ITafm L,
MONEDOWEE 1 LT, BH WD EZASUV=1 &5, SUV &Ik, 20D
&9 R¥J— I A ARE L1256 & He~ T BRGS0l O U RE IR BE Ml fi5 = v Vs
Z KT, SUV TG B0 ERMETH D o BFEA . Uptake Time, RF& 7250
AP EIR S, BRa RRTFIC R VRRERZ AR L D,
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242PET A A=Y 7B T HEEMICE LT

PET IZBT HHIE X, R CER I, MEIXEEMEICERT 5, BE0HF
HEZ FWHMy, R b L U% FWHMp AR b O FEFRENC K 5 IR A
FWHMy., 7 U ZAZ VO REE FWHMp, s~ v v 7 OREFE AA/EH OB

72 )% FWHM & L o ZBEHERDOKR T & LIZGAELTORX 22)TrREN5b,

FWHM , = ax \FWHM Z + FWHM ? + FWHM 2 + FWHM (2.2)

PET D223 fRREIZ—MRAYIZ 5 mm & AERZR72D1T, TUNMRZEITH /3 B RER R &
LB EER NS SUV EITEOE LY bIR<BISh D, o, BRRIZENT
1T, MR OSBC X H NIBIRIC L » TERMEOSLEHL 2, &I, PET %
B &V FHIZEE S BT 2R - B ARSI E T & L TREE 5 X
HEN 2D, RRESIICEET 2% & LTk, ASJAH Y BI%L(Point spread function:
PSF)Z W5 H T, WGEEREET L TY XA, 8T A—ZD—# L LT PSF Z#
FriATe PSFAHIE %9 [AIRFGHI OB HRER 22 C LOR OB A 2 H#EE9-% Time of
flight (TOF) ¥, 7=, WRURERZFWRIFIHRE 20 Th ERM TN 5,
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2.4.3 Uptake Time
S SEAN O EFE T 5% ORER & 12295 (Fig 2.7)., FDG-PET fRix
FDG #¢54% 60 00 bty 2 O — R Th 2, IEF MM DL <160 53 T—iE L
7223, MEEFIZEI L CIE 90 47, 120 43 & #il 3 5 IZ DaUREAISERE S N3 D )12
%, & D7=% Delay Scan (# HIF) DB % it T LEEBIZEHIC AW ImE D £ 55
. TBRSCHE OBITEE R LI L T2 D,

14

4 A \ - - -
IF":-‘ v? ? ? E""‘“‘-‘?--n--q
L] a... O
. ﬂuﬂﬂgﬂﬂnnﬂn-ﬂn
0 1 ] 1 | l ] 1 1 L 1 L I | 1 l
0 20 40 Eﬂ

Time (minutes after duaa}

Fig 2.7 Time activity curve in each organ®”
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2.4.4 {KKs7E

TSR PESEAN T M i A e Tl O (SR 5 0 T RO S ekl
% & ENTMIE T OPRIE & I 2 DN H & B2 b D, METEERITHREG S D
EFEPEERIMAL I L, fER MK EIXIIIEREICHAT 2720, ERIRLE
AR (21)T REGBIREENRE] Lo TWD L AR, BEEZEOMKT O
SHESER OIREIIZIZIFNT D03, HEVIZK> TV DHBERLSCE TN DHBER L,
FRAEARTUDS BT 5 BB MR B AMATE & el L7av, RS DS R E WRRE
T AR O 522 Cligigs 23 XTI A E S LA M T 5 (Fig 2.8), ©Z T, Lk
KOKWEOPD VI, (KEEHENLEWAFKEE, BISHERELZ W5 SUV?
HLIRERINTWD, 1B HEEIZ The European Organization for Research and
Treatment of Cancer (EORTC)*Y<° SUV m Z VY% PET Response Criteria in Solid

Tumors (PERCIST)® B S 5,
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BMI 16.9 22.9 38.2
Liver SUV,... 1.52 1.78 3.08

Fig 2.8 The relations between BMI and Liver SUV.
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2.4.5 A FRA B[R]

PR 2R BRI & LTI E S, AHBEL T R U U, EEERE T RS,
BRI LV MFEE @ VAIRRE T FDG #5-9° 2 &, i) & M~ FDG 4%
Fi v a— 2 EEET 5, Fi A AT SEREVIRRE( 2 Y Ui E)
LA B ~DERPTTE L, TORRAN Y 7 770 RIRmWER E R 57120,
NG AEFE SRR N % (Fig 2.9). BEEIB LOA 2 Y U GI3MRAE 25
IpNed BRFEIA R Y UERENS SRR EH T D NER D D,

Fig 2.9 Illustration of the accumulation distribution: (a) normal, (b) dietary intake, (d)

exercise and (d) granulocyte-colony stimulating factor injections.
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25 PET/ICT #Rkt& 7" v k=1

2.5.1 AifAL{E
FDG (3 4~6 KFE] DR K OWE D OF N DO L F7ZATH ~ A E
TR EER OFL L EROZE (FRZEG% 30 o EE) B L ORI <K
L7 UT T AW RIS BB EO- DGR O/KK (500 ml FRE) E179,
MET (ZBI L Tid 4~6 RO L OV X/ BEOBM A 2EE3 5, &Lz s
ITWEBE OREIIZEZ1T 9, @M ORAE TIXHEE R X OZHHREE O T 2 H

<Tew, FEEFNZMFHEDORE 21T 9,

252 Ry va=v7r

LYW E2AT 5 BTN P S 7 SEA O£ FE B XL OVEERIRICE R
TH7—=F 777 MOBRNOTOIREENNIHEIR 21T 5, SRR R AT ERAL
ARG OBIITRITHE L L, @BHIECT 7 —F 777 FORR L 2572
ORGP BRI 5, BRGRNLIIIERR ORAEIIKATF T D, Mg htiag 5 Tlao
T—FT7 77 MTED T A vy a VIEOEALZ I S 7o W T B
AR CTH 20, WERITHEBN L WVERZR IR CTldZ LT s TIF72RETITH, K
MLOB SO BEMEO =T —F b5l S Z S o7, AR ZE L TLE
LT BB ERIHORD KO ICRET 5 Z L NEETH D,
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2.5.3 R DN

1 CTIZEDIRT T (—RALADLFR (MDA = —TITAX Y ) 7T A
LW TR DRSS, N7 T MTHM X BT BB AG S AL, 1R/
FEBLOFIPH F K ORI <HEIB D 7= 3D & FE I H Ehifill B4 HRE (Care Dose 4D)(ZF)

