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The value of SUV in *F-FDG and '*F-FLT PET imaging for diagnosing pulmonary nodules CHEN Yi, PENG Yan-mei, LI
Yi,et al. Department of Radiology,Zhujiang Hospital Affiliated to Nanfang Medical University, Guangzhou 510000, P. R.
China

[Abstract] Objective: The study aims to investigate the diagnostic performance of dual-tracer '* F- fluorodeoxyglucose
("F-FDG) and ' F-fluorothymidine ("* F-FLT) PET/CT in pulmonary nodules, to differentiate the malignant tissue from
benign pulmonary nodules. Methods: To choose 55 patients with pulmonary nodules as study target. In all cases, 28 cases
were pulmonary nodules alone,others were 2 or 3 pulmonary nodules,and the sizes were 0. 6~11.0 cm. *F-FDG and " F-
FLT PET/CT were performed in 55 patients. The groups of results were showed with sex, age, size and pathology of all
pulmonary nodule patients, the define standard was according to SUV of every group on average. To study the affect of SUV
of ¥F-FDG and “F-FLT with all groups. Results;: There were no significant differences between the SUV of "F-FDG and
sex,age,diameter of the nodule,type of the pathologic nature of nodule of all fifty-five patients (P>>0. 05) , however, there
were significant differences between the SUV of F-FLT and the type of pathologic nature of nodules of all fifty-five pa-
tients (P<C0. 05). Conclusion: The study showed that ¥ F-FLT PET/CT SUV can accurately differentiate carcinoma from
benign nodules.
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