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1. #8 (FC®IJ)

Standardized uptake value (SUV) 1%, Positron
emission tomography (PET) #A T S iTw
BFERIFIET, (AR E A IS 12
KW BT W™, 4R, i <Al IE Hi
DOETEREILIZ LD Single photon emission computed
tomography (SPECT) #% 7 T % SUV (SPECT-
SUV) OFEMAREE % - 720 Suh H1d, FLHEK
ORI DGR IC BT 2 5RO E Rz
VT SPECT-SUV O It 2 #iE LT ", &
72, Beck HIETEHBAHFEIZ B\ CTHAE R X
) SPECT-SUV % Fi\: % Z & THIEE OB
—HUDPAL NI EHEL TV 2D L)1
SPECT-SUV 1%, ARG 2 FEaHE & L CREl
T& 5720, TORRIAEREPHRFEI TS,

SPECT-SUV (&, #IRFIaREOF G 8 EAE T
IEHAL L 72 SPECT 71 77 > b ZBLIEAREL (Becquerel
calibration factor : BCF) # & F -3k 4452
LTk b b%, BCF I, SPECT #fE D 54
5N BHIEM (SPECT 717 > b)) % gk (Bq)
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B 2 720 DARBT, SPECT EEABEIZK
X<¢HE5T27, COBCFOBEHICIEERBD S
AT AREXMERTAFEEMET 7 v ba %
v aHiEdid 5%, BIE, BRTHVLRATY
% SPECT-SUV & i~ 7 » T& % GI-BONE i3,
MEE77 v F2A%HWTBCF 281 LTwaY,
L2»L, ZOBCF2EMTHEOMMET 7~k
LADORKEERLSPECT 17 v b2 BT 57200
B/EIE, (region of interest - ROI) D F%E 1L
FEAZ SN T2\, BCF X SPECT 177 > b &k
FEER DI TERENDL 2D, 770 P oA A AR
ROI #&5E 1X BCF @ & 7% & 3 SPECT-SUV 12522
m RATT RS D B o

F 72, BCF 2 B3 2 B2, HLELHRA IE < %
JIHIEDOBEISICOWTHIBEDS 2L, YD L)%
LR T H SPECT-SUV # B H§ 5 2 LT E
bo TNOHMIEDH ML, SPECT 717 » h &K
ELESE B0, WIEOMAGDEEEDT:
BCF Ol 7k & MRl 3 2 LD H % o

ARWF5ETIE, BCF 8 ik 0 3\ %S SPECT-
SUVAMKEEICSG 2 2825 12 L,

R e



Becquerel calibration factor Al /A MD:E\\»* SPECT-SUV HHKEE (L5 2 2 &

SPECT-SUV % IE#E 25 H 3 % 728 @ BCF 72
FiExREE LT,

2. /5 &
2-1. FRHERSLVT 7> MA

SPECT/CT %1 1% 2 M2 % SPECT/CT 2
Infinia8 Hawkeye4 (GE NV A7 74h#) <, 2
) A= Z I AV F —E Tl & fEH L 72
F 21— A= FIFIGC-7 (AT BETHEE) %
AL 720 WORIERARE L ™ Te T, BCF OEMIZIX
TURREF AL 8 oD 1B-20%! (Small), JSP % (Medium),
JS-105! (Large) %M L7z (Fig. Do 77 ¥ b
AW A X EF AL 72 HStRER % Table 112777,
SPECT-SUV S L7227 7 ~ b &1L, PET-
CT 77 ¥ ;& (Data Spectrum #:3) T, H{&FHF
R 12 1E Xeleris ver. 3.1 (GE NV A4 7THEEL) %
vy, BCF & SPECT-SUV O H 1% GI-BONE (AZE
E) T o7
2-2. YNEMIBEM

SPECT JU & 1%, Step and shoot 7T 3601% H Hif,
W, W 25 om, ATy THE6E, L

Fig. 1 BCFEHAT 7> A
(A) Small, (B) Medium, (C) Large

(RR, )

