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The clinical evaluation of whole body scanning with
87mSr and 18F for detecting bone tumors |
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Bone scanning is a useful adjunct to X-ray examination of detecting bone tumors either of primary
or secondary. Routine bone scanning has usually been carried out with %Sy and conventional rectili-
near scanner. This combination gives relatively high radiation dose to patients and requires a long period
of time to obtain multiple scan views of patient’s skeleton.

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the use of short-lived radioisotopes, 87"Sr and 1F, and the
use of rapid whole body scanner as a diagnostic tool of detecting bone tumors.

The Hitachi whole body scanner used in this study is equipped with dual opposed 5 inch sodium
iodide crystals, so that anterior and posterior views are recorded simultaneously. Scanning procedure
takes about half an hour for each patient. Two millicuries of 8™mSyr was intravenously administered to
patients, and 3 to 5 hours later, whole body scan was made.

During two and a half years since 1969, 378 cases were examined. Positive scans were obtained in
809, of patients with benign bone tumors (16/20), in 100%, of patients with primary malignant bone
tumors (16/16), and in 1009 of patients with metastatic bone tumors (102/102). In 9 patients with
metastatic tumors of bones were detected. prior to observable X-ray changes.

The short-lived radioisotopes and the whole body scanner allow to make the whole skeletal survey

easier, and to detect the metastatic tumors of bones earlier than X-rays in some cases.
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(%, 19614E Fleming'® p3®8r g2 5 = v 729,
FEABEBOICIEA L CLRER X % oMis
Nied3hTEl. TERFERBPNBZHT S
Th, 1961FELRTRERF AR 2B EE & ol
oD LieFliBelke LCBs x50 L=
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14 FeXs 'ﬁ'fﬁﬁz Fy =V ywsi)ss)’ 1B1T.MAA EJ'
1EHkic & % RI-Angiography 2 BFEBHE % Hivk
WTTRWE L DRRE BT T ERL®, hb
DR I ZBREMEDOBEIFENCIZFRD Shig\ il
El O Wil 2 fENr LT B 2%, iR RA
PRFETHZ LABFETEY, b—@loWED
RENEE R BBRCH B,

FHEIRAHHE T S FIFHTTHE & foo e faF
BHIRFGAD V= —Th% ™S, BF % -,
& DICHUHHRE FHEE 3\ THIFE X Juic Whole
body scanner % JljE5E & LCHIAIL, 19694 &
h BEGZEA~ICHAL T E DT, AHFztck\»
Tx DIFRMGHIC > 215 Shic R R~ 3
DTH 5.
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Bone-seeking isotope & LTl A b v v
A% @D TRERIGH Lz D13 Treadwell (1942)%
T, fEix ¥Sr % fiuT Autoradiography #437¢
WEHATHHh, BEHThh, BHEREDOD D
MALi A b r v A0> uptake HiH B 2 E AT
L7z, %8r i3 B emitter ThHbH, s b O
JERRRET HH 7D £ D% »HF h JeBeT,
T emitter THB ¥5r o BEh o kit
7. 58 OEFERIGIIL Spencer (1956) &% 14
¥ D, Pk tracer study )G JH Xtz Fo
Bauer (1959)®i1. %8r, ¥Ca |z } % External cou-
nting x lWT, HFMWEEETRbLEN, &
R, AHiR%c uptake DRINERD, Lo
uptake |ZE#fuc 1T % tumover I I X B
LD THSE L. Gynning (1961)2 11 F 53
5043122\ T %Sr External counting #4F
e\, COFERFASEEZ KT S routine D

FARES RS SME] W2k 1%

HEE L TR TE Y, ol XEklEL v g
e BEBRARBT A L0 TEDLC LARL
Jo. EbhicHEA €, Corey(1962)'®xHigh energy
gamma rays scanner ¥ BIFE LY, 6 ADFLIEH
FICX L HCa, B8r % FICTERMNIEA* & Vi
778\, 2 AR\ THIREER © XH & ) 51
L. = o Scanner 1X-1-4y 7 Shield % 4,
7z automatic e R EHIEEE & b5 RE LD
T, BAED Scanner & 3587 h b T h 31 Z
Binhvot.

& ATHETbR T\WA L 57 Scanning
Hifli s 9) T¥Sr i Ji L7z 01 Fleming'® ¢,
P 1961 F BIEBH, B476 © Photoscan
wRRLICH, DEF#HF 2 L b %Sr scanning @
FRARIGHNZBET % 4 < o 845 i i3 h T\ 5.
Charkes™®10 L Sklaroff#248:49 (1963~1967) 11,
% < OFEBHZCK L ¥Sr scanning 2 {Tiof-fk
R, XBAOTHRZE 2 Bl 5121330—50% DRk
PRETH B b X X 2 FiEB o RS
L3 L, FEE L hEXE L b B g
ERERETS S ERTETH D, B L L
T2 1T Tl Wit 1T B Ric b B
PEASE & 45 L7z, Simpson (1965)%®, Rosen-
thall (1965)*>, De Nardo (1966)', Greenberg
(1968) ™54 Fiffic, BERRE % hbé L
BHEEHBI T3 S 2% & v BEHRARE
ZHRE LTS, —F, baETRHE - Hm
(1968)™, Il (1969) LR FEME B IHEIT . 3
JBHL, B8 Fv va 75 o LIRS O
WIFTR & @ % ted &, ®Sr uptake (3 HIEIMEIE
B OB IEETER, BB IR & AR
WL, BRIR BB ONBOVIR, R
BHE P ED IO R EIEE L e 2 & Lo L
R
%Sr scanning 1322 & 5 i H S X O E O flo
FERBICIGH S G RN &K i EB A i LIS
B3, fBJ7 S L PIAA 64 H LR, R EE A
Buocdic RIS, NEEEAOISHIEREY
THY, FloKBERFLENTE VDR
BREL, Lod =k ¥ —n 515KeV L
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8TmSr RIS 1L Myers (1960, 1963)*7%® 0
SR E A%, ¥™Sr scanning T X % FIEEZ
Wiz B 1L Cix Charkes & Sklaroff (1964)®, Me-
ckelnburg (1964)*® DHH I H Sh, %5 L[
BB iER o BRI IE i L TR b1 C
W5, X LSRRI, RIEER Y
LZAHDEE DELEHATcESL L, BHEER,
PRESIEHTESZ &, KERGAEOD A
¥ & VITERM OGRS 2 LR En
WP TV, fihsy 7 757 Y FHE
\ 7= false positive, false negative D TAJHEMEMS
BB EIHMESh TN,

X bic YF RIS Ak Blau (1962)% D
RS, BEBE % S0 18610 BB °F
scanning % {J7/g\, osteolytic, osteoblastic Fkjz
FTRCOBREFH LI Eh, z05b 24
RO X RIRERC LTy v 3
AFT R TR &\ uptake pik B ¥F 12
WT b EERBC T A FREoREED S %
T LM% X i, Van Dyke (1965)%% *F »
Positron emitter & LT OMEE % FIf L, Positron
camera =} WiHFECAF &~ v TEBZ L, F
7= BF ffst~o Pl vz xR Lz A
Kgiz Schaer (1966)*, Positron camera | L %
fE@ % #i L, Dworkin (1966)'1% ®Sr o R
DI BHife W Reticulum cell sarcoma %f L,
18F scanning 7% G4 THh 5 & 5 L7z, Spencer
(1967) DL JRLEM~D A PR VY F T R ET R
OEFICE L TRER VY, 7y KT
BOPEER Ry 7 757 /KD activity
VAR RSS2 NN N L 2% (IR O -3
TR~ ERl 2 iR D activity 23 B\ D CTHF
BEHAF Y VIR AAEY THHLELTWS. &
51z French (1967)'™, Ronai (1968)*®, Weber
(1969)*" & & SF A5 FIMERIRHL T\ 5.
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TEHEETH %A Whole body scanner 1 BH L TiZ,
19594F. Johns®? jz I b Large body scanner 73
A &h, ZBic Simpson B (1962, 1965)*®z
I o TRz IS 2 iz Total body scanner 33
HifEo 1@ % Whole body scanner dIfE b &
Bbhd. HERhiEgiEgogimcciL
fohl, Fof Morris (1964)113 X Hicfifg o
JE\» Whole body scanner %3 { L, Kniseley

(1966)*1 & b BEFRIGHA e S hic. Z0#d
FRWEEE OB BT iobh @tk L2ood
D)

PhERTEmS, HHFGE I T2~ V-
W — SmSr, BF o [EPRICHE FHE CRIE S 4
BB LoOHBH, HF O fTleol INEEiksE
Whole body scanner#: i\ +#z%"™8r, 13F whole body
scanning 12 % % FIEHLHE © BT WM& IR
AL ShTwigWER b 5. #HELSH
19684F 1= BAFEHE & hic TIERFHATRE S
HoRHEEEEE A - ORHEAL, BE
b & Lic 3780 % Xi% & LT ¥™Sr whole
body scanning %3 (¢ '8F whole hody scanning
RATL, BIESRENC 313 5 R i B3
R Tl okt b O TH S,

I 828y whole body scanning [ZBJd 318
&

A. FEREROPTR
1. mSr ofESlY: & JIRELE

0.005% citric acid (pH5.1)
10 ml

Y -*™Sr generator
(Philips- Dupher)

g
Sy eluate 10 ml
( sterile , )
i : pyrogen- tree
Fig. 1. *7Y-*"mSr generator (Philips-Dupher)
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fEM L7z 5Sr (% 8'Y-7mSr generator (Philips-
Dupher ) 1w 5.1, 0.005% 7 = v ERFEHE10
mly Mz EHT 5z Lic viBohs (Fig 1),
D Generator (1ML X h Tk, LisoT
ke ™S 3. sterile, pyrogen free CF o %
FEHCEETES.

