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[ ERIEHCE 7 /WAS 35 < DRV LB O YEBGRFE OFFAL : TNM 438 & O
PET AT X 2 JEI5 O REr It & D bk

ek

[HAY] PR LR B BT DHIRIEEE T V3T A —2 &l Tk
O B 1 > W T Fluorodeoxyglucose-PET (FDG-PET) K& O
Fluoromisonidazole-PET (FMISO-PET)?»/%Z *—%  TNM %3}, Stage %y
FAL DI AITV, HBEM A EZICOWTRE L.

(FPBFE J7iE] 28 AN AR b Rfs B 12 xF U CRim Bt 217 > 7.
3 7 A7 ® MRI #4& T 6 18 Y ® b ff(0-2500s/mm?2) % VT DWI 4 & {EAkL
L, #HHE L7z, fIRyEET T 8T 2 — %% K(kurtosis value), Dx(kurtosis-
corrected diffusion coefficient), DDC(distributed diffusion coefficient), «
(diffusion heterogeneity), Dsow(slow diffusion coefficient), ADC(apparent
diffusion coefficient) % % L7=. SUV(standardized uptake values)ix FDG-
PET } O' FMISO-PET »*%, TMR(tumor-to-muscle ratio)id FMISO-PET 7>
LEFRE L=, ©7 Y U FBMREL O Wilcoxon D NELZHFIEE (2 CHEAM L 7-.

[R5 R & B8] HIBRIEECE 7 18T 2 — %X FDG-PET SUVinax & OV TNM 5355
& DORNABBIBR 2 R & 72572, FMISO-PET SUVmean & Delow & ORICAH
BfEs A=, K, Dk, DDC, ADC, Dgow & TMRmax & X TMRmean &
DORNTIRVFERE N A B 7=, K KOVADC & Stage 5% & ORICHBEZEN S
ni-.

(Fam] HIRICHCE 7 /3T A =2 ITEEORBFEREL XM ST L5 06T
%E TR TEDLREEMERH D B X L.

¥—U—F
PERFNG, HIIREEEES L, FMISO-PET, (KE:#, Stage /%



HIFRYEECE 7 v i o < ORI LB OILREFAR © 57 : TNM 8Kk U
PET W& iC X % 5 OEERERER & o ik

e

MRI DL EGEFIER (diffusion weighted imaging : DWI) 13 AHFRN DK 77D
JEHCEE) % 553 L 72 HifR <H 3. DWI & & L 72 MR {55 13 Ml e Mg P9/
TE &0 AN O MG I B 2 KD T OIEEOES) & KL T\\w 3 &
FEzbhnTws 12, BEMKCTASHwLLTWwWS DWI & ADC(apparent
diffusion coefficient) T&H U, ADC I3 ZEAFHFRN I 35\ TR F 235 BGEE) O il
R%3Z21F9, HEIGEE)T 2 L AE L 2 IEFIRILEN T H 5. s XM o ok
&L CHEENOIME PHlluEZ & ot EziHic® 2 & & 2 o T 5l
FRILELE 7T V3 FEH ST 2 9, FlRIEEE T L v F A — %13 ADC & 1357
BIET, MARIERIE 7 4 v T4 v T3 ) XL HwT, 28D bfE (b
EIIERKS DR X ) KB T 2 EFMEZET T2 2 & Thkd b b, HIRIEHL
ETF VAT OS2 X 0 EHHICKI L T W3 & DRE IR HR LN S,

FURE R b B D EATIRIE D2 W AL HE & L € UICC @ TNM 7R i 58
(Stage 7738) A—MRIJICH W SN TV 3 5, TNM 4348 135 0 it 2 1T % s
DRZZX (T), EHY v i o AR (N), ZiRisfpofi (M) TREHL
Tw3. Stage DHHIZINOLD TNM O 3 DOHEEZHAEDLE TRD ST
Wh, INLIFREEDERSLPEZFOFRIGEEZ T TRFLE LN T
% 0, ERT L OBR X TNM 53415 Stage 77 FHZ LI, JMRHERE, L
R, R EE 2 N ENRERT, 20 n L ok ladbE 25k TfT
bivd. EENETL C0 5T L7 Stage D6, THRARE 5]
REMED RV L DFRED ALND D,

