PR SRR 2B (R TAR) 2024 5F 4 H 14 % 5528 ChinJ Digest Med Imageol (Electronic Edition), April 2024, Vol.14, No.2 -97-

A W R 22 N o I R 52

xR (2024 )

B AL [ 3 2l AR F A AR R 4R

42 W 4 Wk E  (neuroendocrine neoplasms,
NENs) WA REEZHABmES, LFEMHEME
W -k A JE  ( gastroenteropancreatic neuroendocrine
neoplasms, GEP-NENs) #] & A7 NENs # 2/3, A
HEEHERRRED, (48 GEP-NENs &l ik
RI. EMITITH B GAFE, AR #ATEA Y
Wr. o HAAEE T, MW EET A EMRETES A
FEEEXM, MEBCHEN B GERAR S
%, GEP-NENs iy ig ACFHH T RAMNEE. I
REFRHBZEMASEEEFR@HE CT. MRl ZE
FORERE. BMAE. MAWNE. BF AH%E,
KR E AR B RTR hEIERE &
F A HINIR NENs 92 4 7, BRI R
Fled sk, BENEXERXSFE NI mIETH
ROCHk, FHEE e IEREFRE LR E T A GEP-NENs
PHREFVHERLR, EABREEERSE,

—. FARESFRE

(—) CThE

1. #k: CT RE®EEHR, —RIWHET T K
MBE&HEZE2H5MARE KRG, TEI;HALZN
SN T, AREEERS, BEEHTENTEF
##&, 7 GEP-NENs #hie i 557140, 48, 57
BT R I = iz R A B,

2. #4773 : GEP-NENSs & CT 4 H = Z K #t
THEAWE. ERF—RATSEEEETRE, Bz
Jik HA A BB R HA+ ] Rl A . & B AR HE SR B JB] FT AR 42
Z o K | B = FER Bt (8], {E 3 i HA 48 R R A E R
Rl 18 BR ik R MR LRy R B A B BHA . A% Rk
HEGIATEN —ER = RE, 25 &F CT
k&% (CT angiography, CTA). CT # k& %
(CT venography, CTV), EHWE KL KA E
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- brifE - FEFE - JLAH -

@ L1

mEER, ABTARUMIBFAT EHHIT. AR
Migst, MEEARE R AMKAE CT 4,
wE R R HREE, MEVATERAHUET
MR MEERL, A TUOMRER, HFEFME
AT, PP ELE, CT T G = HhEHAH
B MM F L5, A THRITREN A
FAAM, CT B RETRETA-RERIER
Frei 58, AR TR B A3 oR i W
WA N F NENs #9460 d4 48 % % A CT /Mg & 4. (CT
enterography, CTE), B # M R 4T & F 18 & D
Rk r ke B, sk, BT CT BGmaEstr. &
BAF . ANTA e TN GEP-NENs Y4 F1i6 77
R4 % 7 T R I AR5 im0,

3. ##%%¥: GEP-NENs & &I 7 H % f %
A, SELRA, RIBHME. FEAN. HES
K. MEIHER X, CT HERAHNBEMFILES K
B FREMOE . SR B g x0T,
CT WA TMNIE, MERA. KEL., ¥
ATAN A RAF . BHRZEEEK. FHE
45 Pib ok Fu 3 AL H4% E BUB B 2 B T E 709,

B NENs H £ Ml KA, MIRZFAE N, &
70%~80%. 24 E NENs # 1 548 = B 8 A
FRANETER, B CT JEAMREERE. &1
BREME GBS EH AL EEEEAN, I
A ENERE S RAEE H GLE, mHEEAN, £CT
FPRIANBEBRFEETHERMNET, T £ 4
RELSBC2HRBETH, L HHELR, CTRANE
BE R R E M B R B T B AR R, #TF $6
EEs, REEEONE, BRAFRCEAR,
N A A B s B vk s AL, KBS RO R £
BEEERE, AFHEA2ERREGUHE R
UL B B 5 4 ] 3k 80%~100%, # B F R I
5z R R R R A