BUTEHEIE 13 TIERF B 240 H IS L
To BB A Sy A % & - =159 [\~ 1- (Fig.
2).20 Scanner {154 5 ¢ x 2.4 v5 Nal
feidhn DB B EH 2 AR IL S A T LTI
MELTH Y, 1[ED Scanning CiEts 2 Jo

Voelichime . gtiie s
Fig. 2. Hitachi whole body scanner

YYFITANRRORD. i TR OH S
EMELLD, ZREH2 L, bOVILAREK
[a] ¥ % | L 7= Positron scan LARETH B, A
¥ o VHEEILRS 5 m/min, ¥ CRLTHL, v
VI FAEY—EE—Z—THoavie—-53
—WEEIh, =AFFy PO EAF 4 VT
YV I Ey bD7 5 bPAF o Vil l [EDAF
¥ VTERTh 2 TES., v vF IS a4 %
RERROY 2%, s, YsOFERMATHET, ¥
M, BADEEAF  VEYMER TR, BE
CIECTDERCRFTAS « VTS,

2. St OYyERRYEE k BERE

SESe (LAWHHSOR I O BIAE Y 2 BT
W XoTERSh, FhaREFREB X b
388KeV 7 fa it L CZE e St i i3
B. SSr oA PR S ARkl b

ARESHERESME B32% B185

Table 1 Comparison of *$r and *mSr (Charkes)

ilﬁsr B?msr
Gamma energy 513 KeV 388 KeV
Beta emission none none
Half-life 64 days 2.8 hours
“Whole body Jdose | . , )
per 1001:Ci injected 680 mrads | 2.2 mrads
ﬁOC?eir?ﬁf:t e];er 100 1590 mrads | 9.9 mrads

BREShT5 S wifltd 5 &, Table 190
< FSr X TR koA — 23 388KeV L {E<
DONPIN 2. 8 DEHBRETH S, BE
DT % PRHE 1L 1006Ci Bi-b 45T 2.2
mrads, ¢ 9,9mrads & 7 D, BSrici L egT
# 1/ 300, FiTHVTIL 1/150 &3 U\ R Hik
bhs.

3. HIEGMRIAEIC BT 2 ERRaT

1) 29 4 — 2 —ofEkicoune

*™mSr whole body scanning (%857 5 1 v <-4k
RE=Y) 2—z -2t 292 -2 —Dfe
V% Scanner DK (Bh3R) &G (HRRE)
K& HERRET. LishioTr oo
oI ERRIC G H s L 0Kz S0 B SRk
i 2 kb te. HRG T RS E LCr
f= o —p%mSr ((388KeV) LT3
364KeV % 4, >8I % JH\s, EHlli 364+£30K.eV
o differential $jz I <t SEEREERLS Fig, 3 0
WML T, ZBRAPTIR= Y 4 — & —OdLdilE12en
DEZHRESEED IS D D Aofl iz
IR E—BL TV B, Ak & WRBE LS
Efl &\ b BRB IS 7 ek < e .
RIGEERS ET& 2 7TenDBEX B 200, i
2D 7 en (FiEE) 35 X OBEH S 7 en (B
[R) AL ORSEEN AR - RGN X
{Hiitshs.

ii) 77 v b — ABTSE

$™mSr scanning CLJHZEILA & v 7 5 AlE
R E LTt s hans, [BEMRHAEIcoT
7oy Vb= ARBERC X VR L. vy v b
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Fig. 3. Isoresponse curves of the collimator
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¢ 3.8¢m 30m  23em

oo

¢ 3.8cm 23m 23cm
Fig. 4. Phantom study with #'mSr

— AL LTHE20enE TR A7 LIcKE 5 e
RIROIEEHEMNEZREL, BRokEs2ERE 2.3

em, 3.0cm, 3.8emé& L, BREAKESHD ¥™8r D
WA 5 6%, 10f%, 20f% &2 B L TAF «
v {72tz Fige 4157 OFEBREERTH B 25,
2 ) 2 — % —DIEEIS L EOIALTH B JEE -
B P EE R 6 enic BV T AF & Y LT DT
B, A% s YHEREES0em/min. ERACHEL Y vV
F 7' 7 & Tk S 10650 BREERS HhidliEE
2.3emD/ i d O THLHEMAEETH D, EHE
£ 3.8emDkE X7 HIEIREL 5 fFTh Ml T
5, ¥Ftesfv vy s A0fESM Thib
bAF « VI 2 m/min., YHERTAF & VT
s &, HLEONI W vF 7S5 A0NRmRT LS
MHET AFy VL, MR IATVR1E HD
¥, hxoTa v 5A AT L 5 EER
Dz bivie, Do SERREEA 6 R gt
Ry 2 770 VFRER (Y VF S I AEDRY
VPTG AA0fFTHRIUE, 2 enfiifE o)
S TLEitTEs b0 L EESh .

4, EHVF 75 AT o> T ORISR
2T

v vF s s AGRIKhI o TRIEE D E
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B LR R T ic o W TR L Ee.

8mSr Fr b di 13X AT 1 ~3mCi, /JNETIR 1
mCi PITFEHEL, #E53~5EREIcAF
VEBIA L. EicBEOEMTERIE LT
fir & L.

BB SRR 5 1 v F os5HLE A = Y
A=R =LA S 1 v EEES AT
x F =% e

BRI A Y & VEE 2 ~3m/min, &y, F
filomm, =3+ — L~ 390+30KeV T,
RS BB Lot

i) EAHRT

12y 28y 54y 68y
Fig. 5. Age dependence of ¥mSr distribution in
normal subjects

n%;

PR

EEERAY T B Ui XK BB E oD bl
128 A B 78 F TSRS 1496 (5414,
Ir 10845) M E LTHRIL ISR, #ER
B> 5 S oEHMSAL Fig 5 wRTRE
BIOME THB. WTFhOER I B W T, HF
HE » BRSO REE I X 0PI E o BIEHRAIc
SmSr TSN BB BRS. MRz hboD
SR I D55, Hefar s VBlhET
ORERE, X O EFZE A EFBEIRIUL Kb
P, HRE A BARION Tk g =7 4 —
€ e 2 27 4 —Ek L OFFHE - (IIBBYENET A B
EFicA b+ v vF v A0EBPERHED R 5.

HARE Sl e s MEsE 5§28 B1%

&
B
-

e 4 - W
1h. 3h. 5h.
Fig. 6. Time-lapse scan with *mSr (68y. f.)

Z O FREAES ORI & & i iF < e A E I B
D, 70X Wil 5 &~ IERDMEL, M-Sy
P75V EREL DT3B,

i) IRpREAET

VY VF 75 ARG BEET & LB B
L dsiF % oS AEFREEORERFHER & & B
&, WL X b Ric B, Fig. 6 ofn< 4 1 H
Hg iz i y 7 259 v FaE R
AR TH S, 3R], SHEHoA* e« v T
AR - EXREE I R I & e
D, EBESAPRCHEIhTL 5. 7THKHE
Te % & HEERIIERE T B % 1o D AP EE L A
L, z2oTHFELIZS {ib. ThXhES
#7m8r whole body scanning jz s\~ T3, #7E 3 ~
5 IFRHIRIC A ¥ « VR BlET 5O EY THD &
& Hote.

iil) A7IA T

{iEF L #-Whole body scanner(l 1 [8]¢> scanning
L EE 2 Smoesy v s T A (HHE,
RIER) »EBIhDN, &4 vF 7S sl
RERLB DD, ChEFiE L= Y 2
— 2 - LB DTHY, vF ST AT
HKOBMAAARF 2 BT 5 B8 H 5. Fig. 7
WRIERG T £ BAENT o fib, WITHE TIXEHEEE -
Mg - B B, 14EHE TEasHE - IEEc A

7h. after inj.
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Anterior view  Posterior view
Fig. 7. Anterior and posterior views of #mSr
scan in normal subject (54y. f.)

L

Anterior view Posterior view
Fig. 8. Anterior and posterior views of 5mSp
scan in patient with multiple bone metastases
of the breast cancer (33y. f.)

AR A BITo. Fig. 8 XFMEL M BiEBH)
THBHH, WG CIEE LUBETR - E, %
R TEFHE - WFe S0 28 E BT
ERhTWA, Pbkond v vs 275 AfiHEE
BEVCATVE, T ek beis - B - Phlkas -
BB - BB h 2REHNE it sh, #im
BT 5HEPRE, BT AE - LESC
BHBHIREN WL IR B, [BHECHIZ O\
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before urination. after urination
Tig. 9. Accumulation of *'mSr in urinary blad-
der (65y. [.)

f@,mﬁ@i%&<mﬁéh6%u NbB. W
FRHTED E b TV, KERE - BE R
Eﬁﬁﬁ@kb?#kﬁﬁ%h,MﬁQTﬁ@ﬁ
R S h AR bR A, Lichi>T 2
FilAs b Scanning 1 Lo TR O[] a0
frahs.
W) ¥ vF s LoERNT
Fig. 92 1 MDA % & v CHEEB ¥ b
FEBEGIT, PERiC X vEIBo uptake pijisk
LN L Licflch %5, Zhid 3Sr
HEFH B IEE < A+ ~ v B T b~ o Bkt
NHELL, BRSHEROES L 75t b B o
PERPLETHE D ERR LT D, ek v vs
77 & EOERT ch 2 BME, Skt
~NHIE IS, LY RE S h B EEE L.
—77 B8 ic 51 BELER T TH BIG~ DL
BEflbiz 3™Sr o v 2 5 2R B Bt
DTHBHH, & W EIRELI O R 4R
AL EMNHB. Fig 101, 1 U»oEETH
W18 DIRLE D B T e S XA B e <,
1 W BEOBEAF « OO BT EITHELLT
W5 folse positive Dl TChD. = DRBEERIL
WA E 2 REE oz BBENc s EEoTwb
AbRvFyALBbRL. L O B R
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first examination 1 month later

Fig. 10.  Accumulation of *®Sr in colon (44y. [.)