FDG-PET (18F-Fluoro-2-deoxyglucose-PET) 1% &I B & HL 0 A T i
EOMWE AL T, BFCERHMLAZ7 V25 L, Z0oERE2FAR3HE
TH 3. OEERFEERECE T FDG-PET 3ERRE, UV v HGilEf, =hE
HEfS % 2Hilid 2 2 L i) v ST 3 810, FDG-PET (3 EEHM T o A4 <
L BE L, EEMED v a — 2R FEfic % 5 W, —J, FMISO-PET
(18-fluoromisonidazole-PET) (3 M EE IC 51 2 KB RIREZ T ¢ Z 2 & W
IMEL D 5 1213, NPTV LEEZ & EEEE IC ST, EEoKERRK
B2 LITLIFRRD 5D, JIUFEEHIRIC B ClIZEEE ORI HE - Bk
R B OB & REIME PCEENME D> v v 7 &0 RBEMEIC X 3 MR
Yl DARHEBRIRKR D —2 L TNTnwD 1415, OFERFEREZ LD ET S
VRIS IC 3 2 EEAKERSE (X, BRI Z L, TERARICR2EF 2D
NTWw3 12, Zhw z DR EEREIC B 2 EEKEE SR O -l 728 EH X



NnNTwa,

FIBRILERE 71287 A — 2 & TNM S F K U Stage 775 & OBESE Z 0 5 21
+2 28T, HIRIEELE T L 8T X — & & R T ORI bR o T DR
ZEIHMEiC X 2R[EEMESE 2 oD, £/, BIRIEEE T AT 2 —% & FDG-
PET & O FMISO-PET O SEMRERE & OMBARI R Z L 2235 Z & T, HIRL
BET AT 2 — 2%\ CIERER ICIES O B CH o B KR R IR E % 5T
fliTacencEreELONS., AR LEEICE T NL OHRILEL
TTFNNT A =2 & TNM 4344, Stage 5748, FDG-PET X ¥ FMISO-PET ~¥
7 A =2 L oBREHRZHE B R CRE I LTy, SHEoifsET
ORI EREIC BT B HIRIEEE T A8 T A — & & b = ihEGRF G I o
W, TNM 748, Stage 748, FDG-PET K& U FMISO-PET /X5 XA — & L DL
21TV, HEALKEEEIC DO WTHETL 7.

pikiy

1. x5

Z OWFFEIXRTA SIS CH v, dLiE KRR o A ZERR R EELRE
STk (BRIRTZEES © H 014-0044) #3%21F, & TONREHE~DOIEEHH
EFRIEZEDD LT E L7z, XIRIT 2012 4 8 H A5 2016 4 7 A I JLifHE KW
Btz 522 L 7- O mF ERE g o 28 fil<, JEFI o WFRIZH M 16 1, % 12
Blcd v, Fhnlt 49 5% 5 87k CHFHEERN 70 /%) TH o 7. JFFAEHALILE 9
B, LA 4 B, TEESGE 7 G, R 5 B, UK 1], TEEE 26T -
7= (£ 1). TNM 2EUICC)® T ¥ <lx T1 X 5 %1, T2 1 11 ], T3 X 3
B, T4a (X 761, T4b iZ 26l TH>72. NKTFTIZNOIZ 16, N1 iZ 34,
N2a it 1/, N2b 2 7%, N2cit 1fHlTH>7. MRKFTiZ MO 2 28I TH
D, 2TOREHCERIESIZIAL N1 o7 (R 2). 2TONREH IIIEHY
VBRI eI THT IC MRI MR E 21T\, HEO b fE%Z HWC DW HR 2 RE L 72. &
28 fiilt 18 f4ic |3 FDG-PET #:%5 ) tf FMISO-PET ¥ #: % fitifT L 7=. FDG-PET
A L O° FMISO-PET #&E % %2 F 72 BZ o NaRIE B1%E 12 #l, & 6 filcoEn
12 50 %20 o 82 ik CF¥4EN: 69 %) TH Y, FEFIMLLILE 761, LZHEA 2
B, THABEA 4 651, R 361, DK 14, TEEE 1HITH o 7.