ERFHEIL 1 view H72 0D 300 TITo 720 T ANV F—
A Y R TIE 140keVELO% (A A 27 4 ¥ F
) £ 120keVE10% (712 Fw) & L7z
< NY 7 AT A AT 128%x128, ¥ 7 LA A
X 4.42mm & L, BE{RFHRE R 1E ordered subset
expectation maximization ¥ % i L 72. PR S
HEA & v—2a YRS, 71y F10T, #)
BLAE A IE  (scatter correction : SC) |2 Dual energy
window {#, J& 59 #§ IE (attenuation correction :
AC) 2 CTAC, IV X — # Bl IE (resolution
recovery - RR) |2 Evolution for bone # i L, #fi
MM A A DEIL ACSCRR, ACRR, RR &
L7zo F72, /A XBET 4NV & LU CGERE
$50.40 cycles/cm, /37T — 7 7 7 710 DINY — T —
AT ANE EBER L7z, CT ORI, EE
JE120kV, EHEHL2.5mA, ~NYH VY v FLI,
XM Iz ) 2.6 RPM & L7z,
2-3. 77> bLY A X & BCF ORR

% 7 7 ¥ b 2 (Small, Medium, Large) O
SPECT [ {£ (2 ROI % i€ L C*F39 SPECT 71 ¥
> b [counts/pixel] % K& T BCF [Bq/ (counts/
sec)] BEM L7z ROIFA XIE7 7~ b AHEE
D70% &L, X (1) »OHEHLZ.

BCF= (A ¥ v » B 4 W i 44 #E [Bql x
A% v W] [sec] X 1 pixel D4 FE[em®])
(VOIS 5~ b [counts] X
VAV AWN Y [cmgj) .................. (1)

ZZT, AFx vHERRETRRI AT 7 v
bAICHE A LSRR TH L, BCFIZ T 7~
FAHULA T A AN DHIE 2 AT A ATHE LT
W, 55 2T A4 Z1xHT A BCF O fE & ik

Small |3 IB-20 &, Medium ($ JSP &, Large |
JS-10 B EER L 7= Tz e L 72,
Table 1 77> bLYAXEHAR
Phantom size
Small Medium Large
major axis : 204 length : 200 length : 248
Size [mm]  minor axis: 152 height : 200 height : 210
height : 108
shape elliptic cylinder Cylinder Cylinder
Volume [mL] 2482 6283 10144
Activity [MBq] 45.7 54.7 69.6
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20% 40%

Medium, Large

20% 40%

60%

60%

80% 100%
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Fig. 2 1HEMAFEEMEET 7> FLAICH T3 BCF BIERED ROI 4 X
ROI YA X377 PLAERD20% D 5100% 53 £ DIC10% T EICEHE L 720 RICIIBEY 1 XD AHEH

L, FHY A XI3HBEL 7=

2-4. ROI # 1 X' & BCF DR

T 7Y NAEED20% 5 100% & RS LD
1210% i g T ROI % 3% % L T BCF 2 & i} L
7o (Fig. 2)o ®fRE L7277 v bat g Xid
Medium T, 5 A A AZxt$ % BCF O 4 1E
CHEERE T RO, T2, BERH (percent
coefficient of variation : %CV) % (2) 25HEH
L T BCF OBz &7l L 72,

BCF DI HE(R 7 “
‘¥ BCF

%CV =

2-5. SPECT-SUV &t}

M K VS (22.44kBq/mL) % # A L 72
PET-CT 77 ¥ M A& &L, 145172 SPECT
[} {5 7> 5 SUVmean % %€ L 720 YU LB S
13 BCF I & kD 4L L, PET-CT 7 7 ~
Na®DINy 77Ty REIZELE 30 mm @ ROI
#10% FrBCiE L, P39 SPECT 7 » b [counts/
pixel] % H L7 (Fig. 3)o 77 ¥ F2aH A X

DB R M A B BCF &, ROIT A X 70%
THH L, ROLY A XD HE %M 25
1 Medium 7 7 > F 2 2§ L 726 SUVmean %‘

H (3) ZPUFITRS .
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Fig. 3 SPECT-SUV AIEI(C$ T % ROI DEE

SUVmean= (1 SPECT %77 > b [counts] X
BCFx 7 7 b & fkf& [em’]) /
(A F v HAGFESEE [Bql X
A% x VI [sec] X1 pixel DA

SCT, KlmLZ1gk L, 77 ¥ koI
9,700 mL, A% ¥ BlAGR AT REIL 7.95 kBg/mL
TdHbo SUVmean D ILEIL, 3908 + AR 2=
& %BCV TITo 720 F72, 101D SUVmean %
HWEL 7 7Y oA XX DHEHRIT2 B2
% o720 MEETENTIL 1L Tukey-Kramer T, HE
KR 5 % & L7z,



