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o

FRAVIERRUE, 2025 FR1213 700 7 ANRIEIZ7Z2 D, 65 A L ming 123 5
AL S AT T ANIZEINT 5 & TR ST D = FH A &2 W 72 iKif i Single
photon emission computed tomography (SPECT) L, FREUERNFILT 5 LInI
(CRRFVE D FHERIZW A TRETH Y, HEFITHA MR MATEL L THESLL TV
Do

BESBRAL, EWEEM g, e B IXOREHE Rz mgbd 5
ZElTRY, BRBLOWIET—% & L TEEEOSWEREZSD Z &N HIk
%o FFIZ, MR SPECT AL, FREMEIZKT L CRANZHEERIZW 2 I TE 5
AIREMEDR DV, £ OERRA HEIZE WV, 07012, BRBSIZE VTR,
TS 72 L CRBEME O MK B 2 FE L T\ 5,

SPECT #i#tlE, PET fidr & tbiir LT, ZrfifRe, J&EE, B X OMEERIENS D
TeOIZ, AFEMIEE (BGELRR, 6, M@ fFRE) A L, MKimyE SPECT [
BOBEEZNESIEDZ LT, BWREOH LICEDHLERNDH D, KR, 8%
FEB 2 %152 & U7 iMifie SPECT Mt iE, 3 27 it & DK T & # st 71l
BT D BENH D101, Flix OMIETEZR E O LW iz i@ M L7z SPECT
G OB AERE ORRGREIZ X 0 BRRAREZ M ELSE5 2 LRk S,

AHFFEIE, MIGE SPECT B IZ I8 1) 2 st 7 BN e g fRAT 15 0D /& & &
Al S22 L2 I, Bl TRELFAIE, CTAC I X 2EMIE, X
OMLE S BEREMIEZ T H L7 NDB ZH4E L, 7 7 > b LIS K D HEMEITIERS KO
ERRMIZE A b LT, WEHEEZFEHm L7z,

T4, SPECT M OEIE X, Computed tomography-based attenuation correction

(CTAC) {EIT X HEs M Ed KL OME S fRRe i EOM AN Ko m B2 5 Z &
WHEETH D, &\ O WBEHImIC & 2 B 2 imE s Sh Tnd, CTAC {4(T,
Bilinear scaling % T X #f CT B2 HRERE~ » T ~EHd 52 & T,
AR — T2 BRI/ LTSS IE 25 2 & A3k D,

FAVE, AHECASBEZN T & 2B 7 7 > b 5% W T, Bilinear scaling 512
X0 SR U725tk & BRRE 2 VG, INSEE &2 S e S AR T CTAC
EOENS DR 2 /Gt Uiz, BUN#R & WE & O BEAERIZ, MEOFERFF
7, B, BLOXMCTEREDOIEYT VT —ICL > TRELZIT D, £72,
FNT RN —IL, X CT EEIZL > TEIT D701, BEHREuE, HEHT
% X #f CT 2EER LU T 2Rk L » TR S, R, BMMEHREIC W
C, Bilinear scaling 1£% H\V 7= CTAC {EDi)G D Z- 4Pk L O E 25+ 5 7=



WIZ, Hie?d 4RO X CT EBEICIVELNETIMRKE, Hinick-
THM L7 JEatet & 2 gt Lz,

F7, BEFEGIL, BEEECET LILESEEOSL (BHROR ) M4
U 5%, ESMERERIEIX, SPECT #EIZHIT 52 A—F B DR L O
MEREESE OTF® A2 AW T, (E eSS X OMEE R0 m B2 X5 Z & 3 FlEE
Thb, LML, ¥iZ, N-Isopropyl-p-['*’I] lodoamphetamine ('*I-IMP) % >
- WM SPECT &I WT, WV kX —NF (529 keV H o <) 76
DOEELIR O ENERMEICHKET H Z LR EIND, A, (ESMEERTIE
DN A FRRET D 0O, CTAC V£ & NLIE 5 FRRER 1 O W A I 2 728 7= 72 i if. 7
SPECT Wi 1Bk L, B/Aeba ) A —X (28T HALE S fERER E2hH 2 B & 2
29 % Z & TIRFTIKGE T O ERNR & Bt LTz,

PRI CRAE, SRR RE B BT IZ B\ T, CTAC 1% & L [E S FRAER IE I
K BRI T 2 FRAE O HEHIEICEH 9 5 72912, FBAER x5 Lz
W F TR A R B AR DG 21T 5 72

FERT I MBS RE MR 1, FRAE B O MM R = & R N I 7 — &
— A (normal databases : NDB) & Zbig L, #EtIEIE CToH D Z score Trlffid 5
FEEZHNTWS, TOZKHREEIL, NDB OBIZKFEL THY, NDB IZA Tl
EEEEAT S 2 & T, HEHERMERE R R AT O E B ET 5 EE 2D
25, LnL, HEkDNDB X, CTAC #EFR X ONLE /o fRREA 51l 58 A & i
TWRWIGE NPT 720,

FAVE, iz 2o IEVEIC K 0 B 28 A b U 7@ s B ML SPECT Eifg %2 v C,
B LV NDB ZAE5E L, FAI, HEFHZRIIMESRE B ARHTIZHT L\ NDB O 5
52T, TREEE AN L L, FREVED R RICEET D LA T,
Z OIGERERRAET D 72912, FAE, BELRRAIE, CTAC¥E, 35 X OMLE ) fEremd
B A L7 K SPECT 7 —ZIZ L DS S8 LU NDB ZHW\ T, #t
RHFROTERE 2R L7z, AT, [A—dEE R KOG EERIEZ WV THEE S
N7-0E4D NDB & #7 LV NDB & % ik L 7=,

FADMITE AT o T2 T2 e i L Bk 2 Fl U 72 M i SPECT i1, fEskik &bt
L CHERBIOEELEOR EXRH G EZ2D, et FrI I EE i R I3
W, MR N OBZWEEE R FICH 53 513000 T, BHOMmiIE T ok
HEES —Be & m B L, BAEDHRERBICOEIRTE DLW =i xis
776

ARw3E, 46 ETHR SN TWD, & 2 FIZBWT, ABFETHW 2 MMM
it SPECT BHRIZ DWW T, FRICKEFRA T, BB AR, B X OWH AR
REEMEAENTIZEI L Calk 7=, % 3 #E, BMimji SPECT Ei{&IZ3\\ T, CTAC ik
D s D4 M % Gl 9~ % 72 D12, Bilinear scaling 5% V7= CTAC IEIZB T 5



IR~ DEHIE L AW 5T Ui, 5 4 B, CTAC 1% & NLE o fFREf 1 2
WH U728 7o 22 i SPECT B AR L, ¥ 2 b—3a URRFHTE W TR
FTHM BEE DL & FREEA IE N R A S0 Lz, 55 5 BiE, % 3 BB L OVE 4
ETOMAZ S L1, BEBREFNCIBWT CTAC 1EF L O &5 iR BEA IE 4 1 H
L 7o M EH RO BE e I AT OXE E Z2 510 L 7o, mBICHRIS & LT 6 =T,
BT ATHERL L7 i i SPECT Wi 75, 7Ekik & bl L T, E&ME, BIW
WA IR RE G AT O RS EE 2N 0] B L, FRAVEDO WIS LICEERTX 5
N = O

B, AHFRIE, BRRKFEMEZESOKR KRES  F 1367 5 k25
9 H3H) B TERLE,
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1.1 FREMEDZ KT
111 FEEMEDILIR

OREICE T D EEm b (65 L EADEIE) O, H#HRAICEHE LT
BV, 2015 4T 26.8%, 2035 F121X 33.4%I25ET 5 EHEFF S LTV D (k25
@ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁi/‘\lﬁli (NFEE)) . RBEVEZ X, Sl D 15% (439 T AN) EHEEHS
AU, BEEEFRANFESE (mild cognitive impairment: MCI) D&l 13% & G5 &
swﬁAuLCH&mﬁ)ﬁwxﬁQ%é%’ﬁm¢ét%wéMTw5@g
1-1), RAEIX, RIGHERIEHEIENTHENL L TN 20z, 1RO BIEE, 14
W23 AL LR O T 2 30135 Z & T, SREEER OANE OE (quality of life: QOL)
EHMERFSE D Z L2 BAEICHEIT TWa, REVEMRHEER S CiA Loy
7T ) 0%, BBk X OEWIRHS O 72 ORI 35 K OFREE O T,
TR D T= 0 OWFTEBI R & FE/R M D —o & LT, FRAVE S a0 n
TR BRBERE A& Foifi LT D B,

FOHEIL, OB KRR EEEREIC L U B X OITENCEEZ R D, £
PRER T, RS, EREE, REREE, HEET, BEE{TE R s
FoiLd, it,ﬁﬂf@%ﬁm@rhi =M, X%, P, 5o, BLO
WNR=F Y = AL ENBET OND, BIRZENE, #fRFRET RIS, Rk
BET A M L ONEBFRAERE R DM S LTV 5, FREVE D IR EOK 9 FHi
%, 7V oA = —RIERHE (Alzheimer’s disease: AD), JXIMLE PERRZIE (Vascular
dementia: VaD) 35 L OV B —/MARIZEAISE (Dementia with Lewy bodies: DLB) T
bV, KT AD X, RBEVERRD 2/3 250 5, BHGEDIEFIEL, BAIEEH
ﬁ’%ﬁﬁ“f:;’?&%%(ﬁ X0, EROETEMGISE L2 L2 BEEL LTS,
mu%ﬂf@(ﬂ?% L, BHICIRHT 2 0E N H 0, FoibEEORER LU0 G

X, EETRR L, MIERBHOERNZWNL, 1REMREOR F, THROSGE

%;wﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@twmigfhé%
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1.1.2  FEHEVEOEERIGZ N & IR i

EVEOZWIE, 2R XUGRE, MPuE L ORLIEARE S O DB AR
TIZEY, FEBOZWEEICHI> TEBINTWD, BEEHRAER, ERAKTA
ZERBNCEHT T A Z L ITENTEY, M2 TEE LI zm o &ENnH 5,

PRHE O FERESE 1L, AD, VaD 35 XU DLB LISMCRITSAMIEERGRENE, BA
RUGRHENIE, FRAVERE O N—F Y URB KO b 3 — L EERRENE 72 £ 32T
bivd, AR L7zE BV, RBEEDK 9 FliX, AD, VaD B3 L' DLB TH Y,
FRIRICBWNT, K AD & DLB ORI N EZE TH S, AD DEFKRIERIT,
TAESE (TIng R B BEIRFY) BIKICILAET 5 2 & THESHAN DS JEPX
L, Wi &R T3 X OWMZEMIC L 0 BERENME T+ 5 & SnTnd *2, AD
1%, FFZZ < OGA, MBRENRIOWENEEIND Z & CilEEEZ AL 5,
Fo, FRCYFRESE, HIEEE D OK T B X O, P 82589 %5, DLB I3,
TAESE (LE—/ME) DRTERER XL OMZIREEICIEE L, ORI AL 2 ik
S 572012, MOKREREZ 29 %, DLB OB, FORREE LT
PREERERE ENMASMETH Y, M T, HENRFS GRagiEoLH), %R
BROR—=F Y =X A) BLOVREARE (L AMERITEIRES, HURARIE~
OBFHEL LT ORI b T U AR=F WY IARKT) B35 6415, VaD 13,
b8 B L R 3 A RRANE C, IMZERR A RIMAE, /NE R X OGLIEICEE 72
T L D 2 & CTHlEEREEZ X727, BIRICBWTERNZBIX, Zib0%E
Wa M2 L OO FAIRAEZ 1 U CEMT 5,

FOHVE S R HEER A EIS I3V T, FRAE OBC e BRI 2 WS, R
U BRI T 52 LR ARETH Y, TBRE - e E & L T Magnetic
resonance imaging (MRD) ¥ X OEZEF A D —>ThH % Single photon emission
computed tomography (SPECT) #MEZIEHT D Z EARD LN TV 5B,

B RRA OF AL, FiR U72BAER BN D AN O BB R, 72 AlE<
BHEE, MR oRY, B X OMnEERT e &2 Eff CRHMhd 5 2 LIz
L0, BHICENBEAAREETH S TP, MRI BRAE, FEEOBRER 4 B
BT 52 LT, FrZ, MEOERMEIZELY AD OERIZKICEH TH S, £,
FEE P AL D —->CTd % Positron emission tomography (PET) fAtix, 7 I v A
N B BLOY U ZRBHIERIERNIC2W 5 Z LA ARETH 5, LarL, PET %
EBIUOBRBEEANIEMTHY, 2o, ZUREIIREEH CTRW-OITE
LCWRWORBIRTH D, —J7, SPECT MiE, MMEHRAIZI T, Ak
TR T EALROREE T R FIE 2 Y, R AT SR oD 37 £ 2 f i = & b5 2
T, MR EOIK T2 W2 Z LN AIEETH D, HAVER 1L, MO
TR TN EAME T U, AFERAIC, AD ICRBW TEERHENIRE], #ETERER LY
FATAYE, DLB IZBWTHRIEE CIMEIK T 280 572012, FHZ2Wri LU
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HIZENCAE TS 5,

1.2 BEFHRAEOKRE

1.2.1 FRAVEZ 65 & L7 Ml SPECT fidt

HUER T T 2 KM E 02 biX, TBREZ b &L 0 &R L OV i i &K
TORRMICRAET L Z ERME SN TWDS 1, MR EOIKR T, HERI LI
JRTEMEZ 58, HFIZ, AD THEEBACIREL, BRI, SHIEMENES B L OVESE,
£72, DLB X AD &Ml U CRREEEE CRER I Z2 MM T B O T 2739

i SPECT ARAL X, v ARAUHAZTRICINNIZE Y IA 1 5 ESK S A AR S
To PR IR A2 e 595 Z & C, SPECT & % F\ TR D B M I it & % 5
i3 2METH S, HRIZEBWT, MKIMpE SPECT MA I, HURMEE 3K O M
DN RFMZENET, o, ML IS v #a S IEE CEBL
HA L2 L1280, HEIKKLEEZG0 Z EDRRETH DL, MAT, 1995
412 Minoshima & 'i%, HFERE 2RI TEALZ GRS 5 72012, #Eatm
72 K BE B 18 i AT ¥ T & 5 three-dimensional stereotactic surface projections
(3D-SSP) ##ZE L, BIEDERIZM~DA Atz @il L7z, 3D-SSP I, &
HEE ¥ J UM B O W& O MM & A2 FaHFrC i+ 5 2 & T, mgs
FOSE & W THRBLIAOIZERAE S O M iR Tz 7+ 2 FiEThH 5,
BRARICIS\N T, 3D-SSP 2 HW T2 I iR AL, SBRIE OERIZNC I S Ml
HIZ2BURATIE & LTSz LT g 12719,

1.2.2  FHERZ K~ H

REEDZWHZ BN T, HERREX, FHBAOOICHE AR K RET
BV, JERERHM & HERERTAN & 12 KB & D, MRI WA Z H W - R, K
fdZEfEd L OV P EICH R FIETH Y, BEFLREIC X DHEERTMI,
BRI X OV T SICEEREREZRMT 5,

FAEIC )T 2 MMt SPECT Mald, ERRAVICHEIDOEMHE (mid cognitive
impairment: MCI) THiH &N 5 Z & 2RO LTS, Kuhl 5 728 PLIMP i
it SPECT A DERIA A2 HE L0, MEEZHEEE LT, ME
Hi L OYMCI OFHiins ST & 7=,

f I SPECT MAS 123N TC, BIEFREOENMIL, MLyt &IK FomtE4
M EEE270Ils, SFEMIEE (BELE, BES, BRI ONES MR 2L
TN B OBV 17 & X D BN D, BELRIE 1L, fHIEER A3 esr L,
ZOARAMRRE S TWD 202, TR, B IER X O E S fREER I,
B B RRE R S oo b b P,

—J7, TN EOR T, E&EES X O REHn TRk 2 2 &

14



IXN#ETH %, Minoshima & "i%, 3D-SSP # T, #EFMIC AD DR
R I AR T RE R (B ERARtRED) 2B 5 M L, BaIRAA FPE 2 345 L7-, Matsuda
5 NT, WA FRMMEERE R ARNT 2 AT, AD O R CHRIEENRE], BT,
B LOGHTEIEO AR B I MR T 2380 5 2 & 285 L7z, Kubota & i3,
3D-SSP (T L D% ERIRIEl RS L UM% A B 58 o e A%, MRI B L O
SPECT R COMMIMPEREM LV bR2WENmWEME L TWnd, 2D L DHIT,
R FROIMEERE MR AT IX, TEkB KO OMATE X v L EREIE O BRI W
FHTHD Z ERNRE, REEOHBIZ2ERMRAETE S UTHESL L T 5,
L2aL, AR L72iE X, Bz el BN B S A RIOMETH Y, #Hi
RAERA A LSRRI RE MR AR AT I, ERIRARGHC L 0 B AER K
~NOWEINEHLNITHZ LT, BBAEOREEEZM ESE5Z LICFHET
xHEBEZLND,

15
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BEFRRAL, RNIZEBT 2 B EEE S OFEMERERH 60 Th 572901,
BEEOEWERERZEIGT D5 Z ENAEETH Y, RIWOH 5 H LMK
ERHEIN TN,

e SPECT ML i, MIEER 2335 2 & C, Mok Z R L, *
7o, WAT IR I OB D HAGHEERS L OV THEE 2 Eili 52 2 & N A[RET
H D, MBEROFMIEEE CTh DKM E (cerebral blood flow: CBF) %, MfH#k
BN ESEY D oE (ml/100 g/min) & U CHRHME TR S 4, R AT K i i &

(regional CBF: rCBF) OZ{blX, MMEEREDIRIER Mk L, HEFHFrI K% EE i
MEMTHE 5L & OFC, BMEROERIZENCZH ST\,

—7J7, SPECT M1, MM OHMSID vy RE KA 572012, ¢
FEDMEN D DA IZBIET 5 £ TICRAET 2 BELRR, J5y, 3 L OBk
WX BRT R EORBIZLY, HBod y BaomOEEENMETT 5, 2T,
fR i SPECT MelE, A3 2R EEELIC LY, MmE&HE, 7T —XIUES
%, BIXOEBEERER ENRRD7-012, EOBMICEDE TERDOEK
HEREFT 20 END D, DD, Al L7-EBgIZBE G 3 528 %2 YRRk
il & 0 B FEAIESIT 2 33 KOS L, BRRRFHC XY, ZoHFHMEE R
RETAMEND D,

