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#»mTc-DTPA 3 X (X ®'I-Orthoiodohippurate [f] ¢ 5
(Z X % Renogram D kEE}
——438 GFR, ERPF 3 k1 Retention Function & H—

B REIE*

EE "Tc-DTPA & ¥I-OIH ORIFHZKEIZ L - T,

BRAN

HF JHEE*™  HE

renogram Z{ERRL, & O FIHIFEBRE I L4

ERPF 33X 1UF GFR Z#ET 5 & L biz, 30 pBERLEER L B OISR 0 £ 4K 6 L4 E ERPF B
FU'GFR M L7z, BOPYHERRIC L2 b0 LBHIEERIC X2 b0 Liznwih b RFHEEZTRL

Tz,

¥ 7o R EHESRFI O renogram & KEHRAIARA B,

retention function % matrix iz X % deconvolution

ICX->THEE, H() BIUMTT 2Rz, #hFho HQ) 1358 ERPF 38X 1 GFR & RIFAIEDH
MZRLZA, MTT i3 A0HEE CHEREIEN L WO R 2B,

BRIUBGOROIDE Y FIZoWTERLZ.

1B1-OIH it ROI @ & Y FHiz X 5 8130 7s v 25,

9mTc-DTPA TIREFICIEHE L7 ROI BLET, bhbhidilig#shs & 307 cut off O FHEE fvie.

BG O ROIL LT, MilLMEL & HBRMN LR,

subtraction 1% ¢ renogram DI IR D H HIER

IEL, AN F— v EE oK) renogram RETIXHMOF NI W EE R 5.

L xC®Ic

nil & Y 12 3 v T 131-Orthoiodohippurate
(OIH) Iz X % renogram o 1 ~ 2 /MR X OEH
% 30 o LR R 2> & fHl 2 D > ERPF % #
ETHZEeWEL. Y ICBVW TR
I311.OIH-renogram ¢ retention function % matrix
#:» deconvolution IZ X - T, H(1) $ X f mean
transit time (MTT) #% i 1 U % %)% Ifn 4 ¥ &
(ERPF) ¢ ofgfic >wvw T~ 7z,

FomfRoIREL $h3 OH ofiic, o
SRER{R I8 8 {6 (GFR) % 75 3+ & v H diethylene-
triaminepentaacetic acid (DTPA) 2o\ T 4 [FIkE

* STRBRETE RIS R
** KRB IR R
Zft: 6041 H 23 H
Befasft 16044 517 R
FIRIEERSE @ R LR B2 S 1l SFET ROARL S D ET 308
(3 603)
Bl H B IE

DI ENPBRILI BT THS.

Gates® 33 X UMFTES Y 1 renogram 72> 53R 72
BoOPYERRICE > T GFR 2#EL, 7v7
F=2r 2 YT T REXLS—FKLILEWI. FI
59 (AR 2 R P PRHER 22 5 GFR 2 FHL T
3. Nielsen 9 i35 % 5 #] o renogram o
slope 3, %72 Lee 57 ¥ X U¢ Hutchings 5¥® (X
HEH#%225 0B 8 X OEKOERR O GFHE?,
51Cr-EDTA #:i2 k% GFR L X< —F+ 35 L
5. % 7z Shore 59 IFIHIEEME L v & slope @
FHREholztBELTWS.

WERLERILE WS BE~DAEEELLLT,
B ABW e ED—>Th B GFR & H#E
LEHLET2L0THS.

AEbRbIE BI-0IH & 9oTc-DTPA o 7]
R 512 & - T 2 IZ#ERIRE o renogram % Rk L,
BE o FIHI R 2 b 043 ERPF % X U GFR %
HEL, EREFER0FOBMIRTERIZE>TH
/% ERPF 5 L0 GFR 0¥t ER T o 2. 2 ®
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1342 BE %

B, 131-OIH -©i3 background (BG) @ g &t HE 23
<, B= BG o region of interest (ROI) » & b
Fick B3, 9nTe-DTPA it BG @
HFRER R L, L ICABLERDFoMTEDE
HERIXV, ZOHRICONWTEHEED L ZATH
BT,

¥ 7z BU-OIH L [Pk HEET 9Tc-DTPA 0
H(1) 3 X0 MTT 5L GFR & 0 % 3K
»B Lk biz, BU-OIH ic X 5 H1) $ L0t MTT
L OBERIC W T HIRET L7z,

I ®RELVHE

SIS TAEIL B 20 HIEFNS94E 8 B £ TicY
Bi it #RFl © renogram fR7 % 9 ¥ 7z 103 4 (205
) ThD. ZhboBEoRER, &IiLEE39
B, BUHEBRLIH, FAELOH, RERA H,
MfpR 6 fl, B3 Fl, ZEHETE 3 6, PR 34,
ZoMI3fFTH S,

