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H M R 2 N 43 W I 9 (gastroenteropancreatic
neuroendocrine neoplasms, GEP-NENs) & i T & %
TH R e B 1 Uk RE A 28 o0 AR 28 N G A A L S — R b
DL PR A Je 8 R 3K BUAS 33K B 28 9 4 W A AR ) R
A ZIRER IR R 2 2R, o 20 Bk 1R 2R
. AR AT B 7R . GEP-NENSs 19 & i %
B 5 b F+. 851 GEP-NENs & %5 R 20 0 &4 5 10
TENHVA 3 6K et L 33X 5 5 0 K A T B AN T 4 e A
XEBEG A LA T BE BT AT ¢ . GEP-NENs w1 LB iR &
i e LU R VI N E R RIS,

Il PR = B R 53 2

2017 4F WHO R4 9 28 A 22 57 #4380 Ki-67 br
ICHEE LA SR B A AE R BE ¥ GEP-NENSs 43 8 G1,
G2 K G3(F D), [AIF, @it TNM 43395 b 88 &
FELRGT JE] L0l 5 10 42 28 M E AT AR 72

%1 2017 WHO GEP-NENs 4 # 47 1

Ny EET N Ki-67 4% 4
K (10 HPF) %)
Gl <2 <3
G2 2~20 3~20
G3 =20 =20

WA GEP-NENs J& 75 E A7 P 43 WA AH DGR IR o o 3L
Iy R REPEMAE T BEE GEP-NENs, JE3IfgM: GEP-
NENs 25 7 82 % ~85 %, Ilfi )R I 3 A 3R B th ¢ 5 19 E
IR IRZ YN BN Y LR RS S T 5 A R e LR S E AV I
AR PG R RE R 5 T GEP-NENs 25 /5 15% ~
1826170 f i UL 1 oAy T S5 2298 B ¥ 0 2988, 3l 43 i)
DI B 5 A 15t 97 I8 TS 46 i PRAE AR 312, IR T4
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FFA R (R FER S ) #RIRE8 (OSID)

2R kR, R R R A (chromograninA,
CgA) £ 1IE 5 P 28 14 43 W 21 Jifl 1 GEP-NENS [ #fi 28 N
535 240 L 43 A R T 3R 5K L 7E 12 B GEP-NENSs 1 B Ay
A R BURE (AR 9490, T4 80% By GEP-
NENs JAE D gtk , iX ffif4 GEP-NENs Y12 Wr 55 fin (8l
M BB RATIZ W 0 9 o0 KR %, GEP-NENs
14 % 7% R 42 22 B8 7 ke - s 30 B RURRAE L 40 43k
PR ki67 FEEL A 2 MR TR B AFAEIRIE

HEFREMBRHAR

GEP-NENs HA7 8 1 57 i o (ol i PR 2 B K
TG 22 SR . S AR 2 Ao A B 108 1A UL 42 i 97 fie 1)
AW ARG KA A Fe A 1§ B . X GEP-NENs [9123f
K HE VEA B A AR R, 4 2& GEP-NENS 11
AR F WS R A48 ) GEP-NENs 11297 & il 5 17
fhifR Bt E K IE . H AT GEP-NENs i £ #2454
A EALHE MSCT MR, AE K0 % Z 7k 815 (soma-
tostatin-receptor scintigraphy, SSRS) . 1E i, T % & %Y
B LW JZE . 14-CT (positron emissiontomography-
CT,PET-CT) Fl# /5 £ A (ultrasound, US).,

1. MSCT

M1 T MSCT 49 $iff 3 B2t 4L 4005 L R 4, 2
GEP-NENs ¥ 1 1Y 6 A 75 25, vl W80 s kb 0 47 &
Bl e %o o Fil 2 2RI 8% 1) 42 A0 L 3 A % 15 0 5 X i
TR 53 ) A0 2 27 3 R BT AR . GEP-NENSs
F H A R oo e 2 9 R 8 AR DK 14T 33 % LR
Je 30 T 20 Ik s 00 5 T S Ak (E s A R 43 AL BRI
I BEEE RS | L6 F IKOU RV I . — R 1 L JE A 1Y o
CT KA R ZH - 48 - 19 s 742 7T A i AR T /)
14 19 5 2R AN A s H W R W ELLAE CT Bk
W EI A ST UESE Bl ik 5 1k 7 B 5 R 9 00 2
S O LEAIR S P 1 Ji e e s AL R R AR



