Positron Emission Tomography(PET)& 1A
Asetd WslE s & & e RS #2d UY
olt}, f2] & iFie] AwE sk e W3t

7k 717 Aol 1%, ABEAL AE vhehde

3ol glet
A7 B0} 973 Aol F= AL Y
& XA 89, 285, CT, MRI

ey
o] E Ao oA & dUIE Y Bo|wrt BAE L
Atk PETS o|8d Foke] 974 Adtel] Q22 F7)
AQl 719 < whdste] Fm 9l

1. 3% &=

PETE 2709} Al|E2EE 9 EAEEE A4
A2 o] itk AUl Aty ol Fosls 9a
o] B99949¢ C-11, N-13, 0-15, F-18 & %A=} W
2 WMAEE 58 A|FREEA At
FAALZE AT W7} RN 4R E &
of AT W] Ag-slodof BtEE AL Jile]dl A}
O FREZY WA EE EXIATE NERHYNE
AR tofol g},

FAAEEASE 5 F UEE ST AEw
29 2AE AX 180= ez AP s wEst
3 HH o= WidEe] e d¥8AZE7](ring dete-
ctor) 2 #43 T ZAFEAA A3l @d59dS vt
E7 €t} PETA AHS-5 & MM fE o2& F-18
fluorodeoxyglucose (FDG), C-11 methionine, C-
11 thymidine 5°] $it}h. @AES] A& o] &
Astell A 32 (glycolysis)o] vl g=lxo] ok

£ Holt}. AA ] A TUele TaGS Blshe 8l
21 xeES FAse A-E(gluconeogenesis)©l

AL o|F2 ot M EZ ¥yl =¥ glucon-
eogenesisdl| BAHE A XY G40t FoAA 2 =}
S Fjshs AV s Eut meEA Xy
FEAY F-18 FDGE QA U5 59 GAE
el A AH7E A3 2 BlsiA FolskAl Ft, g
ollr 2E oA} FAEHE AL 083l ofujeat
(methionine, leucine, valine}o]Wt #4Hthymidi-
ne)oll C-11% EAE & 933le 4 Slot. oyl
w=Ab G4 FDGE 44854 ¢ 45l 88
T A3, A5 F AULe] AAE e 29 + A
o} dite] Righe WA X8y gatey A8 $o
X ZHRe-S I AR = gint

2. 338 =Y

PETE AH&3le] Fohdle) AL 14 3}
FE 45 F=E ddsiel] AL S E F
1€ B9 olet 2R AHAA SAHE rFsdit
whal wbgl Aol whH o g AHabzz ) Fok 227
AP EH 94 AHHE S E F A3 AU
o) FU3 AP EEe] w53 HA Yrhes 7Pt
d Zgfe] Arh} FFRD A AFHH=AS ol
9} e FA& |83l SUV (Standardized Up-
take Value) 2 &% 3}

2% 1 g9 9AE W5

O

R

__©
Ve 2 wrswan Az
Tt el FUE APIEFe) FENEE

24amA YA AAE WAbse YEE PET
Gl 27slel A58 Rde BN T
of A EFe] oS PrigtoR BT 4 e
o] o453 Stk 59 o5 S Patlak

- 112 -



o PHE ol §3fo] QA0 2 A1g3ha 9]

3. 2
ZAYEAG A 18- FDG7} 71 &3] AMsH R
d¥ C- llfmethlomneo] ]%5]31 Ak, E3
o] Al 7

SEEEREE
A= %%%%‘ﬂr Aol A
< 7leshalct.
) OIQ' 'H7< UI I:g']l HA
Wong=
HolE 67%9] -

Ao M= PETS 7129 WAabd st gduct o 42
3t 53] Ho| =t Erha Ralsk 3l

w3 2dE FDG PETo.2 71 Adsprle of
Aok 8 A3 Z2-Ec kel FDG A7 57

H71e s oﬂﬂ o 7390 SUVH|7L 2857
Wl A ghe] Aol & Adkahid SleiA

FDG PET$ 131 #1270
=, B34 dolA] B3 Aest FEFE 131270
A Fdes vem REHEr) da UeE FDG
PEToIA @b o2 Jepdt),

MR s 5ol

2) Ay T

FDGAZ 7} B2 A ZE dA} g1 la ot
ghx] kel et FhEo] S shsAde] Bk H
o} AzA S Y oA Wit M =st
=2 FdAA FDG AZ7F S7Hde] #aA ot
Minn 5 in vitro 2&dlx HHA FAHRLA L7}
AZ Gz} Fdo| 4¥5E FDGY C-11 me-
thionine 427} Z719tkn Basldol?, ofd %7
ool Aol A Eel| WE FDG 413 Aol
Halo)] #al Bt glovt Brun 5 FA5UA
Eegd i wed (8 F B E B i
=02 8191 3Y, Minn& FDG 4371 & gellA ol
37} vhmcha B askiol

3) Ag zate| My
Wapdon getAl x84 FDG-PETE °l8ski
Z71o] Azl g whe-g 5T F v F T
A ZEFA} "ojA FDG AH7t Zasr] Azt
W A a3} 9cke $A7t Eoh Lowe 5& 94
A& HF 90%9 aﬂ“’JEi A & WL A
oL Bastiit”.