2R T e Fa—n
2-1.DWI #rf &1
MR #if o ER &K CEHEIC 3.0 725 © MR # & (Achieva TX; Philips
Healthcare, Best, the Netherlands) T, 16 F|OMFRRIME 2 4 L Z{#H L 7-.
Single-shot spin-echo %, echo-planar imaging (EPD)% FH\»C 6 ffld b & (0,



500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500 s/mm?) T 3 JjlA (X #h, Y#h, Z#hAm) 2z
NOESZETHIL 72, Z OfthdifR ¥ 7 A — £ 1340 K LEERE (TR) 5100 ms, T
a—K] (TE)82.1ms, 7V v 7' (FA) 90° , IFHEFH(FOV), 240 X 240 mm,
~PI VIR AKX 64 %64, ATARXEEmm x 20 A7 4 X, K7L HA
X 3.75 % 3.75 x 5.00 mm, parallel imaging acceleration factor 3, ¥ % [A]
# (number of signal averages)3, &Rl 4 7319 B & L 7-.

2-2.FDG-PET & FMISO-PET &5t

PET %%& 13 3D-PET/CT scanner (True Point Biograph 64 with true V option;
Siemens-Asahi Medical Technologies Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) % i \»7-. PET/CT ®
IANF =T 4 v F7iL425-650keV, IREHEF(FOV) 12 500 x 500 mm,
W~ btV v 27 213 168 x 168 & L 7-. H{RFEMEKICIE iterative TrueX
reconstruction methods % f\»7z. PR O 2200 fFREIL 6.7 mm & L 7=,
FMISO-PET Ti3#J 400 MBq (362-434 MBq) @ FMISO i A D 4 K i
Rz T\, iy FMISO-PET Wik % UG L 72. FDG-PET Tl 4.5 MBg/kg D
FDG {# A D 1 K2 ic gz 17>, &Y FDG-PET Hi{&R %S L 7.

3.7 — X fighT

3.1 BT — & fighr

FIFRIEE S5 A — X IZLA T OEBIC O W L 7. HIsEI D 5 X — £
& L T apparent diffusion coefficient(ADC), diffusion kurtosis imaging model
(DKI; kurtosis value K and the kurtosis-corrected diffusion coefficient Dk),
the stretched-exponential model (SEM; diffusion heterogeneity a and
distributed diffusion coefficient DDC), XIEHBIE D T A —% & L T slow
diffusion coefficient (Dsiow).

1DADC

ADC IHifEE oI e L ZE 2 b v Cn» b, ILBURRIZE RN KT
DILHDO R E T2 RT 7201, D JLEUHRED) &) fEEZ M2, MRID K2
YA XFFHIE N2 KD FOHZDORE IICHEKL TKRKEL, KypTFD7
v X L7 EE) & BMINE 7 SO RATER S ORI TE R, HERD DL
fofEfE L LT ADC (&5 0 OHHRE) 2HvonTns. ADC 3 D Tft
FzIn, XA zimizzd.

Seby = Soexp (=bD) [1]
St b I EH T ZEFHE, Sl b=0 ICFF BE5HE, D IZLEUREE
x7.



2)DKI( Dk, K)

DKI [3ERIHEN O EREZ R TIERE L F 2 b T3, DKI (ZIEHIRIL
BUC B W TIERD M 2 R TR T2, EHOHREZZ T 5 2 & CIERDH» D
COREBRBLTCwIrERTEEZLON TS, K (RE) 3K
heterogeneity ## L, ffkfEoRkELZRIHFELEZONL TS, Dkl K
ZEHAI L 72 BR o EER e H 3. DKI 12 K U D ofiRE X, AT oREE
D ASN

Sty = Soexp (—bDy +=b2Di’K) [2]

St b EIC BT 2{EFME, Solt b=0I1ck T 3{E55E, K(kurtosis value)
132 Dk(kurtosis corrected diffusion coefficient) (%42 M IFILEURE % /R~
ER

3)SEM(DDC, a)

SEM (37K 7 DILEC OFHAK D heterogeneity % KBLL T3 & # 2z H T
W3, SEM i3BHERIC X 0 5l ZiE 2 X h 3 BIEHBAM O E S HE DR ZE DO R E
#RL, al DDCTREINS. aldF 72 LHNDKILELD heterogeneity,
DDC (distributed diffusion coefficient) (% 2 4 v N D I KL ELEI A & Sk
L 7= athEte iz /n4. a & DDC oBRIEXRA TRk o5 3.