HEhz ),

2 CTOAXYY (FT7UVAI v v a lAF Y U)NLPET O=I v a VUELED
frEA VAN E T 27D BT S L < ITRERIE I CfThbhd, HHFE
O & BRI A 1 TALE A L ORI ICA BT SR> 722y, HHPERT
ISR S A~y FIFRO LR PV I HELH D 3, CT O|MFITN

15-30s & A CHRE NI THOIL D,

3 CT A¥ v UM THIZ PET AF ¥ U MTbivd, BEEN RS REBEOLEIT 1
N K47 A F A A(FOV: 16.2 cm)C Overlap (11 slice) =t 1bed/position & 7= ¥ 2-3
T8y NIUERFT S, MAERIIN 20 0 TH D, WRICE - TFREET
DY & 72 0 BRARHENE 30 /0L & 70 D, Dl BTk 1 Xy RO m)
HBLEF 16.2 cm) DR HEIH T 10-20 43 DIRERFH 2 3 E L s BE e B 245 2, 1
BHIIREOREEE=4 ) 7 LEFEOBEOREBIEICSE D 5, £z PET
F=H =KD AT FORUFEBHERT D, PET OREEFHIL PET 2EE DM
RES° 2D, 3D DIUEEE— NI L OHERE OBKITIRF LIBE (B —M)BLU0T
— X DFEE (SUV )R BE 525, RPN REWEIRERR, WEI3HT5
T ORKEIZ Lo TR IR 3 2 EN L E LV, HUHERF O£ 5 B2
LT, BATIEIBGO v F L —H D5 2D IV T 185 - 444 MBq. 3D IUET

I3 111 - 259 MBq A — % CTd 5 ¥, BEORFFHITE S IS hp] LN 25 o
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okt U TEBR R 2 RICHAIT 27208 ES b 2B SE L H D,
FEEEICIIER S EOUWERITE D LT IRERFHEIC X > TOHUER)
BRI TEDL L VO MELENTWS B,
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o 3

PET/CT A XA — > ZIZBIT 5 SUV IZEET A HF5E

3.1 WFFEH /Y
PET B2 CIIBUEHERA LR 2 E /I 572012, (KETHIIE L7z SUV body
weight (SUVbw) 23— IV BTV 5, SUV I, B O BIEEER, 185350

E. B HEEZE A RANTHOON D EHERIEE THD, LLRE L,

NN

SUVbw X, REEZEITHRAE L, RRICIERE CI@As o 28 X v iEgrd K OYggs o

AS

SUVbw [FAHXF I A IE S iz BIRE E 70 D, Z OEE R 2 Fik L LT,
R I % F V7= SUV body surface area (SUVbsa)., FEAR{AE % L 7= SUV ideal body
weight (SUVibw)®®), BRISISIAE 4 AV 72 SUVIbM O RMERERE ShTng 3, %
7o, AT, PET (T & D MEGOTER RN ESLYE (PERCIST)ZS Wahl 512X i
218 &7z, PERCIST OFHlEAR Tix, SUVIbm 23 & T v . Fislb ik
DIRFRCRENPT O TND DNBLRTH 5,

el Uy BATHIRICEA L Tk, BORANICET 27l TH D . AHIZE - TR,
SUVIbm Z HIW 7o ARRS A IE D2 R ks KL OERIRIA FIMEIC SOV T L iz ST
720,

o T, ARWFFED BHEYIX, SUVbw & SUVIbm % b3 % ¢, SUVIbm (2R3 %

RIEAHIE D YR L BRRA HMEICOWTHLNCT A HEEZHNE LT,
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3.2 Jitk
3.2.1 HEDMERE
PET-CT #&{& (Biograph sensation 16 Siemens Medical Solutions, Knoxville, TN, US)
L. 9,216 @ lutetium oxyorthosilicate (LSO) DfEshZ EE L, 47 AT A ZAD Y &

16.2 cm @ Z §ili F R 35 L OV 2T A B sl AR EE 6.3 mm 2 a5,

3.2.2 %%
IR T2 0 . MSZATBUE N BN EERERDIE o 2 —Ofi B2 A& DGR
EETHENLIFERROA V74— K artvr s 2572 (KRE 5 840),
®tGe L 72 o 7= DIL FDG-PET % hfT L 72 fdt i 3 7544 (Male: 38, Female: 37; mean age,
61.6 + 13.6 years, Body mass index (BMI) 22.6 + 3.6 range 14.5 - 33.2) 35 X OVHAE DGR
W 57 38 JEHI 66 52 (Male: 38, Female: 37; mean age, 60.6+ 14.2 years, BMI: 21.4 +

5.0 range 15.6 - 42.2) & &6k L 7=,

3.23FDG-PET 'u | @)L
FDG 13, ENZEBREFRENEE e ¥ —H A 7 m ba ok y b 7REICT, 3KH
EOF A 22 - AEEAEEIC LGS, BEEOMBEEHIZAHK L. i
Al UTRBRBZ2BEP AR INTND O &M L7z, FDG O 51%, 6 KF#LL LoD
MRk, MPEEZNE L7-0b, FDG ZEElkRIIC 370 MBq #5- L 72, FDG # /5
1§25 1 Xy K720 3 47 emission scan THATAN b HEAH OFH (25
%) % 8~9 bed DIRIGA1T > 7=, BifgEAERLIL. FORE-OSEM 4% v 7z (lteration:

3 Subset: 8), R T 1)L & —(XfiFA4 5 mm @ Gaussian Filter 2 i [l L 7z,
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3.2.4 SUV O H

REB X ORI AR L2 EHX. UTOAKX 313212k THEE LT,

SUV. - Decay — corrected activity (kBq) / tissue volume (ml)
o Injected dose (kBq) / body weight (g)

SUV. - Decay — corrected activity (kBq)/ tissue volume (ml)
om Injected dose (kBq)/ lean body mass (g)

*BRAGNARE (Lean body mass: lom) D HEEZ

Male =1.10 x (weight) -120(weight/height)?

Female =1.07 x (weight) -148(weight/height)?