T 82 B 2020 4FE 9 A4S 35 %48 9 ] Radiol Practice,Sep 2020, Vol 35,No.9 1191

IR AHSCHE ST B R B B e N o W i R CT
FEP A bR AR VS K (> 4.0 em) L i BE A IR iR
(] Fof 58 R s R S 1 L 5 P AR IR B L 5t 0 W R IR
JIR 5 29 I L 5 1 A AE G I, B i 8 e AR
EN BAEEBEWIIE T CT B B A2 4 43 W6 fith
J8 ( pancreatic neuroendocrine neuroendocrineneo-
plasms,pNENs) B g F-E 555 B Z B A R,
Zi RN CT $#4E 5 v b3k £ M 4 K (alternative
lengthening of telomeres, ALT) A9 & 5 I} 2 AH 3¢ . i
Jed 3 AR BSOS KLU g IR A il A8 R LB AR T 5k I
R s R YK IR RS MM B =3 em J2 ALT
FER 5 W A N, ALT B pNENs & 1 5
AETOIR A A R 10 A B 1 S Mk AR A7 80 ALT BT
FWE., B REY CT fF 4 A #£78 GEP-NENs
) AR B S W TS L AH CT X 9k B 45 % % 4G )
R BB B A1 L AR 60 %0 ~ 70 %, X AT 19 T H A 4G 2
TR sE CT T A I I & /N fi P98 o AR
A BRI CT e A 250 Hh A ) 21 96k 1 25 iz Ak % %, (3
AWEFE R AEZ 35 30 %0 WY T, CT JE ik & R K
o kb AEE T R W] A R 2 22 4 Ak
(L PEROND) S 75 CT K v i 30 Jmy &8 21 4k A &
R ET A A 5 o ] B A Mt MR S AL 1Y) T 4 b 7S 5 )
PE7R . RN IR IR R B B 4TI 2 TR A ]
JIE B P9 B8 S AT D FE A A o AH I T v 1 R R AT RN T
PR S T BE AR AE DR 22 U B0 T 0 BE AT R0 A TN Jit & Ji
TeA o TR e B PN BB L 0 2B A0 2 /N i A R Y
e T AR,

W e CT (dual-energy computed tomography,
DECT)/E R 5 — R XIE CT T 2006 4F4f i, v] LA i
B FH W FNAS [R) 1Y X I 4R A8 335 R £ i Al 2L ke it
DECT A AT $2 41 20 2185 B /Y i i) 25 44 15 B, 38 7] 3K
19 BT L FRLRE B LR ) o 1R R ek Bl e Rl A
PR i 1912 W 42 BE 307 19 O 1] . B RE i AR T LA
ARATTELF (1 RMR 0T A5 W LE S X Le M 75 L A RE )
T 308 okt AL T A A s e 7 2 0% IR L )
FI8 B I, B2 A 78 1 R LR R . B it S ith 2k
BERORE VPR AR YR AL 24 A B 4L 4L, e Ah,
AT AE 0J F F BGHE AT T AR  Re S N, A
KHFFERSALRE CT 7 [ i 5 A2 1 A6 th 64T 1 40 A L 18
55 keV I g i g 72 7 44 15 M L0 B s T IR R
(P =0.0002) . 1 #E A7 llfi PR 12 W i BiE $2 {1t B 4 1) 2 0L
FUR R . A% H W5 T NENs JIF5: 58 5 9E T il
£ HCC 1y DECT 2 B, 42 713 Bl () $5% B 22 53¢ 7 P 2 4
SIS B A — i Bl T I R 12 4 gt & 0,
LA EREFER W DECT #4908 HT AT LA i o kb AG: 55, )
B REAR X 2R %@ 5t L R B 2 DECT £ GEP-NENs [

WFEH S5 78 M DECT REAE R A2 )7 TAE 4t
TEER.