2.1 ORISR

i SPECT #i#EiE, 'PXe A L DHLEAMMIMIE b L—4=, P"Tc B &
U2 & 2 BERARMITE b —Y % AW TN SPECT 7 — 4 21595 F¥EN
bD, RWFIEIE, EREAMNMIMGT N L—Y %2 AWK GE SPECT Mt 2 x4 & 9
%

[e]

SRARNIMTE b U—YE, (LRI ZETH Y, LT IR 2 B
DIAEN, BMASDAITERBZET, MEEICHE 35 2 & THREDOEW,
SPECT 7 —# BNHEFTE 5, BUE, ERRIZIBWTHEH ST 2 SR M
~ L—H1%, N — isopropyl — p - ['*’I]iodoamphetamine ('**I-IMP) , ™ Tc — hexamethyl
- propylene amine oxime (*"Tc-HMPAO) 3 LT P™Tc - ethyl cysteinate dimer

(P™c-ECD) 72 EAMEA Sh, iR, MDA, FhER K OFIEMEZR 212
FH®A3 % 5 (Table 2-1),

TRTOZFEY L —HZBWT, MNZEENE, iEHH 5 ik 4 @
L, BRERE, FRIZIKAEICELS M/ L, REFIITIHN D BIRTEER ~TEV i &
N5, B5EIIxT 2 EEOBFEERR OERBEIL, PLIMP T 8% & i b
DIAEN (P"Tc-HMPAO; 5%, *™Tc-ECD; 6%), FIEIEERICIIT 5 HERRIT,
IPLIMP TIEIE 100%256F LT, ™ Te-HMPAO T 75 ~ 90%, *”™Tc-ECD T 60 ~ 80%
TH Y, "PLIMP X, MILTETER %2155 72 OISR O @O ER S TH 5,

17



S b

Z, iR EmEEkIiZ BV T,

IBLIMP T/ 5417~ CBF I3, o fl =38

5 Co CBF & ik LT, PET MAE CTdb 5 H,°O T? CBF & HERRESHER < b

39 BMLFE T Hefil L 7= SPECT 7 — & O Hf5 73 Al
—J7, PLIMP 1, B2 HNTWAEDIT, P"Te Lk LT,
FEH y RO =R F— B — 7 B LU RH# 235 5 (Table 2-1),
72 = RV X— L Z O EIS
Z1IMP @ SPECT
EE MK T %,
F£72, PEIMP 1%, FEEN T LY bRV DI
BNV RN, PLIMP I SPECT MASE, #gIHFMAEL,

PRt ARl

TH D,

B DR

1%, 159 keV (83.3%)F L 18529 keV (1.4%) T,
I, BT kX —529 keV 12 L D EGELFE O 22 &

, I OBLEN LR

Z2 ) o i

BB LO=a 7 A MPMERTT 206N, Lzdi> T, SPECT 7—4

DOHEEINEE « BLSAE, RO EMMEE I b Tk T 5 B2
3?)%) 36~38)
Table 2-1 i 2= 3 5 D 1
2. 1mp M e HMPAO PmTe ECD
1‘}2%@ 1231 99mTC 99mTC
P [hour] 13.27 6.01 6.01
B R X — 159 (83.3%), 529
YRR (83.3%) 140 (89.1%) 140 (89.1%)
[keV] (1.4%)
5B [MBq] 111-222 370 - 600 370 - 600
R IZIE 100% £ 90% £ 98%
SN RERFEOICARIRIC  EeMAItR, eSO,
AN o3 AR . . N .
BEWLVH L [ & HOEMITDNH L
AP JilEFayes K KA

18



2.2 SPECT &
221 Y UFL—3a b A THEEOERK

rF L= a B ATE, KALGKIENS vy BEEIDGEEIL, W
BibT2EETHD (Fig. 2-1), y#FIE, S ~SRAR I Z2WE HiIc=a Y 2
— X TR A7 SN, Nal(Tl) v F L —FICAK L, WE L oA
RIZE 0N, #&ex24ET 5, 2owtlE, HEFE L TEL L= xL
F—mPININD, WEOTEHRICENT, HAGEBIL, EREEOEY—7
DHRTEP] N, ZIUEFREMZ D, Z0%T —Z1%, fiERIEKIC
BWT, BERYMEMESNDZ 2L, KNICBIT 2 BEHTEER SO
AR MER S D (Fig. 2-2),

BEFZOT—X1%, FIERT2a) A= IKGFT 572012, BRIk
HEMEICHE Lo ) A— X2 HT5 2 ENEETH D, Table 2-2 1T, ik
FBOREHELE 2 ) A—2 LOGRERT, —BUICa ) A—21%, W THE,
EFEBIORNAREENL R LEHOILTHEK SN TS, itiasi, L~
BEIZART 2 y OB ERET D Z LT, BgEONEDIELZ R ST 5,

O A—ZDEE A, L d, BEE t ICBW T, (LB 22 fRRE R &IREE S 1T,
zhEhA 2-1), X (2-22) TrREIND,

R=d(b+c+(A—ZAJ)(2_1)

(A=%/u)

. Kd? 2(2_2)
\(a-%)@+o

ZZT, b, ME—=VU A—ZMEM, c X, T L—F OFE kR,
wik, JERtREL, KR E T,

X 21D, X 2-2) 5, MLESMHIERLIOERERX, =2V A —XOFLITKTT
L, FLOREENREVIZE, a V) A —2%, RART 5 E T RLX—y f a3
HZENARETH D, £-, LOEENEWIILE, BEX, AT vy B3
M 27DIcEmL< 725, LOREEL, IR FALF—NEL< 2 DH1F EHEA~VEE
NEmEmLTHOIE, B RDMEMICH D, EifEN PLics T, B x
AFX—IZxf LT a ) A—421%, K= v X —HELEFxLX—H
Thy, —FHT, BED, RENEIRD2T-DIETT 5, £, 2 xA—%
X, =X —7F ThRNEL IO ESREOB NG, BRELEHA L
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R, (LB ARRE A AR Lo m e, B OPUHRIC SN D, —
A, AT D=2 A=21F, HRTRLF =B LU B BIZH - TER
‘31—5 39~41)O

I

Table 2-2 RRTZRKNLF—DHHIhT-a ) A —H /358

o A —X OFEEH KB L E—

low energy ~ 140 keV
low-medium energy ~ 190 keV
medium energy ~300 keV
high energy ~ 450 keV

2.2.2 SPECT 3£ [&$ L OV SPECT/CT % & DA%k

SPECT 1%, ANtz v oz WiEsh e L TNET L2 LT, 3
WIEIEREFH Z ENHEK LTI, BEFREICBW TEERRAELEE LT
ST LT 5 ),

SPECT AL (L, > T L—a v h A T IZEF SN TV DS E 1 s,
T3 2, 3HMHEERE AT, WEROEDZ RERET D Z & TRET — 2
O 3IWICIEMEFFD T ENHR D, EFE, BMifji SPECT A& I1ZIV T, SPECT
FEEL, 180°%f M SH72 2 MHER £ 721X 3 MR ZFHH OE » #[HET 5 X 5 7
T A WEEN LR TH D,

SPECT/CT #:i&1%, > FL—3 a3 A THEIZ X ## computed tomography

(CT) #EEAZHEW L EEL T, —AAIC, SPECT/CT #i&ElLX, BB xBH)
EHDHETTSPECT 7 —4 & X CT T — % #BGFT 572012, HIEOBEIN
2 W DOT —ZINNLE TN U7, X B CT BRI, M52 e EH 2 FF
B, X # CT B BRSO RE 2 B, BBk L7-bDTHY, SPECT Hiff
& DR G ER I X ONEIHED T OIZTSE S5,

SPECT 1%, #7 —& )b EHEM P UREER L ORI IR S
DB EREREE A, ERERT D Z L TEREN D, BET—XI1T, HE
B D O y MEREEE TR LI2OMER Th 5720, G X DL, 5
558 KL O GAA— N 2R M BRI AR T Lo (2R r i &, 2 K7 88 %
ZFTW5, SPECT i, SFEMEEE MWD Z & T, SPECT HifgDMIE
FOREE A B ESETWD (Fig 2-3),
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Fig. 2-1
SPECT/CT & D 44

E{RNIBIZEE

EEEEE < |
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Fig. 2-2

SPECT #&1& D FEAKE K
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2.3 SPECT Mg D%
2.3.1 SPECT 7 —# DItk

Fig. 2-2 IR L7 & 912, BEEZWEEORIL, MEEARES X O E o0
ERONT, BRI S H S e y RONLERF# S L O 2 =04 2170,
B~ oA OTEREEHEIET 5 Z ENARETH D 2,

— 5, Ay B, BRHEBRICAR T 2 £ TICOMEED SR KOS D
Mz kv, BEFE®IL, ok e ik U T o MEER K OHEE Rk
35> TW5D, BEEZEBROERIZBWT, RbLEER I &1L, BEBICHE
I <O BIE AR T 52 EThH D,

SPECT 7 —# OIUEIZBWT, BEFEGICEEL 5 2 DK%, (Es
BE, T HRVX—REE, FHEIE, B X OWLEL - E5IC X MRS RE R T B
%

ZIZT, —BRIICHW LD RIS EREX, Yo TFL—a U AT R
TOHOREBEIKAT L CIESNDOMREE L L, (ESMARIL, MBS
TRESINDfEREL EERT D,

NE SRR, BB O 2R L, B ETEENOBETE 2/ NERET
Pl S Z E AR D, MESREEICR DEEE G LR IE, BE—=Y A
— XML 7 AT A ARFET OND, MESHRIERET, 2V A —XIC
REETHZE TROVENTEY, ME—=2 U 2 —Z M2 #En 512851
T8 B Fm ErBAYA L, FTAFA NEEREEEE L, Rhor
7N A X THAES R L35, —F T, BHREHY OFHEEILRED 3
B2, WMATHEEDNEINT 2 Z X v @B bnEC D, LEEn-T, B
7 /A R, EIRALE S RRE & R & AR A TINCRHME T 5 L ERH D,

BETT— 21X, BAMEEN ORI SN DREDO T v BT R LT —DH
NEET D Z ENHEBENTH DN, BEIL, vBREWE (AMESEARRE) & O
AERIZE Y, BELRARET S, =R F—0iElE, =31 ¥—tv—27 0
Yofifhig  (full width at half maximum: FWHM) /E & =31 ¥ —t—7 E L Dt/
EE(%) CEHEN, AH vy MO R LEX—=0NEmWIEL, £/, WL - #ELIC X
HREMOEIG KL T 52 L TH ET 5,

NETHH U ~IT, TRALXF—7 4 RUaEk<T 52 L THELR OB
R ST Z ENHRD, —F, RERFHEBEEM R T A0, =¥
— AR L) = KL X — T ¢ R U L OBREFHMIIT A LER D D,
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2.3.2 SPECT 7 — ¥ O {4 FA# kA
SPECT Hifgi%, > FL—a DA TEEDOEY # RSS2 LT, K
NS SV y BRERER T M2 ORI L, Z0& L7 y 94 CTh 5 &5
T — &%ﬁ@ﬁ%m&TWWéMt2&xE@T%é WET =21, T—X
DHEFBREDT=DIZ T 4 W H B % X, BGRFRERIEE O TERS NS,
R R RRIEY, 7 4 V2 A E WYL (FBP) 38 X OWBRIRITENEIZ KA S 1
B8 ) RKIFZE CIE BB R RIEIC O W TRk 5,

2.3.2.1 ZBKIEEIE

BRRATLET, TOPYEE 52 EEOEBEZREL, #EINLIKRET —
ZEFEYORET —7 Laltik L, WM& OENNS 2D K ) BRITEIEL
TW HETH S,

REMRBTGIPIEL, ROHEE — IR R (7 /L =) XA (maximum
likelihood-expectation maximization: ML-EM) 7% &, ML-EM £ H iR % 7. <
WREHEDZ LI LY EREE O R #E{LZ X 572 ordered subsets expectation
maximization (OS-EM) IE%1F HH 5 9,

2.32.1.1 ML-EM £

ML-EM {£1%, FAEREE OB j, RibasOBE® i, ML, B5E ] ORGHEE
SAIREE, vild, Mg i oRE T —4%, BIOWEE j 6 S vz y B3
HEsIZ AT 2E5E (R 2C;t756L, X (2-3) TRIND,

) n
20 _ D Vil 2 -3)

J Z? OCl]l Ozm Cl]rﬂ](k)

2T, MR LEEE k, FEREGOEREIL, 1200 m&E, HmHIROBEFE
%iéT 2L, 175 nETH S,
ML-EM #1%, FBP{E & IR L T, WIHENIEDMETH 57280, AR O
BREICADEZ RS, KU MERTEFHES RS, ANV —27T
—F 777 EPFEALEAT R, £, FREIC, BHEMESR Cy TS M IEE
(BCEL - 18059, (i fERE) CTOMERRIM ERNR A AIA T Z LS AIRETH 5D,
—7, BHEOBEV IR LB AT B MENH DD, ﬁ{%bif@%@ﬂuﬁl
BITIRTE L, BN bd 5, 72, B0 IELIEGEHEICERRMZ /3
L1,

>~
—
7
L.
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23.2.12 OS-EM i%

OS-EM {EI%, IHGEE O mE b % X5 HWIZ, s —2 #/#icai L (F
7wy b)), 7ty hT LI ML-EM T _72 L5 &, IHEE ok s
BHAE, WiRY, i, BEEHAHRVRLHETLIHETH D,

OS-EM 1%, DEIL-%ET — 2 Z LI 0IRLERET 72012, 1 R
D OFHEREIXML-EM LRI U TH D, LavL, WX, 7ty UG
THEHINDTDIZ, ML-EMEL Y R S5 Z L3RS (Fig. 2-4),
COEBOFHEEIIY 7y FEBRVIELEBIEOBETRT I ENTE, HEIX
EE R X OVEEMEICKTET 5, ZokE, Y7y b 1R, &FET—%%H
WTEHET 572912, ML-EM & —ET 5%,
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2.4 AFEMHIEE

BEFRAEIL, BANLKRE SN vy BEERAN ST 572012, RS
N5y BE, MRNOWE & OMEERB X OWEER—R HE Rk k7 L
B F IR DL T /TN D,

FZIE ¥ SPECT MAEICHB W T, YO TR F—IL, 50~300keV TH Y,
KNTO y BROMEIERIX, 27 b U BELE L OB RS LEICA T D,
Fl,yRE, 2V A—FZOINHERTH DD ~FIAS L, £ DOfEER,
P BAR—to g [ BRI LR E L CEMSMENME T 5, Lo T, BESR
ML, EEMBIOEEN Eo-DIz, BELRE, B3 L OB fiERekl E
AL, BBREREREZIT I,

2.4.1  BCELRRAHEE

yHRRE, B EDEEICLY, 7 T4 — R OARITHEEEL v 81 2 3
Do BUELOARIE, BELBIE D HERMICIHET D201, FFAICE 5 2 &
IREETH D, L7en-> T, BELBRA L, IR HEE S vz FEEZ AW T
fESND,

Fig. 2-512, IO RV F =AY T LERT, v BIE, EREEA O
BE— 27 24 L, Hl21E 7 e TiX 140 keV, "1 TIL 159 keV B LTV 529 keV T
HY, HET—HL, ERErBSTOIEHEL—T7ITAL A R,
T, BHELRDEHET 2720 7 U4 FERELRGEIND, AT
AV FRDOT =X 1%, BEFHREICB VT, SPECT EE O T RV X — /3 fFHEN
10%FEE T, A A UA 2 RIED 20%RE TH D 1-DICHELRNZ L G En b,
Lo T, ET—XIL, V7T oA RTIELT-BGELER R DT — & % H
WCHELBMHIE 2 242 2 & T, X0 EMEROAMEg L 725,

BGELBA EYEIY, WS OGS TWD 0, FAX, ERREE CHEBRITH A
STV 5 dual energy window subtraction (DEW) 7535 O triple energy window
(TEW) JEIZOWN Tz 36073850,
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24.1.1 DEW £

DEW i£iX, W7 UA 2 Faary7 b ol e L (Fig. 2-6), I (2-4)
R, ARk ORESIEFEL TAAL VUL > RNOBRET — 2 LEET 5
Z & CHELRM I E A FEi T 5,

p(r' 9) = pl(rr 6) —k- pZ(ri 9) (2 - 4)

2T, plr O, JEE(O)ICH I A HMELMER OB T — 5, p(ro)1E, A
A TA Y RNTOERET =4, B8L0p 0L, V7 vA 2 FNOEET —
B aAY, T35, py(r, ) DMEARNAE, py(r,0) TOMERS A & F%T, %
DEIGPRE kK ET R 5 LIREL TV 5,

Ak 1, T4 0 DGR E R & < RET B 01T, IR
ETHMEND D, BB k1, MUNCEE LRWVEA, BILES DG En-T
— 2 TR, WRICFHIE R IR D THEME b & 5, BELBROMTIE, T,
Y A= 2B L OWBREER S TR 57201, Bk E, T b AR
WTHRMEZ LITHEET D BN D D,

2412 TEW ik

TEW LI, V7 UL RBAAL Ay Raefkie X 90 @ R= L —liz
HESN (Fig. 2-7), BELBEOMAZ2BFOEB CIOBRILTEIHEL, A4 T A
RNOBET — 2 nbET 5 Z & THELRIE 2 3425 ((X2-5)),

pz(r,9)+p3(r,9) %
w, W, 2

p(r,6) = pi(r,6) — (2-5)

ZZT, p(ro)idk, BELIEROBRE T —%, p(rn)BLXR WL, A1 D
AV RNOEET =2 BILRT A NigZ, py(r,0), ps(r,0)FB LW, W;i,
BKBIOEZ AL~V T oAy FNORET -4 B0V A > RNigzkT,
BELBR O F—1F, MNTOMEERIZLDY, tEE—27 L0 HiIK
B2 53T, PE, A v E—2 % 159keV L% E L TINET — & 2 G 573,
HEE—7 529 keV I K DHERK T DAL T A RNOEE T — 2 |5
ZE2 %, TEWIEZL AL 740 ROGTZXAFT—HCH T 71 v FERE
952 & T, HIRMIS, T A R~ 529 keV 0B DHEE S35 BELER AL SY &
G AL EN e S b,
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242 JEIAMIEE
YR WVE BT 556, wmRaigo yiiE, X 2-6) DX oicERsD,

