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®F-FDG PET RPET/CT
/MR REIS BT A S AP AN {E

BB B AR 723k /] 40 M it 5 (non-small
cell lung cancer, NSCLC) #yi2 Wt . 43 80 . i
57 JHRSERHIR T A BN L B E MR T L IR
EERBGEFEER THFWIEM Eh
F & 5 B 3BT )2 13 4 (positron emis-
sion tomography, PET) & J & & # 69 T A
HEMEERBER., BAREEZHRHEC
ZiEH R F RN E K EF
HB.2%XFF RBRE.DWERRE. B
SEHUETEETEBREAN — AT
i, PETRRAER AR S5MEBAHRE
A AL AR T A 2 X O A 2 o, X
HARWA R AT B4, B EE 48 M 5 F
7K b R o e i e R R R A,
EERYEWERASE . EMRERT
B FBREHN PET REFEGHHS
BB —R 18P IRIC A B EH
% ¥ ('® F-fluorodeoxyglucose,'® F-FDG),
# 1% PET & PET/i+ R YL 2 3 (com-
puted tomography,CT) #E NSCLC £ W #l
SR AN ESRET.

1 PET¥HRE

PET B—FEMBEHEZERIZH
REREANITERFELENEURE
Fg. CENRMNBERERTREE
R RAERE R KT R HEEfEER
HEN YRR T BE2HAVNERRBK N
MR ERRENSHER. BRTHTF
PETHIER FESMNHEEERAHK 11O,
MIBON.EI5C°0).*F &, B#&
1931 4F Warburg %0 & 55 158 5 9 @
20 48 o B 5 77 7 R 40 i o 4 R
i 80 440 L P R R B R AR s &R R
B REXFHSBETERHAR,. X
— WA WEI RIFERLRFFIEL."
F-FDG 5# % ¥ 4 7 — & & o 40 M 3 e

fEH B{7.200433 b 377 Bl AL B B B S B G
HAEH B BE M, E-mail : cxf2299@ hotmail. com)

Ak FHwrig

[hE4#S] R734.2;R817.4

TECHEM MM AT oML & R 6-9%
B-FDG, i3 F /i 78 40} o 5k = 9% BR G, °
F-FDG L2 5t — SR BEEH & E
SR P9 L 3 BB B 8] 7E i R 40 B P B B AR
RORABCE RS ERRER BERER
BRESHRAETERORBEAKFRERE
EM¥E, XER PET WK ¥, PET
WA LAY B AR A R M AT E B A
RS RE L ERE.

R ERERMSHES T RA
%4 PET-CT.44& PET 5 CT 1L 5.,
Fed3R%h T CT & ¥4 B #E 1 PET ¢ 55kt
HTEmEMRE AR OBEENR
XA THNEHFEESREFELNR
BLEL & 8 18, B (U3 e Ak 317 E 1, R A
WAL AT E L R KR & T 2B
BE R HER T, DB G TT T R B R K
#E BN TR BUT RSO B A 8
R 1 8 - B B 5 B9 2 O R BE I R
I3 P {E

2 FDG-PET Xl MG K RS B0
RAfE

MEEEMEERAEERTPEIE
Wl BRI A ROER  EEXRAFX
e, HRNERSI AT LB GRS
ERNFRBIT XA @EEEBEHR2
HEEIPmERRERILS,

AR EF L (AERE X & .
B CT. B CT. W CT.RERRBR
MRI, &34 .FDG-PET) & H#j 4 X 34
R TNM R K. 2 M E bR % — M
1997 4 UICC #i & fy i % TNM 4 #9945
% ,FDG-PET & PET/CT i i 8 Z 4
BT R TNM 4330 64 ¥ 5 ¥ . Seltzer
S0CIxt 274 512 Bk 0] & b it B B B H
#4T FDG-PET B . & R %K, 44589 B
ERETHES B, Kb amERE 29%,
Tl 15%;:39% B ERE T HIT R
I%HBERBIFFAEAERETA