: ,%

mSr 2 mCi  **Sr 100 pCi

Fig. 11. Difference of scan quality in *®Sr and **Sr scan (65y. [)

o lhEsE~oA L rvFy AMERLH DEDD
THEOBEEHRREERC OV TIIEELH 5 X
Und 5.

v) ¥mSr 88y o v 75 A DM
FmSr, SSr DARMAEE, BEEC OV T
BEc Rt LT &y, Thboffyy vsrs
AT & ST D B LT, R—IEfIC R
L, mSr 13 2mCi, 883 100pCi S L,
MELME ¥ 12 o W T ILRIEE DM b 7225,
B8r A% & Vi3 2 HEC TV, =54 F

— L~L 513+50KeV, = U 4 — & — 3 O X
W (GETHHE I B) LI B A {ERIL,
& OflD Gk S L ARk Lfe. Figl 1likr
EHHEE 3 - 4 - 5 EHEERG T B B A, S
VU F IS ADHBRE O LG ER L
GBI A BN LT 3. S AU IR S o
U B B o b RO A RV b RS
DIz ) s —2—DFERNHFET, Lvdb=F
F —pt 388KeV L 838r ) i & BELEL A A
LSBT L B0 THB.
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Table 2 Number of cases of *"™Sr whole
body scanning

Diagnosis Nug‘;g:: of
Primary bone tumors 36
Benign 20
Malignant 16
Secondary bone tumors 102
Carcinoma 99
Sarcoma 3
Tumorous conditions of bone 4
Carcinoma without bone 163

metastasis

Infections 21
Others 592

Total 3718

B. FRIRHIB

1. B 40319694E 3 A X 1971410 ¥ ¢
W HifT Uiz Er 3786, PEFIEE 1364, 4r 242
B, FFEIF1AALVRFCETEDL. LD
5 blfik Table 2 wiRd- 2 & <, [EFsME L
3607, FERMEE S 102(5], Tumorous conditions
of bone 4fC, AZ)—=vrDEHT ™™Sr
whole body scanning #4377\ ‘FIER OIS bh
Tuig B 16361, » ) =2 - BiikSEL &
U dE216l, T ofs2fl<h 5. WEHBELATE
o JiEie X ok,

2. REEEEH~OIEH

— R H AR & 2 D B

Benign_ I
Giant cell tumor I ETH .
Exostosis wiee :

Osteoid osteoma . :

Fibroma 3

Hemangioma H

Osleoma . .

Benign osteoblastoma H

Chondroma
Malignant :

Osteo sarcoma T . - e

Reticulum cell sarcoma HE

Myeloma H . .

Chondrosarcoma Pole

Chordoma iee

Fibrosarcoma [

Angiosarcoma s !

Hodgkin Pel
%morous conditions| ¢ ¢
Of bone I

Fibrous dysplasia . ® »

Eosinophilic granul o !

10 20 30 40 50 60 7.0 80 90 100 110 120

TUMOR,/ NORMAL RATIO

S

—-lwge

Fig. 12, ®™mS8r accumulation in primary bone
tumors
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Table 3 Scan results of *"™Sr whole body
scanning in primary bone tumors

Scan Findings
. . Number -,
Diagnosis % Positive
of cases Negative
#| |+
Benign 20 21 717 4
Giant cell
tumor G 11 31 1
Cartilaginous
exostosis 4 21 1
Osteoid
osteorma 3 3
Fibroma 2 2
Hemangioma 2 2
Osteoma 1 1
Benign
osteoblastoma 1 1
Chondroma 1 11 ]
Malignant 16 0] 5|1
Osteosarcoma 5 5
Reticulum cell
sarcoma 2 2
Mpyeloma 2 2
Chondrosarcoma 2 1| 1%
Chordoma 2 2
Figrosarcoma 1 1
Angiosarcoma 1 1
Hodgkin 1 1
Tumorous condi-
tions of bone 4 Sk
Fibrous
dysplasia 3 12
Eosinophilic | 1 1
Granuloma |

* Recurrent case

87mSy whole body scanning o Jif 5 e HY
i Table 3 DL TH 5.

BB IES T a206h168lic > v 7 5 AT
REGHE T, HIEEHHER80%, Thole. TEHEEIE
B CIEAF « vIEfT16GIh 26 ( 100%) wEkk
filf BL#% 19 5472, Tumorous conditions j2. “o>u~T
BB EREFIENT A g 4 Pl R A B

l

ey v 75 A Lo ¥mSr EEETTE DWW
THGRS L.
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KT vF 75 o LoEEHE RSB (U
B, AR TR, B S
EWIEHEBRE, 5 X0, 2759 v FE LTk
BB e IR o 2 e R B RS (5 mmSE)
DITEER 2T, SRSy 7 7 5% v R -
L CRERpR il 2 A DIy v 7S
Aﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ*?@)b%ﬁ@loﬁﬁ:&f@
B, MR vk FEEHTN IEF uptake T

Lr;
et = BB =2 5 7 759 V¥ GTRED)
Sk W=y 2y v FETER
ic Xk P)E"I‘ﬁ-bft— L_@%Jﬁ% Plg I2L7rl.,;f;_

PRHUE%1.01~2.00, 2.01~3.00, 3.01Lk ko 3
B o I RGN (), h BB (D),
EREBSE () & Uiz, Table 3k o EICHE
DT\ 5.

o HiE 1 o\WT 45 & (Table 3, Fig.
12), RYEFIEE CamEBERT 2/20 (10%)
Thh, PEEBMRE, 7/20 (35%), BE
PERED 7 /20 (35%) ThoTLHELTHD LE
BEORWEEN S W EHA AR bR B, Lo LHER
FE RS D Mgz & b Bic b, Giant cell tumor
TREEREFEG L b >~ v 7 5 AFTREMGIE ©
MIKSHFAEL, AP0 S D2 b,
Z DIEG D 23l g a2 T\ 5. Osteoma
VREREE 7R 1L, #7- Cartilaginous exostosis
TUL S B PE G2 - 50 474E L, Osteoid osteoma,
Hemangioma, Chondroma T §i5it: % /R L,
Fibroma T3> v 5 7 5 4 Batk 1o,

RICJR IR B 416 flic o\ TR 5 &,
EEBHERA210/16 (63%), Hh4EEEBMEREL 5 /16

(B1%), BEBIER L 1/16 (6%) ThhH, i3
LA EFTNTD L ORPERE T L E e &
L, 2fFEnc HREL BT L& fElI'J
mim b, @O ARG Zhi BErds &
Osteosarcoma DHERTEEIL SHIC S\ D VLY
T#H b Chondrosarcoma 3, [/ fE [ H3 2% B
A. % 7c Reticulum cell sarcoma 2 {§i], Myeloma
203 b SRR % 7R Lz, Chordoma (2
{5]) , Fibrosarcoma (1 ), Hodgkin FGJE (1 )
b b SR T b, Angiosarcoma |

HABE S e L beds W32k 1%

Table 4 Scan results of *™Sr whole body
scanning in secondary bone tumors

Diagucsis Number Scan findings
of cases Positive | Negative
‘Carcinoma 99 99
Breast 27 27
Lung 19 19
Uterus 13 13
Prostate 11 11
Kidney 6 6
Stomach 4 4
Others 19 19
Sarcoma 3 3
Malignant 2 9
Lymphoma
Fibrosarcoma 1 1
Total 102 102 0 |
I BT 1.

& Bizfiied Tumorous conditions 2 @--% Fi-
brous dysplasia Tix\ ' & 2SR A B\ L IS
Patic 8 L\ uptake %R 1T %55, Eosino-
philic granuloma CyLEEEEAE ¢ H D7

3. iEBMEIES~OITH

1) Bt

AR, XBEMCBMOME L T 515
PRI oW TR T E %% & (Table 4),
A%« VIETT 10260, BBMERT a2 b Dk

102EFI 2] THEIC 100% DRt TH b, false
negative (¥ 1 | 4 dlAH o7,

i) S"mSr WEIFHEETEEIC O\ T DA WM

WEBEO S by vs 75 a0 X bEH
RufEETe b O RO FEAEHRAY in b 0% it L
ntaepilic> & *mSr YR JAE LA T o fii %
frigote. HREORIERFHRD Ik X o,

e F R FE BB D IERLE D [Efie a7 7 o7z (Table

5, Fig. 13). HEBELkLLTAD L, BE
BtERfiL 9/46 (19%), sh4EREBRIEREI1316/40 (35
%), BEEGHERRX12/46 (46%) & BEEBIWEREN
FRCEL B, Fivk U BRI o £ 5
EEC B LTI BB, BEEES L 2
EGIEREM A A BB, Tk 4 OBB R
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Table 5 ®"mSr Accumulation in secondary
bone tumors

Disgons ::‘r“f;':; Scan positive
t +# +
Metastatic
Breast cancer 15 3 6 6
Lung cancer 12 3 2 7
Prostatic Ca 6 2 4
Hypernephroma 6 2 4
Uterus Ca 4 1 3
Stomach Ca 3 1 1 1
Total 46 9 16 21
METASTATIC
Breast cancer | ceg epo] com g [ Bverage
Lung cancer ik B L b i
Prostatic cancer geo ofe °
Hypernephroma | e oo Joi oo I
Uterus cancer ooe] | o
Stomach cancer o o ] ":
10

20 30 40 50
TUMOR / NORMAL RATIO

Fig. 13. #mSr accumulation in secondary bone
tumors (grouped by primary disease)

WA LTARBE, FMEES, EaEsdtc
HREE DS b D) HEEREMERT O E TH
FELTEWAERLTE D, FHEREIh
Fh2.15, 2.14THFESEL L LEBOPRICET
5. WS EEBCOWTARB L, &EMANH
GefE P EEERNA R L, BEERANEV-D
D TH B, FIHERE b 3.03 TLKEF
HAEEZR LTS, Zhick L Hyperne-
phroma FiEf, FEHEEBIFLRERMEGH
<, Wb PSRV UREREATH D,
SEHHEFEEE D 461.80, 1.65& {EfHA T LT\ 5.
BB - PSR - BEREA 1650
B D FIEREEI22.86 L  Teo T W .