BT HER AR S > < — 5 2 5 GCA202-3 12
BRI AX—RFTa) A= —2EEL, BE
v F RNy 201 LIb o TH B,

3043z 7k 300 cc & o £, MRAERTICHER &
'35, BEREMIE L, DA T3y hE~K
TTFHHRE L. BU-OIH 250 pCi (9.25%
108 Bq) & 99mTc-DTPA 2.5 mCi (9.25 % 107 Bq)
DIRAWRZE IR b AEICEN L, 155280
A A —TE254 0, 64x64 matrix TEIR L =.
ZDBBE R IEL L LIS 3050 Bt o «
A=V % 1AL 7z, BU-OIH 8 X U8 9¥mTc-
DTPA ¥ 5 (injected cpm) 1%, BT ICHE
8P Xy b EiZBWTIAREIL, 20D
HEMEE Lk,

o ROI 2{E5 12, % 0~ 5 Mo 6dx
64 matrix o BU-OIH 0445 % (A) 2 mic
BMMALTA 2{EY, Sz hzRRICHRM
SLTA” 215, AL A of@EfE—BEE
BZL A ICEHA e MTTEEL (A'—aA”)
PRDE. (A—aA”) L ADEEEY - & ¥
L (A—aA") ICEHABE NIT T IBA—
aA")+Al DB EHE. ZRXHICLTUZEEH

2249 5 (1985)

Table 1 Formulae for calculating separate ERPF and
GFR

Separate ERPF or GFR calculated from early phase (t)
uptake rate of single kidney (m//min)
=cpm(L)><fq3<lOO><k 1
Separate ERPF or GFR calculated from 30-minute
excretion rate in bladder (m//min)
_ cpm (bladder) x right or left 9% x k
injected cpm X e~4Z
right kidney Y=13.3X40.7
left kidney Y=13.2X+40.7
bladder Z=174X—-1.7
__ weightin kg
" height in cm

2

right or left % was derived from equation (1)

t q k A
ERPF 1 -2 2.18 7.4 0.11
GFR 1.5-2.5 2.99 3.4 0.153

t: Time (minutes) from the beginning of the reno-
gram curve.

q: Conversion constant derived from uptake rate of
the kidney at t minutes to 30-minute excretion
rate in the bladder.

k: Conversion constant derived from 30-minute ex-
cretion rate in the bladder to ERPF or GFR.

2: Linear absorption coefficient.

WML EANRIREL, £0I0UDLIDHE
oS E L Ul G,
1. Renogram [ZHT2BOMAPEIMEIZ L D
ERPF & U GFR OEH
Renogram o {E ik 12 1& BG subtraction (BGS)
%4F-7-. BG © ROI 3% #}J& 7> & 1 matrix
L2 ZATHEOTENC, HBEMERW T
1 matrix fgo kD Lo L L. BGS 3y &
OB EFEE L fTotz. A=YV
renogram O FEHAE A H—TEREH () o 1 3o F
Yol cpm (1) % sk, Tablel o (DX itk > T
ERPF 3 X 18 GFR #kwiz.
2. 3043EERkHEMERIC & 5 4B ERPF 5 & U
GFR OEH
FEREEF K & BGS % 1T - T cpm (bladder) %
sk, Table 1 o (2) iz X - T 4E ERPF & &
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99mTc-DTPA 35 J Of 1311-Orthoiodohippurate [F#%5-ic X 5 Renogram Dt 1343

U* GFR #EiiiL7=. BG o ROI 3fEfkicir <,
W R E o L T ATHBO LD L
L, iRtz #ME LT BGS 21T~ 7/z.

K712 k o fifi i3 1311-O1H o 30 43 K H PF it =R
67.6 %% i ERPF IE% i 500 m//min |z, 99™Tc-
DTPA 3043k HEE=29.4% % @& GFR 0 IF
HAH 100 m/min (2 T2 b0 L LTHRI L.

3. HD) 8&U MIT OFEH

HIRD o Z & <, MEOEETKRBEIRIC30
matrix @ ROI #{EY, Rutland!® nJkic Xk -
TK B XU F{iz:k®, renogram gh# 7> & blood
background subtraction # 17— T CR(t) % 3K »,
CR(t)=J/B (t-T)H (T)dT »=;% matrix #ic & -
< deconvolution # {7v», H(t)=[CR(t)—2B (t—
T+ 1) Ht-4t]/B ()4t R % FREFHF LT H(®) g
weEs., Zof#2 b HQ) 8 L 0 MTT &3k
H7c.