4)
FE T B2 )R Ado] ey ol2gh A
£ 9xA437] hdo| Fesitt. FDG
ALE A AE 29 5 i o)
g 790 FDG PETo.2 G ofwgh mwiu‘r Z
71l A 03*@}‘ & it} fElaAelA 457
7%} 345 A8 ¥ FDG PETS Aldatd 9%4
Uizl 88%9 Eolwg A FAwsia CT,
MRI & 7] PL 67%9) dY=, T1%<] 5ol

[¢]
8 uslep, 9] 4% F Reanl Al Sl

o

o]

A8 % A o452 FDG PETe| %2st

o}, SelaadelA Fag fAlelA T34l

o7k gIAE 5381 FDG PETS Al&sto]
=]

)
oz
ox
a2

x
it
o]
3
29

>«
oy
oz
2,

2% A olsh vlmskct. 3B Ato] 213!
o FDG PETE 29904 Rkl 19& Sy ow
Arlo 939 elliesh 95052) ol =g W,
4. 92
FAREY ¢

AN PETY o] 82 27] dAle] &
@A A1 f-ge 2ol AT ALY
o glevt Wi7) A% oME Wt g mae o
A8 d7e BARow WA gu otk E
FDG & A4 di= e ax, 770 AHAH 7] gl
FDG PET #=9] ojd &% F= 497 vt gad
#4382 C-11-methionineo ), S| A4ka 5
2|2 9JAalal= F-18-fluoromisonidazole B°] 44
of 2 7FsAlel 213, 53] C-11-methionine? ¢
B ol oAl FDGS} B8 Az T3¢ Al el
AHE 3 A Wl e vlgsivha Basha Qo
o9} 7to] PETS A 374 oldd Jaibi e

s
Agoleke MEa S5 Wiel7] wiel A
o]
=

=

o
-

_._‘

(
r(

A RIS
2 7
rL-‘:L

_4

l‘

(
i}

©:



o PET-CT, PET-MRI 5 &|5-34 As}sta] o4}
< A0 T A9 £ YE 1EY AN

A== 3 9t}
References

1) Hoh CK, Schiepers C, Seltzer MA, Gambhir SS et
al : PET in oncology : will it replace the other moda-
lities. Semin Nucl Med 1997 ; 27(2) : 94-106

2) Wong WL, Chevretton EB, McGurk M et al: A
prospective study of PET-FDG imaging for the assess-
ment of head and neck squamous cell carcinoma. CI-
in Otolaryngol 1997 ; 22(3) : 209-214

3) Grunwald F, Schomburg A, Bender H et al : Flu-
orine-18 fluorodeoxyglucose positron emission tomo-
graphy in the follow-up of differentiated thyroid canc-
er. Eur J Nucl Med 1996 ; 23(3) : 312-319

4) Minn H, Clavo AC, Grenman R et al : In vitro com-
parison of cell proliferation kinetics and uptake of tri-
tiated fluorodeoxyglucose and L-methionine in squa-
mous-cell carcinoma of the head and neck. J Nucl Med
1995 ; 36(2) : 252-258

5) Brun E, Olsson T, Erlandsson K et al : Eraly pred-
iction of treatment outcome in head and neck cancer
with 2-"FDG PET. Acta Oncol 1997 : 36(7) : 741-
747

6) Minn H, Lapela M, Klemi PJ et al : Prediction of
survival with F-18-FDG and PET in head and neck
cancer. J Nucl Med 1997 ; 38 : 1907-1911

7) Lowe V], Dunphy FR, Varvares M, Kim H et al :
Evaluation of chemotherapy response in patients with
advanced head and neck cancer using [F-18]fluoro-
deoxyglucose positron emission tomography. Head Ne-
ck 1997 ; 19(8) : 666-674

8 ZAYE -2 4 AAY - HFAHL oS - Aw
WA - AR A3 AEY] o HA -
A e F AL B M A Fis

FDG-PETS] 4§43, tigralo)ers|x] 1997 ; 31(3)
1 372-380
9) Anzai Y, Carroll WR, Quint DJ et al : Recurrence
of head and neck cancer after surgery or irradiatuion
: prospective comparison of 2-deoxy-2-[F-18]fluoro-
D-glucose PET and MR imaging diagnose. Radiology
1996 ; 200(1) - 135-141
10) Lapela M, Grenman R, Kurki T et al : Head and
neck cancer . detection of recurrence with PET and 2-
[F-18]fluoro-2-deoxy-D-glucose. Radiology 1995 ; 197
(1) : 205-211
11) Lindholm P, Leskinen-Kallio S, Minn H et al :
Comparison of F-18-fluorodeoxyglucose and carbon-
11-methionine in head and cancer. J Nucl Med 1993
3 34(10) - 1711-1716

- 114 -