WiC XHR{g & ™Sr HEREEE O a2 17 7e 2
fo. FEEIER© X G I B FER e mT
B, BUEE A TH D ERAI S LU
MiZ OFERTHHRATO 3B HFTES.
T OHPEEC L D LA6FERI D X % 3 Bl /T,
£ L STmSr SRR & OPYRE A B L (Fig. 14),

31-(3D

1 Average

Osteoplastic bo  oidd o e

Osteolytic | oo gpaf o woo | o

Plastic + Lytic

éo z{oéo

1.0 20 30 40
TUMOR,” NORMAL RATIO

Fig. 14. *"m8r accumulation in secondary bone
tumors (grouped by X-ray findings)

BRA T 2 AIEREE 2 018 Crpas EiH:
FRBEBEFCBL, FHEREIS.7LE
WHEARLT A, 2wt LA R < 1 4
DOEEBER R &, PSR LBERET
JBL, FHERMEL S8TEfEERLTWw5. RBE
Rz eHhBE s LS EBECIR T, B
B k5 ieRE e E\ IR A T Bl e <
R 2. 62 THIRLE, BRI O R
LT3,

Ll ko X#48 & oXf RIHET 2 & BIichih Ui
JRFERI O HEREE & DIT LieE % L T Atk (Fig.
16). FLEEH R OERE & 5T 5 L SR

METASTATIC T = PyaT
Breast cancer | .., p* % ';3 xggjtgg ﬁ?ttzlc:
. oiee » Plastic +Lytic
lung cancer | g u x X I Average
Prostatic cancer| go oo °
H)"D(ZmEDhﬂ)mﬂ IRTREIET
|Jterus cancer on |k
Stomach Cancer %] x :

10 20 30 40 50
TUMOR,/ NORMAL RATIO

Fig. 15. ®m8r accumulation in secondary bone
tumors (grouped by primary disease and X-
ray findings)

P B Loy, XERSI BN, SR,
BAEMD3IF LY, Th % h SEHEES
3.16, 1.85, 2.62:7c b chb3M O KA X
h&kE LTS ERIECR LT Ehvbho
fo. NifEEES, BERERCoOWTAD L, W
# b L1k OSEENLp AR T hoteht, W
FIXIEBE O @\ B IRIURE & SERTEE o K\ ik
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RRTFOHEE D TH D, FORPEFYT B & his
Bt BLT5B. BN EER 1k £08
MED B BRI T b h & i Figldafip
3.03 & &¥BHPRS B EEERR LTV,
Hypemephroma izfs, TEMWBERBIL FhTE
hEBHUERE D EVERI TH b, i
BERELE DT b o L 5.

—H X ROMEROCHE 2, FRICRT DK
BOMICEREDEND B E > pHH L TR
&, FHEA C 3 FEERES. 16, NiliEEiEs
3.09, WiZIEETER3.03 8 Wi SR
AL, HEBOBICIZEALERI. BHER
BTV A ST 1. 85, Iis 51,95, Hyper-
nephroma JiEf1.80, TEMEEREL.65LBE
BHRcE LT 5, BEREB2.25 b¥
DICEWERZRL T, BEMC I EsiER
DEMNGE L, FEEERMEE oT 3.

Table 6 Differences in ®*"mSr accumulation
according to the site of bone metastasis

Uptake ratio

Primary

Patient N
site

“Tumor | Tumor | Tumor
of the | of the of the

vertebra | pelvis |extremity

Y.0.39y F| Breast 1.62 1.47 1.75

O.1.69y F| Breast 1.57 3.39 2.73

T.T.63y F| Kidney| 1.65 1.60 4.25

H.U.55y F|Stomach| 1.41 173 2.55

RICHEB AL ITHE - B8 - DUBCE & Ric b
B S SR EN BB E 5, ThFh
IC Lo THER BB HES) 235 % 0o 4 61k
HEBEBARMCOWTHE L (Table 6). %0
FEI b IR S A 7R L oix, 3 flaspu &
ThH Y, o 1 FlirERThote. Ko i
BEE 23 BV D R FHE 2 SEG & Bl 2 556 T Ho
7o BARERE B ISR OMERILE < e
DT, LlED 4 fEBGICBY3 5B ofs R T,
Y VT T T ACRIT HIEB RN OB S S kI
BHREL1THY, Bl - FHEIChI v H g
MRREE & BhbhFHE - (GBS B & 4

HAREFBNREEME 8325 H18

Fig. 16. ®mSr accumulation in secondary bone
tumors according to the site of bone tumors

Table 7 False positive cases of *7mSr
whole body scanning

1. Abnormal accumulation on the abdomen

Ecases
2. Spondylosis deformans - -ooveveieeeiiininis 4 cases
3. Others oo arssiiaes e 5 cases

Anterior view Posterior view

Fig. 17. False positive scan of *'mSr (spondylosis
deformans, 46y. f.) '

BRERE 0B CEHESG L b VEL £
bivs. Fig 161 Hypernephroma 24 F&{:i iR
BITHBH, HEREEEEREL .65, ZEllEBES1 .60
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THICBERMEER L, EXRBE 4. 25T
P& DT B,

iii) False positive v v5 7 5 Aot
mSr 1k IESHEBIEHIT A% « v BB mtb
SNy 2750V EMNEL, Zoi-pFalse positive
DA[EEHED D D & EhTWBY, F o CEERE
EBORED bh T \WEBRE 1634\ T
[BlD A% o v T Positive LZrxhiz, Fo
BROXPURED 5\ EFHAF & VETHIERND
BHHRT, LU R Overdiagnosis &
HE hic False positive JEFIIC - X iata (T
feotc, OSSR 16304144 (9%) @ False
positive %58 % 7=, Z > False positive o JE[H
1xTable 7R KEL 32T bhi.
Ticbhb, (1) EHEE B - R - B - b
B ~OEFETH Y, R4 5 Flaaky
Lie. (2) ZWMHME B X 294541
FEEEHTEA F e Positive L L Tlilixh s &
ERBY, MUBlP4flicH bRz, (3) Fofls
LT, AHPEREYREERNE 20 W
GBS EGER D B & &), WELLBED
AHYUNRREE L bR BETE- DT ¥
THYVF VT A%GRL THF % False positive
2D D 146h 5 6 ot Z e iEY Lie. Fig. 17t
HBMBEDO > vF 75 8 THIER LW 2 L -fl
TH DA, XN 5 KB - Bk
DEH LI BEHERHEE T, FRBBlIZ L FER
(ZREBI 3 False positive &5 X hte.

iv) 88t o v 25 M kb EBMEIEE O

33-(33)

Table 8 Comparison of *™®Sr scan and xray
findings in secondary bone tumors

Scan positive
Sag=h (I:qu:iz; Xray Xray
| |positive | negative
Carcinoma 99 90 9
Breast 27 24 3
Lung 19 18 1
Uterus 13 11 2
Prostate 11 9 2
Kidney (i} 6
Stomach 4 4
Others 19 18 1
Sarcoma 3 3
Malignant P )
Lymphoma i
Fibrosarcoma 1 1
~ Total 102 93 | 9
R >\vT
a) S (B v 5 a b BEIXEFT RO

% ke

A L7 < 100% oBBtER A1, HERMER
DEE Ex bh b EBETIEEC k5 oS
BEVVF IS AR EAF ¥ VTR O REMX
MATR E ER A LT aB & (Table 8), v v
F 7' 5 AGHERT AR Lic 10267936 (91%)
AAX BT T3 BB ALMR I X h AT R ht—
LTS, flio 9Bl (9%) A% VilifiH
XM EBGE L b2 5 ENTETFRELYR
DIEHOTIEGITH %A, BB FER %28
5 it b XA S A B LBBMATR &
RolefiTh Y, v vF 277 anXiE L v Bithc

Table 9 *"=Sr Bone Survey by Whole Body Scanner in the Cases of Breast Cancer

33 CEI.SéS

—-Xray (4) oo P P S
—Xray (—) - 4 Later Xray (4) oo =

Scan () e 7

Later Scan (—) -w-.oe 9

Deformans «-sseeeeueee 1—

—Xray (4) e Qeeeeen

Scan (==) oo 26 [—Xray (=) -veeer1lereees Negative confirmed ---

Screened «oveerieiininnn.,

‘— 4 Positives

’— 3 False Positives

................................ No False Ne‘gatjives

[—2{5 Negatives
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EBHE AL 2 IEATH S,

b) L @ %% #™Sr whole body scan-
ning = X % bone survey il

R X b BiEBEo hT RN E L TR
BE D%\ DI TH B L S h T 5 Hu9
O sy PR 336w R LT 3 2 A
LRI A 2 ) — = v 7 O ¥Sr whole body
scanning % {77027, F OF5HEIx Table 9 1w+
M TRy vy afRBMERES. Zh
SIXFERIFHEER RS b T 1 FIRERE
FhER Thokch, XA EET L L
5, o 1fExgd3flicksnwTrvyFrZ
AP R —3 Ui B B A MRS L 2 7.
fbd 4 Bl XARFAE T b BE L FRD I DT A,
5% 141k 6 » AR XBHFRAERI LD Y v F
75 A TIRBX BTG, HBIL, B
BMHECLTELMTHY, o 3EEOEOX
w kA T4 B A #2w° False positive &fE X
hichDTHB. chieHLyvF 77 sFRE
P26l 5 b X iRt (BME, 58 “17icolc
N Fh SR ERDT, Mo 150 XK
Hx A Tloblehrotods, *DH6~24% F Ok
B THBEB B AR RDY, Th
& 1% False negative % fE4sDf & &R iR H O
LifmE 5.