557 £ B, van Tinteren %013 188
FIEEL 2 NSCLC & 4 AIAFTIERA
HHEREREERKEE M FDGPET,
%R %8, FDG-PET 1 BT & 75 I #L % W,
B S1%, e 204 AL EMFEREBIT.
2.1 FDG-PET X§ ifi %8 ML ¥ 45 45 (sin-
gulary pulmonary nodule, SPN) & % # /)
LKif{E SPNEMBHANEEEL,
BHER/DT 3cem, SPN ZH I EH M
BAHHLE—BY 20% ~50%, HIRMEE I
EFRERAKEHFRAERHER, X8
AL S0% M SPN BRALFRIELIRH#
AT, HEER¥E SPN MHFAAE
BERERRE L.

HAT1¥H SPN (9 5 4 CTRE.
2 9 % R 3 W% 75 B (transthoracic needle
aspiration, TTNA) | & 5 % & & #& (fibre-
optic bronchoscopy, FOB) #I EH ¥ T s 4&
B #& ( video-assisted thoracic surgery,
VATS). CT B#& % ¥4t SPN 89 % 3R
FEREEARRBZHEH, BEB KX
BEMEAER. TTNA.FOB.VATS 3%
BAKKEE,H TTNA BIAEER 10%
~25% ,FOB ¥% & 01 il 4 %4 F i 35 %6 44: oy
T8 R 70%~80% , B X K
POHREARTHABIBRALED
HLVATS R 7tk R %
HEHAUGRXAANFRERRESR
RELUBR, HMBEFE TR MK
A Y.

B3 % 8 FDG-PET 3t SPN B
BEEMNE, EX SPN BB S 512 i
PURYE R o B0 L B B 5 0 BR
HBRIE S H0 94. 6% ~95.8%.66.7%
~82. 0%.89. 0% ~ 90. 7%.86. 0% ~
94.6%.66.7%~93.0% , BB F CT &
MRIY~% | CT # FDG-PET 3t BB 5 &
REA.CT HBBENETAER
100%, % R #H K& 52%, M FDG-PET
BREBHERME GO  BFRENTLR
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B 83% LA £, FDG-PET ¥ N4 A9
B 4 7T W {4 82 &, Gambhir % 3R i K
92%~96% ., HILXH SPN f 54 R
¥, FDGPET & AT B ER A K
KRE.AERRBEF RN CT B
WEE

FDG-PET BR 7 LAE i3 H B R % 3%
S 20 U B R A9 BBk, I W LU 4% B B
118 F-FDG B #7 # #% BU i (standard up-
take ratio, SUR) e ¥ @ M it B H
YR, LA SUR HE R BB A 345
HHERENETE - EFAN
SUR>2.5 HFAT LS W R B el . SCHK
RE SURBEM KPP EREHXPER,
5 SPN {5 e} 8] B E M K. &E#HME
90 T TR R £ Y e R R, B
ML K BRIEHK,SUR H#8# . Tian %
Xt 126 4] B #H B 130 4~ B 3 b HE AT
FDG-PET H#f l5 43 ¥ . BHE MR . R 5 P
By SURME SN 5.913.8(n=81),
2.812.0(n=49), HEHLKE BEENSIT
%8 X (P<C0.0001),

Bt 5h, PET/CT ®] | ot 8 ;R FDG-
PET B .CT B#& & PET/CT MR 4 HE
&, 4 SIAE AR E KR E K &
2B ®. 44 SUR E# 7€ &2,
Bt REX SPN HEAT M W 2 O R EHE L W,
HEXFHa FOGPET M CT. 5B W
LW M . Lardinois 2 %t 50 4
NSCLC # ¥ 4 %l i# 47 PET-CT. FDG-
PET.CTHA#. ZRE=¥ T 4 4,
PET-CTHEK F/E®W#&: 5 PET K, P
<<0.001; 5 CT H.,P=0.001,