3.2.5 SUVIbm DIREEAHIEIZ BT~ 25 fRaE

(3.1)

(3.2)

(3.3)

(3.4)

FHIZ, SUVIbm (2B L T B L Micis T o HEE XA R 5729, Group 1 : male

and female, Group 2 : male, Group 3 : female ® 3 SO 7 NV —T731F &#1T->7=, Bk

FIZ RN TR OBITIRHEAGEH T D2 BRIENARTE (actual LBM) & H#EE U &

S THEHLNZBRIBNHIAE (predicted LBM) D B &M 2 5FAf L 7=,

I, fEHH Ol 2BV T, BLESy (ROD &Mk 7 —/v, TATRKEMR, i,

FFig. . BBE. AL BEIARER~F%E L SUVbw 35 O SUVIbm % 5HHI L 7=,

Body mass index (BMI) & 4% SUV &2 & o> B4 2 37 L 7=,

%I, BB T 2B EOEWCE L CRHME 21T - 7=,
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3.2.6 SUVIbm D EFRAA FIM B3 2 Mgk
M 31T B (kAR IE DR R 2 MEET 5729, TN ratio 23K, SUV F5HE & »

BEEMEZ 5 L7z, TNratio 1Z, A FOARX @BEICL > THEH L,

Tumor (SUVmax)
Liver (SUVmean) (3.5)

TN ratio=

SUVmax: ROI 3 X O VOI (T & - CTHHAI L 7= SEFIERE O Fic Kl
SUVmean: ROI 3 X TN VOI (2 K - TEHA L 72 SRFIEFE O -1 il
3.2.7 m{gfRT

Ot &2 F T 5 ROl D% %)

BitZBI LT, 1 cm @ ROI ZHWTA S IE, EEF (aortic arch level), HUEp
(carinal level), TFENUZA 3 A > b, LEMEFIIAE & FIA T A ATHE 3 RA 2 B
RE LARE 18 RA v b TR L7z, FATREIAR, Mg, ik~ — (fELE)ICE
LTCiE. 1cm ® ROl ZHitk 3 AT A AT3HRA v Ma%iE. FFlgX. 3cm @ ROl %
At 83 A7 A AT 3ARA > MiRiE L7z, ‘BHEIZEI L TiE. 1cm @ ROI & IV THEHE
(L)? L3~L5 T3 ARA » M &sxE Lz, MHPIZE L TiL, 1cm @ ROl Z KEfjh~ 6
RA L PEEL. IBHICBEILTIZ1 cm @ ROl 21 T8O FARRHIZ 6 R A > M %

ELTm, RELZROIDEEHE, 42K 14 2 FTHoTz,

QEEEBNC BT 5 ROl OFFE

JESFICBI LTk, VOI Z V55T, SUVmax Z 5 L. HFlECBI L Cid,

W 2 ABEORIETIT - 12,
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3.2.8 HFIEHT
EEHENTT — Z 121X mean + SD &Ml L7z, #EHENTIZ, SPSS (Version 20)
% v 7=, actual LBM & predicted LBM @ B (2B L T, Pearson OFERAHES /54T
AT, F - iBE A T 5 72 Bland-Altman 237 #4175 72, SUV (SUVbw 35 &
Y SUVIbm) & BMI O BSEEIZ DWW T A BT ~ » ONENFRB T 24T - 72, &
DIFEVZEI L TIE Mann-Whitney @ U BREZ 1T o 72, BRIKRT —# TlL, SUV & TN
ratio D BIHE TR L T Pearson OF=RAHRE AT 24T o 72, AEAKUE 5 Y%A & HLit

FHICAR E LT,
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3.3 iR

BRAGRS AR (actual LBM) & HEEIZ L » TH O NT-BRIEGIAE (predicted
LBM) D BE#E D5 R % Fig 3.1 3 X O Fig 3.2 (29, Bk & thizks i 5 actual
LBM & predicted LBM OAHEIGREL X, 0.866 & 0.959 TV . ZetEIZ B & i LT
AEZRMHBEEZ R LT,

% 72, Bland-Altman 3 #7238\ Tidk, B & iz T, -2.3797 (kg) &-0.21 (kg)
L0 | BHEIXEERZRINERENTE O b,

SUV (SUVbw 5 L Y SUVIbm) & BMI @ B EiMEIZ-DU T Table 3.1 7> 5 Table 3.4 (2
9, SUVbw i, & TDlifias THEREEMDED b7z (P <0.01), SUVIbm (2B
LCiE, Gl TETOlES THEZREM (P<0.05)TH -7, G2k, HHf - &k - i
ICBWTHAEZRN (R=0.5,0.34and 0.84, all P < 0.01)73:8%H H17-, G I L T
13, MiolE#s (R=0.59 P< 0.01)% FR\ N TS IE DR DG vz, NENGHHAKIZ B
LTk, EBWTHERBY (R =047 P< 0.01) @O HNT-, £7=. Group 2
& Group 3 % Lb#E L TIE4 4 Dfiggs T SUVIbm 1% 1357 + 5.85 % (range: 4.04 -
21.43 % Mann-Whitney-U-test P <0.05) DHEINERD Hiviz, Flges DL &#EE (CV)
(ZBJ L CIE, SUVIbm IX SUVbw & b LTl L 7=,

BRIRBINZ 31T 5 TN ratio & SUV & O BJEMEIZEI L T Fig 3.3 127”7, £72.SUVbw
& SUVIbm DGR B % Fig 3.4 12774, TNratio & SUV IC31T 5 ERE R? 1%,
SUVbw 35 L U8 SUVIbm T, 0.89 & 0.93 TH ¥ | SUVIbm I % BAF 2B AE DTz,
SUVIbm 1%, % L= &AL, X0 EM MG TTRETH 2 FRNR S h

776
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Fig 3.1 Correlation coefficient and Bland Altman test. Upper scatter plots show the
relationship between the patient’s actual lean body mass (LBM) and predicted LBM.

Lower figure shows the Bland Altman plot in male.
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Fig 3.2 Correlation coefficient and Bland Altman test. Upper scatter plots show the

relationship between the patient’s actual lean body mass (LBM) and predicted LBM.
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Lower figure shows the Bland Altman plot in female.
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Table 3.1 SUVbw level in male and female

Organ Level* Ccv r value p value
Descending aorta 1.38+0.22 15.72 0.44 <0.01
Spreen 1.45+0.23 15.53 0.47 <0.01
Bone marrow 1.42+022 23.29 0.47 <0.01
Muscle 0.53+0.06 14.89 0.57 <0.01
Liver 1.98+0.31 15.57 0.58 <0.01
Lung 0.40+0.08 20.85 0.83 <0.01
Left atrium 1.44+0.17 11.94 0.65 <0.01
Adipose tissue 0.25+0.05 21.19 -0.12 0.313
SUV, Standard uptake value. CV, Coefficient of variance.

*Level is SUV mean + SD.