4. FEEEBERO S v vF /T ARDON

nn

Fig. 18. #mSr scan of chronic osteomyelitis
(7y. m.)

BRI RO MRS 328 019

T

SoSr 3 BSr & [FEkE ORMEILE D 5T B
B L R BB RS 510D, B
o Lis b3, Fig. 18iciT s 2 ool
I e & uptake IAINMEEDH BB, L
e Ty vF 7 5 AR AE RS & 2 L x
¥, zodkEkoBE R EoRANFEL T
5.

Table 10 ®*"mSr accumulation in compression
fracture of the vertebra

Patient Diagnosis %‘;zﬁmgs

T1.K. 68y F | Osteoporosis H

H.K. 60y F ” +
U.S.5Ty M ” +-—later—
K.K. 78y F ” —

U.H. 71y F ” =

T.M. 61y F ” —

M. C. 32y F | Metastic breast ca. HE
K.T.54y F ” -

S§.N. 65y F | Metastatic uterus ca.| + .

— RIS DA & Qi S ot
B2 AR & T D FHEE BT (RHEZRD
NRLELIFFED b A, Thhi L TEHERE
L5 L OETEBIT L DL 00t ORAO S
i B EIBARE L LIE LIENE Sh 35805
%. 243 ¥mSp whole body scanning filidTH "
IR L 5 EAEITE T ol mSr R
DEVOICEA E, FHERESBETEBCL ST
BB R~ S R 0 ERL B L TAH
o, FHEE B30 B 5 EHERE 6 #, HEER
fl3 iz ohty v 7 A A% Table
107k L. BHEECS\ TRy Y F 7 5 A0
Hatr e frh s flich b, BEBE2H6 (55
LElt 6 » BEDAF « vTEHIELTW3),H
SERAE 1 FITH D, BEREAIX Ak,
hics Ui EiEs e 3 Al SR 2 4 & asi
BN 1 BITH D, BERESII. ZOkiR
b 2 TIEFIENT AV D ThH % 23 S il E sl
o X B FEEET i BEEC X D EEET LD
SmSr RN E LWL, BEMSR T B
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FEEE T ORIk 0 B HRRE TR TH S &N
TR X e,

5. {REAEHI

i) REIEE A~

JE@L . Giant cell tumor, N, H. 13%, X«
(Fig. 19).

Fig. 19. Ciasc 1
X e T 9 ke ATHES AR5 2% U Rl 5-filt
MREZE 2% B bhteh, ™S v v F /5 AT
itk ot S b A b e vF v A OHR]
Bz THh 5 Osteoid JUHEEL 42 A Bigd2

FEf2. Cartilaginous exostosis, ¥, Y. 107,
4 (Fig. 20).

Fig. 20. Case 2

35-(35)

XEANCIE A BB s g G 5 A b
BB E UL T < AR D b . &
Foah 8MSr Ak o VE[IROICE A, bTRIC
SERERIIN A 2 B AR RIS & 3HIS 5 & 1. 83 TRERE
BT H b RS EE S R,

FEMI3. Chondroma, Y, M. 15%F, % (Fig.
21).

Fig. 21. Case 3

X RER = ¢ 7 4 —€ X hERIc
DT AP B Rb Hm:& Hh, T odc
(LERBAE L T\W5. ¥ e 7 &7 TR IE
.'r:uil'ﬁ';Fﬂ)@ uptake  J A\ FREE DRI INAI A

, IEESE 32,05 TH P e et T dhote, Probe

L

Fig. 22. Case 4
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HARE SR RE QMR H32% H1%

first examination

Fig. 23.

Anterior view
first examination

Posterior

9 months later

Case 5

o
g

6 months later
view

Fig. 24, Case 6

IS & DA IE & fEE L.

i) EHEEE~oIEH

EBI4.  Osteosarcoma, N, N. 17, 1 (Fig.
22).

XA 7 KRR F e Spicula Jgpm) < »
D, YVF T ARG YRS . 33 CH M T
DY EHEGERRE L. YERY vr s
A% %Co FRBFEIHMGE 1o B ORI 7
WIEDBE LIt

JiEGI5. Chondrosarcoma, K, M. 43%, 4
(Fig. 23).

KR LB TT PRSI AT S 1 4 4 5 ol
AL L, XHCH 7 BakE o B 37535 b
BELEEbhI. A%y vifileotc & & sl
o, BEHET I b BEEAEHRND S Sh, B
MR bEibhic. Ly L XM B
A Bhighote. 97 ABEUA* « VT
Lic& &2 e & 3t BHES o uptake 13 ij[al
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LDIHIEMUXBETCLE 4,
Wy B3 5 I FE o,

iii) JEfE & o Bone survey 1 LToOJEH

fiEfl6. FAEEiE®, T, K. 38%F, #« (Fig
24)

AR L D HAA 2 ) — = v 7 DOFE%RTAYE X
T Uic & = A BHE T B R 2330 B
f=F DA BE I T A O X R O BT Bk
zbhiehote. 6 2 AERBHE AR 5k A
TXEIE 2 Tieot= L o A4, 5 EHECD] S
WL A A RS ER AR S .

5 MEtE v 5

first examination

Fig. 25.

37-(37)

GEGT. HFBEEERE, K, S. 29, #&
(Fig. 25).

BRI A 2 ) — =V 7V DFFRTITIe DT A%
v T Tl uptake HIINAFED & h fopt X
B ERM Aot 4 H ABDAF » VTR [A
BRAT A 2 Bie X2 e ot & = A1
laHEic T i BHEGERRD bR, EBic 1
ﬂﬂ&mﬂﬁmWM?ékkkfxﬁzw&ﬁt
e & S APENGHED A HT 8 Hh B i E
DEBAHER S . OS5, fEF6 &

EDIT Y VI 2T AKX L D Blic B SR AR

4 months later 5 months later
Case 7

Fig. 26.

Anterior view Posterior view
Case 8
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before irradiation

Fig. 27.

MLz eflths.

fEFIS . FLRRsFEMEE R, C, H. 63, X«
(Fig. 26).
FIRATFMETTHE 2 2 B, R~ oilisEgt
HEB LICH, G0HAZ ) —=Vv 7/ ELTA
Fa vEET LI E S A, BHE - i - AR
REHERARD, BN S 2hvb b EEE
EHCRATHE D EE bR, TOHD X
Hidr 7z 0% Probe 1@ X 0 ifER A R SR
T, BES R dE L e s ® YERICU D ke
FBTH D,

iv) ¥aERREIZE~ o]

a) JHBRE A~ O

EFI9.  FEEIER, M, C. 32, 1ir (Fig
27).
FURIRETFATIIT 7 2 A%, BREd U A+«
VEATIR Dt & A BERE T IR I A LR o
Zbh, XRPAEORRE 3, 4EHEIER &E
L %Co [@4} 6,000rad #{Frcotc.  JHfRILED
L, EBIC8 » AEEARZE DI »IZ{Tiolc A
F v YOI, FHOEREIERD L, Fomss

HABE S A e S HERE 982 W1 %

after irradiation

Case 9

NEFLTWAZ L& Ebe5, XBFTRTY
[FIIEHE OHEAILE A > o — F & T b, HIRE L
Bt & fpoT & e,

b) AEHTHREE~ DG

SEMI10. Giant cell tumor, K, A. 24°F, ¥
(Fig. 28).

FHRERE P Fek Lo ERIRE©, Hifio >
VF 25 A THIEED uptake 7R LT\
H5, T GIER o LB E 2 it U 1 4EH o
v F 7' 7 £ TR ORISR &I /T
Fix A bR,

JE@I11. Giant cell tumor, A, Y. 243, 4r
(Fig. 29).

e b R L BRI T, RS
BT TS 8 46, b ¥michliaid v, X
P S IEFA b . A% & v ORSEFICE
L+ uptake AiZ HAUTESE & WE S e,

V) FFMEHEEEATE NS W~ O s
fEFI2. EOERGE, T, K. 53%, 4 (Fig.
30).