L. #% -3

1. 181[-OIH-renogram |Z 35 i3 % 1 ~ 2 4pF5$E
IRRIC & 55 ERPF L 30535t P it o iz
X 24% ERPF & o#fa[ (Fig. 1).
£ 5] 205 B4 > v T o [ #F oo A B AR B0
0.886972 L BliFTh 5. LEAMME bR (M:
bilateral) %75 L 7<fEFITI1X, 1~ 2 43 HEERRIC
X % ERPF 3 Ekdkittr1z & 5 ERPF X W &< &
A d 5. Flo 2o %R (M2 unilateral)
TIRZED &9 LA LRI,
2. 99mTc-DTPA-renogram i 3313 % 1.5~2.5
ST EIERIZ L D5 GFR &3040 BBt PRit R iz
X % GFR & 0B (Fig. 2)
ERPF 05 & 0 b4 KE L, 7 KHRE
FizB v TEoMERRIC X 5 GFR 2 EtHE

MRz k5 GFR IR TEMEE FTHEHA D 5.

U725 THARMREC I 0.827769 LAiH X v %
{§. <, intercept §, 12.564 L KX,
M bilateral o jiEf]ix GFR ¢ 4 Rk I % 1 %
RTHAN D B.
3. 305ymERtPEIERIC X 5 ERPF L GFR 0
BE 3 X 0EBRIz > T (Fig. 3)

400 5

300 1

200

O Mz (unilateral)
@ M: (bilateral)

100

ERPF (renal uptake) m//min

™rr

. YT
100 200 300 400 500

ERPF (bladder) m//min

Fig. 1 Correlation between separate ERPF values cal-

culated from 1-2 minute uptake rate [ERPF
(renal uptake)] and separate ERPF calculated
from 30-minute excretion rate in the bladder
[ERPF (bladder)].

n=205

r=0.886972

Y =0.913 X+421.157

25 =

GFR (renal uptake) m//min

O M2 (unilateral)
de ® M: (bilateral)

PO T 1

LAuns S nw Sy Gum ums cuss sum an s Anmn mm |

25 50 75

GFR (bladder) m//min

Fig. 2 Correlation between separate GFR values cal-

culated from 1.5-2.5 minute uptake rate [GFR
(renal uptake)] and separate GFR values cal-
culated from 30-minute excretion rate in the
bladder [GFR (bladder)].

n=205

r=0.827769

Y =0.742X+12.564
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1344 BE%®
0.24 0.2
) 0.26 0.22 e 0.18
y 0.16
75
] 0.14
g ]
E 1 0.12
E  s0+ 0.1
5 o
e J
o R
= J
g 254
5 J
] O M: (unilateral)
J ® M: (bilateral)
T T T T T T
100 200 300 400 500
ERPF (bladder) m//min
Fig. 3 Correlation between separate ERPF (bladder)
and separate GFR (bladder).
n=204
r=0.930027
Y =0.198 X—3.57
@
H({)
.
0.2 <

0.1+

O M2 (unilateral)
® M: (bilateral)

s

e A S A S Ao o o b oo o
100 200 300 400
ERPF (bladder) m//min

Fig. 4 Correlation between separate H(1) (131I-OIH)
and separate ERPF (bladder).

n=202
r=0.8768
ERPF
Y =0.044 X 100 —0.003

22 49 7 (1985)

H®1)

0.050 <
.4

O Mz (unilateral)
® M: (bilateral)

el rra

25 50 75

GFR (bladder) m//min

Fig. 5 Correlation between separate H(1) (°°™Tc-
DTPA) and separate GFR (bladder).
n=201
r=0.8773

GFR
Y =0.065X 100 +-0.004

JEREPEM R Iz X 5435 ERPF & GFR L o1
X, FHEHEREk 0.930027 L HIFTHD. IREF &
B+ 31z, 4% ERPF 2% 200 m/min B o b
D OB L CHERERFZE 1 0.189+£0.029 TH Y,
200~100 m//min » % » T % 0.162+0.033, 100
ml/min LLFD b0 (REH O 4E 2R <) TR
0.1294+0.040 » BHRED LT & & b ICTRIER 0 R
YERDI.

L LBowiifER2zic & 5 ERPF & GFR &
ORIZIZZ D & ) RIBROP I HLNIL s -
€.

4. 131.OIH-renogram 23313 % H(1) & sk

=iz X 3 ERPF L o4l (Fig. 4)

i O FREEIE 0.8768 LEIFTH 5. L
L H(l) iz T b M; bilateral o 3 ] 1z H(1)
BRDEEIC B HA 1D 5.