Sty = Seexp [—(b x DDC)*]  [3]
St b EICE T 25558, Solb=0ICH T 2EFHELRT.

4) Dslow

Dsiow IZAHFKDMIIIE L % KT 25 & E 2 b LT3, ARHEMRIC B W T,
MRI DR 27 2 VN TOKGFOENZ IZ—H L8 A2 LT3 LIRSS, 7
VRALEEIEE LTS, DWILICEBWTKGTDT VYV RLBEBERSL L AL
5K 72VCTRHEFETIEIY, EERNTOKYTFDO T v X LREZITIIK
BT DI L HERD 2 OB EEINT WS, T 7, EEERMITEETSLTLD 1
2D DALEREB) TR 7 e ZRFETE D LW IHRIEIT AL, HED D ITikfF
LCWABHEEMERZE 2 b b, HED D D5 bk 7w NDKS T DYILELDEE
WIEBUREE Daow & EFEL 72, K27 v LN DK F DI D T LB R R L 78
TROELRMLTWBELEZLNTWS., —17, Dy 1 DWIL IZEB T 3K
FOIVELBEEZEZRL, WEOMMEEZRKML CnwiEEIZLNTNS,
WHERBIB % F > 72 Datow 13% < DFFSE 341610 TR\ b T — X ~ DRI 7 4
yT 4 VIBPERHINTWE %, & b {E (b=500, 1000, 1500, 2000, 2500
s/mm2) 72> 5 Dgow ZEIH L 72, Daow lZATOHX TR O 3,

Sty = So(1 — Hexp (—bDgjow)  [4]
SwZ & bEICE T BE55E, Soldb=0ICH T B ESHE, fIIF7ELnb



"o dfE5D I biEERE LTE#K 7'n b voil&ERT.

3.2 MRI I 51} % B.LAEIB O 7% E

BR.OEIEL (RODIE T1 5834, RERGHNG] T2 i@ FHmER, K ORERGHIHIER T1
FHEBREZ S L, b=0 © DWI L ClEEOlml <M ¥ 5 %% ROI & L 7.
iRy — 7 v RICIF U TOREEZH W, T1 Wil 2D Avyvyza—y—
7 A, TR600ms, TE 12ms, FA70°, Z7A4RXJE 5mm, FOV 240
X240 mm, ~ PV v 7R 512 %512, T2 5875 TR 4400 ms, TE 70 ms,
FA90°, 274 ZXJ& 5mm, FOV 240 X 240 mm, 512 X 512 FEK DO~ + U
v 7 A 288 x 216, Ml T2 mafH{R: 2D 2 —FKAvvza—v—27xT v
2, 512 x 512 FH#EEK~ F U v 7 2 512 x 400, JEHGINHER T1 58 HEG&:
Enhanced T1 High Resolution Isotropic Volume Excitation (e-thrive)® 3D
7oy bxra—, TR3.7ms, TE 1.6 ms, FA15°, 27 4 ZJ£ 1 mm, FOV
240 x 240 mm, 512 x 512 FfEK~ M U v 7 & 240 x 240 mm.

ROT (35L5HIS, WP, W LET —F 77 7 F 0822 \T 553 %
BEF B X 5 ICERAE L 72, ROL 13 20 FELA o % 3 O UESAIREL o B iRk E
BEELT., HEROINOETOEY 7%zt L (X 1), Image J (1.50e,
Wayne Rasband, National Institutes of Health, US) % FH\»C/#71 L 7-.

3.3 PET [Hi{& ¥

FDG-PET TI3fEE O KIEHEEEfE (SUVnax © maximal standardized
uptake values) Z{#if L, FMISO-PET Tlx SUVmax K OFHEEEHEE R E

(SUViean : mean standardized uptake values) (T PET H{R D HEHE % -
L7-.