FEREMEE 1 A R, R C XA 120k
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39-(39)

before surgery

after surgery
Fig. 28. Case 10

HE, H2 - A BEREC AR BR,
HERAEIC X % b DDiE

bl (0 1
[ N BR[| S

Fig. 29. Case 11

ATEDS, v v F 5 A THRTE\ Y uptake %38
Y, HFEEIGE SR

3. FlEiEtg, K, T. 547, 4 (Fig
31).

FURNT: 6 7 A A U, XEiwE c T
1 - 2 BHEOFEHE A0 Bhicfod, A+«
VEITIRot & T A IR SO B E R
EU TR A bt BRXEHEKCE

W5 F B b B IR 2 RS DT h S BERIC X
b0 LHEL,

e~ *°Co [RSH 21T ic DT

RERDHE L TR L BITH 5.

Fig. 30.

I%".-

Anterior view Posterior view



40-(40)

Posterior view
Fig. 31. Case 13

Anterior view

IV !5F whole body scanning [Z B9 5185

1. F ofEllykic 00§k

i Lz F (3L oY1 7= b r v
T O (*He, P) *F oG X hfEH L= 0
TH5H. (FHENiz BF 3Ly 5 AskoHE
M4 STk S h, AN 2 o Bk
THHEL, M7CRELEBI VET 7105~
T L THEA L.

2. UF oy & iR

8F ¢3 Positron emitter CEJHNEL 1. 90 &
#d\~. Positron (1 annihilation iz I b 511KeV
=RAF =% [T 2l AR E T\ T 180°K
HH T 5. o 2 (HoREHE A IS5
Z L & b [RIREEE:  (Positron scanning) piif
HELih.

PR ARATIL 1 mCi e b 48 T0.03rads, FT
0.23rads &A%, ™St L gk A4 L FBRETH
hEECHHTE 5.

3. RS Is X OIE T

Wigest g 13 Table 11w Lz 40 31260C,
Wi d, ™Sr whole body scanning TR R
HELCIEATHA.

BF 139 1 mCi 2FHE ¥ 7o 13 RO EE L
fo. BE 1~ 2WRBICHETOAF « vH DI\ E

AAREFHOA RS Ess 32 W15

Positron =2 % & & JifT L 1-.

MELEE R D B ZBEE LB A F « 7 —%
[EAL, MifAFs ViZ=FAF— L~ 5104
30KeV Z i\, Z O FIELMEL ™S & ke
Ta%. Positron scanning T3 4B A &+ % F —D
FTFoEo—F% 14 4 — i A, il
DOHHIICIE = ) 2 — & —F Dl TR
ER{Tiootk.

4. BRER

Table 11 Scan resuls with '*F and
STmSr in 12 cases

S| N i e 5TmGy
| Patient I Diagnosis Stansh| BS o
N.N.16y F| Osteosarcoma Positive | Positive
A.S.11ly M #” " #”
K.M.41y F| Chondrosarcoma ” ”
E;- A .24y F| Giant cell tumor " ”
E.U.3ly F| Lymphosarcoma P #
| Matastats

$.H.58y M ?:ﬁ::z: l_tamc breast . .
M.T.33y F " o #”
D.I.69y F " ” "
K.T.53y F ” ” o
K.N.45y M g;i;ﬁ:am lung - .
T.A.42y M ” " " B

) Metastatic

T.T.63y F hypernephroma i ’

HeAE RS Table 110I0< 24 ¥™Sr A% & v
& [FAEREE AT RAvi bt

5. BF XUT¥mSr 0 v v F 25 AEIC O
T O

F, St o X 45 2 PIo i HaHRER S g

]«

‘15‘R::““--—-__~ 87mSr
208 N\ T ———
2 R 87m Sr
‘g 0.14 ‘m“-. LmE
3
= BF

001 — —

1 2 3 4 5 &
hours

Fig. 32. Blood disappearance curves of *F and
8TmSyp
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Anterior view Posterior view
UF scan (2 hours after inj.)

41-(41)

Anterior view Posterior view
“mSr scan (3 hours after inj.)

Fig. 33. Difference of scan image in F and mSr (67y. f.)

% Fig. 32104 i 1 ko mrhises 1
ELFe. FEHE LR T 8 12 ¥ 50% Lk
Mz Zo>TnBorR L, “F 1120~35% L H
L Tin\o. 2IGHE#B T Y8 1% 7240%
Pl kiR & % 25, ®F 1310~20%i@lid LT
%. SmSr i3 5 WMLl A b £ 1230% L o
FRENERD b, MR HSRETE R EIAR X A EL D T
Ehaialifa i, mbdh bodiksEn-c &
FRLTWA, ThicflL, YFraaiicmh
L hilH%kT 5. o BF & S ki3 B M
PR DN > vy 5 A 0 [T L
T, F—ERc T Fig. 331cpR Lo i< kst
W A B R 2 DS R B IER DR R
FELTWAY, BF v vs 735 akkk\1C, X
DIfiF~ y 7 75 v FoAWERERE bR
T3,

6. I8F Positron v v 75 AILDWT

T R—IEFIC X V@D > vF 275 4L Po-
sitron > v 25 AR B L T b &, Fig. 34i%
HEE B 284k Ui B RIEGITH D a3 1°F 500
HCIE O G4SN~ v 27 7 A TiL, F
D= F L F —H0.51MeV TR F oL
X B0 Th s (s Eio ity
I NS TH D). e LI H o

.’

Conventional scan Postitron scan
Fig. 34. '"F scan (lly. m.)

Positron > w3 2 5 A ClkFFHIE 2 & 5109
BAHRERHEER I ¥F 5 E oA AbiTix >
VI 75 AR 0TIV 54, HELEE oA
@A bR T W20 TH 5.

X bHic d 5—om Positron scanning @ F| & &
LT, fiotgfinFiEiicssh Tt £o
T HUC X M fe o~ 8F Positron o vF 5 ApY
Bohsdz b bhs. Fig 3513704 M
HERH TH Y, "CAu BEIA >« VT 18
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HAREHMRERME W2k W15

{2 8F Positron R & o V& {Ti007 pGEH A %
VTR MABEERT L 705 oA i & B FF O
B AR, FHE - B8 - W EREBEScE
Wi7e uptake ZiRFEEW] fov vF 25 A BED
M, fBf%FE L o double scanning 2IR[RETH B &
EXTREEL T 5,
V BELLUICEE

19614F Fleming®® % 88r Photoscan {2 L b 55
WEOBW % F7 2T LLI3E Bone seeking isotope ~
LT SSe i FlIES 2o Hkf@e LTRw
BRTELD, RIS E B =3 L ¥ -3
S PRI B\ R E DR EEFT B T EpB
i‘CE'ﬁ'é(T@ Eﬁff‘f]:ﬁ’f% &: z ;_).C«‘%Z)m)mmm_ Ci‘l
VRS L T 19624E MR #% L T Myers®®, Blau® 4
IZ X b D TR BRI MG DA S B
IHRFN V=t —THD "5 3 LU F Dffi
R T REL fro T & 1P, HHw
A BT Zhbo HHEakiELA-, &
DICHEZRDHEIEDOFPED 1 D THHLH A+ «
F—%F|F L %mSr, 1¥F whole body scanning j=
& 2 RIEER2 W% 17 /e \ A H: D BRAY i i e > %
B Tieolb0Th 5.

BT 8™Sr whole body scanning D[
ICHweBic Y, ReisiEfTsBReiRLiEs ik
DI, AT S oMk & HIEEE MR

¥8Au bonz 'F positron
marrow scan  scan

Fig. 35. Double scan with *F and '“®*Au (33y. {.)

2 & BB 2 1T oo,

¥ mSr kIS 2. 8IEfE] & 40 A < WM
Pl KEFRSAEETH b, £ OIERSBIE
Tk Generator J b Milking iz Lo THEHCES
oL o FlExdo K BEECHD
Y D AP HI80IRG ] & FE oo 2 AL T Gen-
erator DAAAUATE L e b D { DHIET
HD. WEKEME LTk»HBHVHRT &l
HWAF ¥ F—I12AF » VEEIGEL, LEoxaF
x YOI BIRD v v 2T ADHEEHIFH40 x 40
enfREETH B, £y vF s AREBITIT
R 2 E L BEOEMARE KR Ly v
F I ARBLHT LA TH . LLES
EFEFEOFER LA EEEL S A * « > —13,
e REEE D B 85 25 TR 5 m/min. OE CAEA T
Bilzwb, 304 B OERRINC £ > v 7 5 A
FRLFEHE AL TV, Lot ohi ko
BT hEBARY 52 5 L e 28 Dbone
survey % routine [Z1T7z 5 & EAEJHE & ot
FBRHRREATILEA T 2E0m Sl
THDY, 1EDAF« VTR - BEED 2 1
DV F 75 ARANCEEENREZ D, Fo
b & GROHE « DR X BT HIEEs Bk h
T TERE /ISR — e 15 S U2 S~ & %
Did. fGEEE TER L oREHO L4
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v vF /7 w503, BAEIHERY
7, BENDI V2 Y 2 —x % HHT 5Dk
HOR IHENBE Lied, Zof»bLT D
¥imSr (X EFF I O L LT pRRE R A
W, ImSric iy REFY GETHETH b = 0 BANC
feo T\ 1mCi Bi- b O R R Charkes® jz
X EE T 0.099rads, 4= C (.022rads, Meck-
elnburg®® = I juE £ 4 0.405rads, (.012rads,
Spencer®® 1z X (¥ 4 % 0.0lrads, (.007rads,
Weber® 1z X huEEC 0.14rads L #iEEC L b
2 Tefl A Eh T B 5 Wih e X 88 i
KL 1/ 10077\ LEE O 1 &40 W23 HH Y
THY, ZODdBHRE~OIEH™, Rl
W3 LONRA~OHEAW L TREL Foote. Lnd
fmSe DY $i =5 A F —H% 388KeV & 85 0513
KeV I D{EL{ R % & VICHY Th DY 7o v
F TG AT HT EN TED kD 8 12tk
L oS (3O x0T 5.