/N NENs LLE & & W, + =& >N,
AHEFB N, LT NIEWRL I ZETFE, 51
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ok, ¥HEBEESE; TREARL A, #iL 40%
K% K5 2 HEHBAHE, FkARERRA
ZTHEHRGH UMW EREE; MABEEBERY
W, EREREFHEHARNLEN, FEETK, <6
e ERRE, [ REMEM, MR ESBERF
BN RE N (4 70%), BB — BRI,
HEKCEFHRTRMA, [ RERSNAREDE SR
mERERAE; HEBREHELERE, ok
HRMBAL, LT+ =38 M2 8B B X om ko [E
EREEHEEYT K.

% i NENs 2RI A f B fm O e 36 )8, drat it
bERHALERNL, EPGFRIT S E LN,
B NENs £ 4 B % e ok, 35 A B R,

Ji B% NENs 89 A /N5 52 & 4 oh g v i g A %,
WBEAEERERAN, ThEmERAP, mE
- H G1 By 44 4 N 4~ ik 78 (neuroendocrine tumors,
NETs) % Al RiFEMMZ AT, A% 4R L5
t, E0HETEREY, BTEFNTHERA (K&
AT 3em) #; G2 &k NETs £ CT Lt F+7F
AAE, SEARAREMENMEN Gl KL, X
D, HEH AR, vERNL, FHAREMNL; G3
A%, FERML, SEABSHENAL, FHIHK
B4 BT AL 5 # . 49 22%8N i iR NENs fF 8 i 3 7]
WM, EERLT LN E, S hdr
INEIRBR IR R AL A, DOy BB LR
Ji % NENs ZA0fR EAB AT D W, PHEBRE B “£
R e P, L Il sise, HBHEEAMY
BRERAN, EERAEEGTRAMEAS.

4. kB ER: CT ERE 2 ¥R, HAH
BT, BT D, REEEH, [ —REHX
A BT AR E BT, HE®RE CT RHMK
JRAANKREFER, E4T255HWRENE
HEWfE, FTH#ESENEY, CT WEAREN
M, BHA CTE Stk DM AKB (MR
enterography, MRE) %f /] i NENs #y14-Wi f/ E.48 24,
BECTEEGHE D, ER EE XA £78F
FE, CT REHAELME. T2aTHFHE
WEAENLEE, CT RENIEAERLEFAE®R
BAEAT. HRAMA RS AR —EnEEA
SRR, Wi, TN E LS, i
o PES LW, CT BB ETMATE.

(=) MRI # %

1. #k3K: 7% GEP-NENs @M myte . Ehe. 4

B EMFAT AN BT R REE L 7 E, MRI
HEA—LRAEENTZRFFRLAT 2R £HML
B0  Hoxt TR AE AR RS NENS, 3% 7 /6 4

2. WEFTHE: MRI A 2 588G, REEE.
FHIRSHHMREAEETREELRIERT R R
& WEE, RIRR+ =4 & GEP-NENs 89 % LR
AL, TR Y & E R m A s A A, B
BE 2R RRA T e LR MRI A& 55| Y
. RETFHFFACERIHE TWIL A8
MWH TWI FHERE AR, BEREGT i
ik % (diffusion-weighted imaging, DWD 2%, T,wI
XA RABERIIEIFMARERARTFF ., FH
TIWI 335 5%l — 4 50 = 48 R S 00 B AP0 B DK
Fo, "R ARE S B RGO DWI FiEFAE 4
B A/ b 1, & b {83 % 7 K A 600~800 s/mm’
REE, HESINKEL D EURGENT #HEAK
(apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC) &1, —ukz;
A F7|, flin k& A A48 T 125 (intravoxel incoherent
motion, IVIM)PPI= 4 i 3 1% 14 (diffusion kurtosis
imaging, DKI) P42 t —ssh gk 5 K5 8, H 8
TR RS E R FT B . X TFETGIER
TR RE, FWERATHERERE &% (magnetic
resonance cholangiopancreatography, MRCP)., T,WI
NAHBREAHEEXARA L2 RN ERAER
AW EEEFIT S EAERE, SF . [T
#H, FEnErtasi kb EERE, BEXE
% A3 kB DUTE 35 30 fk B A o g Rk 4100, g RR Rt
P 7 3 R R E AL AT EL AL, (B AR R I R
KRBT R AT A (Flansl BB 47 MR
BN TR RS A R RS A R B R
FIRFREAT A, R &R EEE %,