PET #if @ ROI IZ, MRI CEHHll I N3 25 4 RICH[RERIB VTV R T 4 2%
EIR L 72, FMISO-PET [Hiffic o TlE, S (TMR:tumor to muscle
ratio) bW L 72, MEEFEFEICERE L 72 ROI I X OB IC3E L 72 ROI 2+
5 TMR 28 H L, HEFRFICE T 5 SUVmax & 2EBATIC 51T 5 SUVimax THRL
72f% TMRmax, FMISO-PET H{R_EDOREEIRFEICEH T 5 SUVimean & FHH 1T
B3 SUVmean T L 72 % TMRmean & L 7=.

Sl DifFFEIC 5> T FDG-PET SUViax, FMISO-PET SUVimax, FMISO-PET
SUVmeans TMRmax, TMRumean % H>C PET & % 2Ffi L 7= (£ 3). 10 4ELL
F oA AT 2 EFEMEK D PET BR 2 A EMICHHE L 72, SFEFITEA
% HIZ FMISO-PET #i#f & FDG-PET &% %) /2. #EE O HEMFRIT R
A7 L CEHM L 7.



4 MR THRT

FHEARAIRIC D W COERHENTIZ © 7 v VB R w72, 4 28 FERC K L il
[RyLEke T vt 2 —% (ADC, K, Dk, DDC, a, Dsow) & TIHT, NRHT
toMoMBEIcoOWTHEL 2. ¥£7-, FDG-PET & FMISO-PET W% %17
7= 18 FERNIC o L CHIfR LS F 15 X — & (ADC, K, Dk, DDC. @ Daow)
¢ % PET 7 X — % (FDG-PET SUVax, FMISO-PET SUVinax, FMISO-PET
SUVimeans, TMRumax, TMRumean) & DREIDOHEIIC O WTHIK L 72, S [E D% T
1, FIRILERET V8T A =2 L TRHT, NRHET, PETHRE T XA —% L OHf
BB A2 L2 HMWE LTEY, lrolmEroB{oNi T XA -4
B & DEARIEICOWTHWICEHT 2 2 ¢ ZHBW LTy, ©7 Y v
BEIZ LU T O HHEICHE - THIE L 72 1 0~0.2 FHEARE MR 1Z 2 it L vy, 0.21~0.4
FHEABAFRIZ59 >, 0.41~0.6 HBIBIR2 S 5, 0.61~0.8 MW HHEARR S 2,
0.81~1.0 i@ THWAHBEREI R 2 H 5. HREUKHEI 5% AR & L 7=,

Stage 7FHTIIBEEDOI|E YTHHLNT WD X HIC Stage I LU Stagell
% Low Stage & L, Stagelll, IVa, IVb % High Stage & L T2 2K L, %%
HIRALECE T 87 2 — % (ADC, K, Dk, DDC, a, Daow) €31} % Low Stage

(Stage I +11) & High Stage (Stagelll+IV) & OEDHE 2% LLEEET L 7-.
Wilcoxon DNAMFIMIE IC CHEZOF %2 P~ 7. FEKAEIL 5% K& L 7.

2T OMEFTHTIE, IMP Pro 12.2.0 ¥ 7 + v = 7 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary,
NC, USA) #Hw7-.

e
v 7Y VMBI THRIRIGEE T AT A — & & TIRHY, N KT I3 E 7R HB
EHOND 5Tz,

FDG-PET Kk U* FMISO-PET #i#& %17 > 7 18 fiEfflTlx, v7 vV YHHEHIC T
FDG-PET SUVax & FIRIEEBE T A DT X — 2 L OREICIZEE 2 MHENIZ A S
Nizh o7z, —7%, FMISO-PET SUVmax & 3 DDHIRILEE T LD XTF A — &
(aty=0.43, ADC:y=-0.45, Dgow:y=-0.46), FMISO-PET SUVpean & 3 2
DHIRILELE T V87 A —% (Dg:y = —0.44, ADC : y = —0.42, Dgow Y =
—0.49)ICHE MR A SNz, TMRmax 13 5 DOHIRIEEE T LT X — &
(K:y=0.55, Dk:y=-0.43, DDC:y=-0.59, ADC:y=-0.48, Dgow: y=-0.43)
L HHBED A 5 4, TMRmean 1 5 2 DHIRILEE T L3 T X — 2 (K y=0.62, Dk
y=-0.68, DDC:y=-0.83, ADC:y=-0.69, Dgow=-0.76) & DB A b1
7z, FFIC PETHi#E ¥ 7 X — % & DDC XU Dyow & DB A - 72 (3R 4).

