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(=]
18F-Fluorodeoxyglucose (FDG) % f\ 7= Positron emission tomography(PET)
AT, FEVEEEOZWEHMhICEE 2 EEgmA LS L THW LA TS 138, 18
FDG |Z7 /v 2 — 2D 2 (i OKEEIEZ G R Th 5 18F TE# L7125
BIKTHY . BEDSHERT 2 BRI S0 2 B # 2 PET 2412 &
STIADZEIZKY, FRICRBIT DPERH BB 5 2 ENTE D, AR
1% Computed tomography(CTRA 72 E B AL N A EREFT RN Z,
k- AR ORERECTETEEE A B b5 Z E N T WM, 1RERAE
T TR EIEFICARRGEH®REHGLZ N TES 4, £o. PET &l ;:}’ob\
TEEFHMI AT O 2 LN TE 50856, JWAEE~D FDG O % & &HIZFE
iid%7-®iZ. standardized uptake value (SUV) & FEZIL D FEEE A A < W
HNTEY ., WD L ST, KNI HAR LI BUR SR O AL AT H 72 0 DO
FE A B - TZIKE“C*,%E{K?Z) ZEIZEORDDHENMTED T,

radiotracer concentration in ROI (Bq/ml)

SUV =
total injected activity (Bq) / body weight (g)

SUV Z#lEd 5i2i%. PET i#i% EIZ region of interest (ROD) &\ 5 [HIEC%
AT E O AR ET 2L ENH H, ROINDORKIEE SUVmax, FEIfHE
Z SUVmean & W\, ENZIVERBOFMICHW 51553, SUVmean I
ROI OB EFTIEIZ L DEALNRRE WD, BEE, BAIEBICL2BENELR
TV, 207D, BURTITHIMEICEIL SUVmax E < HWHATED |
ZOHHAMIZONTEZ I MFT SN E SN TS 812, LLARRH,
SUVmax 3% ROI N® 1 fE D voxel, T 725 —005%) 3 mmD 3L FIRIZ DOV T
DIETH D70, FBUNFRARENERFERTH D08 2 OMETIEENZ X 5
J A XD ZITOT WV, G OERENRE 725 & G RIROREREH %
L CWR S TR AR+ 72D TIZ W, e EORBERBZET N TV
WTHE, WEt ) A ADOEE LD/ < 35712, SUVmax O JEFH D voxel H NN
L& DYEIfEA & 72 SUVpeak & W9 FEEE S WS ATV D28 18, EIEIAFE
MREL 72 % L SUVmax & [FIRRIZHEE O —H LB L CTW W2 D [EEED
FREANE Z 0 155 1415,

FNOOEFNG, HEE2ARO FDG E£EDFEE & LT, metabolic tumor
volume (MTV) & total lesion glycolysis (TLG) 2N EF S, = OFHAMEOKE
NEWNSL T T\5, MTV 1% PET ﬁf%J: Z B REI & 3 D &P A ] 5 2
DFETHREL, ZORETES, BAITET ml 265, TLG i



MTV (ZZF OPRE SN T EEMHEIAN O SUVmean Z 8N AbEETHD . &
D FERENEMEZ KR STV DR Wbl TWnWg, 2 b ORI
SUVmax DK &V IESE 2R OFEREF OS2 KM STV D & 2 b,
AR, W 1617 BREAER 1820 fg A FFAE 2122 SO FE 2 OEFI 6 L CTIRIE SR
HIERLTH T E~OFRERRE SN TWND

Ad L7223, MTV %° TLG 72 & Ofaff 2 F i+ 51213 PET Wi b CHEF Rk
ZRETDMEND DD, TOFEIRA LR bOPHRESNTND, ThHD
HClZ. Manual contouring method, Absolute SUV threshold method.
Fixed % SUVmax threshold method %723 A < WS AL T X TN 5 2331,
Manual contouring method |%, PET #{§_EIZ#/EH @ BAHIZ & 0 EEHER O
sz FEICHIK TETH DN, T OFEFBEEFSCEBRE RSRIC L D5
B2 o9 < ENEE) LFBMECKRIT S, o, BEAHHIUTHDE
BT A AN U THEEZIT O MERN D D N0 0D, ZO0TH, BfE
F. BREM 2 E OB DI NFTIENBZRINI=DN, Absolute SUV
threshold method & Fixed % SUVmax threshold method % ® F{ETH 5,
IS OFEOFEMIIAT LT IEN Timik 42,

