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EA, B OBAERIIRIINO &% 7= £ 0 | KETIHEAR 37,000 ADHi7-
IRBEDIAELTOD[1], ABZBNTH, FEPHIZRE UM ABNA TEY
ZFOIRKNTFEIZARANDEE R — o BLOEAFORKKETHD EEBZ LN
TW5, B ORIBHTIEZ I Miles Fftdn 5V MTIEALAT T BIERT (low anterior
resection, LAR) (Z K 2R T Ch 525, MiBIRIE L L CoORBEHRIAIE X
OB FPEENIR AT T 5,

FLBE TS - B O TFHINT & LTES D LOR BB SN TV D0, BRRR
BREMELESNTONDEERLND EDIRIMLT L HEL RV, MEHRZHr2Om
WT o, MEEER. CT. MRISDHIN SN D0, IWEBENRZINCE EED
a3 % < MG OTENEZ FHRIZ SR 5 & O TRV AN PO TRl 2 N
LT D, PCHHBINRIE L L CTIRATECHBIG R 2 ia1T9 256, iz
REgs O A TR IR BB IS L N AT D 12D HERBRIAIRIC K 2 9 H % ) )

B OIRNEIE DA THET 5 Z RN L 5T 5[2],

-J7 . fluoro-18-deoxgyclucose positron emission tomography (FDG-PET) (%, #i
DTN A= AL EHENET 22N TELED . CTBIUMRIFD G
72 b FRIFERO Al O AEFEEMER & LT, £ < DG ORZBNI L < AW
HND KD IZ7R o TE[3,4], KR RIGHFEOIREDFAH[S,6]4 L O D15

R[T-10UZ DT E L DREN D D,



Z ZHUFO PET 34 OFGEIZ(E, FDG-PET {LIAFERN R DO HIE B D\ T T4
DT E DS T FRRFILEZ 5T LT, AR TR E e v oo b 5, KRBT,
PET DOJBUIAR ST IATCh DT mikiX, FHUOBEMNEHETH Y . 2
"D, 3-compartment model {Z51F DENIRANIBARDOIFHE ML E LT 5=, BHE
EANTE DM ITIZ R E 22BN % 3R 2 BIE O B R IRER & 5V IZA S B % 15 5
HITHERYN O RIFMOREEZTI2LERDH D 2 LR, TTORMBET
ERER M AT 5 2 &2 LT\ 5,

)y, AL ZREEOERE G Ly M) 28HT 508 DEE eiE]
T3 % standardized uptake value (SUV) DR HIT, Ak #E% ORI LEIEL]
IREAH IR, PO ESFORMEEZ —EICT 2 HENH LI 65T, Hull
BEOMRRIT &> ThR& I SN HIEEZ AN TIThbR Tl Y., 512, »
OTELBERARIEEC 00 63, REMHIEOBIEA £ 25 Lo T
BBMENTELZ 2B B - 7= [11],

ELIGHE 2203 U od &3 2 MRS VEAR B CId, AR BE oD /b 72 W8 72 il (L o
JiikE LTo SUV RO FIEDHEST T AU, PR O T 8-> TH;
DOLIENTEDEEZLN, 2L ->T, RADDRZBHICETICER
WEMRT 52N TE D,

AT, B D T %2 T3 2458 & LT FDG-PET I & % Y& &2
DWT, ZD PR PR U RRIC L O R B O -k & LT D FDG-PET
CHERZBWT, BEREERIEOMYL L ZNIC LD PR TROERIZONT

et L=,



AP TR S D, Tk, KR BEAYIC 92 nTHE T B B A Hxd
EE & & RIS ORIKMERZ AT 2 FERIETH D SUVIZONWT, HikHEE &
EOMBEMEZ MR L. FDG sHEBR OGO Z A X 2 78 L OB LEEOR EIE
OIEER 2TV, Eo, 2 E TITIRB I TV D SUV OIRTEHIEE % ki
afL7z, F. BT Y b SUV OISR BA~OBIRIGH & L
T, TR BRI & 1T S U2 IS O Bz 20T, P # TFRlOIEIE &

L COA P2 GHm L 72,

ot



FE &L Th 5 standardized uptake value (SUV) OFE#ELL

HE)