ERPF (O IE#{#E 250 m//min {284 3% H(1)
1% 0.1076 T 5.

5. 99mTc-DTPA-renogram (23175 H(1) &

BEBEtR I X 3 GFR & 0% (Fig. 5)
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99mTc-DTPA 335 X O 131-Orthoiodohippurate [R5 51z X 5 Renogram DiRE} 1345

] °
-
0.050 +

<

o 4

=

(@) 4

= |

8

< 0.025 4

= J
1 e® O M2 (unilateral)
1 ®© M. (bilateral)

rrvryrrrrrerrrry e

0.05 0.10 0.15

H (1) (31-0IH)
Fig. 6 Correlation between separate H(1) (131I-OIH)
and separate H(1) (9°*mTc-DTPA).
n=197
r=0.8818
Y =0.298.X+0.003

O Mz (unilateral)
© M: (bilateral)

;
;

MTT (131]-OIH) min

ERPF (bladder) m//min

Fig. 7 Correlation between MTT (131I-OIH) and
separate ERPF (bladder).
n=177
r=-—0.6127
Y=5.632—-0.012X
(Cases of Ma-type were excluded from calculations of
the correlation equation)

O Mz (unilateral)
® M: (bilateral)

. o
o
®

MTT (#9=Tc-DTPA) min

GFR (bladder) m//min

Fig. 8 Correlation between MTT (?*mTc-DTPA) and
separate GFR (bladder).
n=172
r=-—0.523
Y=5.188—0.043 X
(Cases of Ma-type were excluded from calculations of
the correlation equation)

MTT (?*=Tc-DTPA) min

T ™Y Lo | T ™

L]
2.5 5.0

T \J L §

MTT (**J-OIH) min

Fig. 9 Correlation between MTT (131I-OIH) and MTT
(99mTc-DTPA) of each kidney.
n=180
r=0.9239
Y=0.96 X+0.672
(Cases of L and Ma-type were excluded)
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1346 BE %

WA ORI 0.877271 LiijE L Ffkic B
1 Tdb 5. ¥17- Mz bilateral »EF|D H(1) A3
SLHETHLZ L LHTELFRKETDS.

GFR o E#{f 50 m//min (2442 HA) i
0.0363 Tb 5.

6. 131J-OIH t 99mTc-DTPA-renogram (235 i3

% H(1) oA (Fig. 6)

W#E OB T AHB (R 0.8818 L RIFTH 5 23,
Fig. 3 okt & 5 ERPF & GFR L n#f
BB L Y b KE L, FoBbdkRIc X
b DO TIRERECKTHAICIHEBE KT EHL
Wiz, HA) Tixz ok 5 23 » 5 h ik b
27z,

FIBAA> & ERPF 250 m// min 1241343 2 H(1)

702
{

131-OIH (arc)

702;

500

11I.0IH (circ)

-250

o
[t

e Sew M S

"“"’"""-:--:-¢$='~...---:

25 50 75 99

2249 5 (1985)

0.1076 (zxf3 % 99mTc-DTPA o H(1) #:kd 3 &
0.0340 L 7Y, kI 0316 THB. ZofHit
TEBME O EHE 0.189 X v L < (L.67f%) K&\,
ZOFRRICONWTRELED L ZATRNS.

7. 1311-OIH-renogram iZ 3 i} 5 MTT L ik

BEift== 1z X % ERPF & o#iR (Fig. 7)

M #BICix MTIT 0 EE A BN 5. M2 Bl &
B 72 b o OFHRAMREIE —0.6127 L HE Y X v HE
BT, BHECENLOIC MTIT 0iER
OFFEDH S, T LIz M BICBERENO TV L 0
I MTT DIEENE L.

8. 99mTc-DTPA-renogram |2 35 i 5 MTT L

BEbeBEE R 12 X 5 GFR k o#i[ (Fig. 8)

M iz MTT OEERA LN S Z & i3, Bl-

6229

5000 99mTc.DTPA (arc)

2500

"--...‘.
=

-.
=9
.lll---l:zlit'z'.=-,..-. <

25 50 75 99

6229

5000
99mTc.DTPA (circ)

25 50 75 99

Fig. 10 Influence on BGS-renograms using different kinds of ROIs for background.

upper: original renograms
dotted: BGS renograms
lower: BG curves

arc: arcuated ROI

circ: ciruclar ROI
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99mTc-DTPA 335 X (8 1311-Orthoiodohippurate [R]R# 5.1z X 5 Renogram Dt 1347

OIH it LAk Th 5. M2 BlE R TfER T
OHIFZEEGE, BUOH o bn kY & HITE <,
—0.523 T 5.