Table 3.2 SUVIbm level in male and female

Organ Level* Ccv r value p value
Descending aorta 1.08+0.15 14.00 0.24 <0.05
Spreen 1.13+0.15 13.47 0.24 <0.05
Bone marrow 1.11+0.24 21.75 0.34 <0.01
Muscle 0.42+0.06 13.90 0.32 <0.01
Liver 1.55+0.22 14.44 0.39 <0.01
Lung 0.31+0.06 18.16 0.74 <0.01
Left atrium 1.12+0.13 11.80 0.36 <0.01
Adipose tissue 0.19+0.05 23.81 -0.23 <0.05
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Table 3.3 SUVIbm level in male

Organ Level* CVv Range r value p value
Descending aorta 1.14+0.15 13.37 0.92-1.52 0.21 0.210
Spreen 1.17+0.15 13.25 0.82-1.50 0.17 0.294
Bone marrow 1.17+0.24 20.85 0.73-1.63 0.50 <0.01
Muscle 0.45+0.05 11.17 0.34-0.56 0.24 0.140
Liver 1.67+0.21 12.54 1.28-2.09 0.34 <0.05
Lung 0.34+0.06 16.36 0.26-0.51 0.69 <0.01
Left atrium 1.22+0.11 9.17 1.07-1.45 0.30 0.064
Adipose tissue 0.20+0.04 19.27 0.13-0.30 -0.04 0.814
Table 3.4 SUVIbm level in female

Organ Level* CVv Range r value p value
Descending aorta 1.01+0.12 11.54 0.76-1.30 0.06 0.712
Spreen 1.09+0.14 12.87 0.85-1.51 0.14 0.410
Bone marrow 1.05+0.23 21.61 0.57-1.55 0.04 0.828
Muscle 0.39+0.05 13.20 0.28-0.51 0.16 0.345
Liver 1.42+0.16 11.01 1.16-1.70 0.08 0.659
Lung 0.28+0.04 14.12 0.20-0.37 0.59 <0.01
Left atrium 1.03+0.07 6.66 0.90-1.18 0.02 0.905
Adipose tissue 0.19+0.05 28.11 0.11-0.33 -0.47 <0.01
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Fig 3.3 Relationship between Tumor/Liver ratio and SUV.
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Fig 3.4 A case of weight 45kg and 95kg: (a) head and neck tumor and (b) malignant
lymphoma.Fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose whole-body PET maximum intensity projection

images. The liver SUVs levels were a: 1.92, b: 2.76 (SUVbw) vs 1.82, 2.04 (SUVIbm).
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3.4 BE
AEFFEIE. PET ZEHCH W S5 SUVbw 5 X O SUVIbm (2B 5 E &R EEIZ S
WC, NI K OERIR B & W CRREEZ AT > 72, SUV I, PET EAIDER &4 E
B9 55T, MIAEMEZ RBRICFHE TR TH v | M BRI R,
BRI FAHEFITHN DN D, BT OIRRBFHEIZE LT, CT TIXIRECIST1.1)
ORAWHRTEY, PET Tk SUVbw % f\ /= TEORTCJ, SUVIbm % 7=
[PERCIST) 23%F 415, RECIST TITMEERIZ L 2W5LHE CTh 5 -0 G
FHE CIINEETH 525, PET ITMlAOTEEIMEZE=2 U V7 HRETH LD, F
BN R HE CRRIRII A NEDN 2B E SN D,
L2 L, SUV IZEEZEN GG L FEEME TH U | BHGFEERIZ I8 1T 2 W BL 7Y 2L
F 7 PEGE M AT KD NMRIERIC K- TRAZEAE U D, 8% SUV (1T,
REIZTHIIET D SUVDbW DSV G LD DY, IRFE A K & W3 CIIam i o5 2
(2 K o THRGONEAR 12 36 T SUVbw ASFRSFHIIZ A 1E S 41 5 72 60 ALFRIER LI
£ D TR O RIB IR RFE TN & - T, IEERIBRBIHE DMT A W Ea A
U2, ZOFEIZEALTIE, SUV L, BERMHEAIOPMRES | 2H WD L 2 A
=oAL, DO ANEOEE 1 & LA % SUV=1 L ERT L FERERET
DD, BRI O E L, TR DIZFRENAE T D, 72 PET A /040 L
2 Wiz, TR SUVbw 1K< 72 0 | 5 RAIZNENG LIS OAERRClsaR 1L
WAEICR D, ZORMENDL, THETIE, BRIBMAREZIZICD L L, EEEORE
b B LAk~ el BV ER BRI TE 72, Wahl 512X 5T 2009 FICHEE S L7
PERCIST Ti. BREBMIAE % H\ 5 H T SUV O IEHILZLT 5 F TR 2 888
3%, PERCIST & M\ 7, BRIREIA FMEIL, EITRCKRIZEB W TEMEY @2 3R
2B ESIND, o, BEOEE R ERREVNLIZEIT S PET 2T,
SUVIbm % W % BEFRRA RIS ST b 9, PERCIST 1%, BK TfThiL
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TWDN, AFRBIZBNTHA%, EHShL2ENRTRIND,

ABFZEDRER T, SUVbw Z W26, ETOlEIRIZIW\ T, BMI OIS
PRV, FERHFRAICH B RBEMAEN S 7-(P < 0.05), — T, SUVIbm |Z SUVbw
& Hg U CAREBREZ DK D biv, EEMEOM EICEBRT 2FIE Th 5 FDR
M X417z, SUVIbm A L7256, MEICB L Tid, MREMEIT 0.959 &< Ik
A IED N RITRAFCE SN2, BIEZBW TR, BERRINERAE SRR O bi,
HAOBMIEDOHRIZBAL TH AR+ Tholz, EHIT, HMED SUVIbm (34 &
LEZ U T, SERHERIICH BRI 38 B iv7e (13,57 +£5.85 %, range: 4.04 - 21.43 %,
Mann-Whitney-U-test P < 0.05)

HEERDEEFREICE L TiX, SUVIbm 2R M+ 5 BRI S5 B EoH#E e
DG L TWRWATEEMEDRE 2 DL, AFEMOEVNZ L - TRREL 4 U7 rTaetEDs
BEZbD, —H T, BMED SUVIbm 232t & g U TRV VREEIZBE LT Yeung
BOWE BN TH, HBEIXAEARBMGED b, EHIEN AT TH o7
LR NTU 5, Sugawara & OIS SNRI L CTH, KMEOILN AERE LI Thh
oW T o Tzied, BHED SUVIbm A2 L2 L T, B THmE N
HlEER O R, B & PN KRREEICREN L, BT ORMTHIEREZD
o,

LHVEZIIT D BAF 2R EIC RS L Tl @miE D K1 & 22 2 EN#& T oA
FRBE N BLEE S AV Al IE DR 2 i3 2 FCH M & ik U CTRAMRIL B AT 22 (KR Al
ERGLNICATREMENR B 2 bivd,