FDG-PET OGRS FENL Lo M9 S A7 shiRR s L OB BR 28y iR
DHIE BT JEEHERBIZBNTH S OBRIKISHBEE Sh T 33, 4],

FHBTIE. SUV IZ K o TSR B O E S 21T 5 Bo M & 72 5
MRIE. Db FHEROBREEAEL . O (region of interests, ROI)
DRXEER JOREMIEES O E HiE L. 1§ FDG-PET 12517 % SUV
PEROGREMISIEHLZ E2AMET S,

40 BIOE RGBT HOW T, FDG R ORI L 230~ s L OUE
RIS DU T Patlak E[12, 131055 6 AN A L7 251E[14, 15| X 5 #eseh i
TR L SUV & OB A F 7=,

E7z. ROIDRRIETE 3 1E, FHERBRCEALAIEZ 6 fl, J5L OVSUV EHIC
&7 DINER Y OHIIEFREE 3 FEIC OV T M ifE £ & oM E L Ot suv o

HAE O ZEMEIZ DT~ 7=,



R &Ik

PSS

TIBE G E IR D 40 B (BYE 27, &Pk 13 Bl i 40-77 %, T4 60.0
. PRAL63.05%) & X4 & Uiz (Tablel), & TORKIZOVT, Eifilc k3
informed consent % Hf5 L 7=, J 2 D B2 T 13 36 5] T adenocarcinoma T &
Y. P929 5123 well differentiated, 6 {173 moderately differentiated. 1 fiA% poorly

differentiated Tdh >7, F£7z. 2 #H mucinous, 2 A% unknown & Xiv7=,

FDG-PET

BHNZBOT, AT BIETEO BERTH L O3 20 L 5 % (KU BIATE
WTHROBEIT21 220 L35 A, #4296 + 43 H) ® 2 [0 FDG-PET A& %
AT Uiey ST, IRRTCHBIBIERTO FDG-PET |2 351 2 BIE N % A ¢
SUV DIREL DRt 21T - 72,

**F 1% Cypris Model 370 Cyclotron (fEACTEMEM T.3) % A\ . FDG i% Ehrenkaufer
HIZ XKD BEYERIEIZ L - TAERK L7[16], ML EREE T 95%LL E T - 7,
PET #5213 PET A % + J— - Headtome IV (ESEEUERN % V. 13 mm [
. X Z A ZXJE 10 mm THE L7-, In-plane A% 513 full-width at half maximum

(FWHM) 12T45mm Thot=, £7=. WL S0 OMREE 1T 9.5 mm FWHM T

~J



B Y FIKIEIX 144 keps / (uCi/ ml Y TIH o712, ZDPET AF v F—D/n— Ry
= THRHEC OWTIFEMZH] C S5 TV B[17],

AREBNU DUV T BIRIITHT O AT AT A BRI ORI %12 FF 2 [l FDG—PET %
AT U7o, B, AR 4 FBRPEOKA FIC@E 0, BRI o Uk
fIZ 80 - 110 mg / ml DFRIHNIZ & - 7, BERE B 7 — 5 LA AVEREAT L 72 n o 7=,
FRAZEBALIZDOVT, 8 5[ trasmission scan & {7 L 7=,

333 22\ L 444 MBq @ FDG % IR S 1EST L7z, EREEED D 36 Mo
dynamic acquisition Z lEBIZ DOUWNTHIAT L, Z AU K > Tl AR A i L
Too PEIRTE. #FE 40 53 DRFE G BIEHENT 20 23 (549% 4 frames) ONE
BB dynamic acquisition 1572, & 51T, LR 60 S ORESNE . 6 SO
static fiR5C 2 MBS ERIZ % L CHT - 7=, Static Bi{%Z >N Ti, RSO ERICEIT 5

SRR 2 63 2y 0 AT

FADITE > THE L7z, Patlak 1EOZIE[14, 151I2L Y. > H® dynamic
acquisition 10D 5 £135 I O static MR 6 £ AV, BHLEES L ONEEERIC % &
L 72 ROTIZ DWW T O RIATHE G & il 2 BRI R EH (K-complex) D3