I=I,e ™™ (2-6)

I, L, B0 y BRI T — 2, )X, BREio y e T — 4, nig,
BRI ER, BX O x 1%, WINEKDE S 2T,

-ux 1E, WETOREIZ R, v #SAWE LRI T OHELT 281G 2 KT,
L7e o T, yBROBIIN 2WIGE, yBRIEET —Z1%, pn=0ThV, ZEATE
TR E 725, LL, y#RIEL, STENTREST 272012, KNOTEEIZE ¢
BPMMET 95, Leno T, BHMiEE, ARBEINDRXEEERIEIE
LHIDIZHWLND,

RESMEIELT, v RO — EARGE LT-fiiEiE S, (RND L D I A Y —7¢
WKk A EE O 2 FEFAIC KA S v D, AL, Sorenson 74, Chang i,
AR Chang VER H Y, AL, MBI EZ O TAMBIIRERS L OV X ## CT H
%12 X % Computed tomography-based attenuation correction (CTAC) ¥E23H 5, FA
%, FRIRT, —RAPIZHW STV D Chang 58 LY CTAC IEIZHOW TR 5

36, 51~53)
(e}

2.42.1 Chang ik

Chang {13, WHIRORELR L O 2 B8 L -9 EfR ik~ v 7 2Bk L,
JEE D BN EARGE LT IR IC X LT, B ' 2 LI EREE
T DL TRIIMIEZFERT S (Fig. 2-8), KN DH 5 5 TORIE 5 Aip ()
BT, BET—FPE, X (2-6) 2&Fic, LT 2-7) TERIND,

Py = p(¥)e ™M (2 -7)

ZIT, plE, BEEERE, 10,H)1E, KNOH DA r Ol E TOHEEE R
9, SPECT WEEIZK YV, 360 FEDOEZT — X EHWCHERE AT 256,
Lt B ELHIR O pp)IE, LT L imansd (X (2-8)),

21

R N 1 .
pp(P) = p(@) j e HON 4o (2 - 8)
27 0

21

R 1 B .
o) =P/ [ e OP a0 @-9)
0
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KOMEEIRENL, BRECTEATHY, Hl21E " Tc (140 keV) (2B T 0.15
em™”, 'TI (81 keV) 1BV T 0.19 ecm™, X (2-9) 205, HHIEMRKIT, #WEl
5 O RREER L ORI L B Sz y SR O TR I D,

ERRMA I T, SRR 0%, SPECT UU4ESft:, BELMAHEAEEIZ XLV
BT B0, EBEOMMIMTE SPECT MR & [FlEk O IEE - i g S0 TR
IR A Al 2 BN B D, £72, Chang I, WIUEZE— LREL TV
D20, SHEER TOREA S, S 512, MNOWRIA L H5Am T EREIC—
BLZ2,

2422 CTAC £

CTAC ¥E1%, R —72WRIC % LT, X8R CT Wi 2 v CHiIE 2 Elii 4%
WIS IEIE T, [HA b THIET S Z &N agETH D (Fig. 2-9), XA CT
WY, RO —ETH D X e, BIETHEAMICREL, Soie
TR LB G® TH D, X CT WX, X (2-100 TEHEIND
CT f& (Hounsfield Unit: HU) Z @/t L T\ 572912, CTfEIZ X v AEHKR D
BESERE 2 B 5 2 L R D,

U — Uw

o

CT value [HU] = x 1000 (2 — 10)

ZIT, wlE, BARRROBIETIRE (cm™), i, KOBEFIEE (cm™)
T,

SPECT/CT ¥ & FH\W - B F A 12450 C, SPECT Hiff & X R CT {4 1%
[F CHEIECT — 2 259 5 Z LS ATRETH 72912, CTAC {%£iF, SPECT [
Bk UG, XBRCT R 2 S L ICE 7 'L D EHHIET D 2 & RAlRE T 5 5375,

LML, BEFHEBETHWONDIBREOF TR F—I25 LT, X#CT %

EOFEHT X —1L, BEE 120kV TS50 -65keV LR ENBIETH D,
L7eh3 o C, M OFBETIREIL, BEFHRA L X CT AL THWHE & DO
HAEMN R D721, BT 2 2 LRV, £ D721 CT X
KL T OO AT RV X — TOMBINRBIERT D2 0LE R HDH, £ D
J5#:1Z Bilinear scaling V5 °" Y7235 5,

Bilinear scaling 7% V72 & #t1X, SPECT/CT & CT—HRMICH WO, &HE

WCEWT — T NVEAERT 5D 2 & T, WIERRN AR —7e AMERICx LT, flif#

WS L < I M IE 3 540 C & 5, Fig. 2-10 |2, Bilinear scaling 1% TH W 5 & #i

T—TNERT, 2RO D IERE H D Bilinear scaling ¥41%, Rl CT A
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0 HULLE T, X CTHEBEDOFESH T XX —% HOCTRIBIREEZ R T+ 272
DIZ, BEERIIIZ, W72 DERESMEO Xk CT mifg)» 5 TH CTAC {ENEE T
x 7% (H2-11, 2-12),

CT number - Uwaterx * (Upone — Hwater)
1000 - (.ubone,x - /Jwater,x)

(CT number > 0) (2 —11)

Um = Uwater

_ (CT number + 1000) * pyater
- 1000

Um (CT number <0) (2 —-12)

ZIC, umlE, S OBETRE (cm™), taer B E O toone 1E, Y BRO T
FAX—IZBIT D, KEBLOFEMBEOBETRE (cm™), pyaer x B LT Moone, x
I3, X #R CT 2@ D EZhT L X —I12E1T 5, KB L OVE MR ORREEIFEE (cm™)
T,

— BT, T ORFIF%EIE, National Institute of Standards and Technology

(NIST) DF —Z _X—Z NZHNT, y T 3L F—B L UOWE Z & 12 CT fE)
DA IS,

—7J7, CTAC ¥51%, BEFBRAEICINZ T XM CT WB 2 BSGT 20 8RN H 5 7=
DIZ, X # CT MAEIZ X 28RE OIS Z /e R0 RS 20BN H 5,
VA, X ft CT BiOMEEEEZ B E Lz, SRS HEERETH D
Adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction (ASIR) O B ARF FH2S ATRE & 72 7= 06D,

ASIR I3, BTl EZ VT X CT B2 & £ DM sy & HEE L, FBP
P CEME AR S 72 XBR CT BHE DM 2 IS5 Z LN A[RETH D P,

Fig. 2-11 12, ASIR Z#i@EH L, BEMREZ I EGAICE N wiE, X
i CT Hi{fRI KO pmap BRIES5A0) 2o~ p i, FREHRE 10 mAs T ASIR
100% 7% 3 ] S B 7=, PREHHRE 400 mAs & [FSEDfE %79, £72, ASIR100%
O X #f CT Wi, FREHRE 400 mAs & Hfe L C, RREANCZEMSMEENHL
LTCHEE & 725,

L2rL, pmap &, BB L TIER S LD 7212, CTEDAEIL LW R
D EEOHCIZFER N EHETE 5, BEX TOMRGTTH LN, WL HEE
%, ASIR ZEH 45 Z & T, #EkEHEL T30%EBMTE 5,
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Fig. 2-8
Chang VEIZ 35T 2 B0 — 5 H e ] BE R & I fR o Bt

Bilinear scaling %

Fig. 2-9
X # CT HEif (£l 7»>5 Bilinear scaling 5% AW CAE#BL L7z pmap (FFH) 12 K D95 EE
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243 (LB ERERIE

MBS FRBERTE I, yBR232 U A —Z LI L CRIASTT 5 Z & TA U 5 iHFEE
AT U T= 22 M i fRRe S b o e1iE 2 B I S v b,

SPECT MRAIZIWNT, (@ ofReelE, B v # & fittias & ORBESBEN 513
E IR0 BIBOER AN 57012, BRI ONLE S REEN LT 5, L
BEOREEOLILTE U TR OFBIZ L W, SPECT W%, JEIHE CHifgnE
Zr, HLET y MOGBENMET 5, LN T, MESIREEM LTI, OfiFkE
DO EIC X VSRR RS TS 2L T, WE, 2 T X ok,
BLOERMEAMAT D720, BERHEMERR CERT L2 LR —RNTHD
36)

MESRRED AT, FIROE Y, # TR — AR AR A L 7o AR 7 3
Hi{% EI2N 5729124 T, SPECT FERIZA 7 2 &K%k (SZREE) NE
B SNTEREEZOND, HDOHEE (x,y) TOEI FIMzEEHT 3 IRIC
W7l BB % h (v 3 D 1%, AFO X 572 (2-13) TR b,

-r2/20%(1) (2 _ 13)

h(xy, ) = 2m02(1) ©

2T, 1iE, yBASIE R L OWRRR & OmEE, X, y BASIERS ORI
& OREE, o)X, 77 AR OB AR T, Wil L O FERE Z 3R (full
width at half maximum: FWHM) &, BREEICHBIL THbT 572012, X (2-14)
DEHICESN, WESFHTLIEHE a, U hbERDLZ LT, INEEEETE
TIUETE B,

FWHM =a-1+b (2— 14)

RFEA72ALE D FRREMI IEIX, Edholm 23EME U7=, JEMSaEs ClERlEZ & 1R
RS D X DI T 4V & d frequency-distance relation (FDR) & &K
Tl PR RS O GBI AR (TR AA T FIER 2T B b, AT 1L, SPECT
IWEDEEAERZ —E LT HHERH D, FLHAMEICZ LW, BRRBREIZB W T,
—RAIZIE, BEOFIETE S FREMELZEmL T\ D,

BUGE L B R AEIE, BGELRR, 883, 38 X OMLE 2 fRRefl E 2k A0A A
THEBIERT D Z ENARETH D, —MRIIIC, (LESMREMIEIL, £ A —
H ARG LTORRETT, FEI L 72 RUAA Y BA% A OSEM JEITHAIA AT, #RIR—
AR OFREE IS CTHIE 2 50 L T\ 5,

35



2.5 HEFFRIINESBE B AT A

e SPECT &%, 1.3 Tilk~7z@v, /Kt zsHhd 5 2 & T,
MMM 7200 CTle <, R AVE B R BT k3 2 8RS W O fi B 72 22 Wk A
EOEEZH S TWD, BREEICKTT D EEFHREOHRIL, FENZRDT )
72 SR T IR IS B DR T 23 i 5 2 & T, FRAVEIR DS FIE T 2 A B 2 5 i
TE5ZLThs, LML, BEEIIHT IFAEE OMMEELIL, &
B3 L OMREANHIMT 5 Z L BRETH 5,

a3 P I o 75 2 S ek oD B 20 AR R B 725 AT % & L C, Firston B % #7%,
statistical parametric mapping (SPM), Matsuda 5 °¥iZ, SPM Z-_X—2Z & L 7= easy
Z score imaging system (eZIS), 35T} Minoshima 5 '¥73%, three-dimensional
stereotactic surface projections (3D-SSP) % Z#L-EALB%R L7,

SPM %, MMBEREMRHT D= OITBRFE STz, HEFRIITHE S K& LTV 2 mEhE
7V =Y 7 b =TT, BIfiE SPECT MRAD A7 54, MRI ffris LU PET
FRAL CMBERE Z2 39~ 2 Z & AR D,

eZIS ¥ L OV3D-SSP 1, fi¥ifiiit SPECT [Hif§ % FH\ 7= IMHERERT AT & B i) &
LTSN Y7 by =TT, BRORMEICLY eZIS 1E, P Tc-ECD MM ififE
i, 3D-SSP i, 'PLIMP MLt CEICHW O S,

WE I D HARM R FENTIEL, 1 ZIEFE U T, FRAES O MMt & & R
DL E MM TR & 2 RTINS CHREFHFRIICHE T 2 2 & T, RAESR O
MR ENMEFFREE EOFREENR= Y (standard deviation: SD) WB&HDH0%A Z A 2
7Rl T 5. ARRIE, PHMP MR A R L LTV A 72HIZ, 3D-SSP
IZOWTHET D,

2.5.1 3D-SSP

3D-SSP % /- IMEERE G ARAT I, X U I, Rl— O EES S, SPECT
P, BLOUE, Wi EER S O QMMM YT SPECT Mtz 32hE L, f
AWM T — % 2 B&T 5, 2 OfEFERILTET — 2 1%, B R % I
Talairach FEYERNT > 7" L — bk & W TREAIZREHE L S v, i EALERIC L 0
2R D ENBREEND, Z O, MRHIFAERELOREE 2 #4572
DI, fEA ORI GE SPECT Eifgi%, MOMEZMHIEL, [FE Iz eRE—1%
AZER A T Talairach FEYMERY D FEHER & — S5, D%, HEBITHRES
FOIERIEARIZ LY, X0 FEMICiEN PRI LS D, 20T —X 1T,
fEEHE T — 2R EHIE L, © 7B 2 EICES L EHEE O EE X
OEEREEEZEZ BT 52 & T, d@¥ET —%<—A (normal database: NDB)
Mg N D 79,

FRHVE O HE R RO IS BE 2 AEAT 13, NDB & [F— D 44 THXIfL i SPECT i
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ZEM L, FRCE FRRICEEEL R L ONER AL 3 T D, 3D-SSP X, it
FERADKINZENG OB A S D 72D12, KIMEE OFRETE H 2 MR 2
BBt L, NDB LB 7 LT Lk sng,

3D-SSP (%, FBHVES O /PTG T 38 % Z score 3 X TN Extent score TaY
fliL CW5, Zscore 1%, 2 (2-15) TR S, FRAES O R FTKiLjE &5 NDB
&l U CHERH IS EOFEERR =0 XD D>, EEMICEE, BErT 5 2 &
MHRETH 5,

Z score= { (NDB O -¥ME) — GRINEZ ONFHIE) | /NDB OIEHERZE (2-15)

Z score 1%, FHVEL 21T 2 JRFTINGEIR O FEIMEPME T 512 EmEE R L,
KV EFEDSHPOPVEEL TWDHZ & E2KT, Z score (2K Y, FAX, HEHFW
FiEx AW TEBIAIC NG &R FE 2 T T 5 2 & A kD, —MRIIC,
FOHVE OB RIAHBIZ WL, Z score DEIfEA 2 TaxE L, Jopmk i &K T o)
B 247> T p ¥,

Extent score | %, JRJATIMAEINIZ 35V C, Z score 73 0 LA ETH 2 Ik OFIFH (%)
ZRLTUW5, Matsuda & 3950 Ishii & 1%, AD & FERAEH 1L, Extent score
P 14.2% % BEFUTEERIZ WA ATRE T 2 L HE LT 5,

Val—varT—4 &AW 3D-SSP (T K BRI IR B AT
RE77 (Figs. 2-12, 2-13), fEMTHESIE, BEMEZ Z score <0 & LC, Z score /3
EEEZ R TIZERERTERRLTND,

3D-SSP (%, Zscore 23 EfETod %L, HIANICHIBICE, EBEIT LI
Z score a9 5 Z L3Nk D, F7-, Extent score 1%, JAFTIMEERIZIH VT Z
score 23 EEDFLHH AT HIZ ER AR TRINL TS,

FOAE OEERIFZ L, MKt SPECT B4 2 F VN THK I it SR T 5307 O 5E s A
MEBLOFHMET A2 THDH, M T, HEEAICHEE LEEWERIZRBWT,
3D-SSP (Z & D #EHIMBIRZ N, WS LT DI BB & Th 5,
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Tomographic Analysis : Decrease

Fig. 2-12
3D-SSP (2 LB Zscore ¥~ 7 (BlfE Zscore<0)

Level 3

Extent

Fig. 2-13
3D-SSP |Z & % Extent score
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2.6 JHIMii SPECT FRtx
2.6.1 JXIfi SPECT MLy

i SPECT A H i, BT CE&MICKMIEE 27§ 5 Z &1
£V, Mo ZOEERERRZ B L, IMIEEREREFEN R L OVAR R 3
ExITH)ZETH D, MAT, MILIE SPECT M IE, MOZERIZALLARTIZ M
MBI T AT 2 Z ERHED =0, FBEED REENIZKICA T
&) 5 36, 37)O

BESHRA TR SN D MMM GE &L, 2-1 103 L7 B E 365 o P 56 8 s
HAOLNTHLOI, BEEOmWERZSL Z ENHRD, L, BURME
EHIL, FRENEAND D202, WM GE SPECT [HEifg, MMk,
B RO FR M RE B AT DR, MFFTIE, ZZ 40T L7 IE - Hifg
FHHEAERS L OVEEMITEEZEH T 20BN S 5,

'BLIMP ML SPECT B D 1 fil& 7 1 —F ¥ — MMIRT (Fig. 2-14), %k
I B I & D E BAEAT O 7212, PLIMP 5 E %5, Fi#Ehlks L OUN
? dynamic data (BYfETEH) ZUET 5, PLIMPIE, $e51% 15 530 S P ik
RN —E L 72D, KL & BITHERICENH SN S, LA > T, SPECT
T, &% 15505 30 M TUIEE L7, CTACTEH® X# CT 7 —#
s Lz,

B SPECT 7 — & 1%, ML/ An O Wb, ML EOFR, I L 0%
PRI RE B ARAT D 7o DIZ, BEEAERE, BT 4 VL F, B X O E
B2 AW CHEBL SN D, Fig 2-1512, &KL SPECT 7 — & % AV C
Ak L7 "PLIMP I SPECT Mifg (BiHE) 273, BRrmigly, —mic
FHEREDT—T, B, ki, BIORREE TRt D,

BMIf 5% SPECT ML i, AMAEZE, MMM, b0 EoMMEREL T
W, WEE, TANA, MK, R, ZHEE, BIXORmEER S, 2k
WIS TS SN TWD, MIMEEEICIBWT, MM SPECT ML, i<
WEGR D Z W I L OVERIIRHE 21T 9. RAVERNL, FriE O /P it & 23
KT ENHELNE RS> TWNATZHIT, MILHE SPECT Wik L O a5
NSRRI AT &2 N C, BRI OfiliRE L L THEIE Th D, Fiz,
Thdi, Wk, WIES: E1E, WA OKIMEESEINT 272Dz, 2k
BLOWEHNORFEICHEHATH 5,
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123].|MP

@Omin @ 15 min @45 min

| >

Angio data acquisition SPECT data acquisition CT
1.5 min 30 min

Fig. 2-14
P IMP I SPECT #i#50> 7 m—F v — k  (graph plot #£)

