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Abstract We have constructed Standardized Uptake Value (SUV) models from the normal FDG-PET scans. The purpose
of this study was to construct a new normal SUV model on torso FDG-PET scans based on lean body mass and analyze
abnormal regions based on the models. The results of the Z-score compared SUL with SUV, Z-score was increased at 12
locations among 13ones in lung areas.

Keyword FDG-PET, registration, lean body mass, SUL, SUV

-97-
This article is a technical report without peer review, and its polished and/or extended version may be published elsewhere.
Copyright ©2014 by IEICE



LIILU®IC

B A O®EBGZE O 1o & LT, 2-dexy-2-[18F]
fluoro-D-glucose (FDG) % Fi V7= B B 7 fie Hi A% 1% I Je 1t
% (Positron Emission Tomography : PET)M&E N 21T 5
N3, ER#FoFmSLEFEOESREIIIMEBERS S 2
ERHME SN TEBY[1],FDG-PETHETIZZ D HE %
FIRATD. METIE, KRNOBER#FZMD DI,
Standardized Uptake Value(SUV) & W\ 9 Y& B 19 722 3 1ff
ERARWLS.

SUV IZEFI N 2 FIZHEIC AT 554, 1.00 & H
X0, AEBEAYICHE R DY 8 R ER AR VD AL 23
TFHETD. 0, £HEOZ LWIEN O L \WIEfF T
i, FDG 204§ 2 FFES | KFE <, SUV b K
FEfi &b . E7-, FDG-PET BE T RERBEZICE
WTHHWLIL, REDIROHEEITH) ETEHERK
HAEFES. L L, SUV BIRBUICIKFE T 8D 6K
AEMOERBEEICLIDE~DEENBEEZINL TS,
IHROORMENL, AEOMNDLVICHRIEAE CMT
35 SUL B3EIB S Twv B [2].

T2 ik, (RERES FDG-PET Mg % AW CHAMICIE
W72 SUV A€ 7 /L OREEE & BT E TR R AT IC &
% SUV OEREIICET 25521772 o CTE72[3]. R
R8T, SUV ZBRIEM A E CTHIIE L 72 SUL 2w
C FDG-PET Wi ® IEH SUL 534 &5 /L DRESE % #H 7=
ATV, Enid Ve P EGMATIC B T 5 RE
EHOMNT 2 To =D THRET 5.

2. EBWIEEET NV
2.1 BB T —FR—2R
ERETAMEICHNEZEGT — % X— 2%, Gt
R E TR Sz FDG-PET i 243 JE4I (B
PE ;143 B, 4otk 100 B1) & S A O R A E Tk
¥ &7 FDG-PET i 181 SEG (B M : 83 ], Lk -
B hl) HEMATLH. RLICEBOMMERERT v 2
B(BMI : 2 2 X AR 22 ) & 7~ 7.

F L BEBOMERERT 4~ 2EK

G S
E
. 128X 128X 195~259 128X 128X 277~440
AR
=7 i %
_ 4.30 X 4.30[mm?] 4.69 X 4.69[mm?]
il
254 A
4.25[mm] 2.60[mm]
E
mEERE 550[mm] 600[mm]
B BMI 24.25+5.96 24.32+5.15
it BMI 21.41+7.27 22.14+5.81

2.2. SUL & H
SUV NEMKEH-Y OBEBICK T AERLT
HHasnsoextl, LBTFTOXRQ)D X 512 SUL 1TH
fiRMEiRES -V OB G REICH T 2EMBE CHEB X
5.
Ji% ) BE I JE [Bq)

SUL = 1
HH B B G- B [Bq)/BR AR V1K E [g)

ARBEIZB O TREMKE[kg]% LBM, {KH[kg]%
BW, ¥ E[cmlx H, a%z SUV DM IEHREE L, UTFTD
K@2~5)IC Xk > T SUL #H T 5[4]. LBMpgtd B
DOFRAEIRE % 7% L, LBMpemare % & O BRI 1K H %
N

SUL =SUV X« 2)
_LBM ;
a= BW 3)
2
BW
LBM,qy, = 1.10 X BW — 120 x (T) @
BWH\?2
LBMfemaie = 1.07 x BW — 148 x (T) 5)

2.3. SUL B R
SUV & SUL & o Bf% % BMI & OFBIIC TGS 5.
BMI X0 ELESWVHEBENSH DV, LLTF DX (6)
THHINA.
BW

BMI] = ———=
(H x 1072)2

(6)

S Al 68 38 1%, AE B R T SUV o ZE 8 A3 A A o il B AE Jk,
JFlgsE sk 2t e & LB OEERE FEI M L. & 2
(A BEAR 5k & R 3. B REHIR 0 SUV I B W Tl b ny il
WHIBg AR L, SUL TIX, MBI/ E<< kD, £,
I AE IR > SUV 128 W TR WA BIIZ R D AL 72 W a3,
tREE W2 R P<0.05 ThH Y, HENEVLITE
Z 72y, SUL TiE, MBI AILRD.

