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2) FH#:Sn-v'm Y R 0.02 mg/kg FiE 304>
#%, Na®mTcO,~ 20 mCi (740 MBq) # &0k & Y
RI Angio set (=7 r) ZFHWTAREEAL, 3B
T &z 12 # > Angiography image #, %V T3
BT L2 64 Poolimage L. Z o
DOEET — %13, FiEf 500 msec T L 64 7L
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R LIy v Fh 2 53EZHM GCA-401-5 T,
F— Z BB T LR GMS-55A Th 5.

. #% =2

1. 99mTc-RBCs [Z & B RI Angio {& & Pool {&

9mTcO4~ bolus 7 A% » RI Angio 4o BhkHH
T, KFFEELC radioactivity % 38 % % JE ffl &
Angio (+), @D VEH % Angio (—) &L, —
J5 Pool 4 CRFEEERIC radioactivity % 38 & % JiE
flz Pool (+), Wi WEF % Pool (—) L LT,
FR U AR ML REE L8457 & AR 1 8451 > v TR
L.

Table 1 (2773 & 9 ICHFHEAT R ML 5 1E T3,
Angio (—), Pool (+) DHEFIN L < 13fic A 6,
—7%, Angio (+), Pool (+) O EFIL 5 Flic A6
N, E-FFMRARE <k Table 2 iR+ X9
Angio (+), Pool (=) o JiE #] 4 flicH b h,
Angio (+), Pool (+) OEFI 13 fFlicH STz,

Rk LB RO B 4 — > T & % Angio
(—), Pool (+) mfzER & Fig. 1 i{z;rL, Fig. 2
I TR O RS 7 — > Tdh 5 Angio (4),

(slope) & L THERIZ & ic bbbkt L. Pool (—) o 4 #] # 7< L T\ %. RI Angio {§,
Table 1 The results of RI dynamic study in hepatic hemangioma
Case Location Size (A) and (P) Slope

1 S.N. S8 M S6 2.0x3.0 A(+) P(+) +0.026
S7 3.0x3.0 A(+) P(+) +0.052

2 MM. 49M S3 7.0x 8.0 A(—-) P(+) +0.778
3 T.N. 66 F S7 2.0x3.0 A(—) P(+) +0.120
4 S.K. 60 F S3 4.0x5.0 A(—) P(+) —0.019
5 Y.N. 56 F S2 8.5%x9.0 A(+) P(+) +1.023
6 H.O. S0 F S5 4.0x4.0 A(+) P(+) —0.149
7 F.S. 62 F S8 3.0x3.0 A(—) P(+) +0.264
8 K.K. 64 M S4 4.0x4.0 A(—) P(+) +0.170
9 K.K. 64M S3 2.5%x3.5 A(—) P(+) —0.010
10 S.T. S55M S6 5.0x6.0 A(—) P(+) +0.406
11 MY. 32F S8 4.0x4.0 A(—) P(+) +0.057
12 H.S. 65 F S5 3.5x3.5 A(+) P(+) +0.015
13 K.IL 63 M Ss 6.7x7.5 A(—=) P(+) +0.672
14 N.L 60 M S6 4.0%x4.0 A(—=) P(+) +0.483
15 S.S. S3F S1 4.0x4.0 A(—) P(+) —0.035
16 S.T. 58 M S5 2.5x3.0 A(+) P(+) +0.178
17 JY. S9M SS 4.0x4.5 A(—) P(+) +0.127
18 Y.S. 59M S6 11.0x 14.0 A(—) P(+) +0.118
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Table 2 The results of RI dynamic study in hepatocellular carcinoma

Case Location Size (A) and (P) Slope
1 S.Y. 59 M S4 3.5%x5.0 A(+) P(+) —0.888
2 H.Y. 63 M S4 13.0x 16.5 A(+) P(+) —1.823
3 Y.N. 65 M S6 45x5.5 A(+) P(+) +0.012
4 K.I. S5IM R. lobe 18.0x20.0 A(+) P(+) —0.890
5 K.O. 52F R. lobe 13.5x17.0 A(—) P(—) —0.382
6 F.T. 64 M S7 4,0x4.0 A(+) P(+) —0.028
7 MS. 61M S6 3.0x4.0 A(+) P(+) —0.140
8 I.K. 75F S8 6.0x7.0 A(+) P(—) —0.151
9 SS.  59M S6 5.0x5.5 A(+) P(+) —0.027
10 JH. 56M S7 6.0x8.5 A(+) P(—) —0.361
11 K.S. 73 F S5 7.5%x9.0 A(+) P(—) —0.391
12 TM. 60F S3 4.0%x4.0 A(+) P(+) —0.056
13 1.M. 58 M S8 4.0x4.0 A(+) P(+) +0.192
14 TW. 8IM S8 2.0x2.0 A(+) P(—) —0.294
15 TT 78 M S5 3.5x4.5 A(+) P(+) —0.007
16 T.O 70 M S5 4.0x4.0 A(+) P(+) —0.004
17 K.K. 69 M S4 2.5x4.5 A(+) P(+) —0.201
18 Y.S. 63 M S8 6.0x 6.0 A(+) P(+) —0.302

Fig. 1a Hemangioma Case 2
Flow study in anterior view showed no ap-
preciable radioactivity in lateral segment of
the left hepatic lobe.

