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Beispiele von PET/CT Scannern
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Schlagwort: Spezifitat

FDG PET-CT: Braunes Fettgewebe
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Zeit Faktor: PET-CT
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Torizuka T., et al. 2009
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PET/CT + Time of Flight (TOF)
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Hohe Interobserver Korrelation bei Lymphom Staging

TABLE 3. Intra- and Interobserver Varabiity

Intracbserver

Pamameter
Ann Arbor
Extranodal
Mo. of nodal groups
Modal sites
Cervical®
Axillary
Infraclavicular
Hilar
Pelvic
Inguinal or femoral
Mediastinal
Pariaortic
Mesentery
Extranodal sites
Spleen

Interobservar

1
0.91 (0.82-0.97)
0.82 (0.70-0.93)
0.93 {0.80-0.95)

0.84 {0.72-0:89)
0.80 (0.68-0.59)
0.55 (—0.01-0.89)
0.82 {0.70-0.95)
0.82 {0.70-0.81)
0.82 (0.72-0.91)
0.75 (0.61-0.88)
0.77 {0.65-0.90)
0.65 (0.47-0.83)

0.84 (0.69-0.99)
0.94 (0.85-0.99)
0.2 {0.58-0.99)
0.95 {0.84-0.99)
0.71 (0.40-0.99)

2

0.88 {0.80-0.95)
0.86 (0.76-0.96)
0.91 (0.87-0.94)

0.86 {0.78-0.93}
0.74 (0.61-0.85)
0.39 {0.10-0.73)
0.85 {0.48-0.87)
0.68 {0.53-0.81)
0.69 {0.55-0.82}
0.75 {0.61-0.88)
0.76 {0.63-0.89)
051 (0.41-0.81)

0.81 (0.67-0.96)
0.81 (0.67-0.96)
0.90 (0.72-0.99)
0.88 (0.71-0.99)
0.56 {0.11-0.99)

1wvs 2
0.81 (0.69-0.90)
0.74 (0.61-0.87)
0.83 (0.76-0.89)

0.81 (0.71-0.90)
0.60 (0.56-0.81)
0.23 (—0.02-0.55)
0.56 (0.37-0,75)
0.85 (0.53-0.76)
0.71 (0.59-0.82)
0.75 (0.61-0.88)
0.75 (0.62-0.88)
0.63 [0.44-0.81)

0.75 (0.57-0.92)
0.76 (0.60-0,82)
0.58 (0.21-0.95)
0.84 (0.66-0.90)
0.64 (0.35-0.93)

“Cenvical includes supraciavicular and &l head and neck nodal stations:

2vs. 3
0.79 (0.68-0.86)
D.B2 0.71-0.93}
0.92 {0 B3-0.95)

0.77 0.66-0.86)
0.69 {0.53-0.83)
0.37 (- 0.01-0.68)
0.58 {0.36-0.79)
0.71 {0.60-0.82)
0.76 {0.64-0.87)
0.77 {0.64-0.90)
0.81 0.69-0.93)
0.61 [0.41-0.81)

0.81 [0.67-D.96)
0.76 {0.60-0.92)
0.58 [0.21-0.95)
0.78 {0.57-0.99)
0.58 {0.28-0.91)

1 vs3
087 (0.77-0.94)
0.76 (0.63-0.89)
0.88 {0.83-0.92)

0.79 (0.68-0.88)
0.73 (0.60-0.84)
0.14 (—0.04-0.50)
0.63 (0.45-0.81)
0.68 (0.55-0.79)
0.69 (0.55-0.82)
0.73 (0.58-0.87)
0.78 (0.85-0.90)
D.67 (0.48-0.85)

0.69 (0.51-0.88)
0.93 (0.84-0.99)
0.65 (0.32-0.97)
0.59 (0.32-0.67)
037 (—0.03-0.76)

Data are intraclass correlabon coefficient for number of nodal groups and k., forall other vanables, with 35% confidence interyals in
parantheses.

Hofman M, et al. 2009
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Work in progress: PET-CT, SPECT-CT

Attenuationkorrektur- CT, Low-dose CT
(Lokalisierungs) vs. diagnestisches CT

Untersuchungsprotokolle bei
unterschiedlichen Indikationen (mit/ohne KM)

Befundung (NM, Radiologie)
Stichwort: Lehr- und Lernzielkatalog
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Zusammenfassung: PET/ PET -CT

PET hat einen hohen Stellenwert im Rahmen von:
Primarstaging
Rezidivdiagnostik
Ansprechen auf Therapie
Prognose

PET/CT vs. (stand alone) PET
Hohere diagnostische Treffsicherheit
Schnellere Untersuchung
Mehr Patientendurchsatz (geringere erforderliche Patientendosis)
Klrzere Wartezeit und kiirzere diagnostische Wege
Optimierter Personaleinsatz (RT)
Entfallen von Kosten zum Austausch der externen Strahlenguelle

v
v
v
v
v
v

\/oraussetzung dafi Gr:

Enge Zusammenarbeit der Facharztinnen fir Nuklearmedizin und Radielegie
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