SUVmax (Z2OWCIHBEAELS ZhHETHIICRR SN TE R, Zo%fb
N5 LI ->T&EIZMTV & TLG ZRFA A5 7RET, 2 b e
AWM T TV D BURIZH 5, FEEHEEMMIEEIZES L CHiESL S
TUVWARY, Z 2 TR TIE MTV & TLG BB\ T, ZOHUE OIS
CREAERETT A Z LR EME L, ETEEHMEICE W CRBIMZRIEIE L L
THWD7=0I2iE, 20BN RKREFEE TCHDHZ &b, [FA— PET B{&IC
X URl— A EF I L » TR ZRHAIC 2 B OWREEZIT- 255 OFIMEL, 2
2 DOEAEE I L > THIZITHIE LT %A OFBPEICOWTEME L 72, RIZ
BEREI 2 13 SUV OfEZ FLIZ L THEIT 2 FENIA ATV A 03,
TNEfESE D SUV 1L FDG Z#5- L7-#%, PET %8 T4 % £ CORFMIC X
STHENELTDHZ ENMBNTEY, ZORMN R 5 &6 U RS aE i
HERMHALZE LT, INE SN D IEEERICEEND D alREENE 2 b
%o MEEMEIAZLT L, MTV S TLG OEH2bT %, £2 TMTV X
TLG 73 FDG 850602 A4 o 712k ED K 9 BB Z 73 0N
T, % PET Eifg ) b S L & 2 OB L2 2 b S8 ThHFt 217>
7=,



AXPBIOHEPTHEN LIEEEEIILLTO LB TH D,

ARG

CT
DRAMA
FDG
FWHM
ICC
MTV
PET
PRA

ROI
SUVmax
SUVmean
SUVpeak
TLG

Adaptive Region-growing

Computed Tomography

Dynamic Row-action Maximum Likelihood Algorithm
Fluorodeoxyglucose

Full Width at Half Maximum
Intraclass Correlation Coefficients
Metabolic Tumor Volume

Positron Emission Tomography

PET Research Assistant

Region of Interest

Maximum Standardized Uptake Value
Mean Standardized Uptake Value
Peak Standardized Uptake Value
Total Lesion Glycolysis
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*f5  ALEEN A X —T 2010 4F 12 A 725 2012 4F 3 H £ TOMIZHKE
FILZIpT B2 2 FE /N A riﬂrwwvé: Sl S L7- B E T, baseline & L T 18F-
mxanwMﬁén TIVT Lt EE B URAHIC FDG 0%

w@%ﬂtﬁ%%&%ﬁ%;ﬁﬁbto REHARINIC BT D IEFIER I 52
%T%D ZDHH 1 4IFEAERM T b O OMliEES S A DRfifisE Th 5
TEEESELENT., b O 1L4ITKRICELY BF-FDG-PET g7 2 h =2 —/L
T DI ENTERDSTTZOARREF N ORI L, &AEHINT 50 4 (B
274, &t 234) ZERSRE LTz, L 7025101 Th o7, MREEZED
WNER % Table.1 27”7,

Table.1 X5 EFE DR

i *RE “BEE BEEIRE &% TNM
No. FHATY Stage
) (kg) (MBq) (MBa/kg) g 4
1 80s 43.3 142 3.3 L S3 Ade pT1laNOMO IA
2 70s 56.5 166 2.9 R S6 SCC cT3N2MO A
3 80s 50.0 239 4.8 L S1+2 Ade cT2aNOMO B
4 60s 46.3 162 35 L S8 SCC pT2aNOMO B
5 80s 52.6 283 5.4 R S7 Ade pT2aN2MO0 B
6 60s 63.0 164 2.6 R S6 SCC pT1laNOMO IA
7 70s 48.6 146 3.0 R S3 Ade pT1bNOMO 1A
8 70s 46.5 144 3.1 R S2 Ade pT2aN1MO0 A
9 70s 72.4 292 4.0 R S5 SCC pT1laNOMO 1A
10 70s 47.4 242 5.1 R S1 Ade cT4N2MO B
11 30s 40.7 147 3.6 R S8 MEDC pT1bNOMO 1A
12 70s 45.9 294 6.4 L S9 Ade pT1bNOMO 1A
13 50s 50.0 239 4.8 R S1 Ade pT1laNOMO 1A
14 60s 65.7 276 4.2 L S1+2 SCC CT4N3M1b v
15 50s 60.7 294 4.8 L S5 Ade pT2aN1M1b v
16 60s 52.1 243 4.7 R S2 SCC cT4N3MO B
17 80s 56.2 236 4.2 R S2 Ade pT1laNOMO 1A
18 70s 57.4 145 2.5 R S7 LCNEC pT2aN2MO0 B
19 70s 78.4 242 3.1 L S1+2 SCC pT1bNOMO 1A