#9715 %D B ] OFAZEIZE L Tid, JEEORHmIZ I T SUVIbm (X SUVbw & [t
L, MHBRKIIEN B R EDR TH o722 D, EE b EShRRICE D
Tik, 2 AR TH TS B2 b D,
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3.5 i i

BRIGWAIREELZ L 0 EHU L Z1T 5 SUVIbm 13X, 55 &M TR IE O RITE O DR
D OHNTED, EEMEOBRAAZBER L 72, SUVIbm X, ZE LT-E&zieftil, X
D IEfED DR ZRFHM AN FIRE & 72 W PET WO EICE T 21BE CH L ]
REMEDS RIR STz,

AWFFEIT. AR ENEND ABFFEIRBUYE] SRk 23 GRS AMTFEBIAE DB
T TiThhiz,
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4=
11 c-Methionine 33 £ OV ®F-FDG % f\ =[G H PET A A —3

7\ B9 S 40F5E

4.1 WF9TH Y

HAE, FDG # W= PET EITIEGHRED I —/L RA X 2 — K& U TR 7
FREBICFHIHENTWD, UL, FDG (X7 o — 2 & )k L= A 2728

ﬁ-\;m

ABETE DO @ OISR R, ETRIESDOIY IABE NIRRT B L KIET
D Y FDG B TORZMNILH HRRERANH 5 Z LN LN E 72572

> T UKD AEBRAEFEDME W MET ISR A D7 DI LT 2 K 91t/ o 7,
MET 137 2/ B 2 IO U 7= 5547 % 7 U R AE 23 AN BB 72 AR B8 oD i RIS oD i
HROIEG ORI D2, B L IR OB S b, MRRBIEIZIH VT
FDG RN EIC RAF B A R L, A T4 = VERRITES R O#PA I —E L
ERENDHD B, i~ HTAFA=1F, FDG O E M O 120 Tide <,
e BNZRAS Ay BRI A DR & Bk & 2 R BB ] S bk 2 7Ry
PNENTND P, FDG & MET @ 2 B AT 5 2 L1 & 0 HEERY 70 B {5 22 1t
ELTRY RIFREEIRGE a4t L2Bem LICER 2 Z s s TE e
255) _

EESZWIISEEBGgEZH CH D=0, 2 D b L —P—Z N i-A A= 71,
AIREZRIRV AL a7 g U THifTSND Z LB TH 575, PET THEH S
NHRY b o RO y #2728 511 keV T 5 723 SPECT DOFRIZ EW Z 3 E L T
OHHNIARFRETH D, Ll AT b u ORI TH 5720
BHRMEBET D & THEED L —Y—&2 AT S AEENRE X 5D,

52



FDG & MET @Rl H PET A A — YV 7 OFE FREE & 725 O3 FDG I T35 MET
DE RN XL OHHEE~G 2 28 TH 5, AFFEICIB VT, FDG IZ T4 5 MET
% Positoron cross-talk (PCT) & E# L7z, 4 £ T 2 % [ I HW 7 ETHIE 135
OPHE SND DS, PCTIZOWTim U B TZ A T DR Y fFAEES . PCT D523
T ST ST 398

F7o. BURO PET TiTh TV o 2lrisld, & &ekilis & SR FIE I KB S
THEY TEHMEEIZ. SUVbw (body weight) Zf81E & 35 “EORTC”E L T' SUVIbmM
(lean body mass) % #5159 % PET Response Criteria in Solid Tumors (PERCIST) 23 21 &
N5, HEFAEICE LT, EEY > EICEH &N 5 International Workshop
Criteria (IWC)*®), JiFlgiZ fEHE & 3 2 BWrE 0N WS Sh b, - T, ZWiHEIE, &
BORERRIZ LV R DFENRBEZDND,

AMFFED B H9E, EEFHMER KO FMEIC D E PCT ORELZH L2

HET.MET BLOFDG ZHWEIH PET A A— 0 7 OO DR ST 5
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4.2 771k

4.2.1 RWFFE DR
Fig 4.1 \ZR SRR MET (ZAFIE CIER 12 MmO A B RE 2o 7%, &
TCmEOWREND S WMOERIL, BEOEREL Y mWREE AT 25, E- T,
MET DA A OFFE O | TG OEE L U mWITEEZ PCT 25kl 2FEiE & L
TR L, I3V T PCT ORERED b eWGE, [HH PET A A—V 07

& 7B TTRET b 5 FAUE L. AR T,

4.2.2 FEOVERE
PET ¥ KU PET/CT ZE@E A, AWBFZE TR S 417z, PET-CT #(&# (Biograph
sensation 16 Siemens Medical Solutions, Knoxville, TN, US)iX. 9,216 @ lutetium
oxyorthosilicate (LSO) DfEifhZ FEE L, 47 AT A ADFH & 16.2 cm O Z il 5 a7
Bl LU AT L REREE 6.3 mm Zitfad 2,
PET 2% (ECAT EXACT 47 Siemens Medical Solutions, Knoxville, TN, US) I3,
9,216 Mgk, Bismuth Germinate (BGO) # F#: L, 47 AT A AD i & 16.2cm D

Z gy S KON AT AR BT L 6.0 mm 2 G 5,
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Fig 4.1 Fluoro-2-deoxy- D-glucose (a) and methionine (b) uptake in a normal volunteer.
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423 77 v F LEHE
OEEMEICRE T 2 EE

IS REIRIC MET SEREMFET DA 2 0E L CU B RO (W
5cm)100 ml BEOMFER T T AF v 7 Kz 3 >HHA LI, HxORWBF %5
kBg/ml, C % 25 kBg/ml & ®F+"C ZJRA ST 30 kBg/ml (*®F: 5 kBg/ml,*'C: 25
kBa/mZE A L7777 o M A&EERK L7c, PETICT 2@ ZfEH LT, 180 /3% T 20
I 3 DOINE A 1T - 7=, PET [Ei{81%. Gaussian Filter (fi#1% £ 5.0 mm O }-fE 4>
g (FWHM) )% it ] L Fore-OSEM (Subset 16, Iteration 3)(Z & ¥ FA#ERALEE & fit L 7=,
~ MU w7 A% A RF128x128 TH Y 7 /LA XL 514mm Th D, WEMIE
1T, BF OMETHAT L., < U v 7 240 X% 128x128 TH Y B LA X
X 5.14mm ThH o7,