JOSUV RN L72[12, 13],

PET 7 — % DOfigkr

VAT T ET = 2B AERER (dead time) . fURMEIEZS, BREHL. W

IIZ X 5355 (attenuation) (ZDWTHIIE L7, {128 x 128 < R U



7 AT, Hanning 7 4 V¥ —DH v MA T E 03 1T E L T filtered

(5352

backprojection algorithm % FIVNTHefT L7-, BEE D FDG HEROTER. KEM . #
A EIR, 36 X OMEMLERIZ 0 L T2 E o ROI 2 HFMIZERE L7z, ROI

DR EEZ DOV BIZFRE L7,

ROI DFXE

ROI OF%EIZIE SUN (SUN microsystems, USA) V—2 27— 3 » LD
{@f#HT> 7 N =7 Dr. View ver. 5.0 (JEfF# S 27 Ath) & v 72, ROILHT
BUZR LT A5 L 80 2 WIEIE SN T 2 B — 7 858D 30% LA L 50%LLF
O R HIIZ 2 mm x 2 mm OSEJE ROL 2 JHFHIICE & | O RE S0
UCTERYZELRNE Y228 AR Lzbo (ROID), [Fl 4mm x 4mm ROI

(ROI2) 33 K OMEIERET 8> 2 \ ML AN |2 Wi 24K 44 720 L 99 OFEPH THLD
J£ ROI (ROI3) o 3 ¥ {ERk L7=, ROI O%EIEIT Fig 11C/RLTz, ZNE
TUZDWNWT, FRHEZROIEZ] 1= 42, 46, 50, 54, 58 35 LN 63 4y & HLLIFR] & 3

Wi~ L—AZEB T RIS T DI E RE LT,

M#12 £ 5 ROI B EDOLE 2 4 572012, Lk LT 2 4 O itfe
E L O3 4 OB R ATIZ X - T, 20 $ilo> ROT % HERITHERL L7z, il
L7220 Bk, Table 112" L7295 LOFEGIFE 21 - 40 TH D, ER L 727 100
8D ROLIZEE SN TR SN S BE ZOWT, BATESIC RS 5 AR

(coefficient of variance, CV) Z#~<7-, CViX., SD/mean TEFXINDHHETH



50

72 RIE 20 BIIZ-DW T KB, I8k X OWEREZ ROL 238 5& L7,

FERFIE

IEIGE 3 & OV IBgs 12 V) 7= ROL IS 5 FDG BRI KRIZ RS SUV TF

L72[11, 18]

SUV-bw = decay corrected PET value/ (injected dose / body weight)

Fiz, BAE (ideal body weight, ibw) 2S5V V7= SUV (SUV-ibw) X F=

(&> TR L7[19],

SUV-ibw = decay-corrected PET value / ( injected dose / ibw ),

72721 ibw i3 455+ 0.91 x (patient height in centimeters minus 152) ()3 L Ot
48.0 + 1.06 x (patient height in centimeters minus 152) ((B4) ThH 5, X 51T, lean

body mass (Ibm) (ZH-2V\7- SUV  (SUV-Ibm) Z Fadlo k- THEM L,

SUV-lIbm = decay-corrected PET value / ( injected dose / Ibm )

7272 L, Ibmid 1.07 x weight — 148 x ( weight / height ) 2 (ZE) 3LV 1.10 x

.10.



weight — 120 x ( weight / height )2 (E¥E) <TH 5,

Wt R ET

trent HH O LLHZIZ 1T Statview ver. 5.0 (SAS institute, USA) #{fH L7,

MBS HTIZ DU T 4041 O 1IE I % Kolmogorov-Smirnov i 7E % FIW T~
W53 A AERNED & % 561X Pearson OFERMBEREOBIE, FH LSO B4
Spearman DONANLFIMIE % AV, P<0.01 # ¥ EmicaE L e LT,

ROI B EDERDOBIEEFNZ L DX 62X OREOFRITIE KD 72 CV DK%

el U7,

i A

KH & SUV-bw, SUV-ibw 33 £ TN SUV-lbm & 0 [ DR BIEEL I » = -0.026.
r=-0165 B LU r=-0.046 THY . WTNHHEHFHNCHE 2B TIZ 2o 7,

(P=08727, P=03101 3L P=0.7806) (Fig. 2)

ROI BRI KD BIEREAIZ DN T, =63 ZAT L THRIT5 &, K&
H—ROI (ROI3) Tl —RIICHEEEE LA O CVIERA LAY . 2 mm
FIE D/ & 72 ROI Z HHEE -3 L= & OROI T CV IZh/Mz 72 57223, 4 mm

JEJZ ROI (ROI2) Tt CV IZFEIT AR D o7, CVITFNFN. 687%. 7.27%E

-]1.