20 50s 60.6 242 4.0 R S1 Ade pT1bN2MO A
21 60s 67.2 243 3.6 L S3 Ade pT3N1MO A
22 80s 48.5 240 5.0 R S10 Ade pT2bNOMO A
23 60s 64.7 243 3.8 L S10 SCC pT3NOMO IIB
24 70s 51.4 242 4.7 L S9 Ade pT2bNOMO A
25 60s 54.8 292 5.3 R S3 Ade pT2aNOMO A
26 60s 45.9 224 4.9 L S1+2 Ade pT4NOMO A
27 80s 62.7 242 3.9 L S1+2 SCC cT3NOMO IIB
28 70s 55.4 146 2.6 R S4 Ade cT2bN1M1b \Y
29 60s 59.4 239 4.0 R S2 Ade pT2bNOMO A
30 70s 53.0 145 2.7 L S10 PC pT2aN1MO0 IIB
31 70s 55.3 237 4.3 R S1 PC pT1laNOMO 1A
32 70s 50.7 146 2.9 L S4 Ade pT1laN3MO B
33 60s 68.8 274 4.0 R S5 Ade cT2aN2M1 \Y
34 60s 57.2 245 4.3 R S1 SCC cT3N2MO A
35 70s 45.6 242 5.3 R S1 Ade pT1laNOMO 1A
36 80s 54.6 274 5.0 L S1+2 Ade pT3N1MO A
37 70s 46.6 146 3.1 R S3 Ade pTlaN2MO A
38 80s 51.4 292 5.7 R S10 LCNEC pT2aNOMO A
39 80s 74.8 273 3.6 R S4 Ade pT2aNOMO A
40 60s 51.9 166 3.2 R S3 Ade cT2aNOM1b \Y
41 70s 40.8 164 4.0 R S3 Ade pT2aNOMO B
42 50s 45.2 166 3.7 L S3 SCC cT4N2MO B
43 50s 61.4 266 4.3 R S7 PC pT2aN2M1 v
44 50s 72.2 290 4.0 L S10 SCC cT2bN3MO B
45 60s 62.4 166 2.7 R S1 LCNEC pT2aNOMO A
46 60s 54.3 274 5.1 R S8 Ade pT1laNOMO 1A
47 70s 59.4 164 2.8 R S3 SCC pT2aNOMO B
48 60s 65.6 239 3.6 L S3 Ade pT2aN1MO A
49 70-s 61.9 292 4.7 R S3 SCC pT1bN2MO A
50 60s 60.9 290 4.8 R S6 ASCC pTlaN1MO A
Ade = ##h%A), SCC = RELEM A, ASCC = RBFLEMNA, PC= EHHA, MEDC = $hREH A, LCNEC =  flikHERE

FRIERN WA A



18F-FDG PET #&f& 7' 1 k 2—/)L : _XCOJEFNTEEE D PET v 27 A
Eminence SET-3000G % W\ CTHfg 217> 7, AILE & LT 6 R LL E i
B%. 8F-FDG ZR&FRIRMICE S LT, &5 8137 224+54MBq (range
142-294MBq) . #5-RiMBHEIZTH) 10019 mg/dl TH -7, FEHHEK 60
5y (F¥) 61.4+2.8 57, range 58-67 43) ([ZEHIE, BHHZK 120 45 (F¥)
117.7£1.6 47, range 114-121%3) (CBEBGOWRBEEIT 7o, WREHIHIT, 7
MG TEATE~ . RHEMGRI TSR~ & Ui, ISR 3 IROTIEE T, T35S
FHIEIE 137Cs AMEARIR 2 - 7=, IR Sl 7 — 7 A BEhlTh v | IUE
WG EIZG U T0.8 £721X 0.9mm/sec & L7-, B HEAERIL, REY A
A 512mm., ~ bV w7 AEIE 128 X128 T, FERITEETH 5 dynamic row-
action maximum likelihood algorithm(DRAMA)%: % {1 L 32, Iteration:l,
Filter Cycle:128 DAt Lz, gk ™ 4 A ZI3EH L T,