Wilcoxon DAL FIREE IC T HHIRILEE T v 87 2 — % (ADC, K, Dk, DDC,
o, Dgow) ICF1F % Low Stage (Stage [ +11) & High Stage (Stagelll+IV) &



DEOF % MG L 724558, K O ADC I¥ Low Stage (Stage I +11)
¢ High Stage (Stagelll+lV) :t OfEIcHEEAEZZE® 2. K (p=0.021), ADC
(p=0.045) IZTHEAKHE (p=0.05 ki) ZilizL7% (X2).

Ex
S OWFFEIC BT FDG-PET Ti% SUVmax % F\» T PET [Ejf§ © 5 % 1
L7z EOHE 121819034 AN &b, FDG-PET o Hi{§EEMIC 1%
SUVmax ZfEH L 72, —J7, EEEH I T 3 {KESR 2 c& 2 FMISO-
PET Tl SUVmax X SUVimean 12T PET [Hif5 D 888 % 54 L 72 85 141578 4
b7z 25, SUVmax MU SUVmean Z H\> T FMISO-PET O {5 % FAifli L
7z.

FDG-PET SUV f#iic ik L € FMISO-PET SUV {3/ X \» 7= & SEHI [ D
FMISO-PET SUVED 2 1Z/NE v, T2, EHI S ey 2275w v Fo SUV
ZF 72 %720, HERIC FMISO-PET SUV O£ OREE 2 2W 4 5 & & 2SI EE
TH 312, fHIHO SUV ICHT 3EED SUV otk 3 2 & ¢, XbIFfEIC
FMISO-PET SUV 0 ERHOREZFicE 2 L& 2 bhiz72%, TMR ZHw»
7z.

MR B TIREAR R T T AT, N KFIIHIRIEEET V8T X —
2L DMHBEEZRE o7, i, THRTFICEBWT T4b 28261, NRTIcE
W N2a LU N2c 2345 1 45 & SEFIR 280 70 <, MHBARARRIC B W T T — X DI Y
DB % Z T AR E 2 bz, RINICEFE Z e L, THE Z & OfE]
BORELZEL T ERARETH B BN/, 7=, S oMHEENT cidfho
BUAMED O K& SHANTMETD 25 0ELFRD b 7z, HBED T CIEItLEIC
LB ERZZTRPT W2, SEE LTl 2R 21TV, % Off % M RIAE
Bz 5 2 @Y %2E 2 081D 5 L EbNT.

FDG-PET SUVopax & HIRIEEET AT A — 2 L ORI IZEE AR A 5
Nido 7z, HIRILEE F A8 T 2 — 2 3 ESHRIC B 2K 7 DLECE 3
fili L, S O MUNESE L MER A ICB#E L T3 &2 b T3, —F, FDG-
PET D545 (3 viable 7z ST O #-0HNEE, MK LBEIGREH 5 L& 2
SNT\ 3 910, FHIRILELE T 8T 2 — Z TR T DILENIC X 5 JEIE o HH ik
W& % §Efi 5 3 —75 T, FDG-PET »¢ 7 X — & (IS HH% I 35 2 3% 2H L <
WBIT Db, TNHNTA—XHKIT 2 EE QR EOHESHBI DK X I
WELZEEzZLNE, 7, TESESARYOBEMEEEOMMEIC X > T,
ADC il L o2 RI e W BEEOWE 9935 5. SHOIFEIC
B CHBERY LRIEICE T 2 HIRIEEE 737 A — 2 & REEMHR L DLl
BT HE & Bbi .