-42.40

Fig. 2-15
e H I LR T — 212 & % 'PLIMP Wit SPECT #ifg (B RFHEUE % 100% & L 7= @M i)
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2.6.2 GEEMEHTIE

I i SPECT M I BV CRMIME &L, EEMATIEZ VT, IMPNICELY A
F D RSS2 B 5 U TS &7z SPECT 7 — & /1 Bt CEHll S h
%o FAFE, SPECT 7—Z Ikt LT, BgFHEREZ IV CHAERL S 7172 SPECT
Wit A& EPEmG & EFE L, &K SPECT fH% 100% & DFHME CE RSN D,
T/, EEMIEZRHWT, EMEEE S MM EZ L, #HxE cRR s
AU7- SPECT 1%, E&EB L ERIND,

TEEAENTIENL, FICENIRER ML A4 2 & - 5 microsphere V£ 35 &L (N autoradiography
(ARG) 1E&, BIRELMLZ B & L7220 Graph plot £ MER SN TV 5 7,
M 37 B D FHANZ N T, BYREMEAT IR, = v X — b A o Mg 2 VT (2-16)
Fick OERITER S 4L, BHGR CORBRTEERLOZ(L &I, BRES L OFRIRF
DEEDHETHDHZ L RLTWD (Fig 2-16),

dM
"0 - @16

Z DT, MIEHORTEERSOR, Q MR, CmB LT ik, B X0
BEMIR oD ORI SR R B % R,

ZFER N L—Y OMNZEENL, ik S IIRAMESRY (blood-brain barrier: BBB)
o U, MR IR0 A0 Lok, sRIRICEWan s, L7en->T, M
NOIEMBREIL, 2 20 /8— R AV FEFATRT S, BUTFOX (2-17) TX
&ns (Fig 2-17),

dCy(t)

dt = cha(t) - KZCv(t) (2 - 17)

ZZT, Cold, MMM ORSTEEISIRE, K%, Wi+ o EE~0B
IR ETH (MM, BEO Ky 1%, AR S Mg ~D P L o T
BaERd,

X (2-17) 1F, BRERR S P E R RS 230540 L Cuely (Cp=0, t=0) ZR1FT,
Wid a3 252 & T (2-18) DXIITRSND,

t t

C,(t) = K, f C,(Odt — K, f C,(H)dt (2 —18)
0

0
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Fick® ;X% Al

dM(t)
dt - Q(Ca(t) - Cv (t))

M: ¥t 58 MBq, C,: BIRDEFEWEE, C,: FRIROEWYEE,
Q: M=

Ca (M

- Brain M(t)

A IN—RARETIL

Fig. 2-16
Jibd 378 E AT IC @ STV bd ar =k A N ET L

Artery C,(t) ; Brain Cy(t)

BBB

Fig. 2-17
JMANBIREZ R L7722 20 /= R XA R ET L
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2.6.2.1 Microsphere i

microsphere 1%, *"Tc-HMPAO 35 LK O ™ Tc-ECD & ki LT, FIEMEBRAS &
< HEHPEESR S D Z < DNIMFARRICIET 2 PLIMP I2R W\ T, BhREAENTIC I A
b,

microsphere %1%, MMPETEEIRE TH D Cy Z7HAIT 572012, '"PLIMP #5-
E&ND S R EIRER M 24T, ASBECH 2BARTICEH TS PLIMP
OREMEZE TGS 5, ZHUE, "PLIMP 2SRRI R A0 L, B ¢ 285-F%
RBHTHE, A (2-18) 1T (2-19) (Kuhl OFR) DX S ITHPTE D720
Th D,

t

C,(t) =K, f C,(Ddt (2—19)
0

L7=MR o T, MLiiE K 1%, X (2200 ZHWTHEHARETHY, "PLIMP
JMILE SPECT MiEEIZHW T, 4311% SPECT 7 —# C, BHIFEHERER ML C
ZINENEUST 5, microsphere 1513, FREGENIRERIMLIZ L D ATIBEEA RS & <
KD Z ERHKLT-DIZ, EHEEOBVKLEEZEH SIS,

KlthbL (2-20)

Jy Ca(®)dt

LU, FreEhikeemix, SiRMOEHES L OGHINEHETH Y, BT
HICE 0 EZ DOAFBIOGHISEAVETH D, £77, "PLHIMP 1%, REIC
JRFRAR D SRR SN D 72012, BRIZEBW T (2-19) 1F, BRIZ L722W
7=z, FHAEOIR T NBRA SN S,

2.6.2.2 Autoradiography %

lida &%, D OBV L EZZE L2 2> /83— AV N ETVERH
L, Fe@irRimobiz, #5510 2% 0 1 SEMRE Lo I sl Lz,
ARG 1EZRE LT,

ARG 1%, "PLIMP 2SR CHMAHARICHERE - A8 L, Yo L 2SIRRR N o
O MEESE SR Co (IZHBT 2 & &, FRP O MEEZE SR C 1%, LR
A (2-21) TERIND,

Cp(t)
%

d

Cy(t) = (2-21)
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ZIT, Vald, KK THY, MRt ER L ERL, 23— hAY PRICE
7% PLIMP OBEIEE OBIREF T, Lo T, ARG EICET 2 kA
B MEEIESIRE CuiE, X (2-22) ok HrickESh b,

Co(D) = Ky Col) x et (2-22)

22T, AR D S FIR~OBATHEEER Ky 13, Ki/Va TH D,

X (2-22) IZBWT, KiBEUK X, HHEFM t T 1 ABEIREIMIZ KXV Cyt)
ZEHAIL, $72 5] T 2 [E100 SPECT fMid&iz 3k L Co(t) 2 HIET 2 Z & THASG
N5, ARGYEIE, Vg% SPECTHEE ZLICHEHL, —TEIRETHI LT, |
[5]> SPECT F# A% T i & % 513~ % E BATIE TH 5.

R U2 EBMATEY, EBEOBIARIN Z G LA DB AR 572012, M
Mz FE L FHIT 2 2 LN AEEToH D,

2.6.2.3 IMP-Graph Plot %

Jiif i SPECT A iE, 1IE LWMMIEEZ 152 729012, ERERIMIZ & 0 FEE D
B A BB A FHAI L, BRI 2 BG4 2 BERH DH, LavL,
BRERIMIY, ANRICH T HREENE L, £, SR OB L OGN E
PIH) 72 ik L OBRE A LB 7572012, RHICEK TE 720, Okamoto ©
N, BHRERIN A EE & L AW AL L 72 BN R ARATYE T %, IMP-Graph Plot
52 L7, IMP-Graph Plot %1%, '"PI-IMP (2B} 5 & &MHTIE TR b FSE D
BV ARG £ THE D72 RN ML & (mean CBF: mCBF) & #%3k9° % IMP-Graph
Plot {ED M ML #4512 (standardized of Z by region of interest: SFR) & D AHEI >
5, FRENNRER M CHERYIC mCBF Zfi#fr4 2 F1ETdH 5, IMP-Graph Plot 1513,
Fig. 2-18 |29 & 5 RMi#ENRD Bk E Coa /XS— M AV FETUIZE D
EBINTIETH D,
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C C
O gz | pimwm

C L(t) B(t)

iEDLS

B(t)=F - f C,(t)dt

L) =C- j [C,(6) — Ca(D)] dt

B®)  |re®del L@
oo " f co | to

B0 ~ o0
ONDU AW N =

= b W

L
1.3
1
1
1.
1
0.
0
0
0
0
0

0.
0
0
0.
0

oo
ow o

Fig. 2-18
IMP Graph plot JEIC8IF 5 28— h A v RET L
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BLIMP 1L, il AR TR SN %, BRI~ S, MR
N IMP ZFEHUNRE RIS, 5% 30 9RE CT—EMl 4 ~3, IMP-Graph Plot {4
1%, MR 2 5 AdERAR~D 1T %2 microsphere model & {E L CWAH7-0H1Z, X
KRR PN O FGTEE IR AR EE Co(t)id, 2MiiEs F &35 &, LFD (2-23)
TERIND,

t

Cp(t) = Ff C,(t)dt (2—-23)

F72, FHERPISSPEERR MR 2 C(t), MERNIMTEEZ C &2 &, MRk
NOFBEHEERGIRE L)X, X (2-24) TRINLD,

t t
L(t)=C- U C, (t)dt — j Ca(t)dtl (2—-24)
0 0

X (2-9) ZERF OHPEERERE C,oTE Db e, X (2-25) &720,
X (2-8) AT D E, X (2-26) DL fHE FoREKTREIND,

t

L(t) = C- f (€, (8) — Ca(D))dt

0

dL(t)/dt = C - [Cr(t) — Co(D)]
Ca(t) = G- (1) — (1/0)(dL(t)/dt) (2 —25)
(2-8) i,

t
0

Cy(t) = F - f (€, () — (1/C)(dL(t) /dD)]dt

t

= F-f C,(t)dt —F-L./C
0

B(t) _ F_Utcr(t)dtl ok L(t)
0

0 co | Fteoo @

FBIARA> O BAL R~ DA TESL F 1L, "PLIMP 28k O £5 L, RREFIC M
PSP EER AR B(t) 4 K CEIRIL N B MR IR L Cl(t) & 7 — Z IUEE
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THZETHRMTZ ENMkD, BERmic, X (2-26) DAL, RFFAIIZEL
5 U7 BEER 3 L O ENR DAL 1E % _FIZ BE.OEE (region of interest; ROI) %
REL, sHUILAMEE Y fiic, X (2-26) % 1 H[ C.()dt/C.(t) % X e LT
77 74k Lz & &, fHZ F i, IMP-Graph Plot i T4 & AL 72 ML & % 32 9 542

(I RS & 725, BMIMFEFERE X, ROI (HfF L, *7=, PET MMM
SOBIAREE ML THE ST E O @ ORI TEE & OFEREIRIR A FHME L, #HE T 5
VBN & %, IMP-Graph Plot 1512 L A MMM &L, MMM EHIE %2 ROl ¥4 X T
IEHL L7z SFR & ARG £ TH M L= mCBF & OFEAXZHW TR SRS,
JHATK IR X, mCBF % /ATkGE D ROI TOH v v MIit-> ThHlid+ 5 =
ETCHIEND,

47



3

CTAC {EIZE T D IEHREA~ D W
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3.1 XU ®HIC

BEFRAEL, AN ESND v %, Bitssid A0 TR BIE T
L7202, FEBLOERIZBIT S v OB EZMIET 2 MENDH D, MKl
SPECT #4riL, JE9ffiELEE LT Chang 3 X O Computed tomography-based
attenuation correction (CTAC) {EZX WM T2 Z L3Ik %,

JR AR A L2 3T, ES M IR & L THEkRD 6 VW 40T % Chang 751,
WEshR ) —Th 2 LREL, SRR E R HARHE B © —ZAYITRES i E 21T
9o LU, AKIFIARLE—72RIARTH Y, CTAC i£(E, Chang £ & b L CTH
BB IMERIZBIT S v OB 2 S E T, lx OBE T L TREFRE
5545 (wmap) ZHELETHZ L NTFRETH 5, Ishii & *iE, KEE D LR AT I
MEEFFDHIZDIC CTAC IEEZH WD Z 2R L TWD, 61T, BITHFEIC
T, CTAC 5% W=Dl i 1%, 180°33 K O 360°UN4EIZ T, H)— el hE
DANRLND LHELTWD ™, CTAC X, EMERICED LT, Wik
HRRAICR LT H i H A RE R EE TH 5,

CTAC ¥£1%, X #R CT B2 5 pmap ~ZH#: L7, S L7 pmap & HWT
SPECT HfgIZx) L TIESMIEL FE M3 5, CTAC {EI1%, B 7 &/ T &2k
B (wfE) 1S3 U CRESMEN S5 72D, Chang £ & G LT, XV JEES
RO % IR U 7= S IER W RETH D, LML, XHE CT DX R /LF —
EWVE L OMABEMERIL, SPECT MA LI LT, v OB — TR LF¥—X
D HIRNTZDIT, KEBIRE 27 N UOBELOEBEORENELT 5, LR
ST, Xk CTEENLELINT pmap 1E, y T RALF—TO pmap & E72
HIEBBEZOBND, TD-HIZ, CTACIEIE, X CT OX1=F ¥ —TfH
Hid p fE%A SPECT fas CHEH T D iU ERFED y = RV F—TH LD n
EICHIE L TEBT DHER D D,

ZF OB THET, — AR Bilinear scaling #7238 H &% °), Bilinear scaling
X, CTEA OHU i e L7z 2 KOMIEEMR TER L, CTHEIZHIS LT p
EZHWTHEEIMEZFZmATRETH Y, BEFREICBWTAFICHWSLNT
WD, FATAFFRIZE VT, Ay 5 Vi3, 6 FikE DA T4 % Heilz L, Bilinear scaling
DY, PET/CT MRAEIZB W CHE X< pmap ZHAGAIEETH D L@ LT 5,

Bilinear scaling ¥51%, ‘H#f&D X 5 2@+ 5 OEBIZ BT, wmap Z1E
MICEST 52 2 HWE LT, PET A7 T2 < SPECT A CTHilH I 4L
TW5, BB EWE L OMBEERT, MEOFENRFE S, BE, BLO X
FRCTHEDEN T XN X —ICL o TRELSEELZITDH, X CT EEDIER)
TRAX—L, LEZRUEELEZHWZELTYH, BEICL ST LT DD
ERBEzLND P, Lo, pfEiE, BAed X #CT @R LUK T 2
MRIC Lo TRRDLEZD T,
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R, MM AR A (235 C, Bilinear scaling 75 % F V72 CTAC V5D It D %24
P KOS 23 L7, ARFEIX, Bilinear scaling {512 & 5 CTAC {ED Ak
ZRREET 5 2 & 2 HIIZ, RMI467 #ikSEh~ 7 > & (RMI467 7 7 > |k .4)
ZHWT, CTE, FERRFHR, I KLU Cliu9teE s bk « Mgt L7z, I
AT, FAE, B2 4O X R CTEEICLVEONT pfEE, BT X
S TR U7z p & 2 Hihat U, 2R S RRGEE L7z,

3.2 Hik
32.1 WRET YA

KE(|Z, Bilinear scaling {£% FAWNT, F722 4 BEFED Xk CT 2ZEE O HUS L
TEEIERE (u ) & BEERENIC X o TR L7 iotest (p ) &%, Mk
BEOWEFHIA 7 7 > b A& AW TEERICHMN L7z, FUE, & X CT 28
B O ES UTz pn H 23l 2 72012, X ## CT W5 pmap Z1/EK L7172, 1
map (3, BRLBEGE 2 T X it CT H3 A1 75 SIS FR B mIC A L, H
=L,

322 MRS

fEH L7z X # CT #%&1%, Discovery NM/CT 670 pro scanner Brightspeedl6

(G-CT) (GE Healthcare, WI, USA), Aquillion ONE (T-CT) (Toshiba Medical
Systems, Tokyo, Japan), Brilliance CT 64 (P-CT) (Philips Healthcare, Cleveland, OH,
USA), SOMATOM Sensation Open ICT (S-CT) (Siemens, Erlangen, Germany)
4 BFE 2 -, FAE, EMRALEREEE Xeleris 3.0 (GE Healthcare, WI, USA) 1Z4%
X # CT B ZHA26 L, pmap Z1ERK L7,

Xt CT EE DT~ 2N X —2H T 5720I2, BH#ET, ACCU-DOSE
model 2186, 10x6-3CT ionization chamber dosimeter (Radcal Corporation, Monrovia,
CA, USA) % W CEHMII L 7=,

323 AR 7> b A

i L7- RMI467 #fkEM~ 7 > F & (RMI467 7 7 > b &) 11X, KEMWE

(330 mm £2) (ZHfi, G, BROVEMMkAEE Ly REFHALT, & X7
CT & T L7z (Fig. 3-1), Table 3-1 12412 v ROMKZ/RT, RMI467 7 7
R LAOWNERIE, B 1.02 glem® OKEMYE TR SN TEY, RMI467 7 7
v R AN N LS TH S 10 KOME o v B (ifi#iE:0.28 - 0.45 g/em®,
HRESAHAE - 0.94 - 1.05 g/em®, FEAE : 1.34-182g/em®) 1F, ANV —2 T —F 7
77 NOEBENDLIRL D L OICEE Lz, 728, RMI467 7 7 K ADFK,
BE, BIXOETEEIX, Texas Medical Center (ZX > TABR SN TWE T —#
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ICESWTEHLE T,

(b)

Fig. 3-1
RMI467 FHRREAG 7 7 > b AO4 Ml (a) & X 3 CT Eifg(b)
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Table 3-1
RMI1467 7 7 > ~ LOFEL

Weight Percentage
Rod No  Material H C N O Mg Si Cl Ca
1 Lung - LN300 8.5 59.3 2.0 18.1 11.2 0.8 0.1 0.0
2 Lung - LN450 8.5 59.5 2.0 18.1 11.2 0.6 0.1 0.0
3 AP6 Adipose 9.1 72.2 2.3 16.3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
4 BR12 Breast 8.7 70.0 2.4 17.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 1.0
5 CT Solid Water 8.1 67.2 2.4 19.8 0.0 0.0 0.1 2.3
6 LV1 Liver 11.0 67.0 2.5 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 2.3
7 SR2 Brain 10.8 72.5 1.7 14.9 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
8 CB2 - 30% CaCO; 6.7 55.6 2.1 25.6 0.0 0.0 0.1 12.0
9 CB2 - 50% CaCO; 4.8 41.6 1.5 32.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 20.0
10 SB3 Bone Cortical 34 31.4 1.8 36.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.8
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324 T —Z UL - HigAEE

XHCT 7 — 2%, 4D X CT & % AW ¢, i S 2 BB 140 kV,
120kV, 100kV, BLO80kV, EHEIHFLEIFE : 400 mAs, Field of view : 500 mm
IZRXE LTz, & X #t CT 7 — &%, Filtered backprojection (FBP) %% FHW T,
512x512 matrix, A7 AJE : 5mm, FHEF#EKBI%Z SOFT (G-CT), FCII

(T-CT), Standard A (P-CT), B20s (S-CT) DZIZI DA THEE FAERL
WP E LT Tz, £z, TNENO p map 1F, & X H CT HEE CHEAIL 7235~
FAXF—FHNT, X#r CT W%b LA L7, 7235, SPECT HifgD~ LY v
7 AP A RZEDEDHTOIL, X M CT EIE, 512x512 matrix 225 128x128
matrix [ZZ# L, 4 CT{El i, Xeleris 3.0 & C National Institute of Standards and
Technology (NIST) 7 — Z IZH:SW T p fEIZZEH L 7=,