MR« PET Bifg)s b a2 A4 2 FiEE. L< b
TU % Absolute SUV threshold method, Fixed % SUVmax threshold
method &, AIE 2 DO FEIZBWTHE L S A IEEO2IRE T K E D72
ROI R ERHME DR E Z 25 & L7\ Adaptive region-growing method (ARG
B ERt5 L Uiz, Absolute SUV threshold method (%, FE S 4u7= JEE 4K
ZATe REN72 ROINIZEBWNT, 25X3.0742 8, HHnLOEDT SUV O
EEFEEE LT, 2Ll LD SUV Z£FD voxel ZEFEME & L THRE I
%, Fixed % SUVmax threshold method %, [RARIZEXE S 7= KE A7 ROI
WD SUVmax # (UL L, ZDMED 40%. 50%%E D E O 7= % fil % BT &1
TEEERMEE LT, 2Ll ED SUV %2 12 ROI N voxel % [EIGHEK & L
TIRESND, ARG IEIL 2008 FEICT V> MV KBED T NN—ThbREE S
HHGHIRT LWFRETH 5, G & S5 ER O SUVmax DfE% H D voxel &
Ll L. BT 5 voxel NETE SNT-%E & SUVmax & 8 &7l =
O SUV % & DA EGHER S HE L TV E, ZOHE S LD voxel BIELE
L7 b FTRYVIEINFREIND, ZO%XREMEZ 1005 100 £ TS
B CRBRDOUBZ MV IR LATH & H DD & X IHEFIR O FFED BPIZ
T D, FOET HEAIORBELNEZEOFIRE EDLHFIETHDH, BIKR
(ZHfE A A CRL L 72—l & Figure.1 12779, Z @ ARG 5L, fEIBN O &
HIEDE voxel 2 EOIVTHERIZ AT 2 2 LN TE ., REAIITHR
TE S D EBEFEIEIIEIER 1T L - TED S ROI OFFHITKLT LR\ e K OFRHE
DD LI TWVWD 26,



s |6 ls Initial point = highest voxel

3|6
5|87 ?#Z/
9 e.g., Threshold 70%
418 [0 > | MeaninROI=10
5(7|6|8]|6 10 x 70% =7.0
4|5 |5 ]4]s5
{ Neighbor voxel} = { Mean in current ROl X Threshold }
3 5 5 £
58|78 E
48|10f9]3 g
517 8
4 |5(5|4]5 0
Neighbor voxel = 7.0 8.1 x 70% = 5.7 0 *® Threshold(%)"
is included in ROI Neighbor voxel Z 5.7
— Mean in ROl = 8.1 Is included in ROI

Figure.l1 Adaptive region-growing method DO#EZE[X]

EEDO~ R Y 7 205745 SUV ELTW5D, HbEWE (KT 10 Off) %
EAE L, BfEZ 70% & LIZHG. BiET S voxel D 95 10X 70%=7 & VK
TUVMEZ D voxel ZIEBEMEEL S HIET S, KIZ, HE S 2iEko SUV o
FEME (KTIE 8.1 fl) ZEHEL L, 8.1XT70%=5.7 X ¥ KR&EWEZ b Ok
P2 voxel & EGHEI & HIET D, 2D, HEIND voxel DIFELRL b %
THED I LTS, HTIEHBEE 70% & LTWD0, ZOfEE 0~100% % T
LS D LG EHE SN DHEEAZEM L TWE, HLEE (Hf L I8
72%) T Background ZHiHi 92 X 912725729, AH72 volume A3 =
%o ZOHEFEZ EIGMEE & HET D FIETH D,

ARAFGE TN G2 & L= FF5FE(PET parameters) R D(D~(MDIZRT, Th
ZNOBMEIICETCLISHOWONTWAEIEZ®EH L7 183,
(1) SUVmax
(2) MTV, (p=2.0,2.5,3.0,3.5)