S OFEFR L1387 ) FDG-PET SUVmax 13 ADC E HE AR A DHBED A 5
NEEWMELTHBRFE 98 H 5. CNEFFHHLE b fHIC Xk 2 REMERH 2 &
#Z7-. DWI TIIHEROFEICL2EFEKTAEARLN, b EMENIGEICITRE
MOFELWLZT 5, —FH, bEXEOCEEIC IG5 HME P ERE R 3 BIFHK
BEE D H AN, PUREEIRER 2R3 19, 72, R E L 7l o kS I
XY ADCHIZ®E AR 3. fE->T, HHAL 7 bHIC X 2 DWIRIREMDE WK
BEDiEWIZ XY, FDG-PET SUVmax & SlBRIEELE T 1% 7 A — 2 & o FHEARIR
WKHERA LN EEZ b,

FMISO-PET X7 X — % % W71 T TlL, KT OILHREE 2 K53
7 XA —=42T¥» % ADC, Dk, DDC, Dgow (X, FMISO-PET »¥7 X — % & DHIC
HERRMHE %R L7, 51T Daow 132 TD FMISO-PET X5 4 — & & DEICH
WHBAZ R L 72, —f%9I1C ADC I ZERAHAR IC 35 1T 2K DILEL D IR % & B 1Y
IR L, MO MISE L 2 K 2 L EZ 5N T3 320, b /NS v DWI
TIFTEBURE D (ZHER DM E R Z T 5. —J7 b fHAK Z v DWI <3
DB R Z TS, DIILEKDIE VIR T Z KM 5. Daow 132 DILELDEEIK
DFHENRL L7z T A —2TH 3. ADC TlEH T OILEMRETH v, #ER
DREL GUHMOMIEEE 2R L TV B2, Daw TlE ADC & 135872 ) &R
7 2 VHNOEREBESPIHREINR G £ 5, Daow 1Z ADC X Y b BN DKk
DB E HHIC KL TW B L EZ N TWS, 2K fEiiko BiEc X 28
REEOMM L REME ~OFEEHmOMINIC X 2EAN R, fEHkics T
DAREEZE N E L BHRKCH B 1120, Z D X 5 NEREEERIE DY Daow 1ML X
A, Dgow 28 FMISO-PET X7 X — X2 L S WHHEIZ# R T & E 2 b7z,

FMISO-PET <7 A — 23 K W a & DMICHEERMEZ R L 72, #@EOW
FIC B W T K IIHAAL heterogeneity # 3R L, fifdoZike K& X, MHfkiEE %
KBEL T3 EEZ 5N TW5 22, ald/Ka T DILEU K D heterogeneity
R L, MiZoRIR, Mo X E <, Mgtk rmENOMIgZER O NT v 2 %
KL CTW3d EDMERD 5 Y. KX allFlT 5 heterogeneity 1Z4H 7 L
DIUNETE 7 & DARED heterogeneity # XKML T3 EEx LD, 7z, &
B OWUNBETE O KIESR L BE L T 3 & o 28208 5%, S
¢ K & a8 FMISO-PET <7 X —2 L Dt Z /R L =2 & 525, Lk
heterogeneity D %7 A — & 23, JHE OKIEHR ICBE5-3 2 UNESE 2 KB L T
ZHEEME S D B E 2 b,

TR RIS I 351 2 (KEE SR IRAE D AFE I U RIS M 1 iim B2 AT L, )
FHRIETIED D 25 A IC 3 PRARICES AREMNLH 3 -0, [EEOKEEED
Al EETH 5 1025, LL, %< Dk 5T FMISO-PET & % 1T 9
WIERA RS Y, 2Colpm TV LEEEEEICH L 3 Ld FMISO-PET ##



Hx AW UEBKERZFHfic % 2w, —7, MRI @ DWI (3 EREBEHE O 8
237 <, % L D CEFAIOFEAL LITHRER T TbIT\»5., DWI OflfR
ERET V2 WS 2 8T, IFMREIICHEEKEER %2 RIBICFEi 32 < & A3
TELHREUERD 2 L EZHNT-.
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B 16(57%) 12(67%)
pogis 12(43%) 6(33%)
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S 87 82
&= 49 50
1 70 69
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FEEEA 4(14%) 2(11%)
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THE 2(7%) 1(5%)
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FDG-PET % U FMISO-PET

B85 ARRT LRELE RERTEE
28 18

THAF
T1 5(18%) 3(17%)
T2 11(39%) 6(33%)
T3 3(11%) 3(17%)
T4a 7(25%) 4(22%)
T4b 2(7%) 2(11%)