#* 2. MBI

Fifi R 38k JFF Mgt A1 4%
1B B4R Bk R %K
BEsov L0 ot
mesuL L oo
mEsiV T eeonn
IESUL L oo

-08 -



X 112 BMI & SUV,SUL D B@RMED 77 7 % 79,
E AL SUV A ORI ERZ 7~ L, m#RIE SUL i
DU B R & R 3. Wi fE O SUL 43 A o T 2L B # o i
EN XL PATICEL RDONMHHETED. £ 2 &
1 DFERSIHEEICE VT SUL DRIEZI RN &
WEWnWx B,

- -
o SUVEbFEIE
=) g
2 SUVATRTE TR T YR 3T 7L
§ O SULH RE 1 () BT .
/ Eaali%
@ CISULAT frE et a7 e
15 20 25 30 35
BMI (Body Mass Index)
(a) BMHFEM T 7 7 ‘
3 ?
25 - r |
' \
2 -
. SUVEsR - A
-
? s SUV AT R ig
o
> OSULRf#8 1 . . S s
W) 7 b Y =TTV
? 1 LK ISR FRET _ BEEETT
(b) &MIEHE T L
0% 2. SULE#HEF L
0 T T T T

15 20 25 30 35
BMI (Body Mass Index)

(b) &MERHAH 7 Z —
1. BMI & SUV, SUL ® BRI

2.4, SUL EE T VIHELE

SUL IE % € 7 AL HE Rk FIE[3IC K 2 R mp Eh o fig )
R AL ATV, KA O EFE & = IR SR R — A
BICMEMELZEBEZHOTHEET L. BEISIE
WETNVIXFEHET NV EFERFEEETT LO 200 54
ENBD. EFWTETIVOMETHETEEZEIZLWVTHE
DY LEREFELHEME L TET VEMHET L.
BELZSULEFRETLVEK 2 IT5RT.

2.5. SUL IE% €T /VEFffl

SUL IEHET /L SUV IEHET /L&KL, SUL
IE®E T /LM Z-socre \C 5 2 5 BB O ME1T - 7.

Z-score IZF(7) THH &, SUV R SUL O #EFHIY 72
BT EEFRT.

FEM T iEIE SUL E®ET L E SUV EHET L%
SUV DM EREOFEHTHELL L DD ESTITo
7. E®ETLOFEMREX(B)T/RT. Imageld iR
PR O R E G, MIZEHT T L, SD IR %
RZEET IV, udd SUV O EREDOEL LT 5.

7 __Image —M .
score = 5D @)

Value(y,y, ) = SULmodel(y, ) — SUV model(y,, ;) X pte  (8)

e B A S S 5] & X 3 2R, AR SUL IEH E
FTAOFBEREL, TBENI EE2RT. FREG
NHERBBIZBNTEELHET VIIRE BT
o, LaLl, FEEREET VITEBWNT, M

-99-



fHiEE & BRI AE I 0 — A SUL EH £ T A0 B KW
&, THEMERICESWTEL OFEES SUL EFE T
NDFRENZ &ERHERTED. ﬁﬁénéaﬂE%
EF )LD Z-score TR(7) LV, 3 O LR FEAMG S 417z

EHER T T LD FE5 E@&ﬁﬁﬁ@%% nhHLE
Zbhb.
E¥ | T L EHERAET T L
(a) BHEEETFTLES
W E T L EHERAET T L

(b) KMHIEFET LES
3. SUL [E& & F L sl

3. REETEMT

SUL E®ET NV E SUV ERETLERNWT, BH
ERBHERICB T 5 EH D Z-score DL AT o=,
MU 72 Wi 7 — & ~N— 0%, BHE G 30 JEF, B E
FEGE AT 42 R PT CHEAR S V5 . B B RESHIUE E AT O A
Ty FICESEFETHMB L.