Absolute SUV threshold method {2 & % MTV, p (ZE{E
(3) MTVg (g = 35, 40, 45)

Fixed % SUVmax threshold method (Z X2 MTV., q lZ%{E
(4) MTVarc

ARG £I2 L5 MTV

(5) TLGy MTV, X SUVmean



(6) TLGq% MTVq% X SUVmean
(7) TLGarc MTVarc X SUVmean

ROI OREKR OEZHEEOBEHICIX, CE/ur 7 I VS E2HWTER L=
in-house software @ PET f##r %42 7  PET Research Assistant (PRA)
Version 1.2.0.0 Z A\ 7=,

FHEM:OREE : Absolute SUV threshold method & Fixed % SUVmax
threshold method % VW CTHEE D MTV & TLG #HIET B, Ak X 9 1Z
PET W& E OG22 KENCHT ROI #5% €T 50, 2O ROI OFIRIX
Figure.2 (0D X 5 ITHMEHIZ L - TR > TW5H, Zd ROI WD voxel % %
IZMTV & TLG MEtR SN D72, HERICERENECDWREERH D, £
D=, [FICEAIEE D 2O ROIRENHRDDH MTV & TLG O FIME (B
FHWNHHME: intra-operator reproducibility) & . E72 2 E{EHEIZ X 5 ROI &
ENHRD D MTV & TLG OfFEME (B A inter-operator
reproducibility) DOMEEZIT -7, EBF 50 4 O 50 FETios L, AN
FFBLME IS B 2 S E S LT\ D 2 R BT 1 4 (Operator-1) & %1%
HHE(Operator-22 L - T, ZNZENd 1 » A2 H i TiT-7= 2HO
ROI B EDFER NG . FE ML Operator-1 & Operator-2 Ot 2 412 &
% ROI R E DFERD (D)~ DBFEEIZHOWN T, LANFHEIFRE (intraclass
correlation coefficients, ICC) DFHE #1T->7- 33, #RNAHBIMREIT. BEIETT
STEHEMBO—HELZRTIHEETHD, 0006 1 DMOEL &5, BN 11Tk
WM EBEE OREMEIZ - L TB Y HEMERE W E WD Z AR T, BRI
1L, #EFY 7 b Rver.3.0.1 Z{#f L7-, (R Project, http://cran.r-project.org)

W2 A I T K DEFEEDOZEA - RN A 50 7 EO (1) ~(T) D4
FIEIZOWT, | ¥ A IV 7V THEREDH DH12E 5 D>, Operator-1 12 &
HIEFRERPOXIED 8 D tRE (AEAMES%) ZITWKET L7, £/, &
DA RMAR A Z BLELT D 72012, REZRBEIZ-SV\ T Bland-Altman
Plot Z1FRk L7z,



PET image

<

ROI by Operator-1
ROI by Operator-2

CT image

Figure. 2 PET B4 L Tl %2 K E 2 2HTe ROT O

(a) WS AJERFID PET Eifg KON, i EiZHiH 37z Operator-1 12 & 5 ROI 7%
iE (yelow line) & Operator-2 (2 X 5 ROI 3%/ (white line) (b) [A AT 1 &
@ CT Hif&

10



[AF7ERE R ]

FEINEORRGERS R © B N B & W [ R ELE O NFE B R B O 3G S
% Table.2 (F#i#) & Table.3 (#ZHIfH) 1T,
Table.2 HHGIZII1T A FEEOHHM: (FRPNAERIEEE, n=50)
BRERNBRME BREMBRMYE
HMFERRE HMFER RS

Op10b1 0p20p1 Op10b1 Op10b1 Op10b2 Op10b2

Op10b2 0p20p2 0p20b1 0p20b2 Op20b1 0p20b2
SUVmax 1 1 1 1 1 1
MTV2,0 >0.999 >0.999 0.997 0.997 0.997 0.997
MTVa2s >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.999
MTVs.0 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
MTV3s >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
MTV3as% 0.998 >0.999 0.997 0.992 0.997 0.997
MTVao% 0.998 >0.999 0.998 0.996 0.998 0.998
MTVaso >0.999 1 >0.999 0.999 >0.999 >0.999
MTVare 1 1 1 1 1 1
TLG20 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999 0.999
TLG2s >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLG3o0 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLG3s5 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLGss% >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLGaoo >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLG45% >0.999 1 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLGaro 1 1 1 1 1 1