LUV 862% T~ 1=,

£ BIBIKD ROL o & & 0 SUV-bw & K-complex il o [l O F R AHE
2% 7% Table 2 (27" L7z, ROIDJEIRIZ KL 5971 =42 Tk =63 12k L CTHIEIZ
Ko ToD3, Wt Lo R Tz W T, MRHANAEREIIE N TV (ROIL: 7=
42, r=0.802, P<00001; =58, r=0.876, P<0.0001;7=63, r=0902, P<
0.0001),

t=4205 1=63 £ TOMOMEEHH (RO, KB, RIFEEIIR. Bz

WD SUV-bw DA (Refal SRR AR 35 X OMRHER £ % Fig. 3 (2R L7,

MEFEEL D ROLL 36 L OKRERNZ DV T, 1= 63 ZEE L72F%F0 K-complex fii &
SUV-bw & DRCRMBIMRE L P BIZZFNLEI, r=0902, P<00001 BLUr=
0.704, P=0.0004 TH Y, ZNENHAFNICHERTH o712,

w5 B IR Tl K-complex fifi & SUV-bw & (X553 E OB & 77BUAIZH Y

(r=-0.229). F7=. BEBEIZ DUV TiE K-complex fH & SUV-bw & IZIED R % 7R
TS D S 7203 (r=0.419), EH 5 LHFHERICHEE Tidie 72 (P=0.686

BLOP=0065),

£

g

FDG-PET 2} 3 51223, £ 72 EIEE CORBRIGH N2 < 72 B12060,

.12_



TE R DREUHE 722 5 1R L 2 BE AR AGRHE 0 B X RTINS B s &
STz, MG EEEFE S AThRWEMEN 2L TT5 R ERIERIE b
DETHHE S HDN[20]), (EREHILIZ BV TIL) DAFO viability OFEAM,
MiG O BN DN, & 2 WIE T HOFHI &V S BERMIZERS o b Tk, st
SNTFRENR KRS b,

ZOEIHEROE LIZIRBINT SUVITIX, T i A REMEER] 5 5
WL PR RIIR T 2 MBI LD, IEE LTOFAERH D L EZ bR
oo LIDLEM G SUV DFEHRDOKRMLIAR SUV A KD B0 susceptiblity 17 1%
IR 2250 6 2 < [11, 19]0 fEICIEREA 22 7% © 2\ SN K DT 12 72 -
T\,

L2, 15T, Sadato HIZ LA, SUV & K-complex fif & DRI IZIEH Y

K-complex = SUVxK,(T)xV,
DERDBEANLT D L9 [21], 2 2 TRU(IWIEFES OWEZ 7123317 5 EHim g
FDG R, Vo (X FDG O initial distribution volume 233, 7272 L, Z ZF THT
EIL DT TOBMRDIE LW olE, BT NS D, 3-compartment model
DUEDEL Y SL> TV D ENAZPRE S, MEFRREDE 7 £ D flow Nk & 703k
ZHOLIMALTIE, ZOBRIBETLLIELS 2V ICHETINERH 5,
R L SUV-bw & DRIZIEETE 2N SH 5728, SUV-lbm % fd 32
ETHDETDRML[16, 1703 F b, ORI E LT, FDG M ISR - L

LBRNWZ ENHITHNTWEN, ZORITHERIZREOARBHEZ FHER & L

.13.