Becquerel calibration factor ITE A5 ED:E VD SPECT-SUV EHIEE IC5 2 25 &

3. &% 2

3-1. 77> hLY 41 X & BCF

%7 7 ¥ M A THWEL 7 BCF % Table 2 (2
K9 RROKEMPLAYA, 77 o
A ZAMWREL R BIZONTBCTIZHEML 72
ACSCRR & ACRR TI%, Medium 7 7 ¥ b & &
Large 7 7 ¥ b 2@ BCF IZK & 2T SN
Polze —F, Small 77 PATIETRTOF
Rt Ic BT 7 7 > F a4 X&) K
fExZRL7z0

(RR, 1tb)

3-2. ROI %1 X & BCF

77 ¥ kA A X Medium (22T ROI A
R %2 L & 724 O BCF &£ %CV % Fig. 412
7R9 o ACSCRR ¥ ACRR T, ROIH 1 X20%
M5 0WIZBWTBCFIZFRELSEBILL h o7z
A%, ROLA A X100% CThHFICEEER L
(Fig. 4A, 4B), —7Jj, RR TIZ ROI % 1 XHVK
EL{ 2 5IZONTBCFIHMET L7 (Fig. 4C),

ROI %4 X% AL EF2HED %CV iE, T
TOFBEMICB VT ROLIY A XK E L 4
HIZONTETFL, ROV A X60%LLETES

Table 2 &7 7> bAoA XEBERENSY BCF L5 2 28
Phantom size
Small Medium Large
ACSCRR 1432.59£25.18 2894.67+39.28 2914.23=11.29
ACRR 1209.64£12.22 2205.61+10.14 2173.75%+23.31
RR 3909.79+22.88 8707.03£49.74 11120.55*48.94
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Fig. 4 ROI ¥ X2 Z{LE ¥ /2355 D BCF & %CV
(A) ACSCRR, (B) ACRR, (C) RR, (D) %CV, ACSCRR & ACRR 0) BCF ([ZD\ T ROI % 1 XDEEF
HbEDPTH-1EHD, RRTIEROL YA AN AELLBICDNTBCF WET LA, £/, %CVIE, TRTHE
BREFICEVTROI YA ZPKELLEBICDONTETL, ROIY A X60%UETHEETR—EE L7,
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trla—E & % o7 (Fig. 4D), F 72, ACSCRR
Tl PR SEM & I L sz R L7z,
3-3. SPECT-SUV

77 Y AT A XN ERL B BCF M LY
4 ® SUVmean % Fig. 5 [2/R 3o Small 7 7 > b
A FWVTHEM L7 SUVmean 1E, p fE<0.01 &
OO T 7 s LA R L COR Bl
%R L72o ACSCRR & ACRR Tld, Medium 7 7
v Mok large 7 7 ¥ b A THE L 72 SUVmean
ICHEEARED SN Lo 72 ACSCRR IZHIT
% SUVmean (£ 0.49 (Small), 0.99 (Medium), 1.00
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(Large) &7, Medium 7 7 » b & & Large 7 7
¥ b ACHEME (SUV=1) [SEWERZ R L 72,
Lo L, HRELBA E R g5l E 24T > TWwiawn
RR TlE pfiti<0.01 &%) 77 ¥ bat A X2 &
) SUVmean [ZHEAEDRO HNLTz,

Fig. 6 [CROIY 4 R &2 L L S w2 E& D
SUVmean & %CV %759, SUVmean 2B} 55K
KoOZEALIX, ACSCRR T 3.7%, ACRR T 6.4%,
ACSCRR & ACRR Tl ROI 1 X% 2L & T
LS RZEEFED 5N h o 7278, ROLH A
Z100% CTldb I PICEMEE R L7z —7, RR

c
T 18
£
= OSmall OMedium O Large
(%) . B
** p-value < 0.01
14 r *% * % **
* % n.s. .S,
12 L ns. *% *k
10 RN A . ]
08 I
06
04
02
0.0
ACSCRR ACRR RR