CTHE & pfElE, Ei ETI10AKDm v RIZESLEEL (region of interest: ROI)
ZaE L CEHAIL 72,

3.2.5 Pl AL

FAIE, RMI467 7 7 7 N A& W, Hili, #5658, 36 X OVEMRRICI T 5 CT 1A,
FERRTFE T, BLIOBEET pnfBE pfl & 2R Lz, FUE, G-CT &M
WT, ERhmpr X —& nfHEE ORREZFM L7, KRIZ, 4 RO X CT #EiE
NHFHID unfl & wlN D, EHRSE ORGEEZIT -T2,

# X M CT EEOEY T RLF—IT, FHNT LI =7 2EfERIE O Kk
STHRML, pEOEEIZHN,

3.2.5.1 ;%%foaéj%?ﬁizwﬂ% BT D CTEDOZA

Table 2 12, 4% X ## CT %% T X —%mT, FAX, G-CT ZHW\TC,
FERh T R F—% 64 keV (X ,ﬁ#ﬁﬂ)— :140kV), 58 keV (120kV) 53 keV (100
kV), 47keV (80kV) L RAIEIHT, FEH= X LF—IZHBITH CTHE, FE)
A& TR L O & o REfR 2 FHm L 7=,

S CT EN, E‘eﬁbﬁﬁfﬂfc (regions of interest: ROI) (EHAEED 80%, 600 pixel) %
fFuy RECEREL, #lLe, ENRTFES (Zea) | i X (3-1) ZHWCHE
HLET,

Zepy = jZf X (Z)2%* (3-1)

T, filk, ETEOLE, 71X, RIEFERT,
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Table 3-2

25 Xk CT 2&[E D FE) = /L F — K OBRIES R EL

T-CT S-CT G-CT P-CT
(120 kV) (120 kV) (140 kV/ 120 kV/ 100 kV/ 80 kV) (120 kV)
Effective energy (keV) 52.0 57.6 64.1/58.1/53.3/47.0 65.6
Laterx (cm™) 0.222 0.210 0.201/0.210/0.220/0.238 0.198
Ubonex (cm™) 0.764 0.639 0.559/0.639/0.740 / 0.923 0.539
Table 3-3
FHy ROWHET —4
Liner
Rod . Effective Physical Density  Electron Density Attenuation
No Material Atomic Number Coefficient
(g/cm’) Relative to Water (cm™)
1 Lung - LN300 7.62 0.28 0.28 0.040
2 Lung - LN450 7.60 0.45 0.40 0.060
3 AP6 Adipose 6.32 0.94 0.90 0.138
4 BR12 Breast 6.90 0.98 0.96 0.145
5 CT Solid Water 7.60 1.02 0.99 0.148
6 LV1 Liver 7.60 1.09 1.07 0.151
7 SR2 Brain 6.23 1.05 1.05 0.160
8 CB2 - 30% CaCO; 10.6 1.34 1.28 0.175
9 CB2 - 50% CaCQO; 12.22 1.56 1.47 0.183
10 SB3 Bone Cortical 13.30 1.82 1.69 0.193
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3252 Bp5 XHRCTHEICBITS CTHE p il

Table 3 |2, NIST 7 — &@ iﬁ%%ﬁ_ﬁowfﬁmbt%m/% %5
w fEZ7RT, ARFHZEBW T, FHEICE > TR Lz p 8% BRERE &
7o BEEBIIMRE L RUSWImRE ORI, X (3-2) TEHZRSh D,

L o XNy
L -2
p 7 B2

T, plIEE, o XM, NJAXT AT ReEHR, AITEERERT,
7y R&S 7 ORREHRIL, H (10.8%), C (72.5%), N (1.7%), O (14.9%),
BLUC (0.1%) T, y = RLF—140 keV (BT D ROGKHEEIL, THhEh
0.270, 0.138, 0.138, 0.139 3L TX0.155 cm’/g Z7~"T, L7=3-> T, 140 keV I
BiFsoy RESTO ufllE, 0.160 cm™ 2774, FEEIC, 140 keV ICBIT 545

2y RO pfEzHEH L,
Bilinear scaling {512 X > THAF S5 pm X, =X (3-3) &2 (3-4) 775 Xeleris
3.0 VW CHEIB L,

CT number - Uwater,x * (,ubone - .uwater)
1000 - (.ubone,x - .uwater,x)

Um = Uwater + (CT number > 0) (3—13)

(CT number + 1000) * 4y ater

Um = 1000 (CT number < 0) 3-4
: : T Hwater (E lvaone j: 'Y #%IZ‘}I/&V ‘J’ %) 7k (1: 0)7%7%]@?4554%\§i> Hwater, X
& Mbone, x 1, X #R CT t%@j%fﬁiz\/l/ﬂ% BT 2K EFORBENRELZ R~

W i & p EIE, 2 XOBR CT 358 CEEIE 120 kV 28 5 CT ], ER &5,
B LOEEZ W CHGEHFRIIZEHE L 72 (Steel-Dwass test p < 0.05) .

22T, un MBI, pmap ETEy RIZFEO ROL(2 v ROELE 80%, 60 pixel)
W CEAIIL 72,
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33 fER
33.1 CTHEE X#HRCTHEEDOFIEYT RLF—

Fig. 3-212, EHT= RN X —%2 L SHHFHELNZED v ROV CT E
o, P CT I, BN 1.34 glem® IFICB W THERI T R X —2MEL< 72
HIZONTHI L7 (Fig. 3-2a), “F¥) CT i, 64keV & Lb#E LT 47 keV CTHY
L, EECTEDEIE, 028 glem®, 1.56 g/lem®, B LV 1.82 glem® T, T #
U 1.1%, 44.2%, BIO451%% 7~ L1z, Miffkicks T, EEES & CT
iE & ORI, BE#MEEZ RS0 -7 (Fig. 3-2b),

332 B2 XM CTHEBEICKITA CTHE piE

Fig. 3-3, Table 3-4 (2, %iﬁizzwﬁ—, TR FE, BLOEEIZBITD
oy RO unHE27RT, un MBI, BEENEEINT D220 THEIN L 7= (Fig. 3-3a),
wn {1, 47 keV & e LT 64 keV 128V T, 0.28 glem®, 1.56 g/em’, 38 T8 1.82
glem’ T, TN 7.4%, 5.9%, BLORISUNEEICEMEZR LT (p < 0.05),
HOERAERRIZ BV T, un fEIE, 47 keV & 64 keV TRZGDEEZ /R LT, 47 keV &
64 keV T un TEDOZEIL, 1.5%LL FTE27R L7z, unfEOZEE, 58 keV THEREHARIC
BT 1%, BHMEIZBNT21% %R~ LTz,

Fig. 3-4 12, 4% X CT # & D CT ) D AW Sz pn B % 7R3, CT fE72% 0 HU
UUTIZHET 2 EIFEROBE L, & X CT EHE CIRER%E LR L, —H,
CT {723 0 HU LA LG, [BUFERROM X (X, P-CT, G-CT, S-CT, B LN T-CT T,
FHEN 74x107, 6.6x107°, 6.6x10°, I L N5.5x10° 2= L7z,

Fig. 3-512, & XM CTEEO T v FOVY CTHE/R~T, BEEFEFIZEWD
T, T-CT O CT i, fEEXL Y bEmfEL < L7z, T-CT & S-CT IZHiT 5
) CT D71, 0.28, 1.09, FBLUN1.82 g/em’ ICTENTN 2.8%, 1.9%, B
LN 17.5% =~ LT,

AR Z B WD T un 1, wfE & RS2 R L7, BRICB W THERICE
7% 4 U7z (Fig. 3 6, Table 3- 5) P-CT TH LI pn f1E, 1.56 g/em® & 1.82 g/em’
IZBWT021em™ & 023 em™ 2R L, ZNENORE, 14.0%E 21.5%% R~ L
7o MFEFRICIB VT, EYFEFFE S 7.60 T, P-CT D un fEIE, 0.28 g/em® & 0.45
glem’ TZENEH 0.05 cm™ & 0.07 ecm™ Z/R L, pfE & OFEFEIL, 25.4%& 23.5%
oLz,

X #f CT 2&& @ééijj:r-z‘\wﬂe“ ME L 72 BI2ON T un fEIE, AEICHEINL,
T-CT & P-CTIZBIT 5 unfED7EIE, 0.28 glem®, 1.09 glem®, LN 1.82 g/em’
TENZEN2.0%, 4.1%, BLD6.0%%r~ L7 (p<0.05),
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Fig. 3-3
F 1y RO (a) & EE T 5 (0) D1 & BRIREIFR I D BIFR(A47 keV, 053 keV, 058 keV, x64
keV)
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Table 3-4
G-CT IZB T D E T R /L F—DENIZ K DI F51%%K

64 keV vs 64 keV vs 64 keV vs 58 keV vs 58 keV vs 53 keV vs
58 keV 53 keV 47 keV 53 keV 47 keV 47 keV

Rod No Material

1 Lung - LN300 n.s. n.s. * n.s. * *
2 Lung - LN450 n.s. n.s. * n.s. * *
3 AP6 Adipose n.s. * n.s. * * n.s.
4 BR12 Breast n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
5 CT Solid Water n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
6 LV1 Liver n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
7 SR2 Brain * n.s. n.s. * n.s. n.s.
8 CB2 - 30% CaCO; * * * * * *
9 CB2 - 50% CaCO; * * * * * *
10 SB3 Bone Cortical * * * * * *

Steel-Dwass test *: p < .05, n.s.: not significant. 64 keV (140 kV), 58 keV (120 kV), 53 keV (100 kV), 47
keV (80 kV).
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on)
w
D

o P-CT A G-CT 025 -
xS-CT oT-CT
£
2
()
-]
©
>
£
-
i I 6-66 I i
-1,500 -1,000 -500 0 500 1,000
CT number (HU)
Fig. 3-4

& X # CT #EICH T 5 CT E & WgaftRi & OBfR  (oP-CT, AG-CT, xS-CT, oT-CT)
CTfE 0 HU UL BB 2 RIEROEE  y=7.4x10"x+0.149 [oP-CT], y=6.6x107x+0.149 [AG-CT],
y=6.6x107x+0.149 [xS-CT], and y=5.5x10"x+0.147 [oT-CT].
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Fig. 3-5
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Fig. 3-6

Loy ROEHT R IX— (), BELBEIIHREE OBEL%ROD) (oP-CT, AG-CT, xS-CT, oT-CT,
+theoretical value)

BESEIY, ERhT /L F— 140 keV TORIBRETNRE A =T,

62



Table 3-5
K Xk CT ZEE IR 1T D IFIFRE D briik

Rod Material G-CT vs G-CT vs G-CT vs T-CT vs T-CT vs P-CT vs

No T-CT P-CT S-CT P-CT S-CT S-CT
1 Lung - LN300 n.s. n.s. n.s. * * n.s.
2 Lung - LN450 * n.s. n.s. * * n.s.
3 AP6 Adipose n.s. n.s. n.s. * n.s. n.s.
4 BR12 Breast * * n.s. * * *
5 CT Solid Water * n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
6 LV1 Liver * n.s. n.s. * * n.s.
7 SR2 Brain * * * * * *
8 CB2 - 30% CaCOs * * * * * *
9 CB2 - 50% CaCOs3 * * * * * *
10 SB3 Bone Cortical * * * * * *

Steel-Dwass test *: p < .05, n.s.: not significant.
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3.4 B

SPECT/CT fRAEIZ3V T, Bilinear scaling 5% H\ 72 CTAC i£1%, 735 X
B CT R BIR /<, wmap 25T 5 2 LASHIK D, CTAC IROBEIRAH A
PR, SEATRFAETHE STV A 1, RSB T, B, 4 MO X R CT
Bl A T, ABNERN C b 2 M BERTAIA RMI467 7 7 > b A& VT, CT
117 & SREB AR~ D LSRR IE 7 R L 72,

X CT RAEICB T, yHOMIIE, REHRE 207 bl k558
T A, LENRST, B0 XD 2mEmun CT L, [BWES =X LE— 45
JR ¥ TR VIO ER D 5,

T CT IE, FH=H ¥ —47 keV T, BIE L EDFFHBSHNT 512
ONTEMEEZRL, FZ, EHRFEE 100 > 134 gem’) LLEICBWNT,
{0 AT L — & bl L CEUEITHM LT (Fig. 3-2), ZH 5 OREED O
591k, EETEENEML, EH R A X —MEL 2B IFEEREDRICLS
WRPKIITH 5 2 & 2R LT D, BHLEO T CT 1, s J Ok
RO L C, X B CTEBEDENT XL —DHEN L Y BEEICHNT-, A%
A 3 ORI, #ES, Bk TS AMBEERH D Z I T,

BRI 351T B un IEOFEIE, SRR 5 O 2 A AL & Bl &
T, TNTI 18% & 20% L IZIEREICH D L, Hfks it L GRo b
7e/no 7z (Fig. 3-3b, Table 3-3), ZiUH DOFERIE, X #H CT EEDEHT R /LF
—IZ X DEWE, KEMFEES (FEBEM) T ua Bl e A EREL RITS
BN LR LT D,

BHLERIC 3T, P-CT O CT i1, G-CT 3L NS-CT & bt L CHEIC
AL LRSS0 59 (Fig. 3-5), wm EIE, F5EE 1.82 g/om® T, f2EfE &
LT 6% L7z (Fig. 3-6), ZHHDORERND, unfElX, CTHELY B tyaens
& Woonex (Z L DFEBENRKENWT ENRBH LN E TR T,

b L1, ANV R =D EIC /2 DIX SN L, p A LD LRSI AR LT,
X #t CT LWE & OB ML, EEHEICISWTa 7 b oL, Bllikics
WTOEEZIR PN TH 5, vy RO —JeF = 1L X —140 keV T, HHRKIC
BOWTWE L OMEMERIL, 27 M BELAXEBNTHD, LN T, B
R COLHNKEE L, WEEOMBEEHOBENIEIVIETLEEEZORD,

KRB WT, MR TS pn B wfl & DZEE, 22.9% (0.28 g/em’)
o LT, LG OB T, R A S A TN, L R L Y b
27T, 5, BBOENRTE L, Bk BERSTh o, K
LIS BT, BT, v BMOE TR X —140 keV £V b X
CT DI L — I CREIRIIC KT 5 BN HE TH D, LinoT,
BAELREOD o 1, i & B LTI L7
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¥ CT il & W9t Ek & OBIfRIT, 2 E Ok T X #t CT HEE D Eh— x
JU R — L BRI L DRRN AT B Z LN B TW5, LaCroix & Vi,
CT Wit 2>5 pu map ~2Had 5 7-|Z, Bilinear scaling XM ETH D L HiEL T
WD P00 FLE, FARRC X o TREMREN A LT B 72, CTE2Y 0 HU ULk
IZBWTC, BARDA7—NT7 7 7 2% HNT p E~NEBRTIVERDD EE X
7o L L, AREFHIERWT, Bk X OISO T w81, pfi &bt
L CHEIN L, BHEENMENZ ERHALNE RS-, TORE, ®ETERIC
BT 5 EHAME & BRI & DT, Ay & PN PET/ICT A THEUZZEL Y b RE
<7poT,

YROBE—NH T RN F— L EZPT RN T — L NERR > TS T-CT D pufiEiL,
2B LV b pfEICITEWEE R & 2257 (Fig. 3-6), 50-60 keV D#iPHIZ BT,
AR L OV #R O CT 1L, FEHh= R F— L ZRRFHF I LD, KEDR
a7 N UBELOEIEN LT D7D, BMPRETHDH EEZ LD,
AL, ARSI VT, BEO LW CTAC IENEHA T2 2 2L L
oo —J7, EREFFEZ 10 LLEICEBWT CTAC 51T, X #R CT EEDOFER
INX—DENEEETLHFREZHNT, BEAN LSEILENS S Z LN
TR STz,

%I, CTEIX, FERh= ¥ — L ER LB RIC LY 2bd 5, FREmM L
FEOBEAE, CT MBROBELZWESEDLZ ENAETHY, CT HOEIT
HbPFNTH5, ARFHIBWT, G-CT & S-CT @ pfli%, 7=& 2 ¥ CT fEn
L= ELTYH, EHo R AFXF—NRELCTHDHTDIC, 1FEAEEN L)
ST, LTEM- T, FAL, SVEBEMIER, p T A EEBE LN EEZT
W5,

3.5 /NME

ARFEE, MMIERAIZISV T, Bilinear scaling 5% V72 CTAC £ D It D -
Wk ds KON & 3 L 7=,

WM SEE % B TG AR I 3N T, CT D HIREI R~ DAY, 3%LA T
Toh Y, MMt SPECT & ~DHEH DO LN Lk 72 o7-, LavL, Hiikl
il &AL IC BN T, CT D DIEFIRELA~DEBNEEIE, 25.4% ~21.5% L KT
Lic, BMEED L 2 72 @mE1T& 5 COMER, WELEOHMAERDENZ L -
THEULEZ ENREEINT,

CTAC {EIZ, #GERAEECCRE L < BEsMiE TE 2729012, MMMk SPECT B4
DEEWRFEICAHTHGD ZENHLMNE o=, — T, BKROMMTE SPECT
EfRIE, WO L DEER T TR, BEETKFE LRI X 2Bk
ZAELTTWD,
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67



4.1 FLHIZ

H 3 FIZBNT, FE, MBI 1T 5 CTAC IR OMERGEIRAZE 3%LL T T
HHZEEMBNMI LT, —J7T, MARMMIMTT SPECT Bifgix, 531X 5HE
KT T, BEEHIKGF LA 7 L DEEBHEEE T THD ONRBRT
H 5,

REIR B2 36 T, ML single photon emission computed tomography (SPECT)
¥ X O positron emission tomography (PET) Fr 4% CTaHI & v 25 & Fr i I it &

(regional cerebral blood flow: tCBF) %, JRFTNMGEED M 5370 % & EAIIZ 7
T& %, £/, MM SPECT Bifgid, #ertrIidtEremGmbrita v,
BT RT A IR & Z-score X° Extent-score 72 SN2 K D E BRI AIHETH
% SNz d 20T, ML SPECT A i, M il i L ONB e fEik o
P72 T <, T oA = —RIERHER U B —/ MATRIFEAE 72 EITRFE S
DDA R 7R AERCFRAE R RIS B T D ERIZIICAEH L SnTns Y,