TWDHeH, KEOIELSE DOV ROCAAROHIGEERFEIIZFOF Fi#ESh
RN DEBROND, AFFR TS RITERIE D 72 < | (KERL VR
HaEERNTZO, SUV-bw 2% SUV-Ibm LY $EN TS &) fhimidiE it 72
WA, D7 < &S SUV-Ibm 23> T D WD 2 L R RE R Tk e hr o 1,

LUy BARABRA DR D 53 £ii §BHIZ AT OBEAZER/ L 0 & K9
SUV-lbm 1224 PE0 8 D AlEMEIE H 2, BEUEN)Z2 5Tk & LTIk, SUV-Ibm O %
YRR L T EICRAIDA M ETH S L £ 55,

ROI DR EIEIZOWTIE, RO M ZIEIZHA_TIES S E DLV — 2 H
YMTIZRT TRETED L, £i2. HIEODBRN RIS 7o - DI H7
HNE L OWEROFEMEN N D L2 X > TR RN FEO P CIRER T
DEBERZLNTZ, T2 L, E— AR L L A BRI EIEIC L 0 ks
DV ROI AWRE TE LR D 5 & b,

ZZETIIR LT SUV DIRBEVZ DWW T ORANRTRIC LY HEian <
& 72 SUV O susceptibility 23, (1) iEAORMENRKE <. SUV OB HIKICH
ETHHEELITNZ RN & (2) ~EORMEOL LIZHBT 2 SUV 1250
T, PEEMNIEERE L LT HO R EREZ I TE DAREMENH D 2 & 36
Llrot,

AHERR DIRERFZNZ OV TIE, §HER 60 DUDRIZIH T 2 XBOLEMMN S .
FHER 60 50D SUV IZEB W Tk T 5 2 & OZ MMt RS- Bbhns, L
UIRIN G R 2 R BT 3 RERI % OB O RS A BE OIS % ok

LTHIET D Z L2k 0, MERTER L OCREMEIZOWTOEMMN L v ERkl

.]4.



5, LWV HENH 0 [20], FHER 60 5 OEEIZEBIT D SUV DMl iEE T H
DME DD BHDVITHINT 60 S DHEIEIEL T 5O Tk e, BRORY %
HMAEDOED Z LTI DHEN, RAEADEM L WD RAEEH S 721 0Bt
M2 HT2HTDNEID, ENH T EITHONWT, SGICHRFPIME L Bbh s,
WG E ERE X OBEBED & Bz >V T, K-complex & SUV OAREIXHF
FHNCHE TR o723, Zaud, BlRH 2 EERE Tk FDG AHIIENIZ &
T 20 TiEz mhRRP O flow & L TEIZFET D78, Patlak (D b
& 1272 % 3-compartment model DREIZHED /RN DT, Sadato B DT RN

AL LW Thh e Bbh b,

e 58O IEBI{EIZ lean body mass % HV 7= SUV-Ibm & | K % v 7= SUV-bw
EIEDLL HRELITEMRETHY | ROTFOFMH TIESL T o7, 7272
L. — M7 MR TEFAPHIZ s C©& % SUV-lbm DMEHEN) kL L TR YH TH
LAREENH D EEF 2 LI,

AFHER DIRFERFRIIC OV TR, 60 &I (58 72 L 63 43fk) A &5
b,

ROI D EZDWTIX 2 mm HEO/NROL % 2 -8 H 75 1> (ROI) 23

ROEELIZEIHEA LA 4 mm B ROI (RO12) HEFMIZHEL 5 2%E



MEER LT,
ROI3 1E, MIEDOKE SIZ K-> T ROI DREXINLE( L, SUV T EME & FE
DY A XARIZGINHBIZ R, ROL REEE L CEYTARVATREME D RIS X

i,

.]6.



BRSO F 1% TRIOIEE & L TO FDG-PET @ SUV O

H i)

FDG-PET (I, FHAIEAKRE LTI ERMEEZH LN b, FRICHE IR
BIZBWTIE, ZOMEHIZZAETHIER SN T W e o, H T
R LTCHE BRI 21T O BRO R 2B E 2 72 LT, EFEOMBMERBIZE D
T, FDG-PET ZRMTFHDO FHIK & LTHWS Z LN TE D0 E ) it
THILERE MORMTH D,

40 B O EIGRE BT OV T AT AR O£ 12 FDG-PET % {7 L, §&
B D SUV-bw & FLHI L7,

INTATIRA AR O SUV-bw &IPS 4 K OYER O EBIERIC L 2 B+
% & ODERIZ OV T~ SUV-bw ORI F%OFRIK - & LTofH A0

THRFT L7,

_17.