9. 1ILQOIH & 9mTc-DTPA & » MTT o 4H

B (Fig. 9)

M2 %45 X 0t L % (ERPF 7% 80 m//min JLF o
b D) & R IIEFNZ o TR PSRl MTT
OB E A5, FHEREIZ 09239 & BT T,
1B1L.OIH ¢ MTT iz it L 9"Tc-DTPA » MTT
1359 0.6 43 Foun.

Ma I L B ¢idilfis o0 MTT o B IEH I
ELnS.

Iv. # E 3

1. Renogram (2§51 2B O #IHAZFEER F O K fH

® DREZDNT

I311-OIH |z X 5 renogram [IFFMFR % k3%
LOT, AT X B IERE o renogram
(Fig. 10) 2 A iB X U'B HE TR AL LA %,
ZOHIHECrETHEERT. 5B T —
2 —fREfTolebhbh O T, A
0.5~0.75 o filicdh v, BAIE2~4430[ic
bB. ZOFEMMIHWAHENDR, BHEEDCR
L L URbES Ry TH S ).

bhvbhiz 1 ~24%BEL.
9mTc-DTPA i, BA~FEA L7ciiig oy S 43
o1 2RS0T, F—HRAAELH
ZiENEd A 3t 0T N=SAVS: 0 reliiI s s b/ XY 7 31 0 S EAAN)
TTHR L D200 TH B, Z LIAHDNES
HERE D HUREIREE A3 K & <, renogram P Iz L
X LT spike RO ZEHZESD. Zhidils AL
—¥+%. 9"Tc-DTPA o A fiix BU-OIH L [
£ 0.5~0755n [Elicd b, B L 2.75~4.75
HofzhB. LN TRET M1~
27550 chhiE kv, 9nTe-DTPA 04
HHBERRAE O & L TH#A V1 80~160 #) %,
FEELNT 1 ~24), Gates¥ (T2 ~3 NIk
LT3, bhibhiz EiRorfoh Tt Afo
B LR DRV 1S~25 5% 58 A . JE
EPEMERIZ X 5 GFR & o fAEI RS I E R &

LTIl ~20% s icix 07971, 1.5~2.5
SEACD L0828 £ 2~3 A5 &
08425 L7z h, 2~3 kAW En kb REF
Thoteid, 1.5~25HLDERMENTHS.

KA ORFFOREIC L Y, TOHO
renogram ¢ cpm AR 7B D THEY L q 2 FEER
IZX o TREEIRIT RS V.

2. BL BG O ROIDBEEFEIZONT

B2V IZB W TIE, BECHEA D IcE D
ROI # 4 & L, BG-ROI L, @ FHDMEK & L
7. FORERRICBEOIZE - ¥ M T » ROI
L BG-ROI {, BT RMcHMKObD & LT hH
ERPF o HfHIC Iz REN W BT, Zhix
1B1II.OIH i3 IZHEA L7z 1BU-0OIH 0 909 238k
&, renogram fifo K% E» 5 Z &,
B Mgk b oo 1P-OIH o R EE 25 e 1 2 7
Wb THD. bbsA BGS ITiEHiLo #E
NhrEh T3,

ZhiZK L, 9mTc-DTPA T (X renogram phg
D— (#1209 PIERETH D, JEFHNK 2 AR
FOMEENEL, ZEICABTTRIFEOER DD
HY, b renogram (TR E REEHEEE KT T
TR E LR THIDITE, 1HLEF
OIMEITEE L 720 ROL i RETH B ).

A2 I Thhbhix, EH#ZO~5450
BEdEn, ZThEWMSL, T020%0 Lz A%F
» ROI & Uiz (—EfAE). LarLZh TR
BEO ROI L LTE2AAEDKEW.

RS DIIFO AR ORMERL L LT 2 KRME
L ocutoff o ffEHZIEBLTVWS. bhibhix
zolEEVLESL, 1ikE 2RMMEE D
Bl GZNE L, cut off level 1330% & — &
2 L7z GOFHERE). 2ol k > TR
L7 ROL 24K Z & 3¢ &, Lo—EIK
AT H R T25~45 % HAE AME/N LTz,

Gates® 13 Jffe»50% D BGS %47 - 7= 1% light
pen TEABGEZHIC L LTWB 2, FEFOREEN
EWEAFOBFRIERIVFENLTLEY DT
BB Dh. MOETREOL IR Lidhw.

