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Relationship between body weight and blood SUVbw
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P<.001
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Relationship between Length of uptake period and SUV Relationship between plasma glucose level and SUV
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SUV measurements in urinary bladder (A) and liver (B). SUV
max and SUV avg derived form FBP+MAC images were
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SUV max and SUV avg for tumor lesions. Values derived from
FBP+MAC images were consistently and significantly lower
than those measured on IR+SAC images.
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