R L TE
POE S

HRBTHRE LoD LI U FERE M SIS RE O 40 £ (B4 27, &Mk 13
. D 40-77 k. E) 60.0 R, R 63.0 7%) kG & Lo (Table 1), £°C
DBFEITHOWNT, HEMIZ XL 5 informed consent 25 L7, JHZ 0% BRI 2 W
1% 36 {5 T adenocarcinoma T ¥ | N 29 $7% well differentiated. 6 {413 moderately
differentiated. 1 51723 poorly differentiated T# ~7=, F£7=. 2 B2 mucinous. 2 {#

73 unknown & X 37—,
HRRRIB T B K OVFy

40 51 38 4TIz kf ) AR IS . 42 50 Gy (2 Gy x 25 [A]) @ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ&
SHRR IR & JiAT L7z, JEG] 12 TIXRHFIEIZ T 60 Gy (2 Gy x 30 [E]) . SEf 22
TIERIJTIEIZTA 40 Gy (2 Gy x 20[0]) Tho7e, 25 TH R %12 B
FRYIGRAMr 2 W17 L7z, 22 BT Miles 15, 18 5 IR AT YIBRI AN il T S 47,
BIBREEAIE A ARSI 2 2302 K 5 KIBHR I SR BURK[21 I YR L | S LR
NI S, S eEE, IRERE. U IR ORE, BUIMBEINET B L
O Y 2 ERBI DWW TR~ 7o, TR Ofi/ I3 %89 % PET MA O B FITIZHE

TSN CT DR HRITIESWNTRH L=,

.18_



FDG-PET

EBNZBOT, TRTBOHBIEROTATRS L O3 72 L 5 A% Gdrise
W TERO AL 21 220 L 35 A, 4296 = 43 H) o 2 [0 FDG-PET iRk %
Rt Ui, FEEE e —TH D2, LTI 2 8T,

TRAAITRAR 4 BEf 0GR NIZ, 8 43 trasmission scan & M T L 7=, 333 72
WL 444 MBq @ FDG Z MRk HVES L. 5EE 60 2 OB AN 6 R0
static ficse & MEES AR L2 %F L CTAT = 7o, IEB ORI 81T 2 SR ERIER % 63 50

—EEIZE T,

PET 7 — % Ofiftr

B —df L IMOITIEIT K oo, MR FEERIE 128 < 128 = M Y 7 2T, Hanning
TANE—=DTy M AT JEBEE 0.3, filtered backprojection algorithm % U 7=,
fET55 D FDG A THERIZ X LC 2 - 8 810D 2 mm x 2 mm 55/ ROI % 12 L&t
% ROI1 z HFHNZREGE L7-, FDG HA51E SUV-bw TH L7,

R RR ISR, U 2 0O FDG-PET #2317 5 SUV-bw 2B L. #hFh.,

SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2 & L /-,

R FROfEAT

-]9_



FE RIFEHIE LT, mean £ 1 x SD O THIL LI, FLERER 055 55 8tk %
L BE (F BRE) THA SR OEA O 2 BEHLBHUT DUV TS O 720
Student O # BRIE | 5553 BTV A 13 Welch @ ¢ BiaE % VY, Statview ver. 5.0 (SAS
institute, USA) Zf/H L TR L7, P<0.05 ZHatPmicaE L » Liz,

TERDOIREDOIREE R IRET 272512, SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2 35 L T8 SUV-bw2 /
SUV-bwl th & MRaHiZ@ bz, %, FERUE, B (likelihood ratio) ¥ X TNE
2RO & 4 O SUV-bw OEIEIZ SV TITV, E72. SUV-bw OHERfE D

IRTEWZ DU T, receiver-operator-characteristics (ROC) fif#T %17 - 7-[24, 25].