7 7 v N ST BN RERCE M IE DY PF OF&E T o, MC HMA R &
BRHIC ZREG SE AT 2 W2 MRHER L OB SHERO Y I 2 L—r 3
CETOT,

O HREIZ B 5 WG

IS STl 2 3 2 3 2 L C. national electrical manufacturers association
(NEMA) body phantom % v THiHHBEREAN 24T - 7. NEMA body phantom /& T EC(Z
759 NEMA.1q, NEMA.20q 2Bk L. NEMA1g &, Bkfk~ °F % 20 kBg/ml, /X 2
75 v R~BF % 5 kBa/ml A L 72, NEMA.2, 12 B8 LTI, Bk~ ®F % 20 kBg/ml.,
Ry 7 750 R~ Br+11C % 30kBg/ml (*°F: 5 kBg/ml,*'C: 25 kBa/ml)Ef A L 7=,
PET/CT #E A LT, 1800 £ T 20 0Z 1 Xy FH72V 5 pDINEEIT -

2o PET Wifgd, ERCSA: & RIERO FAERRAAT TIT - 7o,
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@7 7 v b LFHEI 31T D B AR AT
EEMEICBE L TIX, 77 AF v 27 7 7 kAT region of interest (ROI) % 5% &
L T Counts Max % #Hlll L 7=,
il HRERTAT L2 B L Tl%. NEMA body phantom (= ROl Z#% & L TLL T O ARD
IZEoTary M7 A MEEER L, £72, AKX 4.1-42)ZHNWTY XY —%3K
oY el

Hotspot (maximum value)

Contrast ratio = 41
Background (average value) (4.1)

NEMA.2nd (Contrast ratio)
NEMA.1st (Contrast ratio)

Recovery contrast ratio = (4.2)

T EEFEME 2 4 2O RN 3 44 DFF 5 412 X > T, 10 mm Sphere

W29 LT 5 BERE (5: very easy to recognize 4: rather easy to recognize 3: undecided 2:

rather difficult to recognize 1: very difficult to recognize) DR 7T 21T > 7=,
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4.2.4 XI5
WIFRIZHT= 0 . MSATBUEN ENLEERERIITE Y o 7 — OB Z B2 DK

ERTHBNOLITERMDOA 74— K artr haEE (KEE 5 840),

RG L 72 5T DIX, PET RRAEZMRZ O OITHETT L% 604 (Healthy group:
HG) & BHEA AN AR 115 44 (B 62 44 72 53 44) TOH 175 4 CEEJFln 61.7+11.2
W) CTh b, £72. FDG & MET %[ HIZhtfT L7- %53 (Combination groups: CG)
X624 THY ., BloBIZHNT CTHEa T L7=%I5%# (Separate group: SG) (X534 CTh
%o 2009 4 4 A H 5 2010 45 4 H O], HEHRIRRE ORIEK THIE O AR
WD IERO L RAFefitio7=® FDG & MET Z W eigBth o7 v hauics
WTCHEAT Lo, ABFFEOERARRE RIX, BICHE SN D, 58 OR% Table 4.1 12
R, BMI, IUHEE, FEoOAEZEIL. BMIEP=0.374, MfEfE: P=0.142, s P=

0.192 (ANOVA) TH 0V A EZITFEH L7\,

Table 4.1 Characteristics of subjects

Blood glucose level

Groups  Number of patients  Age (Y) BMI (kg/m?)
(mg/dl)
CG 62 59.54 +11.84 20.09 + 2.97 98.31 £ 11.28
SG 53 60.73 £ 11.17 19.51 + 2.47 100.86 + 10.22
HG 60 63.91 + 1441 20.04 £ 2.32 100.69 £ 11.11
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4.2.5 AR

ORT T 4 T Xk HEhREffMT
KR ORI, 3 ADR T T 4 TIZ X D MET-PET 247\, 3MENHE % 5T
fili L7z, PET 2@ &AM LIFIRO 2 A X v 7 e % 2 KT o72 (20 7 L— 24 x
157,57 b —2Ah x247,18 7L —2Ah x57%%), iHMBEITEEEMETH S SUV 2 HW
7o NTHE & Mok i (i) 12 ROl ZF%E L SUVmean Z il L7z, S RETRGEAR IE
X, BF & MC OfME 2 87— ULz,
@FDG-PET 7'z | =L
FDG 1%, ESZEBREFEMEE 2 —Y A 7 v bu Uiy b T REICT, HK
FEOFA ZZ T HEERHEEEIC LV ES N, BEEOMBEEHICARK L. BN
BA) & U CTIRRZIREDPEGE STV D b D& L7z, FDG 13 6 R LL L &%
1 FFRR I B2 e L0 b, FDG ZRREHIRAIIC 370 MBq &5- S 7=, FDG
5 LRI DB 1w Rd72 0 3 47D emission scan THETE. b BREAH OHIFE (2
H#x14)% 8 - 9 bed D4 A 1T - 72, PET Mifgix. f##E 5 mm ¢ Gaussian Filter %
ffiF L C OSEM {EIZ £ 0 FRAERALEE % i L 7= (Iteration: 3, Subset: 8)
@MET-PET 711 k=L
MET % FDG & [AARICBEE O EEBIZ A L, MEEESICTEHAZEFAT
ENTWDLOEMH L, 6 FEFLLEOHIRH%, MET % &EIRIC 370MBq #% 5,
PET/CT % JHWT MET #&45- 20 43127 HEABERSEE A 1 Xy F&H720 553D 2 bed
emission scan CHrf& & fifT L 7=,
PET {4 1 IARI4E 4 mm ¢ Gaussian Filter % ] L T OSEM {512 & 0 FiAfRk

JLER % Jii L 7= (lteration: 4 Subset: 16),
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@FDG B L U'MET [FIAH 71 k=L
FDG-PET #2513 MET-PET 4 #2 12174172 (Fig 4.2), FDG-PET & & R84 .
SHEF I Ot 2 MET-PET & RIERDO &M TIT o7z, ARICHTZD . 2HHRE
P35 40 531212 IR 1 bed A JBINBRAG U 7=, 5 g3 & OVHIR O i 1 2/ (55 5 mm
@ Gaussian Filter Zf# ] L T OSEM ¥£(Z L V) FASAALER 2 Jiti L 7= (lteration: 3 Subset:
8)., FDG Ef§\2 5 -2 % PCT OB % F A+ 5725, MET 5705 FDG 5% TD
FEHHRO R Z2 S E T,
GG Rt
EEFHMHICEI L CiE, HG, CG, SG @ 3 FEIZH T SUV mean % &
L7, SUV IZBEE L TIE, SUVbw 33 L U8 SUVIbm % G+l L 7=, fARFFHICES LTI,
B E=Z—DSUV & —iE (SUV=4) &L, FlEDo A a7 kad HG D43Ai (Liver
SUV:187+027) #U 77 L A& L, BEFLEMEIZL > TS5 EME (5: Very high
4: high (mean + 2SD) 3: equal (mean) 2: low (mean - 2SD) 1: very low) TaFfi L 7=, Fig
4.3 |\ TR RG] &9, CG 3 L OV SG 125 T Score & HIE L7z,
®PCT D&
2HEBONIEZ B A A — (Barly), 1 bed iBIN#RAG DIz %A 2 —
Y (Delay) & L CHHIEO A EER L O'MET OBV A AMEV ViFlsk 2 219~ 2 7= O A A
WZBLARY =2 — AFEIR(VOI) & 3 E LIRMT 21T o T2, RO T, MgV TF
L LIXRE R FDG SERA RO RN oTz, RY b RO YER R -
ZER LT, FIROBYIMEN PCT 28 £ EUE L PRt AR (4.1)TPCT Z7E