Pool o 4 Cia [l o &N 2 Wi Angio (+),
Pool (+) %7 L 7= FFHEMIR ML RE, FF 4R 2 o
% Fig.3 38X Fig. 4 Il;RLTW S,
2. 99mTc-RBCs [Z & 2 FFEMERIE TS Time
Activity Curve &Y B H L =180 QRS
BB 351 5 Time Activity Curve O/~

15

Fig. 1b Hemangioma Case 2
Pool study showed hot lesion in the left
hepatic lobe (large arrow head). Small arrow
head showed the radioactivity in the stomach.

ZREIC X B ERO AR O FEREE R O
BHHROAREZREL, FhxEEHicR T 5 HEst
HYSEFE AL (slope) & L CTHRHEL, FFMLENE & AT
HRRLIE A > W TR L 7o & Table 1 %
X ¢ Table 2 o slope IZ;RLTW5.
FFfERINILE E T, FEHHIC I 5 slope 2°
EDEZT Lz b 01814l b h, AD
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Fig. 2a Hepatocellular carcinoma Case 11
Flow study in anterior view showed hot lesion
in the right hepatic lobe (arrow head).
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Fig. 2b Hepatocellular cacinoma Case 11
Pool study showed no hot lesion in the right
hepatic lobe.

BEERLEbORENCAFITH -2, —FH, FF

HREE (2 33T i slope BAEDIEE R L2 b OB

18I 16fIc 2 b, TEDEERLIZ S O

WZ2HTH o7z,

3. HFFREMERIZE (TS Angio {&, Pool { & 8%t
IR AAC (slope) L DA EHE

Angio {4, Pool o # TERIKEE 7z Angio (+),

26 % 12 5 (1989)

Fig. 3a Hemangioma Case |
Flow study in posterior view showed two hot
lesions in the right hepatic lobe.

15 20

Fig. 3b Hemangioma Case |
Pool study showed two hot lesions in the
right hepatic lobe.

Pool (+) o fFHEMiIR ML ERE S B & PR 134
o slope #Fk Lz b o) Table 3 Th 5. ffiE
B> slope DfEEMRL, ELATKAT S &
R BOER ) 3B L, AR E T 14,
TR T 2 5 0> 2 03 L WS 88 1 R 7o 4] & 7
2 Je.

Figure 5 (= Angio {4, Pool {4 # T3 BRI
HT b o IIE O FFERH I 6 OUCIE W o
Time Activity Curve r & - X % slope HH o %
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15 20
Fig. 4a Hepatocellular carcinoma Case 3 Fig. 4b Hepatocellular carcinoma Case 3
Flow study in posterior view showed hot Pool study showed gradually increasing radio-
lesion in the right hepatic lobe. activity in the tumor.

1:Tumor
Sl Of

A B
Fig. 5 Evaluation of the real slope in the tumor.
A showed a case of hemangioma (Case 5). The real slope of the tumor is -+1.023.
B showed a case of hepatocellular carcinoma (Case 1). The real slope of the
tumor is —0.888.

Presented by Medical*Online



1572 BE 2

26 % 12 £ (1989)

Table 3 The cases in which similar RI dynamic images (angio (+), pool (+)) are recognized

Hepatic hemangioma

Case Location Slope
1) S.N. S6 -+0.026
S7 +0.052
S) Y.N. S2 -+1.023
6) H.O. S5 —0.149
12) H.S. S5 -+0.015
16) S.T. SS +0.127

Bl & KR LT\ 5. slope (3 BT #E /iR & fE ©
+1.023 LIEDfE% 7~ L fFHIRRE T —0.888 L £
DIEx L.

Iv. # x

FFREREMERE D 5 b, FFmMETE & AR O Bt
Bplizo>nWTix, EEFK™, CT (Bolus CT)!2),
MFERESY FEEGZH T o0 2hiikg
DEESLEho2d 5. BETIE MRI oFR#EL
BESA TN,

BT C GG 7 B, AL B
SR 75 B — 2 — 4% marginal strong echo AT R,
¥ 72, JFMIRERE it halo % lateral shadow # f
ST o —fEM, NIPHEYS o mosaic pattern A3
bFohs.

