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Bone Scintigraphy with Tc-99m Methylene Diphosphonate:
A Comparison with Ethane-Hydroxy-Diphosphonate
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The Center for Adult Diseases, OSAKA
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Fig. 1 Blood clearance of MDP (8 patients) compared
with EHDP (5 patients) assuming blood volume
was 7% of body weight.
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Fig. 2 Cumulative urinary excretion of MDP (8
patients) compared with EHDP (7 patients).
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Fig. 3 Bone-to-soft tissue count ratios for lumbar
spine of MDP (7 patients) compared with
EHDP (7 patients).
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Fig. 4 Female, age 46. Breast cancer. Whole body
camera image obtained 5 hours after admini-
stration of MDP (A/B ratio 5.3).

Fig. 5 Female, age 47. Breast cancer. Comparative
whole body camera images obtained 2 hours
(left) and 6 hours (right) after administration
of MDP,
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Fig. 6 Male, age 54. Lung cancer. Comparative whole
body camera images obtained 2 hours (left)
and 6 hours (right) after administration of
EHDP.
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