Z-score DI 24T o 7o fE SR, HEER 42 EHord 21
FATICE W T, SUV EFET L& H W FEY
Z-score(BL T, SUV Z-score) & tt= SUL [E# €7 V%
b\f:ﬁi"j Z-score(LjT SUL Z-score) D J5 73 i W Ml & 7R
L. 5 \ZHBAL B D Z-score D 4y Ai & kY. BRAL B
@%%fi, i E K D BH BRI B VT 13 EATH 12

EET, MfEkORFERMICBWT, 11 FEATh 1 &7,
T OMBEBRIZIB VT, 18 EPTH 8 & B 28 SUL Z-score
DFREWEEZ R LT, 4(a)lz SUL Z-score @ J7 %
EEL, X 4(b)IC SUL Z-score @ 7 2R W] & R 5.
B 4(a)A o 5 13 i A e B SEAESE IS BV TR D FF
MCRWAEEREET LOESEBEZBERE DY

W ThDH., ZOBRFEMT, EHEEBIZE VT SUL
EFETAOHFMMENEHBIZFEEL TS, BREERE

@ SUV Z-score |% 15.835 (Z%F L, SUL Z-score i 20.146
L 720, SUL Z-score ® 578 4310 H W EA R~ L 72,

B4 4(b) 45 o> 5l b A5 8 J8 B R A B 11T B W\ T D FF
4ﬂﬁfﬁﬁb\f_$‘*‘ﬁ1‘ﬁ%%7ﬂ/@?§ THBEZERNEDYE T
HgTHDH., ZORFEBEIT, EoHEBICHEV T SUL
E%%Twmﬁﬁmwaw TFELTWD ., e
@ SUV Z-score /% 19.853 (2%t L, SUL Z-score (% 18.108
L721, SULZ-score ® 5N 1.745 IRWEZ# /R L7z,
NoORERND, MifEEICENT, SULIEEET V&
AW/ Z-score ZTHENTHH E VR D.

o

| o

e

I

.
e

L

i ] 25 B B HE A 1 4 7L RF A AL A
(a) i A 5 56 4 REUE 91

v

-

72 5] S 1) A E AL T %?»ﬁm@@@@
(b) 15 fE 8k B 5 4R FEIE 1
X 4. %A T T /LT 4 Eh A Bl

&

- 100 -



a5
40 L
35
o 30 B
S s m
é" 20 N
2 AT OIHAL
0 o
5
0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45
SUV Z-score
5. SUL Z-score & SUV Z-score @ LL g
4. BE
SUL O ER RPN S WIEKICE W T, MELL
SULIEHET AL THOREWHEMELSE L. LML,

M5 % &t T M ERFE IR TiX, Z-score I3 SUV E® £ 7 /L
DIFMBWFER LR, BRERELTIE, KIBSRE
72 EOATLIC SUV OE BN K E WEAL X, IBIE & @
FHEBNEFICHVAEERZ X OND. F T2,
FDG-PET B 3R 2 KB L - eE G ThH v, K
DENAL ORI % EfEICIBE CE v, Thicky, fig
FIFHREER AR+ THY, ELSETVREER N
KTCWRWEMNRAL LD EEZLND. ZNLND,
17 5] S B YL o PERE TR BTN 2, B R o AR I
MEOETNVERANDIENEETLWNWEEZLND.

5, ¢

SUV # PR A E CHiIEL 7= SUL # AW T
FDG-PET Wi O IE# SUL /34 €T LV OREE A IT - 72
ZLT, TRE AWK FHRGMHITICRE T 5 %E
HEFREOMN 21T - 7. MifAikIC B W THES L 72 SUL I
WET N TEWAMERRDZE S, MO % £ K
IZHBWT 13 TS 12 ST Z-score 28 EH L7z, L
ML, BBEiEOREEMICIB VT Z-score B EF L
FOWFINEFFRLIENOARE T2, 2L OERND,
ffifE I IC BV T SUL IEH EF L& HWWi- Z-score 1A
AThHdrlvwx 5.

BEE

ARHFIED —FIX, BAAT IR A & - BT A T B AT
g8 (EHAEgIC &S S FHEMH 2 ORI & W - 16K
XEOEEA), BB (C), B XUk B K FIEME
HEOMBIC LV ITbE L.

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

-101 -

B/ N
O.Warburg, F.Wind, and E.Negelein: The metabolism
of tumors in the body. The Journal of General
Physiology, 8(6), pp.519-530, 1927.

Wahl RL, et al.. From RECIST to PERCIST:
Evolving Considerations for PET response criteria in
solid tumors. J Nucl Med, 50(Suppl 1), pp.122S-50S,
2009.

gRARATH, VEAKBA, NAREERE, B R, A
S, OViE 0, R, Bk RS - (KR FDG-PET
BRI D IER SUV 51 E 7 L O RS & %I
ZEAL O f i, R A 15 O R o & i s, 111 (389),
MI2011-128, pp.281-286, 2012.

Sugawara Y, Zasadny KR, Neuhoff AW, Wahl RL.:
Reevaluation of the standardized uptake value for
FDG: variations with body weight and methods for
correction. Radiology. 213(2), pp.521-525, 1999.