w7, SUVICEL TiE, —micfEif 45 SUVbw & vz,
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4.2.6 FEFHENT
MET O -5u175 20 73 D 7260 {ESS IR A 20 43 IR T 4 BEIZ o0 1 CTHEEHIRIT 2
1To77, 30 43 LA B D 50 43 Riii & 7 /v —7" 1 (G1). 50 73 LA B 70 43K 2 7 v
—7°2(G2). 7045 LL 726 D 90 Sy K & 77 /L— 73 (G3),90 4y LA k& 7 /L— 7 4 (G4)
&L TENENDREII T T, #EaHRITT — #1213 mean + SD M Shv7z, SPSS
(Version 20) % F T 4 D DOEET one-way ANOVA O3B HT %247 - 7=, & D Tukey
DL EWHE(To72, P E < 0,05 ZHFAMICHETHD L Liz, HEHMEE PCT

D BEEMEZ OV T 21T 2 72,
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Image Protocol

: o MET : - FDG FDG FDG
e 20min —| Hand NI | *— 60min — WBI H and NI LI
o 1 . 1
<—Injection Interval—> : <« 40min — :
[ [
MET FDG Hand NI Head and Neck Tmage
Injection Injection WBI Whole body Tmage

LI Liver Image

Fig 4.2 Protocol for two PET images using FDG and MET on the same day.

Grade
A

Fig. 4.3 Figure shows the grade classification in visual evaluation.
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4.3 FEHR

431 K77 4 TIZ L D ENEEFEHT
RT T 4 T L D BNREMRNT#E R % Table 4.2 & Fig.4.4 (279, MET IZBIT5
AN DR 13 UC DBUHBER M IE D&M F T4 TR 13dh 50 EF
T A AR L, BRICE L Tt EHERT - ETho T,
L L h, RURT T 4 75 —4 T BF ORSREREM E O 50 CHE
B L7=854 . MET (2 MC @ 20 53 O R Tl L7- D T 1°F O IE Tl IE
L& NIRRT Lz, MRIZB L Ch RERIZIEA L, 100 53 TRy 7 75

U R L,

Table 4.2 TAC of the MET

Comparison between radioactivity decay corrections (**C, *®F).

Decay correction

llC 18F

Phase (min) Liver Muscle Liver Muscle

19-20 6.913+1.273 1.026 £0.322 3.975+0.811 0.498 +0.121
35-40 7.923+1.331 0.883+0.175 2.415+0.396 0.229+0.073
55 - 60 8.318 £1.365 0.938+0.151 1.437 +0.243 0.158 £+ 0.062
75-80 8.313+1.062 1.037+0.146 0.828+0.123 0.086 + 0.028
95 - 100 8.593+1.162 1.060+0.123 0.481+0.096 0.049 +0.011
115-120 8.411+1.063 1.081+0.076 0.259 +0.038 0.027 +0.006

*Data is SUV mean + SD
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Fig. 4.4 Dynamic methionine-PET study in volunteers. Time-activity curves for
the liver and muscle with radioactivity decay correction for *'C [(a) complete

correction] and 18F [(b) incomplete correction)].
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Fig 4.5 Time—activity curves for the phantom study. The phantom study was

conducted to evaluate PET measurements of mixed **F+'C isotopes and *'C isotopes
with radioactivity decay correction for ‘®F and to simulate the injection interval between
¢ and ®F. In the case of "'C+'°F tracer coadministration, an injection interval of 140
min was required to converge with the phantom results for *®F, resulting in an injection
interval of 80 min when we consider the fluoro-2-deoxy-Dglucose uptake time (60 min)

of the study protocol.
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Fig. 4.6 Upper figure shows the NEMA body phantom, and lower figure shows the

relationship between Recovery contrast ratio and time.
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4.3.3 FRIRFEHAT

Table 4.2 (2, FEHHKE & Z2WHEIE (E&FHhIE: SUV B L OWIRFERTE: Visual
score) DEARZRT,

fFlgC 317 %5 SUVbw 35 L TX SUVIbm (ZZ o G1, G2, G3 & G4 T, 2.37
+0.49,2.14+0.23,1.88+0.19 * 1.82+0.26 331 1*1.99+0.38,1.82+0.17,1.57 £ 0.14
£ 1.49+0.18 TH-7- (ANOVAP <0.001), Visual score (2B L TiZ, 4.00 £ 0.87, 3.90
+0.56, 3.20+0.41 & 3.08 +0.66 (ANOVAP < 0.001) Td -7,

G3 B LG4 IZE T, SUV B LU Visual score THEZITMIH S o7,
F£7-.G3 ® Visual score |IZEB W T, ZEIRIZL > THOLNTEFEZEIZ076 L7210 |
SUV & i LT PCT O 2 TR W R Sz,

Fig 4.8 |ZIEH MR & PCT OfER A £ T, £7z, Table 4.3 1T, BEDFRE & PCT
DFERZ T, IO PCT 1ZEhZho G1, G2, G3 & G4 T, 0.433 £0.151 (95 %
{EHEX [ (Cl) 0.349 - 0.517) , 0.264 + 0.075 (95 % CI 0.224 - 0.304), 0.135 + 0.043 (95 %
C10.113 - 0.158) & 0.137 + 0.047 (95 % C1 0.110 - 0.164) T& ~ 7= (ANOVA P < 0.001),
ZDHDLEIIZE 5T, G3 & G4 OMICHEZITMRE S /e 7- (Tukey P =
0.99),

PCT 1L G3 £ TIIJA L7 G4 TRAET —ELeolz, FHAD PCT IXZEN
Fho Gl, G2, G3 & G4 T, 0.028+0.034, 0.012 +0.045, 0.021 +0.044 & 0.017 %
0032 Thole, TRXTOIN—THTHEZEITIRE SN o7 (ANOVA P =
0.693),