/N NENs B MRI 48 % % MR /7 & 5 (MR
enterography, MRE) B, MRE # % i % 4 #L4F
frig kg, BESIAMUAEHE LB LS, B E
WAVEH L EZRITF MG T R e HE R £,
KRG FHFE AR RARE TWIL R B30 = 4%
£ TWI FHER L8 (KR, . FFED
iR, #EHL DWI KGR,

F ff NENs & MRI 735 B % & 77 £29,
EaAHA T WI 0 &HFE], FEED 247
FRGE (RREFEATHREADERA LD,
HAE B A K DWI, 58 # 7 £ 5w T Bon 5t
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HEIT REEMRELEHITRE.

3. ¥ ¥ &I /N NENs i 7 5 B & 438 %
BN, HBE¥E5~30 mm, TELAH L4, BE
ETWIHEES, TWIEE5, mldontFs,
BRAHBECAL, U BAEHES L5 REA
HERANEE; MAEY 2 (AR EEEE)
BENL, ¥EETR. EMERRMEDN, ZHAE
R s, T.WI FREEBTERE T, &=
SR MELEHEER LI K E SR
%, o5 2o & sk A E ), + Z 35 7 NENs
FEELE BN EET K,

E i NENs A % # (249 80%) &34 fi 2 i IR
WHET, ETWIEE5ES. W %EF5, DWI
FHER, HREAHFRERALENL, MAERE
2 kg e,

JRAE NENs K % 4 seie bk, i RB0E, #A
MRI & B BN TIWIHERE S . TWIEEF.
% b1 DWI &1z 5. ADC K18, &35 ki
BN AERAFFEEA LD, EE. K.
EhERTAREES RAHEBMET, g
NENs e > LEkHaHE: TRANFAHRMAEN
WE; PHERE TWI 51w, HEEHEThH
HREASEALEREN; PEFETEREREE
K, BREIE;, CHERETE T HA#KAER,
SRR, TR MG B4 sl 2,

B s GEP-NENs ¥/ # £ B 6, EEF N
T G2 . E & & 5| NENSs, 5 & W45 4% 30 AL 4 ik B 45
AnRFRE . A B AR A AR fE 5 K 5 A
MEJFRERE IR E N % K&+, HAEL A, KL TWI
KEZ. TWIEES. mb{EDWIERES. ADC
K1E, RAEIRBH I GRABAT &=L,
HHAFITRIEE, wATHESEE, B8 E
FF RE 2 — A 29 o 1545 559,

4, EHEXE: MRI & A LG, T
BIEA R, ML R EHES MRI REF AT £
B REURT ME A Y. 5 CT Bt A
A, MRIERBALS LA EBER EMR. EX
2, MRIWNHALA i E, ERIRELHHES
ERUWETE CT HREARA. EHEELHL
HEL B SW A E, MRI F4 + #5839 % +DWI
WIANZEEMRENTBRFTE, LEEZXANIE
MEFEFERLT, ERMNGREFRERTEE—FR
B WA, T EHEBERMER, MRI T CT,

MRl ([ EAERAMN A FERLTEN DT TRE. JE
&, HBT AR NENs B9 4hRHF K 7 £ 41T

MRIWEELZETRERERK, FEESE
AW AE; MEESER, BALER ZWBEET
BAR, AEZ%PRizs. BMENREMAZE
WF® = EWNT; BE, MRI — & EAREEE TR
HATA AT R, UL CT ANFE— ke f 2 3 iE
#W; WA TR LR E S T CT,