Fig. 5 77> LY A X & SUVmean DR
B8RSt ACSCRR & ACRR (CH5 UV T Medium 7 7 > L& Large 7 7 > b
L) SUVmean |$EEHE (SUV=1) (ZEWMEERL 7

c 18
3 A
€ —e—ACSCRR
> 16
D
n —=-ACRR

14

—O0—RR

12

1.0 —i—t—r—ar——F

08 | D—O\O\H\O\O\O_O

0.6 - - - - -

0 20 40 60 80 100 120

Relative ROI size [%]

— 6.0
X
= B
3 —8—ACSCRR
N 50
—-ACRR
40 r —O0—RR
30
20 r
1.0
0.0 1 1 1 1 1
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Relative ROI size [%]

Fig. 6 ROI 1 X #Z(L& ¥ /-#HA D SUVmean & %CV

(A) SUVmean,
E

(B) %CV, ACSCRR & ACRR ) SUVmean |3 ROI 41 X #Z L& B THEES » L ZELIE

AHS5NEH 57D RR TIFET L7e SUVmean N %CV 1Z ROI # 1 X60% LI ET—F & & > 70
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TIEHRADZEALIZ20.8% TH ., ROIH A XA
KEL L2 TSUVmean 13T L7z, 72,
FTRTOMIESAIZ OV T ROL Y A XA/ E N
¥4 12 SUVmean @ %CV (& EfE % 7% L, ROI
£ X60% L ETB L ZF—EMlER L7,

4. E

RHFZE TlE, BCF il % 5 ik @3\ 5 SPECT-
SUV B HAEE 125 2 % %8 % 57l L 72 SPECT-
SUV L, BCF ZMET H2ED7 7~ b a4 X
EROIH A X2 X W K& ZEILL, BCF Z5E
L7277 ¥ b &% A XH Medium & Large D354
|2 SUVmean I #FHE % 7R L 72 ROIH A X% 7 7
Y P AHEED60% DS 0% IELIZHRET ST &
TEB DA 7y SUVmean DYE B EETH o 72,

T 7Y NAY A XDEEIZOWT, Medium
TJr v hAE Large 7 7 ¥ F &A@ BCF &, FhEL
FARIE & IREIRIE 21T ) 2 & CRBEOEE R L
7245, RR Tld Medium 7 7 ~ b A & Large 7 7
Y NATRERLR DR L o720 SPECT TIXIIX
RYELE Vo T2 NMEE < RO E A % BRI
T 572012, BELSAIE R ESHi E 2T b T
5o TNHMIESHEYNATHILTWILIZE R |,
A L7 hes & SPECT # 7 > MBI 4%
L5720, BCFIE7 7 > b &4 4 R IKAE
LaWZ el b D728 Medium 7 7 >~ | A
Y Large 7 7 ¥ N 2 0 BCF (ZWR LR #5528
RIS &V SN CRBEOMEIC R 72 2 %
Zbo L2L, Small 77 ¥ b 20 BCF IZH1E S
HicEodto 77 v ba k) EMEERL 72
LA IE 20 ik J A 1E 12 SPECT ) 5 45 Ji R0 ]
BaHEo) 2 CEEARHEH-TBY'Y, K
FeCE ] L 72 BRELERAIE <2 T JE5HliE DR 12
B L CHGEZ 1T ) LB D S,

B LA IE & S 4 IE % 4T - 72 BCF 1X, ROI
YA RA%EZTHEL L e h o 7275, BRELSRAIE
EWESHIE 2T h R WA TIX, ROLH A X%
KELT 52 ETBCFIZET L7z RR TIEik
FMIEZ4To T wnid, 772 FAFL0
SPECT 17 » MIEKT 9 %, €070 RO A
RIZE > TBCF SR ELSEALL72EE X Do HR
BLARAHIE & ES R IE 2479 2 & TROLH A XD
MBI SN, BCFOATA AT EDE

e

o
=~
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24588

rE

(RR, 1tb)

B (%CV) E ROIY A4 AHR/NSWEEITKE

CROIFA XERELCTHILET/hELL ol
BCF IZ5¢7E S M7z ROLND SPECT #17 ~ F 25
EHEEBENL720, BCF 2% E L THET S
IZIEROLY A X% 77 v b AEZED60% L. 112
RET HLBEPEDTIRIE S NIz, B A A 100% Tl
BCF 28 & R$HEMICH o720 ZNIEF T A
RN L 2Ty VSO SPECT 4177 > b '
PERNTHDEEZ D, Lo Z Lh 5, BCF
T BB ROL YA 13 60% 7 5 90% FLFE
ICERET DNV RBTHDLEEZ D,