BG-ROI L LT+ FEH KL DX, tissue
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1348 BE#

background subtraction (TBGS) izt 3 B F 5
DMK D 1 o &, blood background subtraction
(BBGS) # 175 BEBMOMEARD Lo L 3% 2 6
hz., by, wihbzoRE oK
HEETH B2, WiFRIEL LTTEHENO LD T
HY, BEIRKCIERAOLOREEL TS L
Zxoha. +7bb Fig. 10 » BG s # 5
i1z, renogram ¢ A, B AEICHY + 5P ITEN
H Y 9MTc-DTPA IZBWTHlHEDENH & 2 T
H3.
3. BB LU BG ) ROI = &k % renogram A ()
HE(CONT
A. Renogram {231} 2 B o #HHERRIZ L D
ERPF # X Of GFR 0Z{kiz >\ T

L BG o ROImL YT X » T renogram
fhfid k% < Z{t+5. Renogram 0% » FJH 1%
W6 ERPF 83X GFR 25 HL X 5 &+
5L S0 cpm BURKRE LT B 25, F
BRAESR D O IEFFIZ W T30 Bkt R I X 5
ERPF %7213 GFR IZE & T 5 Qi@ ~T X
(Table 2).

L Lo ROL ICiigsomuia Flv 8 24 72 q
fEzEATYH, BG-ROI & [l & % 2T JEIC 3
BN TERBRERICEVWTEIAE LS. 2olRE
B OFWIERRIC X 2MH & BEEBEIRIC X 2fH L
OFABR o intercept 2K b 5 D T, Fhx
Table 3 iz7;53. Intercept K& X IZ{EHRER I
B TE O FIERERIC X 2 E 21 B Pk Rz X
DEEVLEALETRENT LERT.

ERPF <% GFR i [ /& o J5 23 intercept A3
INEL, EERSEOMEBEFEK LB T 5.

B. EfRHOEIZONT

b biid renogram 2 3 i} 2 B o FIHEERER
& 30 4yt 2 & ERPF 5 X 0t GFR %
HUTW2 2, %EOHPMEFEMEE O THER
BICRBEXBRALTVS. ZOBOoSBERIT
renogram I OFEMBOLEL D Y& F v T
5. Lichio THOMMHELRER . 6% 5 h 2 1HH#
NHL, BEECHTEML Y LELD YD FHBK
ez 3.

22 %9 75 (1985)

Table 2 Change of q values according to shape of
ROI for kidney and background

Backe ] Kidney -
ground Square Ellipsoid A Ellipsoid B
ERPF
Square 2.52
Arc 2.71 2.78
Circ 3.09
GFR
Arc 2.99
Circ 3.03 3.43
Ellipsoid A: Single differentiation and 209, cut-off
method
Ellipsoid B: Edge-enhancement and 309 cut-off
method

Table 3 Influence on correlation between ERPF
(renal uptake) and ERPF (bladder), and be-
tween GFR (renal uptake) and GFR (bladder)
using arcuated and circular ROIs for BG

n r Slope Intercept
ERPF
Arc 205 0.886972 0.913395 21.1571
Circ 166 0.911794 0.981892 2.1297
GFR
Arc 205 0.827769 0.742266 12.5639
0.895596 0.862019 6.99238

Circ 166
Arc: arcuated ROI, Circ: circular ROI.

Renogram o fJ#IHEERE L L LB O H 423 4
%) &Ry, —[EMsSEE L Dk#EREOE © ROI
L AR X O E» BG-ROI 2> W T bk 3 %
L L4z, ERPF L GFR 0 %D BEEEIZ W
THRET L.

Table 4 130 #FEREOMMOL Ve FHE L L
T Hik e otk ky, ToOHOFHHE L ELE
RELZRLEZLOTHD. Eef{:0h YHAER
OFEBERE 2 LA Lz,

ERPF T EDFHETHLHAKICIZL A EER R
WA, GFR Tl —[EIAET L UEHEEE T L
ME» BG TIXA%DIETEHBN BN, %ET
X EOERT DI, ¥ 7237 &% 5 8 o ERPF
E%izx+5 GFR £ %ol x5 &, MINTIE
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99mTc-DTPA 13 X UF 131I-Orthoiodohippurate [FRf# 51z X 5 Renogram D3} 1349

Table 4 Comparison of right kidney uptake ratios and correlation coefficients
in various configurations of ROI for kidney and background

Uptake ratio (rt-kidney)

ROIs of kidney and background mean’:lglli(:l tsit:rrlldard ch‘gf'%lcaggtn
B e o
oy emmw
o BEBT e =

A Single differentiation and 20 %; cut-off method.
B: Edge enhancement and 30 %; cut-off method.

Circ and arc: Form of background ROI

LEDRRREL, ARTRT LIRLR/ME.
WhizE & BRIGEE L DR chhi
BG-ROI Ml THAATLIVWLEX NS,
C. FLoERYIZONT

oL BRBRILGEVFLERDZLITXS.