(=) BERE

1. #E#: % T GEP-NENs, &k kit =&
REEMLEAZEY, LW ERLEEHRSL S
PR30 K R T AT ERE, BABEEZE
& BT #8 % 42 (endoscopic ultrasound, EUS) ,
NEHNEEAGNR R HITEF 0T, R E
EaBESE, EEVHBER/NE 2~3mm HRE
WOk 5E B F U IR NENs #9987 . EUS 7
THEH R R E B R R, AR AN RIRALE .
B E . BB e RR B AR B A AT
A, ZAEMEN. dENRM, TEEFEG R
TE&EFRER, HERLF R THATHE TR
v & 4 Cendoscopic ultrasound fine-needle aspiration,
EUS-FNA) 3k 577 2 -

2. ETH: BRI E o BRI AN ER LR
L, =M 8~12 h, WERRMER, BFHLE
TERT, RBUmER &, UBEE, BRETY
EHHAATRE; BHE NENs HTHERER, W
RECHEMONEEY, TEEIAHEEH#HAT.
oEe, FEEARABEEDA, AEHEREY
FINTHENERESN. ©EE NI, BHRE
WHEEZR, REAMN T ZEMESZREETE
ERREEETN. EEMETRORST, MM
A, UL B R g Ry UL,
ZARETAXERAREREED, ELRE
PR B b BE, ZthEARBBERST LT RMEZ
HAEBW. BT TBEE, FETZAMILERE
NEFE/RE.

B 7 NENs 8 f /7 EUS 16 & 7] K | &[5 # F A
F.NEEEFAREEERELSE. TR EUS
& 77 kA AR E AL R R BRI E R, #a
A S I4 EUS ek, E W ER/N, BiEE
JRBE A, REEH Y NENs HEF T HR,
4% EUS N E + 3 & A # L — a5
Wt &, &M% 534 EUS 347 2 5T & iR fe
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5. BERGUREFEEZHR T, L%ES5H
HEUS AR L RH#ARIRE LB ANEATAME,
ERFEERE IR EEAREL, &% EUS 2
ARNE, EREERE, BRVGHLETE,
BERELBENEWRE, TEEELERE
F. mEA N T EEE, R Ed—F
LHLLH. BERGIBFEIRE, BIELR
ORE R R AT A, DRI IR k.
FraMEERERNTRREREITHAKTE S,
BEBRENARRH AN AR, LERAR
T#h. RERFRFEGN T —ERARERERFER
kEREAEMER, B %% WE R R ETE
PRGN R AVE o X 5L e IR BE B B K B R/
NS (LR R

JR R H NENs £ ZR B & [ 3 R F Nk
&, MHELEULIREHEERE . L% EUS
MEREAS E R SRR, BT LR
K /EH E B F AT EUS-FNA 3% BUR 2 5k H 85 2
Wr. &AM E N4 (contrast-enhanced endoscopic
ultrasonography, CE-EUS) i it # fik Fl V£ # & #8
®EA AR (FFEE), HRFE A MR
HAES, TR A/NMENLRES. RE
NENs & & i #y%F &, =18 % NENs &8 #%
BT AR 4B DL — F R B L TR M (47 95.1%) [,
#E W4 9 M K 1% (endoscopic ultrasonography
elastography, EUS-EG), F| A B A#r4 R4 EHE Al 7
RLAE S HITE, ST M 50 U e e 3L
Bz 77 %k E MR, LR IER N ERRERTAE
H—WBENRELZEEEFAR, ZREBEEFE
THEREHNER.

3. FhFRI: EAR/INME i NENs, &
FHREFALEANCTHEETH. mEARR
M. REEm, ZHbEE, WREE, Ha A
7] L RS ki ) NENs 7y 3
IR, % B NENs /30 B IR b et, &3
K ESIRAEE, BB SR ST
Tl EEE, FEA7HIEF. BENENs £F %
BRI BRI E R AR/ BRI EE R,
RKEBAGIRBEEY K, XTATH5RRFEA
Fbg fo B AT A, BE R E L L HM s
HBEE g, 7 ULE S o 8y GEP-NENSs Y 1t
HREE, XLTATEZ htap T 57", 4
FEE 5| R AL E, ¥ LUK IR R i A R A