OplObl = BERITHEV TS ZEMETEEER(Op1)D 1 B DAIFELHE, OplOb2 = O0pl ) 2 BIEDBIEHER
Op20bl = HEZFEMEOP2)D 1 B E D BIEFHR, Op20b2 = ZEFXEMED 2 BIHOBIEHER

11



Table.3 #RIRIZET 2 F5IEEOHINE (RNABIHREL, n=50)

BRENBLRN BREMBRMY
eSO Rl SRR S RRFER R

Op10b1 Op20p1 Op10b1 Op10bi Op10b2 Op10b2

Op10b2 Op20p2 Op20b1 Op20b2 Op20b1 Op20b2
SUVmax 1 1 1 1 1 1
MTV2.0 >0.999 >0.999 0.996 0.995 0.993 0.994
MTVzs >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.998 0.997 0.997
MTVa.0 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.998 0.998 0.998
MTVas >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.998 0.998 0.998
MT Vs >0.999 >0.999 0.998 0.997 0.996 0.997
MT Va0 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.999 0.998 0.999
MTVaso >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
MTVare 1 1 1 1 1 1
TLG20 >0.999 >0.999 0.998 0.997 0.996 0.997
TLG2s >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.998 0.998 0.998
TLG3o >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.998 0.998
TLGss >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.998 0.999
TLGasw >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 0.999
TLGaow >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 0.999 >0.999
TLGasw >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999 >0.999
TLGarc 1 1 1 1 1 1

OplObl = HEZIZHBVO TV S 2EMSHEEREROpL)® 1 EMEDAIFEREE, OplOb2=0pl @ 2 MEDRIEHE

Op20bl = HEFHEMEOP2)D 1 [EE ORIFEFR, Op20b2 = HEFEMED 2 [ B DRIEHR

B LM & AR O BRI 2T 0.99 Ll & R L, 8
IHBO TR o T, ZOHTH, ARG ETH7Z MTV & TLG 13 SUVmax &
AR, B ARE [ RIC 2 BIORIE TReE—H LT,

B2 A 2 I L ABIREOEL O R - B 50 4 OJFEIEH 50 & & B

g L MG TENTNIE LSRR O 1 HIE L AR YR 22 % Table.4 (27K

TO

12



Table.4 #jf4 % 1 I > 712 K 5 KEEDZE(L (n=50)

BHiBL
BHB ®HB P fiE
®BREBROL

SUVmax 9.1+49 11.1+6.0 1.22 <0.0001
MTV2,0 55.0 £ 100.6 56.2 +£107.2 1.02 NS
MTV25 394721 41.9+79.6 1.06 NS
MTVs.0 29.7+51.7 33.1+60.9 1.11 <0.05
MTVs5s 23.4+38.2 27.3+£48.2 1.17 <0.05
MTV3aso 25.0+£31.9 21.0+29.0 0.84 <0.001
MT Va0 19.2+22.9 16.6 £21.2 0.86 <0.001
MTVase 15.0+17.1 13.2+ 157 0.88 <0.001
MTVare 43.0+62.1 50.4 £76.2 1.17 <0.05
TLGz.0 225.2 +365.2 259.1 +431.3 1.15 <0.01
TLG2s 190.4 + 304.6 227.2+372.8 1.19 <0.001
TLGso 164.0 £ 253.7 203.4 +325.8 1.24 <0.001
TLGss 143.6 + 215.0. 184.5 + 288.8 1.28 <0.001
TLGss% 132.7 £179.5 145.2 + 206.5 1.09 <0.05
TLGa0% 112.8 +148.3 125.8 +173.3 1.12 <0.01
TLGas% 96.2 £124.7 108.1 +145.3 1.12 <0.01
TLGarG 196.4 +290.0 249.4 + 3835 1.27 <0.001

