=Rt E PET DOES

BA Rthy
22 7

el L

(B8]

=%7ehy PET F—#Z Eik( 3D-PET ) i3 ttids
BEZERBICAEP LEFETHS, LB LREDL,
— 75 CIIBELRR O, Bl (A OB E ik T DORE

RULRSREORIEOE 2 EOMBR LD D,

AL R4 EXKTOLH PETREXERE LI 7
vk AERRIZT, 3D-PET #%.0/ PET RRZEICIEH
T& %552 2D-PET &tk Lz,
(HiX)

77> b AR, D7 7> P A(RH2 3, =
R LA 7 7 v P A (EZI8 cm, ®X14 cm D
M7 7 v P A RUEE 7 7 > b A(EEZLS cm, &
A15 cm O T 7 o b &) THREERKI *F-FDG
ERWERLMIOERTT NV L RIBET VTR
Lz E¥ETF ML EIZ112 kBg/ml, LB
R OGRSz 13kBq/ml, AFi#iz44 kBq/ml, FHEHZ
15kBq/mlZEA L 7z b O T KIBE FAEASE
ENELE 7 7 v P ACARIEOBE (55,45, 35,
29,24,12 kBq/ml) ZEEA L. LENEER ORI
8 kBq/ml, fFigiz12 kBq/ml, 5E8iz 8 kBq/ml %
BALELDTHS AVERBITSHH PET R
X ¥+ — Advance ( GE#$D T. 2D, 3D, A ¥ ¥
Iz 1053 THE L B BRI ) v 2 A
A X128x128, £ 7 £ A4 X 3 mm, A7 A RJE4.25
mm. 7 « /& #Z—1{X 2D 7% Hanning ( cutoff 6
mm ) 3D iZ¥rE P Hanning ( cutoff 6 mm ).
#5 M iz Ramp ( cutoff 8.5 mm ) DA &bt
(3D-R) &5 % Hanning ( cutoff 8.5 mm ) ®
MDHEPE (3D-H) 0 fE T RIEEERITVE
HMBEIE L LEL T ok & ohiciE® s>
& Bull’s eye map # B L fz. BadH B i34 54

, B—, ERMEORE, HEBHEOHRTH D,

(R -ER)

Fig. 1 .IZIE# T 7V OREFFRIR G, T 7
Y RRYEY LELICRT D 2D R U 3D PE DO
EZ=MH$ ( Noise Equivalent Count Rate :
NEC) & LHEE (Amyo) & DERZ =T, NEC i
NEF—F ORBMT(S/ NI OEEE LT

*EHERKE BERE
o A ARV F-EERE S

XE  #/EE
A W

Avviz, 3D-PET @ S/ N ki Amyo 310 kBq/ml
PRNTIR 2D 025 gET I8, the#z s L
HEFASHRE S O 10 S/ N KT L. 100
kBq/ml%#z 3 Lz 2D L D bk TH I &
RE&NTZ,

Fig. 2icEEFEFT A D 2D & 3D @ Bull’'s eye
map 2&IZ8iT 5% S.D. Noise & Amyo & DB
55T, 2D D % S.D. Noise iX Amyo OHEANIZ ST L
8.5%2>55.4%% T{ET L. &/MiEZ100 kBq/ml
U EOBEBEFRICEETD LELZLND. —F.
3D ® % S.D. Noise D &/MEIZ30 kBq/ml DRIZ
B, 3D-R #35.2% T 3D-H #36.3% Th o1z,
3D-H ® % S.D. Noise 1320 kBq/ml ##% % & 2D
L 0EL 255, 3D-RiTEIZ 2D LY bi{E % S.D.
Noise %77 L7z, £ 72, Amyo 28 7 kBq/ml OFD
3D-R @ % S.D. Noise #%5.5% T 2D ™65% (2D :
8.5%) iz Lz,

Fig. 3ICEEE 7/ ® Bull’s eye map 2 H H
LIz {IBE /RiBEL, TEE /BiBELL, hRERiBEL 2
7T, 2D TIRLEE O TEOMIERKT 238D
7z 3D-H Ti3MlEE & RO ERE & TEEORM
ET 23T, 3D-R TRAUEE & O£ M
ERDT TEOEHETHRDRN.ZOL I,
3D-PET TREBERBEHBR 7 « V¥ —DBRRICX
D.ER ) A X EEERYE SN D I LR ERI

Fig. A R EREFAVEZ RNV TIT > T ERMEOR
EORIERRE%ZTT. Well counter TRIELIZZ 7
v FAD Amyo & PET {H & OBEMREHROMH X I 2D
230.77CHHDIZR L. 3D-R 50.74T, 2D-PET i
HAT 3% D@/ N ThH o T,

Fig. 5 K RATFNERAWTIT o L BEE R
DRERERZ R T HEBFEERT oI e L ]EL
BRE R TR TR AR I LIcb O T, 3D-PET
IFEEMREIER X 0 OHBE LREEOERBF
Oy EABEAIDELS 2D, 2D RS ETRE
ERERE LT3 Z B8Rk,

PlEX v, 3D PET TREFREEERE L B
BT 4 VE—DBREF LT HEABRHECL Y +5
HBERIEANTETHDI LEZX LN,



— #2280 BEFERBLZESMES (1997.7) —

Noise Equivalent Count Rate

-
s

20 ¢ Cardiae phantom
2D ; Cardine phantom with Neck and Liver
3D 1 Cardiac phantom

—®— 3D : Cardiac phantom with Neek and Liver

Noise Equivalent Count Rate (cps)

-
=

i

=
2

A Fig. 1

Comparison of LAT-ANT, INF-ANT, SEPT-ANT ratio
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Activity Measurements
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