B BB K. BUR, EETFEA A S HIE
SE%, YHWERNEMERBKENE, FEM
Bim. W RE. FEREREL, SHHEEE
IERh R B EHTER . EERE LT LI
A-HI B A

EHEFENET, B NENs £ R34 E A
BERBAGNEEE, BREE, —RLTHME
BWE2ERE 3B, ARETRARTZIES 4
REANE, EENBEERRFLEZ. BRHY
NENs #F AHEENZRRA, HRFBEMENZ R
RAEY, XEHSWEXRHSNKESE, 27
EE, BomEIAAERET (4 22%), I AF
THHNLEE RS, THAEEN. FREANEF
ERUBEEREMER, THEETHWMHE, LR
AHEFEAAN, BELHR, ABL2BEAT AL
SHFBEEFEELET % (91.5%) Y. BEiE NETs
Ak B FL SR B F i (solid pseudopapillary
tumor, SPT) EI&E ¥4, mit+g. EHLRL 45
47 SPT Hi R NET £ W, SPT 14 T4
BA, *MEFE N, BRNET &R SPT ES 4K A #
B, Tt 2B it R E NEN, A % % #t5
FE, AL LR GaR T FARBHLEES
RETHEANRRAE, EET9HHRENH
Ao M F A E A4 E & NEN, 556485 1 %
H BT oA . CE-EUS T #2 % NEN &3 A3 5%
BREEHSROMRES, RAHTTHEE, L
JRHR T HH B BB AT, 5 BB IE % AR A 4t
AR, BERGEXT, BT RE, ZEK
DrEe, AT OBEE; HTRARRE, #
MRGHEEELRRA, BRERBHEL RN,

4. RBETR: BERELA. TEHN. LF
B, SEZT. BREEBENTATHEERITHN
I, AT REE A RKMENRFI T L E R R, o
TRITHEREE. RABEMENES, MEW
iR e o et M T BE B O A R E B B RR T
THEET. Ao, BERERERIBEHFHEAR
KF, FEZGEIETVWING, FAGRREELES
% %R E KRB, HF NEN B X 8% &
IR, EESHFEBENRGEERERE.
HBE A HSUE SR, B RIR NEN 8912
W RS R W, V] R R M TR TE AR W W v
=L

EUS *f T3/ NEN 8y &R, EZEFUAL
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H<5mmmFELE, TEARERLSRE. £ E
mENEEFMXR, Y FARBAENENSE R
o EUS 897 —th# & ¥ LLi# i¥ EUS-FNA 38154
SR, HUR A R 2 T 34 5] 9006178, EUS
WEETRETEUS ETERAMKEE, X THAH
NHEEEERWESL L ERAT. b, EUS X#1E
HL%, BERMERRS, TEAFHREELR
EERARZRRA, b CT. MRI &G/ %E
REEHEENNDGEERATERE, ITRETRS
¥, EEMEUS KRENXE —ZE R,

Z. R hERE

(=) R AKX F %K EH (somatostatin
receptor scintigraphy, SRS)

1. #E£: SRS & NENs WAF R IR & 7%, ”
Mk DG AAEE 5 NENs 40 i &% @ & K37 & %R

(somatostatin receptor, SSTR) # & & % . £ % SRS
EAH TR aEZE Min, P15 P )
AT A KT K £ 14 (somatostatin analogs, SSA)
JE HATH B L F R ST EALWT B R & A (single
photon emission computed tomography, SPECT) &
%, ¥ AT GEP-NENs B H#H e . E (L,
a8 T ROREREEY . T GL fr G2 & NET,
T H SSTR #t &8 %, SRS & £ 8 & fu#t 4% 1 iy
YT A 5 4 7T 4 85% 0L EI,