1B R E

FUHBRIBIRIZ L 2R/ VR PET A O BRI T X CT O K il

GBxHNCTRBLE, B ToORZH -,

ratio of shrinkage = D2 / D1

Z ZC. D1, D2IXZFNFH AT, ME%O CT 12D\ T, Wil 516 o fEE

KEE & BH{BN OISR KR D 5 B/ vl & LT,

.20.



i e

A O P RBUEWIR O TIIMNE 3.33 45 (138 720 L 588 4F) Th 7=, 40 fi
DO L, APITRFIFHEEZRD, 13 P CmREE R, EY 23 fl iR
I, ERIEBIIEEO S o7, 40 Bl F] TR I S RRIEERT I FDG
Ot a R L7z, SUV-bwl OEHER LUV SD 1L 7.6 £3.6 (n=40, /3.0,
K 19.6) Th o> 7o, HEHBRIEY % . SUV-bw T 40 #9138 $i T L. SUV-bw2
DVEFB L OVSD X 42+22 (n=40, /12, ;&K 132) ThHoT,

SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2, SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl FIZ-2V T, well diffrentiated ¥ &
moderately differentiated ££ DI OXfIGD 72 t FRE D P HIZZFNF 4 P = 0.794,
P=0.691, 5LV P=0643 ThH-o7=, SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2, SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl
WOWFNIZ S EOMBIN T b HEHEREEE L) -7 (Fig. 4), YR
DIEARZWIZITBNT Y VIR HBETH > T IBRERHC OV TIE, U o3 iR
RO BAREL Y SUV-bw DK Fidd7e < SUV-bw2/SUV-bwl Mz #n#h
0.55+0.19, 078+ 035 Th o7 (P=00267), Z#52EEIZONT, SUV-bwl
BLOSUV-DW2 1T EAEE/RE 0o 7= (Fig. 5), TAMBERRITRE . REE
HBE LY VRSB OZNENNH DEEE R VEERICEB W T, SUV-bwl,
SUV-bw2, SUV-bw2 / SUV-bw1 L DOWF L b G AR A R e 2 E Rm S e o 12,
ZIHIZOWT D P fElE Table 3 12% & 7o, FIRMLEAM 22 BMERT R (RFTEH
BB IS MR, U o EREB L0 VR ilER) AR, B -G

BOAED 2 FE CIIHEH A EEZII R T, 260 P HIZFILFi.



P=0202, P=0.204, P=0115BLUP=0.723 ThH-o7=, HIHEESHTIE L
f4+1% @ carcinoembryonic antigen (CEA) (#1241 CEAl 3 L (N CEA2) B L
L5 O CEA2 / CEALIZOW TR, Wi b % - IO Ao 2 FE T
At EH R A B AT o 7=, CEA2/ CEAL fb & SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl HlZidf
BB o7 (P=0.580),

SUV-bw2 (3R & DORMICI WA O MBERFREEED - (r = <0406, P =
0.01008), E£7=. SUV-bw2 /SUV-bwl LEiZ 2T H#a/ IR & ORIZ55\ D FHA
PR 28D 72 (r=-0.383, P=0.0140), SUV-bwl (22 Tidfi/vR & DORFIZHA
BARIR 258072 > 7= (r=-0.160, P=0.326) (Fig.6),

SUV-bw2 [XHFED & 5 BE & BRI O RO FEORIZHEGH AR e 5 5 52 B - (P
=0.0466), 5. SUV-bwl 35 XN SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl iz H Y - 72 LEERT
THal PR AR AZBD 2> (P=0599 8L P=0287) (Fig. 7).

SUV-bw2 {22\ T ROC fENTZ AT L. A3 H Y (SR FEEERARL (K
FEIE) BF 22519~ 2 B 311 225 316 Oz H D b D &% 2 T (Fig. 8),
BHE 2.8 205 3.502DU T, 0.1 ZIA TR EE L (positive likelihood ratio) & 1E
2 & 3 L threshold = 3.2 TZ L6 DM KIZ 72 - 72 (1.60 35 L 18 62.5%) ,

SUV-bw1 23 i THEB 72 SUV-bw2 Bib % 77 L7l EBI 14) 1ZHRET, B
D SUV-bwl fEIZHEA~T SUV-bw2 238 £ 0 b Lie o 7261 (EBI 16) 1/
~OEBZ L U, 2006 OREFI O LI RIARERAT % O FDG i % Fig. 9A 3 &

X Fig, 9B IZ/% L=,
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Table 2. Correlation of K-complex and SUV-bw of various tumor ROI's

ROI mean time after injection Pearson's » P value
ROI1 1=42 0.802 < 0.0001
1 =46 0.817 <0.0001