A1y SPECT Mif DM A _EiX, rCBF FHlids K O R 2r db nE 44 fg T
KENMBERA R REETH S 2, LavL, SPECT Mg, PET Mifg & bk L
TZERofiRRE, R KL OMEERHEICS > T D, I, MMM)E SPECT i D
B 35 L OV rCBF 1, 9 R 5, BOELERA 153 I OMEE S f#REAH IE (resolution
recovery: RR) Z M\ % Z & THET D Z L AMESN TG 123087980 - 47
B EREM (E1X, SPECT #EICHIT 5 2 U A—F B OMER X O H 45 FERES
DOIFH A RNT, ALESFERES L OMEE R oM L2 X5 Z LN TH D,
FRIZ, DCESFRREA E R L 23 aEkc ks 1T 2 0 7 o~ F o#NiX, CBF @
ERVERS K ORI AR B ARAT O NG 2 1) E S 5 AT B 5 %, —
J57C, Onishi b > POWEICH D K HIC, (MESFEREMEOYEAEMIL,
3% SPECT 2 &3 KO Y 7 h U = TIC Lo THRAR Y, £7- 2 DMWLPHE,
EfeS, BRXUOROBGEI 72 Tz, MESEEMEE, = U A —40
B REREZEZOMHELETHATDIL, FHT 22V A—XICIBTHER
WL, RUICAesZ ENBENTHS, L, #IZ, N-Isopropyl-p-['>I]
Todoamphetamine ('*I-IMP) % 72 fMIfL i SPECT BEICRBWT, @V T xRL
F—YT (529keV W2 ~iHR) MHDF b L—3 3 v ORENEREICHET
HZENBREIND,

AREDHINL, MESBREMEONREZRFET S5 THY, BippalY A
— 2B DNESRAEMIER R E 3 Yo7 7> b s BUF7 7 v ba) ®
ZMWWT SPECT 7 —# OB 25 L7z, £z, 77 v FAT =2 B LD
5 FH NI SPECT 7 — Z 128 WT, 2 U A —2 1 X O AR S oW
2 X2 SR ATIM R D SR & bl L7z,
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42 Fik
421 WFETYA

ARFHE, 2 U A —F OEWIZ L HMLE SRR EROAE (FiiEAY -
+RR, MHIE72 L : -RR) ZiHlid 272012, 2FEDO Y A—XTT7 7 b AE
X OV F ML SPECT T — X W, a2 b T A b, FHI T FBLY
normalized mean square error (NMSE) (Z & 2 WBLRIRHIT S K ORI AT M iU BE & C
FEAm L7,

B, RPTMEERERY, BET e 2T 4 P EAOCCE L 2R ETMER O
AT SO EM LI /BTN ieE & EERICE A LTS R & DAEIC X 57
i H & 7=,

422 fERLEE - EGINESE SRS

fiE H L7z SPECT/CT #:i&1%, Discovery NM/CT 670 pro (GE Healthcare f1:44)
RV, 22U A—=21%, P EOIEERT 32X —H= Y A —4% (extended
low-energy general purpose: ELEGP) B L O =R /X —HH = U XA —%

(medium-energy general purpose: MEGP) Z{iH L7z, WEICHW -2 U A —%
1%, ZB5 R ClEEEHL 10 em (23T full width at half maximum (FWHM) 73 10.3
mm (ELEGP 22U A—%) BX 194 mm (MEGP 22U A —%) OWEEEHT,
F 72, cross calibration factor (CCF) % HI D 7= &2 Kk EH] H”t% CRC-55tW
(CAPINTEC) ZffM L7,

G ALETEE X, Xeleris 3.1 (GE Healthcare) % FHCE[ELELAITVY, Hfg
A% RLIE, 3D-ordered subset expectation maximization (3D-OSEM) # (GE Healthcare)
AWz, BIALER Y ¢ L 22 Butterworth 7 /L& & VY, BUELARAHEIL, dual
energy window (DEW) 7%, J#55#H1E1X, computed-tomography attenuation correction

(CTAC) EZZNENEM Lz, ME/DMEEMIE (Evolution for bone™) |
BOELA IEYE RS JONBH i Bk & & B2, 3D-OSEM {EICHLAGA A Tl il S iz,
7235, DEW iE1X, FRNCHGELA E 88 Y2 I < 5 4%4 (ELEGP: 1.0, MEGP:
0.8) ZFHiiL, ZOREE MWz, 723, SPECTAHD /A T A&kl 57212
L, MrESMRMELEHA LSS, AT —N Ty anTnyes g
T2 L TCEAIND Z L ZMRLTWD,

VBRI, 128x128 ~ R U 7 A (2.95 mm/pixel), HfrllsINEICT, 77
> K T 300 min (4 /step, 90 view, 5 min/rot), fEFEEHR T T 4 TUE T 30
min (4 /step, 90 view, 5 min/rot), FHiZs— [EIiZAOREIEEREA 150 mm (23X E
L7, WEMIEM CT 7 — 2%, k&2 120 kV, 10 mAs T, filtered
backprojection (FBP) L% FW», ﬁ{%ﬁ%ﬁk7 AV Z T SOFT ZfEH L, gk
H O A B Wy & L7z adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction (ASIR) % 40%®D

69



TG Tl LB R 21T - 72,

NMSE D% 1%, Prominence Processor Ver. 3.1 for Windows (£% % SB[ { ALEEH;
W77 RX) Z2EHL, 22 M7 A M, Image ] CKIEESZEAMITHT
EHWTHEM L7, JAFMER o 7 7 > b %, MATLAB R2012a (MathWorks £1:)
ET7VU—Y7 F =7 statistical parametric mapping 8 (SPM8) % H T, voxel
based Stereotactic Extraction Estimation (vbSEE) Ver. 1.2 |{Z#5# S 41TV % vbSEE
Talirach Atlas Level 2 (& =7 A4 /L A Rl 7 7 —~ &4, BLIOEET 07 T
2ERWTERI L2, £72, R RERIX, BH SN/ T 7> k)
5 CCF # W, JSRERICA# L TR LT,

423 77 AT —ZULE

HHLE77 > bas (MAEHEL 2T —A A=V 7T RER) 1%, K
FEREIZ PIMP (51.2kBg/ml) (HEARRA YT ¢ Vv 7 ARKEAE), BiEikic
B MR KoHPOy 2 ENENEA L CTT —#WEE T 7= (Fig. 4-1),

77 v b AT — X OB ERERSEL, 3D-OSEM EE2 AWV C, #iELER (DEW
%), BESHIE (CTAC ¥%) 3 KL OMCE S fEREfi E 2 6 U C AL 21T -
7oo WHTIEIELIE, subset & 10 (ZEE L, #ViLE%L (iteration) %, 10 - 300

(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 15, 30) DO#iH T2 S 7, Butterworth 7 ¢ /L Z D
HEWTE %% (cut-off frequency: Fc) 1%, 0.40, 0.45, 0.50, 0.55, 0.60, 0.65, 0.70
cycles/cm @ 7 FEFIZ AL S THAEREBIZT L TT 4 LV HWMEEZITV, 7 7
v b LB AR LT,

424 fEFEMMGE SPECT 7 — & ALB

WEEERT T 4T T —4% (254, Fn 58-78 ik 64.7£5.8 ik) 1%, 2 FHHD
2 A—%TlR—® SPECT/CT #EZHWTIE LTz, KRE LI/@FEERT
T4 T, MRNENS X OB RENEIC X0 RO R R A F K OVE A 5
fED MR A CEREFTANFEO T, FEEICK 2B XL OFREEZ G-/
FHe L,

T— 21X, LEAIR, EMZIC T "PLIMP (222 MBq) % #5-% 15 4> (ELEGP
al A—4) BLUS5% (MEGP 22U A —%) N EE 30 /I L7
TR EEHA L, Ik, BEH% 85 /IZEBIT D SPECT 7 — % O&fE L UVF
TS RE R DOZEIE, 5% 153 LR L TIRE (<5%) &R LTz, 7ods, &
Hrlel$lX, subset & iteration DFE & EF LT,

WHERNT 7 4 7 O SPECT O AR SMIE, 3D-OSEM {£TY 7 > b Lfk
FHTTHE L7z B EIEs L OF Butterworth 7 ¢ /L & O BT JE I 5 2 TV C i
R 21T - 7-0 BHEMIEEIL, 77> AT —& L RERICHELR (DEW 1),
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WM IE (CTAC %) BXONLESMEEEMIEZEA L=, 72, CTHBHOMAT
— X%, 2V A—FOEEICHDbTRE—0T—% & LT,

B, AHFRIE, BRRKFEMEZESOKR KRES  F 1367 5 k25
F9OHA3H) 2ETEMLE,

(a) (b)

Fig. 4-1
3R T7 7> haxHnwlcary 8T A ME, D, KT normalized
mean square error D 1|

(a) 77 v~

(b) BUR L1 X #i CT Hifs

(c) SPECT Hifg (B0l : OHfvOpEl, @ixiEsk, @H

iz}

)



425 FHiiJTiA
4251 =z M7 A B
A NTANE, 77y NAT—F EEBGLBT o NV E OREEZTHNIT 5T
, EETEIEL A 100 [B] (subset = 10, iteration = 10) (Z[&E L, Butterworth 7 ¢
/1/57 @ﬁﬁﬂ{ﬁiﬁt% 7 FBICA LS CHEGHER L7 7 b AR E
T, HLEERE X O EEIC BT 5 4-1 EHWTHEEB L, Yue 7y A vh
— 7%, ImageJ Z MW CT/MK, UK, X OBHTAIE L0 OREWTE & 12 HH
L7= (Fig. 4-2a),

C — Ci
contrast = —————T2 (4—1)

Cmax
ZIT, Cox BER Coin 1E, 7077 ANIT—TNOEE LI T FORKK
ks X O/ ME % 7”73 (Fig. 4-2b) ,

4252 W¥JJH v N, Normalized mean square error

Fig. 4-1c (TR T L 912, I v v ML, BHEEEZELI -7 7> b AH
BN B LB & 7 EL BRLMEIIN O SER) T 7 o b Z BRI L Clifg i Ak S
&N & i L7z,

77y M AT 2L, AUER 300 min OF — & DAl L7 IR AR
30 min D7 — % ZHWT, BHEMHIEE (BELRR, 859, B fEREE) 2
L, FHrEIEIE, subset 2 10 (Z[EE L, #tV i LA (teration) %, 10 -300

(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10, 15, 30) O#iH TEAL X 7=, Butterworth 7 o /L% |4,
WEWTJE I E A 0.5 cycles/em (TR E L7z, BELaElk (M) @ 20 pixels) 1%, HR L
~LC, HE (White matter), T[> (center) I KON MEE (out) IZFREL,
I o R LTz,

NMSE &3, 45 = U A —Z (21T % Fciid 72 g s B S 2 5T 5 72

B AR R S E 2 28 b S 7o AL (G & BT I f5: & 2 VT NMSE Tﬁ’i’%ﬂj L
7. A4-212, NMSEEOHEHIZHW =X ZR"T,

Y Y (RGjK) = TG k)
Y 20 R(,j, K2

ZIT, =V P ZAFA X (), y=v B I ATA X (y), =R TA R,
RGjk)iE, FEUEmE, 2 LT TG0 k0T, HmmiEER9,

FEHEME 1L, RUERRRT2S 300 min D7 7 > kAT — X & ANT, (LB ARRE
fHIEZ A L7z 3D-OSEM ¥k (LB~ ¢ L& 72 L) CHEBIEHDY 100 FIZHE L
Fo. FEEEIE, AUERFZAS 300 min ©F — 4 /8B filH L2 IREBI#A 30 min
DT —X & HWT, KFEMHIEEZEA L, Butterworth 7 o /L& OEWTE 5k %

NMSE =

(4-2)
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ZALSHTHER L7z, FAIE, He/ho> NMSE fif & 7 2 {5 F kS 11 4 ficd 7 1)
GRS IR E LTz,

Position

(b)
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Fig. 4-2

ST 7 > b A (a), 717 7 A /LEi#R(b), KT Talirach 7 7' L— k

(a) SPECT E{IZ3\\ T, M, FR, ROBHIEE L~ LT a7 7 A L ihfiz Bfs
(b) 2> b T A MEIX, HO(-) & WRBEB(NTBWT, KRB O/ MEIZ TR,
(c) I:AiEABE, I: BATAZE, N:AZEAZE, IVAHIEHIE, V:sub-lobar

74



4253 RPN REE

2 FIHD 2 ) A— 2\ BT DALE S FREM I & SR T IM sE B oD 5488 2 BEAT 3 %
7=, FAX, Few Ze T EEEs L O Butterworth 7 ¢ /L & ST JE % 55 C HLEE
ENe7 7 v b AEER X O # SPECT B & W CRFTM T 7 v k23
L, CCF Z MWW C/mpikiatne s 4 R L7,

RTINS 7 > M X, MATLAB R2012a E CHUEE SN BIET 0 7T A& L
C, vbSEE Talairach Atlas (Level 2, 12 fEi) 7 7 L — b T4 I 7= 5 fEIK

(RiEETE, FHTETE, f4UATSE, MHIFEZE, sub-lobar) WL 7 FEETHIHEL, %
DONfEZFHHI L 7= (Fig. 4-2¢),

)%Pﬁﬂuﬁ&%fﬁ%% , At L7z 5 SEIRD JFATN A 7 > x5 CCF (Bq -+ pixel
count’ - ml") ZFHWTEH L7 (Table),

CCF 1%, "I OBAr 84720 OfEEERE (Bg/ml) &, AHGEHE F—Dm#IL
£ - AR TG LEMET 7 o M A (160 mm £2) O FHERKEIRIZISIT D
B 7' HT0 DA N (count/pixel) & DHENGHEH LT,

Table
VA= = Ry PV IN DA /A

ELEGP collimator MEGTP collimator

-RR +RR -RR +RR
CCF

0.314 0.065 0.613 0.126

(kBq * pixel/count/ml)
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43 FES
431 =@ FF A b

77 Y FAEBIZBITDEATA ALV DT a7 7 A )V —T7 % Fig. 4-3 12,
Ta 7y ANI—TNBEM L3 T A ME% Fig. 4-4 (29, ELEGP &
MEGP ® 2 U A —X|ZBTFAH7 a7 7 ANV —71%, /MR~ UZEBWT, -RR
&bl U CHRR CHEWTER B DR 258, Z OB aEI T L 0 B
\Z7~ L7z (Fig. 4-3a),

R L~ U2 T, +RR T Fe = 0.5 cycles/cm DG4, HOEO 7 7 > b
%, OfmENE & REE L C, 11.4%{KE (ELEGP) B XY 11.5% (MEGP) &%
R L7= (Fig. 4-3b), BEIEEL~LDOT 17 7 A )VH—71%, HEEEE B OMELF
P EFBO o7 (Fig. 4-3¢),

IME L AUIZEBWT, a2 T A MEIE, +RR T-RR & bl U Tkl ©
L7z, +RR THFE O 3 U A —Z (2B HilfxiEkD 2> 7 A MEIL, -RR
&g LT Fe = 0.5 cycles/em THI 2 f5mfE 4~ L7z (Fig. 4-4a),

PR L ~UIZEBNT, 22 M7 A MEIE, +RR T-RR & bl U CHUL R T
b U, isEETHIN L, T iEE O = BT X MiElE, 28% (ELEGP)
BELV6% (MEGP) KT L7z (Fig.4-4b), F£7=, +RR TiliHEDa Y A —H |
A EERO = R T A MEIE, -RR & LT Fe = 0.5 cycles/em T 20%/5
EAERLT,

BATHE L~VUIZEBWNWT, i Oa Y A—ZToar 7 A ML, +RR T-RR
LU CEEAE R L (FPODLBEIE @ 6-7%, RRGEIK @ 3-5%), JEE K7 % 58
Do Tz (Fig. 4-4¢),
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1500
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-500

1500
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0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180

0 =t | | | —~

-500

position

—"=—040 =— 050 = === 0.60 -===erereee=m 0.70 (cycles/cm)

| (c)

Fig. 4-3

fMJEE(a), 1RAE(D), K OEHTEIE(C) L ~IUICBIT D 7 a7 7 A Ll

HULMEIER : 90 -120 (M), 80-100 (FREE), 60-110 (FHTAZE). fafEME : 130- 150 (MIE), 110
- 140 (f2FF), 120-150 (SETEZE). (1i)-RR, ELEGP,(ii)+ RR, ELEGP, (iii) - RR, MEGP, (iv) + RR,
MEGP
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--a--EL EGP_-RR
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contrast value
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contrast value
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1.00 -

3)80 _ Weooooe® I- ------ Weeeooes Beeoee. [ S BWecooos ™

g

#.60 - ~-a- ELEGP_-RR
S —.-ELEGP_+RR
= -=-MEGP_-RR
D40 1 ——MEGP_+RR
0.20 -

0.00

0.30 0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80
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1.20
1.00 -
=) fe e e e =TT
©
>
® 0.60 -
o
5
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0.20 A -#-MEGP_-RR
| ——MEGP_+RR
0.00

0.30 0.40 0.50 0.60 0.70 0.80
cut-off frecuency (cycles/cm)

(c)

Fig. 4-4

RIS (), BLER(D), R CEHTEZE() L~ T Bl (BB &k (TE) fEmo = b5 = |
fi&
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432 °“F¥)J1 > b, Normalized mean square error

Fig. 4-5 12, WA O3V A —X\Z8B1T 5 EHEEE 2L S B2 55 080 T
NN %TTO Hul (center) 3 X ONIkxMEEL (out) OB H 7 M, WiE O
U A—HIZBWTHRR TSI> 100, -RR TSI>50CCF T b—&RL7=, B
fEI (White matter) O ¥4 7 X, +RR T SI>150, -RR T SI>60 (2T
T h—%R LT, ok, REHEBOMEZHRE LT, BEOT — 2 0BT