2. BEHH: DHEWEGEAEKMNERAY
MmEAEFN, BMERAZNALEFEAEREK
MEHY, STEXKBAGWAETHNES, NAEIE
AT —RETHHTERI TR TR AERN &
KMEXRGY., wER BN ZRK, T HREZLL
1R # it He ot . In-SSA & A KL 71 8 # 185~222
MBq (5~6 mCi), JLZ 4 5 MBqg/kg (0.14 mCi/kg),
FEBEA G 240 #TE K. B R E G K% F A
B 557 4 P Te-SSA %, FH7|E % 520 MBg, E
HEGAEI~4h #HTREG AGXECRELHTE
B (REED, —RAERMEILLAE SPECT/CT ¥t
E 2%, Nk FEWT AL, BAR AL KARALH SPECT
B, CT B& R = #was &,

3. R FERI: EFEEGT N EGAEE.
FRRE MY £ B IR R B2 i p He itk

Gl., G2 BB AR 4FH G3 i GEP-NENs
T SPECT Bl LRIANFERAMEEH LN FE T
BRI E, I CT W ZE & LA L E
RAFEEFTHE B B R RETHNEE . R

JRHY Gl. G2 B A# /4 G3 &y NENs ¥ &I A
SPECT BEl#& BB RM EGHAKRER, #IFH®
CT W EHGA MM B EREE L RET, ¥
A B Hth. &AW CT W EE &,
T D4R & SRS M m M0 H Y R BUE Fuke Rk

4. £% 57 F: SRS & H#l NENs 7 #8 B % 5%
HERB L BB BT, VHRETTERRE,
ERAWRBETULNEZAALHAFERE, B
EAEKIMEZIRERIAW GEP-NENs R H##
M, IR KRN EE R R SRR, B
wENEAENER, ENHE. SRS E GL. G2 4
NENs % 41t B 37 i1 G3 2% NENs By & M Ui . F3%
BaM. RS, mELSR. BT ek, 7
BTGP A EHEHELSE, BIANEA
HH. STIRFARCKERBNES, T4
EFE SRS PRI, A PY, TLu AT A K40
AU HAT £ IR Z Rk ST £ 3677 (peptide
receptor radionuclide therapy, PRRT). 12 SRS % J&] 4
BEAWR, NERE (<1lcem) T4R. 4T G3%
NENSs Fr 4442 A 43k 9%% (neuroendocrine carcinomas,
NECs), T SSTR &ik®# D, SRS i H Ui
B E K 40%~60%. [ B, THEAEF. BN
IR MR R G R e HE o B B A R A
P,

(Z) AKWEZHRTETF LS HENHER
% (positron emission tomography, PET)

1. #E3: 2021 iR CSCO M4 A 4 W& 477
@+, ¥ SRS 5 £ H5E CT. £ 4% MRI F
FIHTHR 2A (#F, E5EEMEH¥ 7 &

(CT/MRD) 32, SRS H E4FHyth W 4 4% 1 1y
71, EREUE T 0% LB, FEet, & Fomdat
B A WER S SSTR2 %1k 2 F AR #5554, 7 o
R BRJE M SSTR RIAF N AT PRRT 697, £K
# & Z 1Kk PET 2% (SSTR PET) #5741 A IE & F 3%
st E (PGa, ®F %) #F1C SSA B A PET #
1T 214 PETICT #o &4 PET KB Rz £ 5 CT
HHEIE RAEE A, —REBTHRELHEL W
WG, FATHTEEZENN, BRCESBR
SRS & %, SSTRPET % @4 4% & #710H SSTR #5)
7 & A SSTR #H5 Z% . B wiils /R LA SSRT #kz 5
DHEEAER, TEZEFAHF ®Ga-DOTA-TOC,
%Ga-DOTA-TATE #1 ®Ga-DOTA-NOC. SSTR ##i7| &.
% = Z B 4584 ®Ga-DOTA-JR1L. ®Ga-DOTA-LM3
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%, EREEGHRMERERMEESAE 7 E L
% ®F-SSAPETICT 5 ®Ga-SSAPET/CT #1 &
BHREEMN, XTAERNMEENECARE S
£, B ERENARS.