PE: MIEDHD tIRTE

50 JHZE 1 49 J25(98%) D SUVmax IX% WG CHIMZ /R L7 (R84, 9.1+4.9;
%%, 11.1+6.0; P<0.0001), MTV (3AES MRS HIE & BIEIC L - T, 2k
fE A 23 72 > 7=, Absolute SUV threshold method TiE. MTVao & MTVas
TR & %S CHE B 72 5 - 72 3 (P=nonsignificant for both).
MTVso & MTVss D X O ICBEER &< 25 & BB THEREMZR LT
(P<0.05), Ziuizxt L, TLG i34 T oOEEEfhHE - BElcs VT, %G
THEREMA R LT,

Wiz, FRFRAZZEEIZ OV T O Bland-Altman Plot 2, MTV (25U ClE
Figure.3. TLG {22\ Cix Figure.4 (2777, Figure.3 (a) ™ MTVas5® Plot
1%, BRERIZ IR 0 2 FF b R/ N O IES 235850 Lo >R & %G o & b2
WZ ERFAID Z ENTE D, TR (D)D MTVaoy, D7 1 v N IIAHH
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I R 257 LT %, Figure.4 @ TLG 1Z MTV &, (a)-(0) DT X TOffE
BAEEHHIECO K@y T ey RREL . BB CHIMEREZ R L TS 2
LERARD ZENTE D,
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AR IBNT, SUVmax LV RZICHWWON S X 912727 MTV & TLG
X, BEIEIES L CHEEER2FBMEICE L CIEFICRUTH D LWV O
BEREoni, iy, By A I 7L HKREOEMEEIX,. MTV 13E
BRI & BEIC L - THEx 0 b Z R~ L, TLG 134 T O Eg sk H
1% - BIECHERENEZ R LT,

FEUEDRRGERSE FAZOWT - mWEEM: & o 7= DlE, RS A 3 5 B
(2. BRI % 2 T8 T < Manual contouring method Tlix72 <. fEE4
KA Te KR E 72 ROI 5% € L7 ICEE e &2 S F R EICHIN 3 2 Fik
EHAWTWATZDTHD, MRVBINAIER TH D72, FEED IR LR I21F
T 258 13EIC SUV O WIEFFRR AR LWz 72 5 2 (310> RO
REIZBWTHEEITIZEA LR BN, ULt ighy SUV O
VDR, SEER. TR e & O IE R ARk O < \CAFET D IESIL. BEO SUV 23
KME & ROT ORBEHPHIC & 0 IEF MO —Mafi L TLE S 72D, 2D
T CoEer BT Lo 7e, ARGIEITEE AR &2 D8 SUV OE L Voxel
W E ROINIZEEN TWIUT L, BEREIFEEONANCAET D2 &3 %
< B BT S 2 IS AR E L ROT#PHICIKIE L7226 7e DR
M226, 2 BIOfET CrRe—8 L, FFEFITEWEIMELE 2572, B.Shah &

t,. Fixed % SUVmax threshold method & & DI E A ZFFH L7=
Gradient segmentation method % fH\ 7= MTV & TLG T. [RIE/EEMIZHT
HEBMEICOWTHREF 21T o7, MTV 2B L CTITkNAEBIFR % 0.97 DL E
TLGIZEAL TIX 0.9 UL E &L mWEBMEZHE TR . ZAOIXTE L HEE A
ADBELZ T D LM O T 5 33, E7z, V.Frings 613 1 HHIZ 2 Ok
TE2ITH ZEICLDHBMZHRFTLTEY., EEWHEBEERSGON TS
3, HSEHFONIAERDOZL I, T HEBEDIRE RO TH 528,
ARG {EIC X 21X, Fox DHEDHOTTH 5.