MF FDG HEMBEREERA,
BHERAB YR HEBENEARS
HEYENRE,.FOGPET RET H MY
SUBMAK. TERLTFRHSEZ. BERERK.
HEAMEER RERE . HEER.HF
Beb %5 48 ¢ %5 28 . Higashi 01 R E .,V C-
Z. Btk ("' C-acetate) PET X} 40 X S Bt g
% 1Y BUR ¥ B T FDG-PET, ¢ FDG-PET
B TH AR, Demura 2 3¢ 80 4
CTRHRMANETHERTHBEH#IT
FDG-PET B A# B % . B i 5 FDG J5
1h# 3 h 435547 PET 34, R B4
MR 3 h py SUR I BE# . Wi B %
TUHETHRLEL . EREERKTHMHESE
#, FDG-PET 2l SPN BB R %
LA, FERFEKEE RGN
P ER 43 40 3OS I 0 R R R R D

.0 0 0 http://www.cqvip.com|

o [ B B8 2 5 2006 4E 6 F 485 9 %% 33 Chin J Lung Cancer, June 2006, Vol. 9, No.3

B B0, Lowe %1 351 B R FDG-
PET M E#Z>1.5cm M 0.7~1.5cm A
THEMAERELHEEZR. A TRA
PET #LE % (8] 4 PR MR ) 3B 0 & R
MO EMAEYHETRBINER,
FDG-PET %t B <7 mm /N4 ¥ #) B R
F R R B BRI R,

2.2 FDGPET AR ES D> HEMH
L HRHEEHE TR RERKS
AR T EEBENEREKRKE. E9R
WHEENERAELED.CTEEHH
B, EEWZHHEREBEEMBHELT
—RIARHEBRE SN ERRE
Z>1em FAFARERTL. BRXH
WESER—EHB, T RE 551 R FE Y
ENRTE X, MTHEA ISUBEBKELS
HEHBEBREA BN EES¥E
MERARNFRMBRE. FDGPET i1 F 54
Sy PR, RN SR M f KD K
BB X R EMEN T 28,8
THRMKEE NP EHABHRE,
HTFHBHKEESRABEEAHUY
{88 9% ¥, FDG-PET 58 33 8 & 2\ % ok 2
%5 SUR 17 E 1. € B 12 W, H 3 i bx
R THRE AR, MREFHA
R, NTIZR4 T CT AR R . fR s 80
HOHT S . b F FDG-PET BAtE MM
HE® . N THARKECERERMLEE RO
HHGTYRERE.

B HMRLXT FDGPET 3t
NSCLC 4R i 2 45 53 39 1 57 B £ BF 57 3C
ERER GEREVHBRE HFEHER
HHECT HEBE . Dwamena %' [
Meta 43 #7 89 3£ L 88 T FDG-PET 5 CT
Wi NSCLCHO KB EHBHNE. &
28 7% FDG-PET (514 4| 8 &) f CT
A712 HRE) D BURE I FHE R
¥ | P T (8 L BA P O {8 43 %) O . FDG-
PET(79%.91%.92%.90%.93%),CT
(60%.77%, 75% . 50% . 85%), FDG-
PET i2#f NSCLC #RBHEEHB YRR
& T CT(P<0.001),

g5, PET/CT [l 8t 8 )R FDG-PET
E#®.CTE® R PET/CT & B . 45
4 SUR {H 047 & B 43 ¥, oF b 3k B2 45 3%
TEERERENSE, . # - RE LK
#r{8. Antoch %ZU'®27 £ NSCLC &8 # 4

Iy PET/CT.FDG-PET 5 CT 3.4

RERKXM NP EEE FREH
T TOU L B T 1 B 30 O o A 4 B

%. PET/CT 89%. 94%. 89%. 94%.
93% ; FDG-PET 89%.89%.80%.94%.
89%; CT 70%.59%.50%.77%.63%,
Lardinois £ It th XX AR E 24
488 PET/CT 8 B4 F FDG-PET(P<<
0.05)., ¥ FDGPET EMEH KB
R T HEBRERFRERTCTHE
EFH.OFDGPET B R EHWE R
WKW B B, M B LR M.
EY MR%; @FDGPET fEi Rt HE& <
1.0 cnfy ¥ Bk 2 45 s @FDG-PET fE®E 3
SIEZE=Locm MR BHKHEL.