2. &7 UL ®Ga-DOTA-SSA &1 % f,
B LFELEE, ZH K E 15 min B # fkE S %A
2 MBg/kg, 60 min 5 # 4T PET X% CT #7 2 2 &

3. MR EREEGETLEGMNEER,
R, B PR EER SRR EEAELIRE RS
WHE R, 0 R L RIR I R AR £ B R

GEP-NENSs 7£ PET B % £ &3 A R & M B #H
FHATREEDGARIES, HRREES
SSTR #y KL F A% . G1 % NET # SUVmax % 7
ik 20~80, £ £ ¥ &, & NENs % E 507 &,
BRI RFERER S TReanb® G2 #x
PLE NET # SUVmax % # 20 LT, T £ Ki-67 45
# 5 & #9 NECs %, ®Ga-DOTA-SSA &4 4,7 % 7,
HHME, CT WTEEGHNEALN SRS, ERER
B R, 2 20%H9 SSTR PET & E By FE M 5 b ¥ 72
CTHE®G L THEHL LMk g,

PET/ICT R AH —REAHTUNEZ 2 5%
H, fE RO B AW R &, SSTRPETICT 24 %
G1~G3 % NET &, HxtJf KX M R H# A ey R
E ik 95%., 44 CT W ERGHEEHERE R
PET B % L B &5k %, SSTRPET/CT BG4 T
B 0 o R 8UE 7 34 95%. SSTR PET/CT &4 %f
THEEHBHLY R YHR, BIE CT AKX
WAk E 48R B3 A, W PET & - HIA T T 57
R, RIRTT UL B Ak B4 8 4%, Uk i, SSTR
PET/CT Tk B4 545 ek 7 8U% 7 i 90%°°,
M4h, SSTR #HA TG EH TAREREMR, £
GEP-NENSs J@ kt, 47| 2P et b r a2 A
##E,

4. B 5 R PETICT BG 4R, Ll
BHEE, HEZSFHEE, X&k, MATH
45 SRS 2 [8] 43 AR FARE| R LR Ay 1 R P,
SSTR PET/CT & % %t F SSTR & % 4 89 GEP-NENs
EARBHRBERERE, LHEESTHRELESR
BHNEE., BERE. MR EHEARENE
HE, TARET SHESHEL FEEERTAR
B EEL TR, R B AR B,
SSTR PET/CT &7 LI & 5Hy SRS TR E 471y
KBB4 SSTR YR IAAF, HfFikiE & PRRT &

FHEERGET Lot Er P, gx £
B, ®Ga-DOTA-NOC PET & |t % %k b, = T
GEP-NENs /&, # 4 SUVmMax<37.8 # 5 1 &
4 <z TR 1 IO,

{E % F SSTR ik F& 1K v & %% 7| NET =t NEC,
SSTR PET/CT #yfE 1 & £ /&K, Frt, MHH%R T
BREER, FRIE. B EBRBERA RN EEN
oA X E R H s

(=) ®F-FDG PET/CT %14

1. #1: ®F-FDG (2-#-2-ft 4-D-# & 1)
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BB, R B M R R B KA — A AR
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3. BRI EF BT LA R AU K
EREZGZHWEGA R, B, #, . LA
Bz e g AR = U FDG 4 & 5.
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PET/CT HYBLRME A 37%50), T 4 ke o Ki-67>
15%5t, 8F-FDG PET/CT # R &% ¥ 34 90% A £,



PR SRR 2B (R TAR) 2024 5F 4 H 14 % 5528 ChinJ Digest Med Imageol (Electronic Edition), April 2024, Vol.14, No.2 - 103+

Flat, ®F-FDG PET/CT ¥ Hll g EP, £8
B FE T NENs £, @ %R EER, Kk
f& k. °F-FDG PET/CT 78 7] ML % # PRRT 577 K
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BF-FDG ERiE. RERALHTHRE &
B8 E, X NENs @k e 7= £ — 2 vl), T4
A E R AT E A AP,

(M) Eemardgszinst

1. M. — 2 EFE NENs, Wik £ 5 M
SSTR &k ZRK, £% SSTR LML % 8 E K.
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