W2 A4 XTI L DB EEOEAORER - B L %% T MTV & TLG
OIEDOEALHR, B EOED X S BREALICL VR 70N EBET D,
AKWFZED 50 JEFNT 2 TEMERE CTH L7720, ¥ A I T OBRIEIZLD
SUVmax NAFEIC LA T2 Li3mbhn TRy, AROFHk A~ OFER G AR
U7z 3536, FDG (FHEMEH & RIERICHIAICE D A D3, ZO®RITMRE S
PTHEMEE BV CIEE S BNRNIC E EE 0 EiT D (metabolic trap) = &
(ZHEK L TWD, ZAuakt U, TS oo il B-ofE 28 7e & o 17 ik T tg &
A IV T DOBIEIZ L DD ENDTZHRVME L 725, MTV 3B #H o i
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2 & D EMEES ML O Volume TH 525, 1 RFREIRRERG X A I TN Rl -
TWT b FEERO MR ORI TN Z LB RFRED MTV ThH 5
ZENEENTH L EEZEZOND, LLRRL, Hx OFERIZE N T
MTV20 & MTVzs ZBrE A B 7224 %ﬂt L7, MTVzo & MTVas D3t 2 A
VLK TEIB RN o T=DlE, %G CHEE O FDG £/ 2R
WAL T, iR SUV DKy \HE%L$%;:|3@ SUV BN, R E O IR
FHAR D wash out [T L » THE SV, EERMICHERBEENE) -T2 526
7=, Absolute SUV threshold method (28 W T4, BMEN EH T2 & IEFM
T DFEEN D72 72 D12, BB THEIZHEIM L 72, Fixed % SUVmax
threshold method (2 &% MTV (%, #%H%E T SUVmax 28 FH 52 &LI12XD
SUV ORBEL KREL 25720, G THEICHED Lz, ZHOIEHF %
Fixed % SUVmax threshold method % FVNTHEAT T A ER, 0 %EIXEE L
THEATS 5705, FEERIRIZEBW T i SUVmax N FE5 ’Fjwﬂ%r%{f&wﬂ@ﬁ%aﬁ
ET 5729, SUVmax BIHEFITEWEE L MTV 288/l & 720 o #i2Run
BB 13l KT & fiéﬂﬁ‘é‘ﬁ#%éo Z DT O ZHUER & L+ % ﬁf{%\ %fﬁ%ﬁ
BES 5D Z &I g <, BEAEIE S LTHW D OIXKREETIZZ2 0 s
Bz bbb, ARGIE Tk, EFMHEBEOERLY 4L TH SUV BARENES
DERBROVHTHETH LD, BB TNy 7 730 RBRBD L2 2Tk
. S5 volume B RKEL oot EZX NS, ZiuIxt L, TLG i
MTV 2R E S - fEEEEN O SUVmean 8T &b TRIHET 2 Z &0
O, WBEXA T OB LY ZOMITHENT 5 EEZ B, RFETH 4
T OMEEMEEH L & BEICs W T, g cHREIEMLZ,

RIZ. AWFZE TG L 7o S aa il (VA L BIE O 72~ T, £ MTV £721%
TLG D3RRI ZEFE DFATIZH N2 ORI Th 202 BT 5, AFETIT-
ToRREHI BN & 2L Thd o 7225, fElEdh HHTEPBUE O W X 2 5 x
flTeZ & TEN, IR TTPERTRHEICHWHIE L L TOESOHE £

TIXBETE o7, CHRIYIZIX. Kao 513 FUHEEHREIZ 33V T Absolute
SUYV threshold method 2.5, 3.0 & Fixed % SUVmax threshold method
40%. 50%IZ & D MTV Z HWT T4 & ORE 217> -5 5. BE% 2.5
ELEMIV b PHREMBE L WO REREETND 28, By 1
‘/7@101/"( L. BN ADIRENRHEDITA KZ A CToh b PERCIST

. TREZhSUHIESE TR A RN AT b T ARG B & Lbi 4~ 4 % uptake

time 28 15 7LUINTH H Z ERER I TV A 18, TLG I SUV 2 #i7& bt
Tz, SUVmax & [FBRICHERH Z2 il 2 722\ & BB IR L 70 5 2 &3 gk~
DFERNL LN/ oTc, L LD, EEFERICEBW IR iR ¥
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A%OBEE LTE, SUVmax b5, i OIFENEEES T %42 THlT
LEDEROAREDO S 27 =2 B ELNL0E D PEFRH L TN Z &z
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N2 TLG DA BB TWD EWNWH I HES H D720, Kii/e TLG B HEZ e
TOHMEND D 3839, Fio, SENIRAAZXERIZ L TWD DN, AL O =M
JTEGEIZOWTHRFDPMETH D, MRADGEE. HEOIHFICIE SUV OF
WVAEBRRERE D LI/ 0 720 < S & IEE LR A BT Z E RS Th o
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EREE OBERNFBIDPRNETCHLIGENHLZ LR THEINS, ZO%LE. TH)
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18F-FDG-PET 2MEFERNCHETT S A7z IE/ NI Mt 23 A 50 44 D I3 BT %)
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