TORESHICERATIED, BEFHICoWTH
B FFie=%451L, BG-ROIl ¢ ETFicsir, %
HhZhiIZ o v T subtraction #{To7-. ZOFREE
ERPF {fi CI3{EEER < L 2% 4 2% subtraction A3
RRWAOBEA A H Y, GFR fHTEHEE D
EESPBROBO LB BN, £V T
433 subtraction D ARRE &R L7z,

B S EHEPSYORF % subtraction 33 12 X4 72
- T, BG-ROI g& 4 5 1 matrix fgh 7z & 2 5
T Il matrix D b L Lk, ThTid YA BG-
ROI iz ¥ h 5T EEM L VBSH RO & W
RF oIS <, EmFEH % %M L 7z subtraction
12 & - TilAko subtraction 127235, Zh X kLY
SBROFRETH S 5. i), EHEE D ¥Tc-
DTPA-renogram 22 5 i 5 F24y 7 subtraction
FROBR IR RAIEETD 22, BHHEE
MERNOBHESEBEICH T LT,
JADIE ETREREMEL D720 TiXad 5 5 .
ZOBEKREBICOVWT LRKT, BRBOKS
BOBEWEBET RV T BG 2 Milict 5 &
B o FERRIC X 5 GFR B EHPEERIC X 5
GFR LYV Efiich3RE L Ex DN S,

D. TBGS 7>, BBGS 2»

B iz, TBGS & BBGS L Giz— E— & »
B30, DRERMEIC X > TEOIMRICEREL 72
ROl # 3 L A%IcEEI R, TOEEY%
L BERCHEER 22 5 43 ERPF 35 t (f GFR # &
HFhidXvwe Lz, LaLbhbhiZBREKRIC
X TBGS D F# i NI Wi ELS.

B4z bR 2z L Td %, 3UI-0IH i
X % renogram IFMMHEZEDP D TH Y, Wb
% BB » background DFHIE L L To TBGS 21k
»BRET, KERCH o Mm% fAvy To BBGS
2179 RE T,

Figure 10 {Z58 L7z 2 & ¢, M3o BG-ROI i1
ek, tissue background ¢ b, HET
BIEOBEMBRTH 5. BRNOMMEEHS & 5L
IZBRETZ Lo L LT, iR~ 72 Rutland
o BBGS 2% Y, B/ CR(t) fasRizIR H 0 %
HEEBR T, ZOWILEHF @ renogram L3 £ <
Rir5.

1I-0IH THHEmME > — M2 Z5I < HA®
BGS TiIXHMICHE~RARBIT B EANEL DY,
renogram QB L ITRRRE -T2 bDITRB.

9mTc-DTPA TixBAMMHF © i 5t fE 238 <
renogram B~ D 8L 181-0IH Lk Y $&EN i
A%<, BGZAAIZLLARBXUTBAD
{ETF 233 L £, subtraction Hij¢> renogram & (X »»
BVRE-ogLis. ZhicRLBG ML
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LicbDTikE Y RBIGEWERTH 5.

73k renogram D BMHE Y — B E A L
T25LbD0THZ05, FREIGENLODHFAI N
LEx5h, BGROI L LThhbhizHMEE
ATE.

E. oo BG-ROI iz >\ T

0o BG-ROI & LTHEDFRS X < A
wWhha., ZhIEKBIRICHEY L, Boh 5k
BMBEORMBEHMRTH B, bbbz B/
MR D ROI (FF & &ie) 25% 1) T, renogram
oEBgHERRIZE 5 ERPF 8 X ) GFR 0 &
HERLR, HEALE{FALTH k.

4. BEABIRED ROI DAZ2D H) &

U MTT ~OFEIZDWNT

H(1) X 08 MTT o E&iziz BGS 3fTb i
272D T, BB LU KEIRD ROI O HIZ DWW T
EBT5.

A. B0 ROl kX XnE

LR —E A & Y b 25~45 g AL
P»ie#3. Ll BBGS 2479 » <, HI) »
BWE»THY, BEITHTHHIZ, 1¥I-0OIH
TA® 0.955+0.162, 8¢ 0.95940.114 T b,
9mTc-DTPA T X, £ & 0.9396+0.1723, £ R
0.9486+0.1294 T - 7-.

MTT 23 1 230k HE5RE: L —BIMY S L o
X, BU-OIH ¢4 1.11240.169, 7 & 1.072+
0.110, #*mTc-DTPA i, A% 1.055+0.103, =5
1.034£0.077 &, TGP FH 12 MTT 2
EWEA»H 2 MEPTH B.