WHDaY A—H(Z Té%ﬁ@ﬁﬂ-mem—um-MVCﬁ—wcﬁﬁ
L CiHi 247 - 72,

LR KOG O T v ME, WEoa ) A—4% T-RR &g LT
+RR CTEfEZ R L, HEMEKOFEE D T ME, EHEEDEMT 512251 T
+RR CIKfE% 7R L7z, ELEGP = U A — % CilZEE DO H 7> hE, RR I
;%fﬁﬁ@ﬁum@mxwf$bﬁﬁiw%um%ﬁ%ﬁbt(ﬁg4m)
MEGP 22U A —% T h v v MEIL, BBEE b L C LB TRl &
720, FHTEIEL 100 [B1I23VN T, -RR T 4%, +RR T 9% fE % 7~ L 7= (Fig. 4-5b) ,

Fig. 4-6, 4-71Z, #7258 Hi[al4%C Butterworth 7 ¢ /L& O W& I $ & 21k
SHE 755 @ SPECT Hf435 L N NMSE i & W& e fk & DRk A <3, )T
DO EE FAER S IBVT, NMSE fiIE Fe = 0.50 cycles/cm T/ MEZ R L7,

433 R AGTRE &

Fig. 4-8, 4-91%, WiHF DOV A —X T ESFREFMEOGEIZL S 7 7 b A
T — & 1 L OME s H N MLE SPECT 7 — & O R AT e = 2 7R 9,

77 v b AT —H ORI EE R, +RR 23-RR & H#g L CHIAN L, ELEGP
Y A—HT5-7%, MEGP 2 A —X T 5% L7=,

[T T RE B O EAE (85 kBg/ml) 72>6 DFE#5X, ELEGP = U A — & THIMN
L7-. %R L OWETEEE O fEI C ELEGP = U X — % TORE7T, -RR T 21%,
+RR T 17%¢&, ZENRRO BT, MEGP 21U A —H 2B\ T, +RR T h EfH
2D &, RRZEN, %UHZE, JAHEB LOMEBAETS% L T2 xR Lz, £, FF
|Z Sub-lobar MFAZEL, MFH D3 Y A — % THLO 4 Ak & bbig L CEF ML,
ELEGP 21 A —4 OiR71L, 29% (-RR) B X U27% (+RR), MEGP =2 J A —
X DiiFElL, 15% (-RR) BXWN10% (+RR) %/~ L7- (Fig. 4-8),
EERT T 4 7 ORFINBEEEIL, 77 v haT—% LR U %2R
L, -RR &L THRR CTlEiF O 2 U A —HX |ZCRIREICHEM L7 (Fig. 4-9),
FFIZ, +RR OFGTEERIY, AIEEZE, FLEHIE, BATHEER L OMHIFEEEC, -RR Llb
18 L C 6-8%IM%& /R L7z, £7=, +RR T sub-lobar DI ERITE, -RR & bl L
T3%EfEZ R~ LT,
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2500 ........................................................................................................................................................
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) 1000 ..........................................................................................................................................................
= oroeteee oo 3 _ ou+RR
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8 ——O0ut_-RR
= 500 A ..................................................................................................................................................
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B'AA-A ........... 2 .......... Preecsecccsseccecancacans A >—\\hite matter_—RR
0.0 . . .
0 100 200 300
Sx| number
| (b)
Fig. 4-5

ELEGP (a) X (X MEGP (b) =2 U A —% TO>N-¥7J1 7 > s (Butterworth filter, Fc= 0.50 cycles/cm)
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Reference image

ELEGP collimator MEGP collimator

cut-off frequency (cycles/cm)
0.40 0.45 0.50 0.55 0.60 0.65 0.70

-RR

+ RR

-RR

Fig. 4-6
(L& AR REAR IEAA L2 J6 1 2 B 70 2 MW7) 5% o> SPECT i
B : 3D-OSEM method (SI = 50) without RR (ELEGP), ' _LE¢ : 3D-OSEM method (SI = 100) with RR

(ELEGP), ' T Et : 3D-OSEM method (SI = 100) with RR (MEGP), T E& : 3D-OSEM method (SI = 50)
without RR (MEGP)
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—=—+RR
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cut-off frequency (cycles/cm)

(b)

Fig. 4-7
Butterworth 7 ¢ /L & O EH %k & NMSE (ELEGP =2 U A —#(a), MEGP =1 U A — % (b))

89



100.0
90.0
80.0
70.0
60.0
50.0
40.0
30.0
20.0
10.0

0.0

Activity (kBg/ml)

100.0
90.0
80.0
70.0
60.0
50.0
40.0
30.0
20.0
10.0

0.0

Activity (kBg/ml)

Fig. 4-8

Frontal Occipital Parietal Temporal Sub-lobar
Lobe Lobe Lobe Lobe

position

Frontal Occipital Parietal Temporal Sub-lobar
Lobe Lobe Lobe Lobe

position

(b)

JR TN R i & (& Sy fR e IE 20 (ELEGP (a), MEGP (b))
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Fig. 4-9

Frontal Occipital Parietal Temporal Sub-lobar
Lobe Lobe Lobe Lobe

position

(@)

m-RR # +RR

Frontal Occipital Parietal Temporal Sub-lobar
Lobe Lobe Lobe Lobe

position

(b)

AL fRBEAE A M2 K 2 f M e B oo el (ELEGP (a), MEGP (b))
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44 B

i SPECT 7 — Z (2351 F DALIE S FEREM IE O L, (L& MR m Rz
X O HERD FBP ¥4 & b U CHULEICER T 2 BE OUWEN B TH Y, £z,
Rt N RE B MEAT O RS EE M LR S D, Lo L, NLESERERIIED
Fethid, WY 7 by =TIk 0 B s 2 EamE S Y, EERE GRS L O
ERMEICEEL 5252 L RB&EINRD,

MMz T, PLEDFEREMIEIY, 2V A — X SO RMZEM 2R 2 O Dk
ThHY, a2V A—=ZDEVII L DNENREMENREZBRETT 20ERH L,
FAZ, "PI%E0 ELEGP 36 X TN MEGP =t U A — Z (23T DAL B 55 fRREAMH E4) 5
DEWE, 7 7 b A X O E K I)E SPECT 7 —# ZHW\WTar 7 X},
¥ > b, NMSE, 38 X OVRFTIK A RE & % & ERIICFHME L 7=,

a2 T A FOFHIIZIBNT, MESEREMEL, BAT A A LULDilif%k
FE T T A MEDOHIINZ R L7- (Fig. 4-4), Onishi & 3 XU Arosio &
ODWEICBNT, av F T A M, MESREMEZEAYSZ Tl ET S
ZENRSNTWD,

INIELASMNZIBNT, DR T A A L~L b Ll U CBAE 7 A Ak A1 %
R UTZJRIRIE, Fe=0.5 cycles/cm LA B CZEM oy fREED N M) B U, R AEI DS itE
LHIEERE SN0 THD EEZ D (Fig. 4-3a), LovL, FLEED =
> T A MEX, FFIZELEGP 21 Y A —X 2B\, HKRL -V TIREZR LT
(Fig. 4-4b), FAIX, HOEIKO 2> b T A MEE, 068k E g LT, #IE
—a U A—X R ERT SR L DM EROETFICLY, EEEZRL
Bz, KRS PNX, (CESREMIEIC X DA E S FFREOWFET, (&Y
fEREMHIEZR L LI LT, L ThTnThd & L T 5, ARFHE
WTC, EHIZELEGP 22 A—XTay T A MHEIL, XK ML —a D%
ZIEMEIZH EHR TWienWedls, (LESREMER L &L TIRTF L &
Ezohbd,

—IXBINT, (CE S FRRERT EIE, BRI & B s R EREE T2 b T 2 0 fifRB IR T %,
SRR VBB EZHANTa Y A—=F ZLIZMHIEEZ{ToTW5, TD), (s
EREMI L, x D) A—XOFMEEZEZE L THEHAL T\ D, £ ORMIL,
NESREDH FIC X 2O BRI ROUEB LN I X b ETH S,
MEGP =2 U A —X|ZB\W\WT, H.LBLOUKEEKO 2 T A MEIL, FOMH
BIUZ X 52T H D0, BERIZn LR b, £z, MEGP @1 X —XZ|C
BT HHOEEO 2 b 2 ML, ELEGP =t U A —# & Fhils U Coler & i 5k
M 7R DNTHOFVTHEIL, HEWE BRI E 258072, —F, ELEGP 22U X
—XZOar b7 A MEE, CESREMEZEH LZGE, SUR LV~ VTS
7B E R L7c, MEGP 21U A —4% O@kEIX, ELEGP =V A —& L i L TR
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W2, R ML —va VORBNERSNT-EB LN, FEZeALE S
fEREAM IE O MERR AR I, A — A BH LTS TWZRWA, FAE, O mER
THIESNRIC L D EMOMEOLEN/NESL, DD, XR R —T a3 OFE
IZ& Y, ELEGP =2 U A —Z CHEREMIENELSHEIEL TNt BE X T
W5,

WD o s OFHIIZ BT, NLESRER ED D O T o ML, ALE
IPFRREMEZR L i L CliF O 2 Y A — & THULE X OO ER CTHRE, H
EHE CIRMEZRT Z LD, MIMEEZFFMICHBWT, ML X B
ThoHrZLaRB LTS, £z, BEEHK T FORKIE, WMFEDO=aY
A=K TEL 2D, KES PRIOMES Pofl s —H Lz, Ziux, B
B O L Y, DL LTmEBOEPRREEZR ESETWD EBZ2x 65,
PLEDRREMIEDO T LT Y XA, a VU A—XIZLDMENRL, £2, fLE
S FEREA (1T K 2 PR A ENE - OHMES OB R S L7z,

b ERREIR E OB T v N, ACE S MRRERTE 2 L7254, MEGP
a Y A=z THML, FOEikomERN R LR (Fig. 4-5b), L2>L, ELEGP
a Y A—=HTHU Y AL, MESFEMIEORBECHEIIRO ONT, iz,
¥ v MK, R RREIR & bl U CHLO R CIRE A R L7z (Fig. 4-5a), 2
DFERIE, KL~z b T A b EREEOHA %2~ L (Fig. 4-3b, 4-4b),
ELEGP =2 U A —#X|ZBW T, MEGP =t U A —% L [kl L CHOfRRENME T L, 2
D, FIEMREBZ DTN TH L0, FLHEEKOFEE 7 v M, kEk &
b U IR 2R LT,

77 v N AR D RPN R RN, MESREMIEAEH L5 E, &5
FIRKIZIBVW T MEGP 2 A — & T 5% L7275, ELEGP = U A — % T sub-lobar
IO RE Y, #EENFRD DW= DIZEN Lo~ 7 (Fig. 4-8),
7=, RPN ERL O A EZD 1%, #5112 MEGP =2 U A — & CHIFE £ X OF sub-lobar
D RIS RGBS 6 L C 10% AN DR %7k L, ELEGP 22 U A —#
(22-29%) &bl L CehFE L 7=, ELEGP 21 U A —X 2B\, RFTMEE O &
EMEE, XX ML= a OB X VKT L2, A T, IBEHEFS K UF sub-lobar
IZBWT, MLESRREMENRITELS, MESFROLEL LA T FOHE
TR TRWZ EDFKR EHER S D (Fig. 4-8a),

@i F W IME SPECT 7 —Z 1B\ T, "PLIMP OMINSARIE, R 2L
THIZOIZT 7 b AT K D5 & I i35 2 & TRV, fiIER)
RIZRBROBREZ R LT (Fig.49), 2O ORERIE, MEGP 2 A —X 12X 5
BN IR SPECT 7 — % OINENS, ELEGP 22 U A —# Ll L TR hL— g v
DBV IVMEFZTERRETH Y, MESRIEDR FIC X 2 F 0K To
EEMEOUGEZ RET LD Th D, —FH, (MESMREMIEIX, Gibb’s #iRE)TH
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B NNEENT S Z EnmiE s Y 20BN TN R RS D
EEZLND, KRFHE, BB T N OKRIEREEB 2RO o 725, Gibb’s
REND B, WRINEE - FRERSRIER L OERORRE TR R SRR H D,
ERLRHDBVETH D,

45 /g

N R E 2 8 L 7o i R i 2 N C, (L& Sy g RE Al 1R 20 R o [/
MBI ~D A WRAE LTz, REICEBWT, (EDMEEMIERIT, (&SR
BEl BIC X VBB X OEEMEN W B L, EOMENRIT, /g ¢ 5
DT ERHELNERY, REERAEORHE 21T 5 £, JRETMAE £ S
BME NI ARAT I B 5, RHISEICIEET 5 - LR S hi,

LT

RHEHE, RS, B HEZ, IMEEORES, ook, IWARZRH], WIHEF,
e —. MMAEGRICB T DR D 3 U A — X TONEDFEEM E O, A
ek =FEE. 2016; 72(10): 978-88.
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5=
CTAC 15 L OMNLE S ARREMN IE 21 B L 7= FE 3 # RO Ak e
B FRAT D EE
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51 1IL®IZ

AL, B3, 4EIIRWT, IERELB L TY 7> b oz HW W BERlh T8
LUV IS £ 0, AL SPECT WG OmE R K OEEMEMN [ B0 2 & &
HGE LTz, Ld> T, 8 L <AERRK L 72K GE SPECT B4 23 KE 5 H7-H itk
REHEMGARAT O HEEE EA BB CE 5 LB, FAE, REEOZKIZEHE W
T, A ERRIC K 23 BE Of HFHM I 38 FH 32 72012, R AER % %t
G & LIBIRRE 21T o 72,

Single photon emission computed tomography (SPECT) 5 J UX positron emission
tomography (PET) % W2 MMIME4 %, Rt E%Z lRE & 5729, &
1 B OSBRIk 2 BAYICRHE T 5 2 E 3 ATRETH D 1V, BRIRICE W T,
FOHAVEIZ RT3 DKM T SPECT AT i, M aEisk & Sl L OV & L TR
LI TH D 5%, A T, three dimensional stereotactic surface projections

(3D-SSP) @ L 9 7Zpfat F RIS REBIMGAFAT I, HERHFRIIT o0 70 i 1 e Ik
TS 2 LRSI, RAVEDEKZEICEH TH D T,
3D-SSP %, #ERHEIETH % Z score 33 & OY Extent score % F VN CHE I fEIR D FF
flize LT 5%, Z score 13, Jay T IM I PN O i it T fEdek & 2 5H5H91Z 7R L, Extent
score 1%, FIFTAMAEIBIC W T, MK FREKOE & %2R L TV 5,

3D-SSP DFEFE L, fEHE MMM YT SPECT Ei{§ % FHWCHEE X5 normal
database (NDB) (Z{&77 L CE Y, ##lZ, SPECT 7 — ¥ OIESLMH L OE G FH
MERIEIT, TR RICHET 2 2 L AMESh TS P, LizitoT, EE
i ifiit SPECT 4 & [ U4tk T CHufS L 72l fLifii#ifq © NDB #5845 = &
NEETH D,

SPECT Mif1%, PET MHif§ & thiix U CZ2MI0fRae, R, NMOMEEFIENS D
ESNTWD, L, EFEOWET, MK SPECT BAEIZRB VT, MMt
B OWEE L, computed tomography-based attenuation correction (CTAC) ¥, HiL
HRAMIE  (scatter correction: SC), 35 & UMV E /0 fiFHE#HIE (resolution recovery: RR)
THET D Z ERP LD E 7o TE i 1H293 8919 - SpECT W4 0> 22 [ /3 fif
BEVE, AR — MR Has R EEEE S N+ 5 Z & T3 5, EitBrOHbIEL, RRICXK
% three dimensional ordered subset expectation maximization (3D-OSEM) {£IZ LY
WETHZENMEETH D ¥, MA T, CTAC % AW 7ZF8#i L%, Chang
ik & bl UCIK IR SPECT i 2 K5 & < B Ak 2 292 Z &£ 23w RET
b5,

FLE, RR ZJ#H] L7z NDB & HW CHEaH AR MBS RE MG ARNTIC L 0, It
R TFREROBHEEEN M L5 EE 272, UL, HEHFRIRKMEERE & HT o
53, NDB 35 K OB ARSI TF T 2 L DS #is ST s 29707,
RR % [} L 72 NDB O & BRFAlIIMGE S AL T euy,
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AKEOHHIL, CTAC %, BGELFRAHIER L O RR CTHiIE S 72 ikt SPECT
TR INOAEFRE I8 LU NDB 2 W CHEFHEFEIE 23 L 7=, A C,
Al — 25 B 3 L OV AR E &2 W CTREEE S L7k NDB &1 LUV NDB &
% b L7,

52 J5iE

Z OWFRIE, BRRKFMEEESOARESGT KGRE S : 1367), ~Lv v
XESICH > TER LT, FAE, 2TORFEERT T 1 7TI2x LTS D
BHEZITWERIC CRIEZ S,

52.1 WIETYA

Z OWFZEIE, BGELBRMIE, CTAC L, B X OMLE S fREEM IEA @A L7=8 L
NDB ZA%559 % 72812, SPECT/CT & 2 Hv TR B ML SPECT 7 — % &
B L7,

FAIX, 3D-SSP Z FV T, #1 LV NDB & i3 NDB & % Z score, Extent score,
F & OV Error score TR L7z, #HIHD NDB 1L, Bhtisk CHEEZERT T 4
T aEXBRICEG LIc T —# b BiiaR THEEE L7z, AL, 1X LI, 4 NDB IC
BT % R i3t B D 43 AT 2 AR (R 22 /04T (standard deviation : SD) % F VN THg
REL 72,

HEH RIS RE MG ARNT O RS FE 1T, 4 NDB (23T, BEEN O If i K H8 fEk %
BigEL7zvIalb—ya 7 —X%HWT Z score, Extent score, 335 O Error
score Caffli L7z, F7z, FAIX, EERWFICICT, FRAVESER]Z X5 Z score &
Extent score & HVNT, FIRFEM 2 506 L 72,

522 BEERT VT4 TT—H

LU NDB I, HiERTREERT T 47 28 4 (il 58-78 . FHy
64.7+5.6 1%, Lot 40%) ORMIMGE SPECT 7 — & & W THESE L7z, & TO/H
BRI T 4TI, EEICTREZET, Bk DIcil-> T, W, R
HEMREBS L OMRIBREICLD A7 ) —=20 7 LT,

EHEHERT T 4T T =21, HEWEAZEZ HW T, N-isopropyl-p-[1231]
iodoamphetamine (‘*I-IMP)% 222 MBq #5- L CTHf3 L 7=, SPECT ¥ —# %, #%
S 5% o, Lk - PIIRIRAE T 30 /0 HIEE L7,