Fig 4.9 IXEBEOERKRICEIT 5 PCT OgE% K79, PCT OFEWERIT, HH
FIRRA LN GL & G2 DI T < b7 dd, G3 & G4 IZfE > T PCT DRI

DL TV HHEIRENT,
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Table 4.2 Comparison between SUVbw and SUVIbm and Visual score

VXA L 90 43 LA BT PCT O8I0 H /e

SUVbw SUVIbm Visual score
Groups level P value* level Pvalue Level P value
1.72 + 0.31 1.45+0.25 2.98+0.72
G1(30-49min) 237+049 <001 199+038 <001 4.00+087 <0.01
G2 (50-69 min)  214+023 <001 182+017 <001 390+056 <0.01
G3(70-89 min) 188 +0.19 0.38 157+0.14 0.43 3.20£ 041 0.76
G4(90 = min) 182+0.26 0.82 1.49+0.18 0.98 3.08 £ 0.66 0.98
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Table 4.3 Characteristics of patients and tracer positron cross-talk value

Positron cross-talk value (SUV mean variations)

Groups No. of Patients Bodymassindex (kg/m?) Blood glucose level (mg/dL) Liver *P value Muscle *P value
G1(30- 49 min) 15 20.89 = 3.66 96.3 £ 9.81 0.433 £ 0.151 0.028 = 0.034
G2 (50 - 69 min) 16 21.89 = 3.67 100.75 £ 20.09 0.264 £ 0.075 <.001 0.012+ 0.045 .646
G3(70- 89 min) 17 20.33 + 2.88 96.58 = 13.69 0.135 £ 0.043 <.001 0.021 £ 0.044 .908
G4 (90 2 min) 14 20.02 = 3.57 107.28 £ 27.27 0.137 £ 0.047 .999 0.017 £ 0.032 .992

*P values are the results of a Tukey post-hoc test between that group and the group reported immediately above.
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Fig 4.8 Scatter diagram showing the association between the injection interval and positron
cross-talk. The effect of positron cross-talk tended to increase when a shorter injection

interval was used and to decrease as the injection interval was extended.
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Fig 4.9 Fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose whole-body PET maximum intensity projection
images and axial images of the liver. The upper section shows the early phase and the
lower section shows the delayed phase. Representative images for the G1 (a), G2 (b),
G3 (c), and G4 (d) groups are shown. The levels of liver positron cross-talk (standard
uptake value mean variations) were 0.66 (2.91-2.25), 0.28 (2.09-1.81), 0.08
(2.09-2.01), and 0.14 (2.15-2.01) in (a), (b), (c), and (d), respectively. The injection

intervals in (a), (b), (c), and (d) were 34, 63, 83, and 98 min, respectively.
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4.4 E5R

PET A ICIU\NC 2 BEFEZ [F] B IZAT o 7ol 23 < 2pdb 5 23 PCT DS
DWTIEEN 2V, F7o, PET WL, E&IMEE & SURFHIE TITbh T
T2, AWFFEIL. FDG B LU MET Z[R HICA A= 7 510 DM 2 5L
LH % A RIS PCT D5 % g st ilids L O RFAm 2 H = 5FAh L 7=,

MET & FDG @ 2 Fiffiz —H TITo 72 & W O IOV T, Nufiez 51 MET 7
B4 5 FDG 14 & T 2 W OMIFR & B I i 217 o 72, £ 0 HC Kl Th 2 MET
OB FREREI N WELFIH L FDG EHN £ THoRMRELE HITHRELIT S &
WS HETHo7®, —J, LB SIZRFTHEHE CH 2 23 MICIUN T 73— b X
Y NETNAERE L 2 MO RFE &SRO b L —— & HW T E & 2 i T
HxATo7 O, LA LARRS, ZOWEIFVIaL—va LTk ARETHY
EEREMRIZ 5 2 5 PCT ORBIZ OV T OB ITHMIZE LU,

77 hAFHICBT D 7T AT v s Raww AW EREHME T MC X, BRIk B
R REIR A E 2 W 2356, #9234 O CHAGTBRITE T 253 S o
Zo ZOBZIIE LT UC OMER AR BF 1T X D U AR A E N A
L7=Z EmEZ 5%, NEMA body phantom % V7= #iFETid. Recovery Contrast
ratio 35 &2 OF Visual score & H W72 R FHMTIZ IV T, il & tb< PCT D22
BN T 2R Th o7, ZOFITHE L TE, ECEFT 5 PCT OB
Recovery contrast ratio z W23l Tl A XL [RIRRE ThH > 72 IREENE 2 b
Do ETMEFMICIBNTIT, EOENREZELBILR 2D > T FERHERI SN D,
BT, BIRFHmE TIX, EREIRE & i L CHENMRZ SR L, R A —
DT RATHR D RS 7 7 v b LRIl TR S T,

— 5T, BRFHECIET 7 v b LGl & B TFOEWRE LT, 77 2 b LTI
BRI 2 O LD WO AT < | BRRFHECIT SUV 13872 0 E A4 4%
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Uz, SHIT, T2 2 FERMBERELN-72E LTH, FAZEIAME THLEIN
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EHHE LT PCT OREMEWFERIZE L TiX, 77 > b 2FHE & FERIC, o7
PCT ORI, RO, kT 2 FENAAFRETH 0 FFRAIZIZRE R VR
EZbID, o T, BEFMEC TREAIT I HE. WA PET A A —Y v 7 %25
e ok 2 ATREME DS AR STz,

FEED PCT OHEIICE L TR, WEHREHT O R, G3 & G4 DT PCT IE—iE L
Y HEEMRIH SR 5T, ZTOFEPCT BRY 2 < Lz, b LI
Ny T T R oTe 2 ENBERZBND, DF D PCT OEEIAHEZEN
R SN2 oo Z EITEGHRE GA I L TUIZaeTHhHZ LNz b,

BEZENBH SN2 0y T2 ES R G3 O#FHIC SV THREE L 72 5A2 B LT,

BAPNEWIB NG G3 OHIFIAE T THAIND DT TIER < Fig 4.8 DA
2B H 70 4345 TIE PCT OB S 5 rREMED D, 2 2T G3 DFiPHN
TOFFE ATRE7R I 2 5K 2 1o DI E XM 2 W T2 56 . G4 DfE X O LIRS
0.1646 ThH o772, 016 DARA » "EZRTHLHE L, “REHET 4 v T 1~
7 SR TO PCT OFMEDO THIME, 95 % S M LRAS 0.16 LTI 72 % i
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