% F FDG-PET Xf 4 FR #k B2 45 4 W Bt
PR B BB % A9 BF 3T 88 4. Takamochi
I RAAE 10X KB HAEM 14%
B, BB LT R AE M ALK
EHNE  BBEEFELTFELZ<7 mm
KBS, HUFHsHRRR FDG
PET B ZR SHEE MK /NEHH
BXE, M5 H % B8 &-1(glucose trans-
porter-1,Glut1) F X K F B ERKHE
K3,
2.3 FDG-PET »fizm 4 % % 09 o F fr &

HER 2 057 40 3% #8 Xt NSCLC 8 & #9134

SFRBRENEE WBESRERER
SRR R R R R E A W O R AT
. NSCLC &% WM BIEALAT LI,
B BE AONHBERENEHIE
HER. FENER¥RERAEY
WCT. @AY LMCT M MRL. B EK%
AFIERRAERAEELFEB A NSCLC
BH.FDGPET — A HI #7285
B%. BWii0IEHESRM NSCLC iz 4
¥ . Bury £73% FDGPET 5 ¥ &
BEREWMME CT. LM CT.MRI & &
R#EH#HGT T, R FOGPET %
Bl 6 ANERMERFRE P RBFE
REHBMWAEL, B FDGPET FH#KBR T
T3NHERAEBRTREMURE MR,

PET/CT — &k & 2 7] 3K 18 2 & 0 i
BE S, AR a4 b i 2 47 05, MO 3K
BEREB MG B, Hany 0 3¢ 53 4
NSCLC # # i# 17 FDG-PET # PET/CT
5\, % R 8 ~,FDG-PET # PET/
CT MEAFHBHERERSESEES NN
90%.93% F1 98%.99%.

ENSCLCRE. N 20N BEH L
BERBEREZELENT. FLTHEMNIE
B—REB, _REIERE. BE¥
BEMN _ENESNMEFR K. FDGPET
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W NSCLC F F B A SR HE.
Erasmus %2 3t 27 4) i % 2 & i 17 0F
K, R CT E3BA 33 M EEAANE
FRgY,m A FDG-PET ¥ 2, R & N
100%, 4B % 80% ., Bury ZPIHE R
% & FDG-PET [ &f %} 110 #] NSCLC &
ERATEHEBREE. SRER . M E B
BRI FIAE . FEIRLT 19 H); x&
BB LB, BB/ AW 54 6,
FDG-PET W 3| #7 & 87 ), FDG-PET i
RN 6XN. BERMNERHERS
66%. FDG-PET B R &5 B A HE# ¢
BRATEBM®. Palm £ 3 417 5 &
g 8 69 B & 4T FDG-PET H#% .4 8
B/ FDG-PET Wi B R EH
82% . %Rkl 38%, HEHFM N 93. 5%,
{8 FDG-PET 7E W28 — 635 /> b iy % #6 4L
<S5mm KM FRHABELENKARERE
it RSB, HE S MRI BB . 5t
IR E S B B & FDG-PET 5 CT #
WREEREMSEFERT CT R@A ¥
W&, B4, FDG-PET i# 0] LI ZE 85 /b %
EMBEHEBNRMNEAARERL,. UK
BR . REAR%,

3 RR

FDG-PET #] I} fiz it NSCLC B9 4
SHRABEBER . CEmVENBR RN
MEHE KRB AR, FDG-PET &5 H
BT H 4 NSCLC & MK 2 8. A
M BT A RMB)E. FDG-PET B
BB RERBB R ENMEHT
HARE BRHERRE, H*F-FDG 4
WHEMBNE RS AHFEE—THNEM
HMEHAYE. PET/CTEHBMEGHEARN
REAMFHAERN N CHEE."CEE
BP9 R R S ML PR R g
(** F-fluorothymidine,'* F-FLT) ,'* F- - i
Bk ¥ ("® F-fluoromisonidazole, '® F-FMI-
SO FFZF A, AT BB KR PET A48 M4
HNBERANR . RELHo s, HEa
AAWIK¥R,PET & PET/CT &K FEiF 4
N HRTR .
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