523 JEFIT—X
AL, MHIMERBDN 2N T VY oA <~ —TREBHYE N Sz 31 JEF (FFifn
60-80 ik -t 75.446.5 5% 1 ME 53%, Mini-Mental State Examination: 1) 22 i)
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BRI, SRENEMA & L CHAMS magnetic resonance image (MRI) 435 K OViK
i SPECT ez FEhi L7z, D& &, M OalE, 1 BEHELINIZFE N L7z,
SPECT & —Z L, HH R T T 4 75 —& L FERIC, L IR RE T "PLIMP
222 MBq $£5- 15 53t 526 30 43 FRIINAE L 72,

524 SPECT 7—# I

SPECT 7 — # |3, extended low-energy general purpose (ELEGP) == U A —# (iih
BfE 10 cm T full width at half maximum (FWHM): 10.3 mm) % 3%75 L 7= Discovery
NM/CT 670 pro (GE Healthcare) % HVTULEE L7,

T — Z USRS, i EIHRINAE T, 128%128matrix (B 7 /L4 A X:2.95mm),
4step 360°YX4E, Smin/rot 30min & L CUEE L7z (FIHRY4E : 150 mm), v
~HRE, AA BT OHLZRLF—% 159keV (T A 2 RUIE : £20%), #X
TLEA T —21%, L= ¥ —130keV (VA > RUIE : £20%) & LTT
— 2 HIE LT,

52.5 BB

BCOTUT =y var7—21%, FRELAHEDOZ0Z Butterworth 7 1 /L4

(EEMTJE K 5% : 0.50 cycles/cm) T Filtered backprojection (FBP) % & 3D-OSEM
B2 HWT, EREIVER AR LT,

3D-OSEM JEIZIB W T, BIRAEHERSAED subset (X, 10 [E7E & LT, iteration
1%, 5 (PLEDERERIIE72 L @ -RR) & 10 (fLEFEREMIESH D : +RR) (TEXE
LT, W% FEi Lz, BELFRMHIEIL, dual-energy-window (DEW) (5%
W U7, JE9MHIEIX, FBP 28T Chang ¥ (HE94R3 pu=0.13 cm™),
3D-OSEM {EIZ# T CTAC A THEM L7z, CTACIEIZHEWT, HMEHHRE~ v 7

(u map) &, HERILEEEEE Xeleris 3.1 | C bilinear scaling £ % HVTHERL L 72,

pwmap 1%, X# CTHEE (BEE : 120kV, EEREEBE : 10 mAs) 72559
PREAE A~ L TR L7, X CT Hifg (512x512matrix, A7 A AJF : 5 mm)
I%, 40% adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction (40% ASIR) 33 XX ONEI{E FFAE AL,
BA%K soft Z 3 A L7z FBP {EIC CTHEIFHERL Lo, (E D RFREMIEIL, Rl
IE& CTAC £ & & 12 3D-OSEM JEICHAAA A Tl L7,

52.6 fEFEFEKIMGTT — & ~X— A&

NDB 1%, B[RV 7 & DBuilder (HAXA T ¢ ¥y 7 ARAS) 2 HW
THESE Lo, FAIE, (% ORMILE SPECT Miff 2 A= WEfl LU 7-1%, BEiGULEE Y 7 b
3D-SSP (HARA YT 4 vy 7 ZRASE) 2 HWT, FHEGEMASIFICB T
% NDB D-FEJiif s K OF SD ifg 2 fEpk L 72, AMEHI BT, NDB I, s
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FHART T 47 284 D SPECT M) & 51 S U7 Vg ks OV SD i 7 &
RS T 5,

# LU NDB (ASDB & ASRDB) I, Table 5-1 {Z/~ 3 FA% % 41 C 044 FA% Ak
L 7= SPECT it4 % F\ CHESE L 7=, ASDB X, th4LEE 7 ¢ /L & & L C Butterworth
7 4 v s (EEETEEE L 0.5 cycles/em) Z VY, BGELFRAHIE & L C DEW 1%, 1855
MHIEE LT CTAC &7 L THEZE L7=, ASRDB (%, ASDB & [R UM T T,
X SICHLE S fREEMIE 20 A L CHESE L 7=,

7tk NDB (conventional NDB : CODB) %, FBP %% H Tl E#ak L 7=
SPECT [Hi#% CHE4E L 7=, Butterworth 7 ¢ /L%  GHEEWT & %% 0.5 cycles/em) I,
RTALEE 7 ¢ L& & L THVY, EHIEIX, Chang ¥ (p=0.13 ecm™) %@ L7-,
£7-, HELBRAMIEIL, DEW L2 L7,

527 YIal—ygarui—X
Vial—varT =2, BEERT T 47T — X O CRMIME R A
LY —Tho7o 1 Bl HWT, RETIA D> RS 30%(K T L7 ek 2 f#E L C
ERY U7z, B v METREENE, WELELY 7 | stereotactic extraction estimation
(SEE) kT, AMIOEEIES (210 pixels), #2EL (350 pixels), 355 OMEHERHIR
B (110 pixels) &aE L7z (Fig. 5-1),

528 T — X
FLE, BMIE SPECT 7 —#12%f L C, FALCON ¥ 7 b7 =7 Ry r— (H
RADT 4 Vw7 ZARRASHE) IZH £ T % 3D-SSP, VOI classic 3 £ U SEE
7'v 77 L& T, Z score, Extent score, 33 & U Error score % #HHl, FEf L 7=,
Z score map |&, SEE 707 7 A% HWT, RRAT—/L% 4.0-00 & LTE
~L, Zscore, Extentscore, 35 O Error score & @l L 72,

529 FHiAIE
52.9.1 SD %fi

FAE, 4+ NDB 2 #eatHaiRIC G 2 552 B a7 3 2 72912, ASDB, ASRDB,
FBELONCODB IZEBWT, SDEBEOEE 7 BN EHINTZSD E X N7 T A
ZAERL LT, SD A, BEMRFRERSAIE OE W Z R F T 2 7o I H W,

5.2.9.2 Zscore, Extentscore, Errorscore— I = L — 3 3 UfRF-

AL, 45 NDB (2T, BRATHS, BHES, 5 J ORERARIRIE o fM it & & 30%
KFSELLYIab—ra VEBZHWT, MR FEEIZIB 1T 5 Z score,
Extent score, ¥ 4% TN Error score % L#GHRET L 7=,
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Z score |, BfEZ 0 LA EE LT, BMIMEAR FREEIZ 31T D Z score D F-EIfE D>
SbEHLE (Ks5-1),

7 _ NDB mean — individual mean 51
score = NDESD ( )

Extent score IZ, JAFTAMEILD 2 7 B /VEIT %4 2 IS FHE O v 7 &
IWEDEEFR LT, % NDB 28UV T, Zscore & Extent score I, SEE Z Hu»
THRRFLI,

Error score |E, ¥ = L — a7 — & ZHWT, BEEIOMNM M FiAR T sk Dok
DO ENUFEIIZ 35 1F D Extent score DIt & L CEFRK L7 (K 5-2),

(whole brain region — areas of simulated defect region) (pixel)

E =
rror score whole brain region (pixel)

x 100(%) (5 — 2)

5.2.9.3 Zscore, Extentscore— K-

R, FRENESERF) S ES L7z Z score & Extent score & F W CERK MG &
i U7z, DB fREEMTIESN 1L, ASDB & ASRDB % HW\C, BLATHS, B2HS, 3
F O EHREIOEIKIZ I 1T 5, Z score 33 & OY Extent score Caffli L7z, FAITE
7=, ASDB, ASRDB & CODB & % HL#fiat L7z,

5.2.10 #ERHENT

BEARRREHC RN T, FRIRIN M £ I IERIME 2R D R o 7272 1Z, Z score
F L OV Extent score (%, FHRAE TR L7z, £ D & X, &7 — X OfHFMNTIL,
U qva g Y SHENCRRE (p<0.05) MW,
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Table 5-1 [E[{% AL S

NDB Reconstruction Pixel size

Data sets Matrix size Corrections
name method (mm)
ASDB 28 3D-OSEM 128 x 128 2.95 CTAC + SC
ASRDB 28 3D-OSEM 128 x 128 2.95 CTAC +SC +RR
CODB 28 FBP 128 x 128 2.95 Chang AC + SC

NDB: normal database, CTAC: computed tomography-based attenuation correction, Chang AC: Chang
method (n = 0.13 cm™), SC: dual-energy-window (DEW) method, RR: resolution recovery.

ASDB: DB constructed with 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC, ASRDB: DB constructed with 3D-OSEM_CTAC +
SC + RR, CODB: conventionally constructed DB (FBP_Chang AC + SC).

Fig. 5-1

VIalb—va VHER

B AR R S5E - FBP _Chang AC + SC (a), 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC (b), and 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC +
RR (c).

Chang AC: Chang method (n = 0.13 cm-1), CTAC: computed tomography-based attenuation correction,
SC: dual-energy-window (DEW) method, RR: resolution recovery.
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53 fER
5.3.1 SD %fi

Fig. 5-2 1%, % NDB 22555172 SD & A M 7T A&, ¥ SDEI%, %
N 21 CODB & ASDB T 0.09, ASRDB T 0.10 %75 L, ASRDB D -#J SD fi %
CODB LV & mfiEZ R LT,

5.3.2 Zscore, Extentscore, Error score
5321 vIal—v g fmEt

Fig. 5-3 1%, ¥ =2lb—v a7 —XIZEBIT5H 320 NDB TH O Z score
map %59, KIBFEBIE, & Zscore & L TR &, MOMEBIIIK Z score T/R
E A7z, ASRDB O Z score (%, ffic> NDB & b U T3~ 5@ m2dH b, ASDB
IZBWT, Zscore 1%, fiho> NDB & thiz LT L 7= (Table 5-2), Extent score
I%, $FIZ CODB IZE W T, HEEHEREITREA L7z, CODB ® Error score |4,
ASDB & TN ASRDB M 5 & beifg U T 15%r= i % 7~ L 72, CODB (2351 C, Z score,
Extent score, 33 X O Error score D9 X CIZEH\WVTC, 1> NDB & bl L CTHE 72
FRIERO bR o T,

53.22 FERIRREEY

Fig. 5-4, 5-51%, KRG CE 54072 Z score & Extent score %73, ASRDB
™ Z score |%, ASDB & CODB & g LT, BARBIZB W TR T DM 2R~ L
7z (Table 5-3), ASRDB @ Extent score (%, CODB & i U CHEE TH RIS
L7= (p=0.05), fNx T, ASDB @ Extentscore %, HFI#RIZIV T ASRDB & Lt
i L CAREICHEM L7 (p=0.02) (Table 5-4),
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0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
SD

Fig. 5-2
HLUWWNDB &R NDBIZEBITHSD B AN T A

3D-SSP Analysis : Decrease
Foledetd el SUP INF ANT POST RT.MED LT.MED

moooaooao

Fig. 5-3

LU NDB &3k NDB 1281 5 Z score ¥ >

RT.LAT: right lateral, LT.LAT: left lateral, SUP: superior, INF: inferior, ANT: anterior, POST: posterior,
RT.MED: right medial, LT.MED: left medial.
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Table 52 > I a2l — 3 T —HIZBIFT5H Z, extent, U\ error score

Right precuneus Right cuneus Right posterior cingulate
NDB Extent Extent Extent Error
Z scores Z scores Z scores
name scores scores scores scores
(%) (%) (%) (o)
ASDB 243 98.1 2.83 97.4 2.13 85.5 22.8
ASRDB 2.10 99.0 2.33 98.6 1.35 91.8 25.7
CODB 2.10 933 2.15 82.3 1.59 76.4 39.4

NDB: normal database, ASDB: DB constructed with 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC, ASRDB: DB constructed
with 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC + RR, CODB: conventionally constructed DB (FBP_Chang AC + SC).

3D-OSEM: three-dimensional ordered subset expectation maximization, CTAC: computed
tomography-based attenuation correction, Chang AC: Chang method (u = 0.13 cm™), SC:

dual-energy-window (DEW) method, RR: resolution recovery

Table 5-3 ASRDB, ASDB, K UXCODB IZ81f 5 Z score D LLHg

ASRDB vs ASDB ASRDB vs CODB

P value P value
precuneus n.s. 0.05
cuneus n.s. n.s.
posterior cingulate n.s. n.s.

Wilcoxon signed-rank test (p < 0.05)

Table 5-4 ASRDB, ASDB, /K UXCODB (2815 extent score D L

ASRDB vs ASDB  ASRDB vs CODB

P value P value
precuneus 0.02 n.s.
cuneus n.s. 0.05
posterior cingulate 0.06 n.s.

Wilcoxon signed-rank test (p < 0.05)
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ASRDB ASDB CcOoDB

(c)

Fig. 5-4

FRR 7T — 21281 2 BT (a), BH(b), K OEEHRIE(c)D Z score

T—4 D RKME, 75 3=k Z A, HRE, 25 83—k FZ A, KME

ASRDB: DB constructed with 3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC + RR, ASDB: DB constructed with
3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC, CODB: conventionally constructed DB (FBP_Chang AC + SC).
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100.0

80.0

60.0

Extent scores

40.0

20.0

0.0

ASRDB ASDB CODB

Fig. 5-5

BRIR T — 2 128 LRI (a), (D), M OMEEHATIREI(C)®D extent score

T—4 D RKME, 75 3=k Z A, HRE, 25 83—k FZ A, KME

ASRDB: DB constructed with 3D-OSEM _CTAC + SC + RR, ASDB: DB constructed with
3D-OSEM_CTAC + SC, CODB: conventionally constructed DB (FBP_Chang AC + SC)
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54 BE

i SPECT AR ICI\WN T, AL s MR E O m X, i & oD & & 1n)
b BT E D 1) Onishi & 224921, 3D-SSP DREEEIE, BELG
EIREHMHIE 2 ] L72 SPECT Bf&IZ L o ThEESN D EME LT\ 5, A5
2B, FLE, # LUV NDB % W CE B E /0 i REA IE 20 58 2 34 L 7=,

H1 LU NDB @ SD I, (i &y fiERERTIE 2w H 95 = & TN L 7= (Fig. 5-2),
¥ SD fi%, ASRDB THIMMT 5712, fthod NDB & ki L C Z score I3
95 EREEI NI,

FAIE, ASRDB D V15 SD fll%, (i@ ffRemi EA AT 5 2 &I k- THEM
L 7= SPECT {4 SD MO EE TN LT & & 272, (ESMBEEMIEIL,
subset & iteration ZIENMEIEDH Z LI K> CTHOMEREA WESIE D Z LN A[RE T,
LB FREMT E 2 H L 72 WiGE & i LT, SPECT 7 v MILV ®EER
3, Onishi & %, (ZESMAEMEIX, 2 FTFR B ME2HBESED L
WMELTWD, LaL, ¥ SD fElE, SPECT # 7> MIIKFELTEY, (i#E
SIRBEREZ W2 2 & TdE LR,

3FEFHONDBIZBWTC, v alb— g F—HDZscore~ v 7L, Z score,
Extent score, 33 J2 TN Error score & FVNTalfli L7z, (rE o fiEresiEshRiL,
2 b—v g K DM T E CER b7, ASDB iX, ffio> NDB & kb
LT, IbE Zscore T, F5/E DE L Extent score, & L T Error score 13 FE 4
WA 2R LTz,

ASRDB @ Z score |, (V.1 53 fEREMHIE 23 F -5 = & ¢34 SD fE2 M8 L 7=
7oIZ, o> NDB & bl LTl Lz, UL, (LESfREERIIEIX, ASDB &
el U C, #EbHniR[a] C Extent score 73 6.3%4# L7-, CTAC iEI%, HBED R
FHIEZHT LV NDB (25 2 7228, Chang (5% L7- NDB %, #E3ER L O
v RARVFIC XL BB L - Lo sz 3,

ERRRREHZ B W T, A S fRERT (2 8 L 72354, Z score I%, ASDB & CODB
&g Ui 9 A & o 7= (Fig. 5-4), 3D-SSP D H 1%, —#%HIIZ Z score
DR 2 THKIMIA SPECT M ORI A M2 m ESE 5 Z ENARETH ),
TTIZT VY oA ~—HEEHEIZ BT, Z score IZIRMEA RT 2 & s S
TG D SEAE, TS T, FETEZEIZIS\NT Z score DA /2 BIEIE, 1.25
LHEL TS, Hanyu B 0%, v MATEI, BEE, TV A w0
SBEEREY, BLX OV B —/MABIZEHSE R T Z score=0.85 L iRE L T\ 5, Ak
RIZHBWT,CODB & ASDB @ Zscore 1%, 88 L% 1.00 TH Y (Fig. 5-4), CODB
& ASDB 1%, BZ O SIET Y A~ —BERHE & 7 VY A~ —BUZEHE D
BRI AT LRk D EEZLND, L, MESMRREMIEZ A L
7256, ASRDB D Z score X/ L7=, L7=23-57T, 3D-SSP (28T, Zscore
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ORI, MESMEMEZEH LI5S, BEAT —2 2 0 CHRGET 248
D3> %,

ASRDB @ Extent score X, ASDB & bz L CHEIZHA T 5 (Fig. 5-5, 5-4),
FRRMREHZ I T, LB MFRERTIEIL, AR - BRHERMEHOE N L DR 7
XV, SPECT Bt A k5 L < AHIE L Tuau &Ml L7=, Matsuda & & Ishii
5 "M%, Extent score IE, BEAS 142%ERETHILITEY, TAY AN, ~w—
RUSRHIE & FERBENE & OBRINFRETH D LWE L T\ DH, ARRFHZHBWT,
Extent score DFEMEIL, (MESMERERMEICLZVELTHZENHALMNE o7,

BERHIRIEIOD Extent score 1%, fZE 7 fiFREMIIEAZ A L7 NDB # W5 Z &
W2V, Z score 1T T DN, TV NA < —RIERHIE DR IKZWI N B 512 78
HAREMES RSN, LvL, 3D-SSP #{\FK &9 Dt FiElL, T TIZHE
T NN = —REBAYEDO KR O 7= DI ST 5, Mt &EOZE{LD
B RIX, MESRRERIEAZ AT 5 Z & T Zscore MBI T 57201, KT
5 ENREBEEI T,

WL OO 3O, KSEE O BUWiKMLEE SPECT Mifg %2 BS4 5 =012,
CTACVEZ BT Z L2 L TnD, I ab—T g UBFHZEW T, i
AR T REk D Extent score 1%, JCATHIZE & iz LTk L2 %Y, UL, A
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