N &+
NO 16(56%) 9(50%)
N1 3(11%) 3(17%)
N2a 1(4%) 1(5%)
N2b 7(25%) 4(22%)
N2c 1(4%) 1(5%)

Stage #48

| 4(14%) 2(11%)
I 8(29%) 4(22%)
Il 3(11%) 3(17%)
IVa 11(39%) 7(39%)
IVb 2(7%) 2(11%)

# 2 XGIEFIO T K+, NIKF, Stage 77%A




FDG- FMISO- FMISO- FMISO-  FMISO-
Eih MR R SUV max SUV pax SUV ean TMRmax ~ TMRean
1 78 Xt FEMEE 7.84 1.78 1.63 1.45 1.42
2 71 Bt = 17.26 1.67 1.32 1.69 1.42
3 80 Bt T=REA 10.40 1.53 1.37 1.06 1.09
4 73 Xt TEREA 8.47 1.44 1.14 1.23 1.08
5 66 H* )3 5.96 1.29 1.18 1.25 1.22
6 50 &t = 9.79 1.66 1.49 1.25 1.27
7 54 B4 & 7.40 1.98 1.83 1.83 1.87
8 57 Bttt T=REA 10.10 1.61 1.42 1.40 1.43
9 82 &Mt IERLE 25.50 2.02 1.61 1.58 1.46
10 63 B = 10.52 2.02 1.76 1.21 1.23
11 74 Xt TEREA 15.22 1.79 1.62 1.08 1.04
12 63 Hi* LFEEA 11.11 1.63 1.10 1.55 1.24
13 75 B = 12.24 1.82 1.39 1.31 1.16
14 70 kit FEMEE 10.60 2.07 1.77 1.11 1.18
15 70 5% & 8.11 1.90 1.41 1.58 1.27
16 82 B = 16.48 1.47 1.33 1.04 1.08
17 65 5 LFEEA 10.93 1.76 1.51 1.44 1.40
18 74 Bt TEHEE 10.18 2.07 1.28 2.11 1.15

# 3 FDG-PET } O FMISO-PET % fiifT L 7o SIEF| O EHn, MEH, FIEEAL, PET
AT A—% (FMISO-PET SUVmax, FMISO-PET SUVmean,

TMRmax, TMRmean)




K DK DDC a ADC Distow
THAF 0.3 -0.22 -0.15 0.28 -0.32 -0.13
N &+ 0.25 -0.09 0.02 0.12 -0.18 -0.17
FDG-PET SUV yax 0.33 -0.15 -0.06 0.28 -0.22 -0.01
FMISO-PET SUV ax 0.40 -0.39 -0.36 0.43 -0.45 -0.46
FMISO-PET SUV nean 0.33 -0.44 -0.40 0.37 -0.42 -0.54*
TMRmax 0.55* -0.43 -0.59* 0.21 -0.48* -0.43
TMRmean 0.62** -0.68** -0.83** 0.20 -0.69** -0.76**

F4 HIRIEEETNNRT A—=2 L TRY, NEAT, PETBAENRIA—ZLDOET VY 4
ES[ESEES

p*<0.05, p**<0.01 LEKFL7%. plde Ty VHBEGREK pIXAEEUKE THT : 5O
RE X, NHETF : G5 Y v o 3H#ifizts, TMRmax: SUVmax DIEE AR, TMRmean: SUV
mean D EE AL, K: kurtosis value (£fF), Dk the kurtosis-corrected diffusion
coefficient (SRFEEMHIEILENGRE) (X103mm2%/s), DDC: distributed diffusion coefficient
(x103mm?/s), o: diffusion heterogeneity, ADC: apparent diffusion coefficient (#4721}
DILESRED)  (x103mm2/s), Dsiow: slow diffusion coefficient ({XHAELFRE) (x10-3mm2/s).
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— L7, T1583R%®Mb), AEN#nH T2 5@aiE), &% T1 i @aS R L, SIEiE, 3
el J OVK ILAE %2 38813 € ROI 2 7% & L7=. FDG-PET(e) & O} FMISO-PET®) 4 o> ROI i
DWI ® ROI #& MR L, & L.
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