2. MRI

#47I ) GEP-NENs i % £ 38 T, WL Lf5 5.
T, WI @55, a7 =05 898 CT M. MRI L
A EEAE N CT BN FEA A, MRT Al 4G i CT M DL &
LA AR ik L 2 A R k. R DGR e T R
i = AR CT Hl I IEAh I 5 R k0 A B 5
FEUH, MRT X A6 HH 458 /0N ) %% % 9 B0 in A ek, 7 —
T 64 1) £ 09 B 5T A B, MIRT A6 00 2] 149 T %% % 4
PR R E R T CT (P=0.02) A4 KM EZ kB 1%
(P<20.0001)"* £ ZEFR 1 5 MR n] £ £k W0 J5E K 2% JiTF
R BRI, IR B, BE AP OEIN AL AL 1% (diffusion-
weighted imaging, DWI) X 9 kb 47 K I, LRG3
T T B MIRT 5120

VAR A BF 5T M 45 T MRI 4#1E 5 pNENs {2 78
PERIE R AE >2 em ., T, WI & 4 s ({55 RS
ik K DWI Y HZ R /8 pNENs HAg @2 221,
XoF 43 1B RS A L A B AT B R A R R R A R AR
( Magnetic

resonance cholangiopancreatography,

MRCP) #6; A5 , A U147 1l DF-Ady DXl fige 390 | e 9 5 PB4 L &
MEMCR, A FFRFT W EE. IR R
MRI XF B30 9 7 AT DA e JFF U 5% 7% 088 19 A 1 26,
— L% 101 A~ NENs JHF#6 8 9 kb i #F 55 & B IR
R S 3 T AR AL B A A AR /S I i R L B b
TN Kt o T TR AR S B T JHF 5 B 93 0 k14 12 DB B0 B 38
99% ./ T CT il PET ##&,

AT Sk DWT 78 iy #60 v i) g FH 32 30732 .
Assignies ZE0 W 5Y F W, DWI 2 Wi NENs I 5 5 05
JEHE T, W K gl 245 4L 36 5 il A% 07 SJak R JK B T 3k
71.0%~71.6 % , F¢ 57 BE AT 35 88.9% ~100%) . 734k
A EEAE— WU E 5 R S R R T, 2
5 DWI-MRI % NENs 7+ 145 55 &5 (9 e i B (o300
0.91 1 0.86)™ , ¥ DWI Jim A% # MRI & 4> & MRI
KA v, 3 % BT DL R o 2 R AL O R B
15 96 1 SR E TR YT SR I BCAE T A SE SR £ B, ADC
(B 5 3 9 B 43 0 22 [) 7 AH 56 M 1k R K 9
SEH ADC i 5 1% M R & 9 &k OF- 3 ADC {43
A 1.48X10 *mm?*/s Fl 1.04 X 10 mm? /s) #5297,
HAFHEUE T 3% — W, IF 4 1 2L ADC {H 0.95 X
10 mm®/s A Il S, 55 5032 W R R 0P 28 0N 0 W 0
(NEC) 55 i B #lt 28 8 43 W98 (G1/G2) B U B
72.3% RS R 91.6 %6,

S AR B Y2 W 5 Bl 05 75 04T = 1 4 ik
CT fifr, {0 MRI PRUH 5 & 09 41 2853 B e ) 7212 Wi T
L2 2wy R S e L DS et N1 5§ P
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IR —EE . SRS MRI SR B9 AW & 8 R ok
£ GEP-NENSs I i i FH B 25 8ok 83z .