—%, CT fglcks Tz, FFMEEo plain CT
To low density area, bolus CT T o early edge
enhancement } delayed central enhancement, ¥
72, FFHIRAIEIC 3313 % halo sign, bolus CT T»
58V PN ES enhancement & BLyy washout 2473 gl
Brths.

REKTH2 P, BRLEFEEOE WL OICmE
EEND Y, FILERECRIT SR LEERD
iRy, 7o, FFHIRGEIC BT MK B
%, A-P shunt, vascular lucent rim, fR#EEi#%RE
PBIEMEh TV,

Hepatocellular carcinoma

Case Location Slope
1) S.Y. S4 —0.888
2) H.Y. S4 —1.823
3) Y.N. S6 +0.012
4) K. R. lobe —0.890
6) F.T. S7 —0.028
7) MS. S6 —0.140
9) S.S. S6 —0.027
12) T.M. S3 —0.056
13) ILM. S8 +0.192
15) T.T. S5 —0.007
16) T.O. S5 —0.004
17) K.K. S4 —0.201
18) Y.S. S8 —0.302

B R LCE MRI 2{Ef+ 2% &, FFLE
BETE A Y B AEFTR L LT, Ty, T: 0ER
NPINSY g

b OFT RIS 2 6 h D BRI YE
Tdh 5, FFEHEFIOERE TR BEVICERN L E
HAEAYNHS. ThbL, FLEETESa—
ERERT 5 b 00, MEEFGRT late phase
TILZ ONIEEDO Y 4 — L 2RSS B VWEE
nETH5.

=T, FFM%EREIC3R T 5 early edge enhance-
ment + delayed central enhancement, —J5, AFH#i
Iz 313 5 EENE £ T early enhancement
& Mg vy washout ¢ dynamic study 75 £ %,
WERTEEO LB LTL VBAREIC K FE TE 5 RI
Angio {4 & Pool D EIT D BT K E .

FRfLETE C i, % DS 2B L <5 ILEE
DREE, REEOMHIR, & oICIEMIERE, #Rif
L3, MBOFESICE Y BHkiEL = 3 2, RI
Pool # s+ 5 radioactivity o &k & LT
T & 5 A[REMES + 4 12 b . Front 59 i1
scintigram |-, perfusion/blood pool mismatch
FIRVIEECHERNTHEI LR R T VD, —
J5, A5 21645 4 Flo> 3 em Ko FEF]IC
perfusion/blood pool mismatch #Z8% 4, Time
Activity Curve Tiz2fld LR ki T—EEIC
ETs N —VERLELBELTWS. AL,
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B ROI NI FEER S (EHAF) & Eh b
7z®, Time Activity Curve O & TiIfEEANKD
radioactivity # IEFEIC/R L TiZ W e V.

AeE], #F o IEEHo Time Activity Curve
bR S EMIERAE 5 5 FEEFEE O Time
Activity Curve DITUERAE & BHE L 7<fiz b
o> THEREHIBI 0+ 5 il 5 35 0 FeHAY R A
(slope) & LTHFR LIz, Z O, ELERO NE
3, BOEROKE SICHFIL TELT 5w,
R D & JEREH R O B OB O K& S 2R —ICH
ELTHEE L. AEGFEEREEELTZZ
LT, B O HOHEAE O R R ZAL & TEH L
FHY 2 LATE, E0EOYAIFLEEE,
ADHOHE MR L B bt 2. Kikk
Bwsz Lick » T, Angio {&, Pool {0 o
T3 g HEE s Angio (4), Pool () D FEF D
ERBMORER EAE»rbR. LL, v
Fh A T OBGEHLLT O/ B jEE T, Angio
%, Poolfhs b ICE R ICET HFTABIES L
¥, 00X EFAERE, FREEOBHHE
HIEWEEZD.

V. ¥ U

)RR LA NE 1845 & AT A3 1 845 2 b 5
1z, 99mTc-RBCs # BV 7= RI Angiography-Pool
imaging ##4T L, H#o RI Angio # & o
Pool o iRk 3 & O IEFEH T Time Activity
Curve | & % MATEHE 2 BT L 7.

2) REEMA o O FEEE o Time Activity
Curve OITNE# % B/ _FEE ATk, B
B XY EEE O MHREEMAE (slope) & H
Hi L, radioactivity o HE % Rt L 7.

3) KFdEMIR LA RE & FFAfE#E © RI Angio 4
L Pool {§ic X % 8 Wlix, = o BIF I FHET
» % Hs Angio (+), Pool (+) #|Tix, image o Z
H 6 DOERNII AR EE T, Time Activity Curve X
B U REE o MRt EFE AR (slope) % FE
5z Lick ) ENZHoTREMES M EL .
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