B. K&iflk» ROI Ok x & D

1311-OIH {21} 5 H(1) 0¥l I ABIAR
LE~DOHMRTH B Z L 2HIHD TR =
Dz LR E T b HQ) 23913 0 R il
CR() # KEMRFIHIE B(1) ThHRrLZb D TH 5
TENDLYURE WX B, LAaLBA) o#stE
BARHATH Y, KEkD ROI DK&E S0 BIE I
Lo TP E 5. BI-0IH {2 v T H v 7z 30 matrix
LW ) K& & 3BEBEER R cystogram o k {E
0.16 Z{R# L L7zt

9oTc-DTPA iIZ5WT b, /IMNEHITIEH 2R

22 %9 5 (1985)

DkfEERDS L 0.147 2 2fHE Hiz. k fHidl
MHMEEOHE~DOFHRLEXLND D,
1BIL.OIH LSERInfE L 2 DRYUKRTH S 9.

LA L CR(O) R SRR TdH 2 2 b,
9mTc-DTPA ¢ H(1) 1% BU-OIH 0 #5545 o 1
LBBETFTHEN, bhbhofERIENIC
(1.674%) kx . THbb ¥Tc-DTPA » L 20
B() iZb-o t RESRETILENDS.

AXE L KBIROESDERS L VBT 2L
¥F—ICX3RINBERZITO RETH BN, bhvb
NEZhE2fFoTVWAEWI LIFEREXRD S b0 &
EZxbhb. EKBREULEVISEHELERDY,
fHx DEFIZONWTHRBEREL T5Z LIRS
TR,

La L #mTe-DTPA o H(1) & GFR o 48[E{%
¥z 1BU-0OIH » H(1) ¢ ERPF n4Ef#% L [
LEDORIFEMETHBH 5, ¥Tc & B Lok
NFEF—DEZXDEVHEILEZLTHLIvont
Lhkv. 2oL &3 *"Tc-DTPA o B(l) i
W fR%k (1.67) # FHITEER I 2 7 HQ)
REbh3.

V. & &

Renogram o fJ# » #H¥fE % 721X slope 23 #%
EBERBMT2ZLRELOAVERKTILZAT
5. FHEHEL slope DNFRBEL VAL ERED
R E 250919, H() (I slope #R+TLEXD
hant, FREIHEERRDI LOTHS. *
T EHMRET < BG oftEoE v L &, Wik &
LREREZEZE LR T, T & Ii2¥Tc-DTPA
TREMICEIRSTV. ZoREHIDOLLT
304 EBEER I X B BEHREORIE H 5.

Z 0 i RIRF o renogram BR#EX, T —F —
MR ZED TSP bW Th Y, Lok
DEBERT 2 —2 =B LR35, KERLLHR
BOBENEE TR, HBROOESHORET LA
VOF—2—REBLh3Y, SLEBEB~OKL
RALARBLEE X bh 5.
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Summary

Analysis of Renograms with Simultaneous Injection of ¥»Tc-DTPA and 13!I-OIH
—Estimation of GFR, ERPF and Retention Function of Individual Kidney—

Morimasa MAEDA*, Ryu HASEGAWA**, Shukaku TANAKA**
and Hiroshi YOSHIDA**

*Present address: 308 Kuramaguchi-cho, Kita-ku, Kyoto
** Department of Radiology, INR Osaka Hospital

Renograms obtained by the simultaneous
injection of 131I-OIH and 9mTc-DTPA were
analyzed. Separate ERPF and GFR of individual
kidneys were calculated using two methods; the
early phase uptake rate in the kidney and the 30-
minute excretion rate in the bladder. The values
of ERPF and GFR obtained from the two methods
showed good correlation between both radio-
pharmaceuticals.

Retention function was then calculated using
matrix deconvolution after aortic blood back-
ground subtraction. Values of H(1) showed good
correlation with ERPF and GFR, respectively.

However, values of MTT showed rather poor
correlation with ERPF and GFR, especially the
latter.

The influence of the region of interest (ROI)

configuration on the kidney and background was
then discussed. The size and form of ROI for the
kidney and background have a considerable effect
on the 9mT¢c-DTPA renogram, although they have
a little effect on the 131I-OIH renogram.

Configuration of ROI over the kidney should
fit close to the real edge of the organ. We tried
to use a combination of double differentiation
(edge enhancement) and 309 cut off method for
ROI over the kidney.

For the background, we prefer arcuated to
circular ROI because the renogram obtained by
the former method is more similar to the original
renogram which is important for its subsequent
analysis.

Key words: 9°mTc-DTPA renogram, 13![-OTH
renogram, GFR, ERPF, Retention function.
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