ST S v v F 7T A TERIEER B &
LCHiti sy, SEERL-NEER, ik
I &b EoREOKRE XOEEBHEHTRETH S
MEMABTIDEE L7 v v P —AERIC LT
W &A{Tieote. TORREEX Sy 7750 V¥
WEEE LA 1065 5 AU TEER 2 enflitg D fESS ¢ 4 it
TEETH B LHHEE S hic.

KICEZ L oSt o vF 75 AHMCHIc
D THIE & T A1 2 OBR Tz oW TR & T
Teote. EHEHEFIZONTHRD & WThofEMR
BUWTHEHM - BREORER I X OWUBHE OB
ffiffamic ¥ ™S OAEBS MRS bR B H, &
CICEBREDBARIIY & CHUKEEE =
T4 =t &7 4=, FREECEREA PR
v F v AOLEBERELRA DR, E4OHME &
bicgy < I AHEIEICH D, B F v —F—DfAD
WaEE, B BEEOREEE, Rt mESAm,
BREOFEORINCRIFET L IR THBHHD, &
REFHEZBCHOTUE= T 4 —¥, AXT 4 —
i & O EOFIAETCEWCERAYRT L 0
EEZbRD. RICHHIAT, TiobbAFx » v
BRI D TR R T e 010y, — g
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BRI 3o\~ T BE M 3 X OIS 153 4
PRAL# O WAHREIEEE e B 5 U C R el 3 e
X h 5. Charkes®, Spencer®, Loken®”, Benoit®
HITHEHES 1 BRI A $# « v &2{TIo T 5
B, SalOEE 0T e ot BRI s 1) 5 ¥™8r
BRI ORERFAYHER O B €13, #™Sr 1 ~ 3 mCi
W 3 ~ SRFEIRIC A F « VEBIIGET A O X

Lo RS, BE 1 RFERE T RS 5
OISy 7 757 VB E iz, False neg-
ative J5 %\~ False positive 12 7¢ % ATHERE D35S
WEF iz b, Galasko'® 3 L RIK[FREED
3 ~ 4B A% & YEfTIRH D2 L
EDORFR EDT B, nds, PNRAETHEEREN
1mCi DUFo #End, #5452 ~ 3Welfkic 2%
¥ VEBIET R L, DEOBERE RSO A
FRAYERIDZ  FDFcBIMHPDA b r v F 7 AD
BABRFE NS THD. RIC, 1EIORAF VT
Beh5 2HD VT 75 sMET I B HTHIE,
#Him (S ofthcBIL i, [l
EECE - B - BhikE - BE R - RS Se B 5
0L fliidsh, #®ugcx BRE - BHE -
i« AAEEc b RN TS D & L 2R
fo. ThbOEMEEEL, WHEOMEY X%
EHWENELEMb Yy v /s a kT AT L
NREITH Y, COiERBEEFED M LIRS h
%. Ik v v s s A LoOERT & LT
TR DT & e b DTAF « VREFTRIOBERH
HETh 5.

LLE AR § & S\ T 51319694 3
H & b 19714R10H ¥ ¢ £EEE & b & L
# 378fijo> 8™™Sr whole body scanning % {7ic->
f. & ORER RIER S IES] T 206 166hc >
vF 75 AP R TH b 4 GipeH: CRTEE
K80 THhote. ¥ I FAMEAFEE Tz A
¥ x VJEAT166IFR 2 G1( 1002 EtERT Ras 2 &
hic, 20X 5 wERRTECET 5 R T
FEHEIERE R B REBIEE Y L oTiznv5
PSSR E fe Bl ST 5 EThigu,
Fo 12 2 b OSEMIC 3\ TR EE A kT % &
BB EDD D= Lidole. ThbbRE
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PER TR CrRigEs fo\ o Urh & b B p MK 5
0% % e, SR Giant cell tumor, Ost-
eoma £ 1 BIiciRd bhizicd Eiehotn, &
AICFC USRS T B IR T s B i 2R T 3
DHy Osteosarcoma 4> 5 |4 &i563% & 5L -
T, REEBE#ELY Angiosarcoma o |
BIDZTH Y, & pEERMER 13 Chordoma,
Fibrosarcoma, Chondrosarcoma @iz &\ 3
b R AR e el Z LW IR E S h
TEY, o0k 5 FREEESmECL 8™
PREEEC I\ T Bl BPE IR X b S sk
ZELEAPITR IR, ETZhb S o
ARREICBI L Tk ¥8r & & &7 b GERFEH Tetiad s
SCRRAIC b 7e B hTudeus, B8t oMFcBI LT
BEERFEIP® % i U & LEEFE™O X b [EEH
fLOFEWRIE, BEEH, BFLE RED FedH
B o &, Fo44RiE 13 Mineralization,
Bone formation rate o ffFic £ Eh5 & Xh
T30, GEZEEDOTON ™St kX B> v
F 77 5 DEROCPIT B 54T Tk B8 L ARkl
WP E B\ VR BSR4 DR B S R A
G2 ohic. Lo UKEXE EEHECS L
Reticulum cell sarcoma, Myeloma 2 4, & oD {8
WHlohs o LrsnEhic. Myeloma B LT
V% %Sr scanning i X BHiH H ATEETH b B
R NES RO RIS A EC LD THH L
O B 2 B B2 — 1L R o (S
EEZBRTVB™, 88 2+ o v CBEEF Eo
f#biic\\? Reticulum cell sarcoma (=%f L 1°F
Bt > v5- 7 5 4 & 37 Dworkin!® 4, —fEAY
w, Hidxgatr—y—0fERRFELT, B
A o B hn, 45 turnover o FiiEds X OESIT I
G S B X 5 I HMEOELD 3 5% BT
WEHDHTHB.

FHZR ORI L S o v 75 AP
RofEM 41, dynamic 7z Bone metabolism
DI X DV ELE AR INx Tz, T 7 BH5™5r scanning
TR R C WE T5kd, K71V
b — 7135 Exchangeable bone pool® |z ff{E
T5 EEx2 bh, Thicwl ®SrixfEsin

HAESRH &SNS #eek H1%

THITE 4 %0 T Z O 5Tk Non-exchangeable
bone ~.® Accretion 3 & LCHIFELTWB & &
i el blBRENS B LBbh 3.
L. L Shaffer*® 4, 3k~<T\v3% J 5ic = @ Excha-
geable fraction ¢ size } Accretion rate } pijf
D% RF 0 ¢, #™Sr scanning {, %5513 Bone
formation ZJGEL T35 & &I filide big\ &8
i, Reticulum cell sarcoma, Myeloma ¢34
%, Exchangeable fraction ik Accretion pii%
AqTish,  7o7f Resorption 37 jua %1
20 LBz L h BOBBI ISV TEEDRL
o ¥mSe YRR T X B LEbh D,
Pl & foodz 8mSr vt 5 A4 &
h S8y scanning 13 b HEEEMEL O R, EiE
OEFEGE S & ERRRETIED B 25, ko
FmSr & D ABBMED BHE T H PSr & AR
R & ke b C LB 0TH D, i
ZH L1 DORRADBFETHEEZ DR S.

W fE A E S 1o o ¥, #mSr whole body
scanning o [EFHHERLY 2.5 L, A%y VLT
102fEA S\ T > v 7 5 AT R Y 7
L, Charkes O#&E® & [ 100% O Btk n15
B, False negative 13jRx Bhich ot &<
@55 9REMEE K XEMCE Lo bh
sl B v v 7 5 A FREBYRIL £
THDTHESL. FEOFEEH Turner’® jz Jhpr
18.4%, Abrams® (o k¥ 27.2% & EERIC BB
f, Lbd Young™ o riuf XEECH i
T WCISEE R B R 0 Fe56. 7% b #ET 5
Evibh, EEEE ORI I T X2
i 5 fl > FEGAFE D LB AR S h B &L 2 AT
HHD, AERZOHETELDTENLFECH
D B & R L1595 & & 2 HE OB RE
LTWw35,

flb 56 a8 > THER ORES b ot il
B 1630 s\ T14f (9 %) oFalse positive
Bl oich, ThbofEihickh, @  JEHE
BNOLH, © ZTMMIHE BEBEC LS
FEAEHE @ L ofhdmasEity Ru4nt s
B, v vF 5 AOURARHRNRRA & B
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hD “Piaid " p% False positive DJFIH L% %
bhic. LaLianbRiE, MEEBLRETS
Y& False negative 3\~ &\ 5 EIFIER O
RELH I\ Evd 2 & 2 ERLTEDY, False
positive = k. % Overdiagnosis 3% >T 4 [HHREY
CkEFHIiEh 550 EELbhi. LT
Z ® False positive SEFIDYEE 4 T 5 fedic
W, Y vF 275 AFTRIC T IR X R eI
D XRFREL BT >0 &, ¥+
¥ YEITIRH T EENNETH Y, BARCTTEE
LEZbhic. Tk b ciERBE B2k
7% 8™mSr whole body scanning o #iH{=R13 3
¢> 85r scanning 1= & % R HETH 5 Charkes
(1965) 95%™, Simpson (1965) 81%*®, MW
(1970) 8125*% & BB ¥™Sr D
DTWBZ EMRENT.