Small 7 7 ¥ § & % ffi ] L 72 SUVmean 13,
fild7 7 ¥ P AL CHEEICEKM Y R L
oo TNWEBCFEZH L2777 oAy A4 X
& SUVmean # K& 727 7 v b aY 4 X123 A
RYTFVELDEEZ DL, 2RO, I
SPECT IZB\WTHIMYL oK & & & BHHIZEHD
LR O 7 7 v s & v 2 & CrEREEDHE
RTE D LS LTwaW, KIf %2 T SUVmean
WHEBMETHDL 1 o7 7 v AT A AT,
Medium & Large T&H - 720 FATWIZEDMER & B
b T, REEES SPECT (233 % BCF % Tld,
MEIZHE T2 REEDT 7 ¥ M 2O EY
ThHhbEEZD,

BRALAR M IE L A IE 2 B B o 12 A,
SUVmean (2B W T ROI 4 ZDFEEIZTHLTHT
Hoto LPLROIY A AD/NEL DI ET
SUVmean OZH (%CV) 1T k&< %D, ROIH
4 Z100% Clx SUVmean D b O L 70 H1H
MZdH o720 ZALLHETIE L7z BCF O#Il L %
LOTHY, SUVmean HHFEE DM A5 b ROI
T A X1L60% 05 0 FBEENLFE LWESZ b,
BRELAAE 1L & IS 1L % 4T > 72 B2 ROT 1 X
X9 % SUVmean O ZEALIZH AT 3. 7% HET
oz, TR SUVIZ X %88l 47
) 12iE, BCF 2 l%E§ 5 ROI Y 4 X% —FEIT§
LUEND D

BRI L E i E 2 T bR v & o
SUVmean (&, #FfE%/R"TI &% < ROIHTA X
EEBIIET L, $72, BCFRMET AT 7~
LAY A ZNZE 5 TORR 2% R L7z Beiley
S AT BEELAIE & S HIE 21T o 72 B OB mik
FEFZ10% LI & LT bW, F 72, Fukami
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5 X5 SPECT 2\ T ] & T8 1K 4 1 O #x o
fLz2frvy, 1%L —3 3 yEEICE YD SUVmean
I3#930% Z L L 72 L W5 LTw 3, KRS
B CHEMAIE & WEME 2T bR VwEED
SUVmean (&, 77 ¥ P& 4 X112 X D 65%F:
FE, ROLY A ANEbDHZ L TBRELEIL
720 T OFERIE, SPECT-SUV |2 X 5 52 & 371
IZBW T BCFHIEOEEEO AL ST, HEHELM
HE L WFMIEOEE LA R L Twb LEX D,

KIIZ BT B SPECT/CT % & O 3 K (1
46.6% % <Y, AIG—URIZ X L CR S HREIE
A1) T ENTELWHIFE DS Ve SPECT-SUV
OEMBIEH CEFTOWANFERE TH Y, HEOFE
Wb THETETH S, LA L, SPECT-
SUV # FBIE L CIEEREICHI T 5 720121, #%
AL IE & S IE D E DS UATH ), k%
1T 5 T 72 Wy SPECT-SUV (I AN IEE 72 208 s fil &
LCIRZDUEND D,
KIFZEDRE RS, 77 ¥ b LH A X% ROI
T4 X, WIEDOF IS SPECT-SUV 12K & { &
252 EPHL IR o720 L L, KRR
277 b AT —FIZX BRI TH B, 51013
KT =% O BEEDSLECTH L, Tz, Af
28 T B 72 IR AR SR 1R 12 D W T RGEE &
To Ty, EFHERSERIEE IS
%52 BTN D B 720, WHRFRK S
WTHEH R LMRENLETH S,

5. &

BCF I 72 J7 1 @ 1\ % SPECT-SUV & ¥ &
152 HBERH Lz, 77 bAoA XL
ROI ¥ 4 X2 X 1) SPECT-SUV IZH F 221 L
720 BCFHICIEZ, AMFELRFES A XD T 7~
FazMHL, ROIY A X% 77~ b AEZED
60% 2> 5 90 % RN L CHIET 5 2 ENE
F Ly

RIFFEIZE L CHIR T REFIZRAHIL 2,

5
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