=50 0.868 <0.0001

1 =54 0.872 < 0.0001

=358 0.876 <0.0001

=63 0.902 < 0.0001

ROI12 t=42 0.720 0.0002
=46 0.765 <0.0001

=350 0.871 < 0.0001

1=54 0.851 <0.0001

=38 0.853 < 0.0001

1=63 0.891 <0.0001

ROI3 1=42 0.676 0.0007
t=40 0.689 0.0005

=50 0.757 <0.0001

=54 0.757 <0.0001

=58 0.794 <0.0001

t=03 0.810 <0.0001
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Table 3. Statistical outcome of SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2 and SUV-bw2 / SUV-bw! with histopathological
analyses.

variance category p-value statisitical significance
SUV-bwl mr(+)/mr(-) 0.937 n.s.
SUV-bw2 mr(+)/mr(-) 0.984 n.s.
SUV-bwl / SUV-bw2  mir(+)/mr(-) 0.507 n.s.
SUV-bwl v(+)/v(-) 0.522 n.s.
SUV-bw2 v/ 0.724 n.s.
SUV-bwl / SUV-bw2 v(+)v(-) 0.214 n.s.
SUV-bwl LNM(+)/LNM(-) 0.400 n.s.
SUV-bw2 LNM(+)/LNM(-) 0.927 n.s.
SUV-bwl / SUV-bw2 LNM(+)/LNM(-) 0.293 n.s.

SUV-bwl, SUV-bw before radiotherapy; SUV-bw2, SUV-bw after radiotherapy; mr , local
micrscopic residual; v, infiltration of the vessels; LNM, lymph node metastasis; 7.s. , not
statistically significant
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ROII ROI2

ROI3

Fig. 1. Method of ROI’s generation.

ROI1: 30% area of the peak value was shown automatically (dotted
line) and two to eight squares of 2 mm by 2 mm were placed manually
(small squares).

ROI2: 30% area of the peak value was shown automatically (dotted
line) and a square of 4 mm by 4 mm was placed manually.

ROI3: Irregular ROI covering the visually recognized area.
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Fig. 2. Relationship between body weight and SUV-bw,
SUV-ibw and SUV-Ibm.
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bw1 with the absence/presence of lymphatic infiltration (ly).

SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl demonstrated statistically significant diffrence (C),
whereas SUV-bw1 and SUV-bw2 demonstrated no statistically

significant diffrence (A and B).
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Fig. 6. Correlation between SUV-bwl, SUV-bw2, and SUV-bw2 / SUV-bwl
with the radiographical shrinkage rate.

SUV-bw2 had a weak negative correlation with the shrinkage rate as well as

with SUV-bw2 / SUV-bw1 (B and C), whereas SUV-bw1 did not demonstrate
any correlation with the shrinkage rate (A).
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Fig. 7. Correlation between SUV-bwl1, SUV-bw2, and SUV-bw2 /SUV-bwl
with the absence/presence of recurrence.
SUV-bw2 demonstrated statistically significant correlation (B), whereas
SUV-bwl and SUV-bw2 / SUV-bw1 demonstrated no statistically significant
correlation (A and C). rec(+) / rec(-) indicate the presence / absence of
recurrence and/or metastasis.
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Fig. 8. ROC analysis of SUV-bw2 cut-off value.

Red circle corresponds to 3.11-3.16 SUV-bw?2 range.
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Before radiotherapy After radiotherapy

Fig 9A. FDG-PET images (supine) of the patient no.14. Before the
radiotherapy, a high accumulation of the tumor was shown (SUV-bwl1 =
13.6)(left), whereas after the radiotherapy, the accumulation decreased
substantially (SUV-bw2 = 2.6)(right). High accumulation in the ventral
side was the bladder. This patient showed no recurrence.
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Before radiotherapy After radiotherapy

Fig 9B. FDG-PET images (supine) of the patient no.16. Before the
radiotherapy, a high accumulation was shown (SUVbw-1 = 12.4)(left).
After the radiotherapy, the accumulation decreased but remained high
(SUVbw-2 = 6.5)(right). High accumulation in the ventral side was the
bladder. This patient presented with a metastasis of the lung.
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