RICEHE X BEER C 375 EREO XEE

(AT - BTMRL - WERAR) & o5r 4

BEEOBIRCOWTHRE LicksE, BEEE ks
WORBERENE L, RVTERAR, FRAR
DIRE 7eote. —HIRFEHRINCHEEE O ez 1T
5 &, BRI\ CHERE A E L, Hyper-
nephroma, FEREEIMEVEHEGER L. Mo
1< RIGHERTEE © iz aEgc ™S
EEELRL, —HEFHEOZLWEEXBRD
Hyperephroma ¥nfic ££F{EN K\ 5, 55
WL XHRE THTRE O BEB I SRR 2\ ME
R BATHRERE LD, BEBHAIST %S
SRR A B BT O RIGHE§ 4L o
B L BBt E BT 50 EEL bhic.
iz 8 m8r whole body scanning o [ EEAYIEFH
D 1BE LT, FLREMHE 3 » B LA BE33EG
ENRCAERTEVEREBEOA 2 ) —= vy
% & LT offiffiic> R 2T otk. £ oRsE
4 Pl BEB 2RO LN, hbIXFEHEECE
EBYRDORA T 12K E, WFhi X+
¥ VIEfTREERTH D, XEREATERD 146
ZED3PNIAF » VITREFHER L it i 1
Pl XiEirREtEch v 6 » Akicy v 75 A
FTRC—FH L T U TXHFMciEE AR X
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iz, LichioTohb 4 ik 3R b ZEE
FEE = BER N Hol b0l fEINEDTH

b, FiRFCBIEE OFEIENZE ST uiu i
A, WIEOWRGHE 2 B 2T BLEZLL
R, REREEEOWBER L+ L i 1M
HhEZBEEL DRI LichoTiE, i,
HIZARSE, Hypernephroma &-FH:f % 2o L=
FTUWIEBE AT SO R O BBEZED LT
A7V == XEELTRVIRABREHRERS
NEZEREBEHEIRE.

—77 ¥mSr i3 88r L Rk BRES, BTSSR
[EGEEC TG s L et sh, BIEE, 3F
FEGHOEAEN SRR TH D &\ 5 —iiy
RAZHFL TS, FELBOBESTLIEL
EABIEER & R EheTWEHEEC L 3
BHEEBBIMCAREZIGRAT 5 & ™S 45
BEWEF2H D, ITHEEBEBI X 53 O TIE
EEL DRABRAOHhEFEOERT X k&
ZED ARETEETH oL Lo Tohd
AEOCHERCERRNMEE LThIF>5b0L
#zbhi.

#3313 ¥F whole body scanning |z [
SWRT AT oe. BF st 1. omshg s
P WA S St L iniEREE TR Ry St
AIEETH b, *™Sr L[k B8t DR ARH5 B
B ThHN, kEHq7rbryickhE
L, LabFEEHIRE =, S 7 e b r vl
W EFIHTERWREI NS D, BHiED
LT HEIEHHET routine 2 {E T ¥ 7o Bk
ChbH, FEFIFC LU THEWETFOY 4 7 n
PR E ORISR BF 2B T
S8t v F /5 APTR N BEHEERL TV B ESR
PERTES 4 01, IEBMEIED 8 fUE 1261w XL
18F whole body scanning % Ji {7 a3 B s b %
fo. TSR ™S LARRLABREY vF ST A
NELRIH, BF o v 75 At s\ T Weber
% ML LTwB ML, MBSy 259w
F23 9mSr L, X hAvEARLBR, h
vk 1F, $™Sr il SR o Hoiic X b BEAZ X h
fo. Tiobb, R IEELBEET, 8= 13
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K50 % L Lo T Aok L, ¥F 1320
~35% L R L TWwigy., 2 B i 8™™Sr
X ERAZE Bl B8, F 3R 10~20
%@ LT\ %, French!” p#fifs v, 1F |1
1R TmAesy, 2RETIRISS EEL
WEBARABhEEO/ORIAER L BE—HKL
T\, 2Dk 5ic ¥F 1 ¥ 8r i e~ b
DHEEENRF D, S, 72759V FOHW
HWEASoRD EEL BRI, L LILE,
BF 121 b ol R i, Y VF S S
AT EOiERT T H B B S L ki
BELLDDTHERAT Y TR LTI DED
HENDETHED = LMo,

¥ 7= 18F |3 Positron emitter TH 3 &\~ 5 ik
# % H LT Positron scanning 230J§ETH b, Van
dyke’®, Schaer'® % Positron camera % fi\ g
B CEEBTC@ RIS T 525, FHEIBHERER A
DL AF 5 F—%HT, ®F Positron scan-
ning 2{7/pofc. FOFBREMELT, O #K
At oBAC X VA ER L bR, @ [
b oEfE (Positron emitter Tig\y) 235X
hTb Thic e ZF iy vs 75 a2 fEb
TLERTES. Wi 2 ARdFbh, ETEL
T, BHBEEBERNE S D T ¥F oXKEHE 10
Hilehrr trnEibhic,

PAE#EE 0 BT & o BEEZH i s T3
8mSr, 18F whody body scanning o {fiifii & JRFL %
RiET U TomS TH 5.

A, {fifEiiz>u~T

1. m8y 18F 135k 88r scanning X [AjHE,
B DAL - JEA D 240 » SHEHIIER IR & Hckt
MBS EDIE LD 5 5. FIoXEEATR
LY RN EER AR LAS LV 5 RERE
BErHT 5.

2. BBk LEbAflifEE LT

@ EEEEID IS KERETETH D,
STmSr 13T =k AF—p {EL, BF 1 Positron
scanning R3TX 3720, BEHOI VY VYF 75
A%{BCLENTE, LORKR SSric b BIES
BHEY LT85,

HARESERAE MM #8328 H15

@ ARG FRBR RSPV LIRS
DV RMEBA~OICHEYEEE L, ¥ -0
A VELERELX L TARELFELH
T5.

@ ®Sr Tix B L B Anaplastic 7¢ffEiE,
Reticulum cell sarcoma, Myeloma T 4Bt v
F7 56 ELTHRIELES.

3. WEHELLTEHELSAF « F—2H
% & EEERNC £y @ bone survey piE[EETH B
¥, WHREOAZ ) —= v /7OFRELTRET
B Y, FiE bORARIERE O #F T H N
E Lz 52 EBbh5.

B. JRFCOWT

1. ®mSr, 1BF 3 88r & FHEKIE - EEEOH
BT, Rk - IR o/ A& Ik RAT
BEThH5.

2. WSy TSy 2 5TV FR B
@ False positive 244 5 A[EEEN B 5.

VI % =

HE T EHEGT IR TFTAPV—Y—ThHD
smSr, BF jx LU EELS A « 7 — O
X % Whole body scanning #FEEZ #nic i
L, ZEBEY « BRIRMIBGR 2 T leocfE R, IFo
nEiEHREEC.

1. FFHai%eE ™S, *F (xgifigEsnidunie
3 B8 L LMD gk b0, TibbkE:
PrEpinafEfcfoed Statistical errors pijEH False
negative 23HA T 5. FicREEGRE, REEC
JICHTE, EDhIRERENRTRETS .

2. ¥mSr B T#=F ¥ — BNEVBHRED
DIz ) 2=z —%HHTE, ¥F @fHr»b
OPRt BB M Sy 2750 v FD Fh O
¥, HBWILE I ¥F 11 Positron scanning 3T EE
THELR 2 A 218, 3 %8 X vl e v
F 75 A %D ENTETSH 5.

3. EHEHAF ¥ F -1 LS04I OHE
P[] CHIT®R, RER 2oy vF s/ 7 an
FcEoh, BOXd & HEo ExD0FI
B 5O BT £ o ERE 52\ 50T,
Bone swrvey OFEE LTHETH S.
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4. ¥mSr A%« v FEFEHIE HES ~ 5 R
H#ETHY, BF 31 ~2HHEBETHS.

5. lEE % iz ¥ ™Sr whole body scanning
% 378, '®F whole body scanning % 120licjiti
1L, ®™Sr scanning i T RB¥FES T1280%,
TRFEMEEMBIES 7 b O EBEEIEE T 100
% OEMREY B, LHLIEEFATI%S D False
positive DFEfEL DI, Fio—RRC F RN
FHEG L REREE X » BEEROEAN XD
Rl RE L I BT BE T H 1.

6. [EE, JSAEROEMIER X T ThHS
B, FEFTRTAFRESENORERELE L
THES & BB oot WEHERE L BiERE
L DEZE TR BT OERE © 2R R A5
H, SEBEAIEBERBCED bh.

7. WEEBEBROXMRE L S £5E Lo
AP LR, BIRELE b &\ e
2B Y, BEEAERENMEL, BAEXED
R B L.

8. ®8r 2¥F s vTBMEE LTI LB Reti-
culum cell sarcoma, Myeloma ¢4, ™5 o v
75 s R TEEREE R L.

9. ¥mSr, 1F whole body scanning (333 D
A2V —=v L LTHAVWAZ LIt b, ME
BREF O BRI b0 X @B b Th s
B EEE P EHATRETA H, EHRETEL -
THETHENFEREGF2 520 THD &N
Hore,

e s clEa, CHEELD Y, CERrBo
TeFRERERHGEERERWARBAET 5 L 0 BEAF
FEHEHF BRI ELL Y ERoBEE L ¥ T,
F oA TR A fo s BT AR SN R
s LU BN REF RS RA RS, AL
CEHEBE LTS L3, AW IBN 2viiivik
FERI vz —Z8E=, HEM, WHEAX, WF
BEARMHER S & O AR B ELER o)

D bEH G LET, 2B 2k
WHE=:F, JIREEHEC S BEH - LET.
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