3. MR A

P ST e R A A 1 1Y S
T AR R IOE L LR AR A BT — R AR A K
PE OGRS B AE I IG IR e ) A AR B oK. E 6 TALHE
153 {3 £ 25 1) I 50 P IF 9 b, S 6T pNEENTs 9 A 1)
K RAL N 39% (17% ~79%) 7, M7 i 5 (con-
trast-enhanced ultrasound, CEUS) &2 — fifr i AU {48 =
A Ty 2 HL % A S X B R AT DA v o AR S R
T S X LL B, DT B2 55 995 L A R 2 A AR
SR T M b S, CEUS ib A W B 55 kb 52 vk X 8, 42
o g k2 TR R A AR . M AR ST X 48 I BE AR A
TR 19 NENs 8 #47 CEUS #2r , Hxbig &k 92 iy
OB R KR = G 8200,

25 N 458 7 (endoscopic ultrasongraphy, EUS) &
Z2Wi pNENs S HURM 757 B EUS 456 T 5
S RS I A I 5 R B A RE PN A mlRE Ab R E
Mg AR L A EUS i 40 7 ik 3 55 Ji 5 480 2 48 30 1 45
5 Z 0T F VR4S T AR T A7 M B i F AR Oy A
[FEF EUS AT AT &6 B 28 N 8 T 3 &, X T GEP-
NENs ARHFj5- A &R L, 7EEFXF 149 ] pNENs
BEM 3 WHF 58, EUS #  pNENs 1 U N
86% (82% ~ 93%), ¢ 5 EE N 92% (86% ~
959 B E LT, YW BE R E O W F R ok
55 3293 i HL Al AG: A R RE & BRI B L B 24 R EUS A1
LS AR AN+ 481 . Pais X e T EUSH #L
A L CT X pNENs 1 AR FI R 5808 45 1 WoR & 5
Fo B E I ERAE EUS X g i 58 o7 UM it
I, RAF EUS MiXE CT.US Skt k12 28 46 4, 41
#1iY GEP-NENs % (A48 & 47 Hofh 5 20k A 1 9 At
MR EOAT EUS K4 . T4 KA 8 H m s tk B R
N T EUS K e rbr, s A 20 7 B2 1 4 e A —
# g, R b M A Cintraoperative ultrasound,
10US) & — MU i 46 1 GEP-NENs B 7 ¥ AU % &
[ & R IR B TIOUS P38 th 28 92%, & T EUS
(86 YO s H I TOUS #a # i [] 1 K AR Hh: # 461 43
PER K BRI A2

US HAT K A 2 4 v, R f Ak A e B R %2 0¢
HE, it CEUS K2, m v i o 3 U A Lok
7N B R RO Y 9 kL O B o TR A B A R, 2
I PR % 5 64T 28 Bz T A% 968 S 4000 Rl R B, HEAE R
AitAT CEUS #att . 4R 1 . CEUS AR RE 1A 5 4~ AT I
T 00 0CRT A A A 7 X CT 8¢ MRIT #F 47 #b 78,
EUS K& TOUS J = APERS 2 5 5, I W0 8 3 1% Ol o e

ek,

4. BE R

LA R AR & R il AR S B A A KA
EZ KLY B 1% (somatostatin-receptor scintigra-
phy, SSRS) . F-3 AL It 48 4 49 # ('° F-FDG) PET/
CT.®F-— 8 AKX AHE B (dihydroxyphenylalanine, DO-
PAPET/CT Je 5-# &2 (5-hydroxytryptophan, 5-
HTP)PET/CT,

R EZ IR B A% A KK Z K (somatostatin-
receptor, SSTR) |7 {Z 43 4 T N AR 28 P 4 Wb 41 L il
FUAh — S JE 5 v, AL 4G B L RR R AR AR S AR AR L B K
I Z IRAEAR 2 Mg vh #8635 . 78 NENs Rk 28
Ry S5 b A, kb N T A T IR 3 T
SSRS # A2 K S A% R AR e i AR KA E D5 A
PPN, 5 MR ) SSTR 4R 5 45 4 1 fff i 98 1 4% - SSRS
Ik & GEP-NENS 2 Wi f143 1 1 4 A o

H AT I R H B SSTR 7] 25 ) B 36 Gallium-
68 DOTA-Tyr3-octreotatate (** Ga-DOTATATE) .
Gallium-68 DOTA Nal3-octreotide (% Ga-DOT-
ANOC) F1 gallium-68 DOTA-Tyl3-octreotide (**Ga-
DOTATOC) . & & A% Ga-DOTA #H 5 ik, iX 28 i 5f
Z5W)AE SSTR A M 22 3K i 9 (9 A rh A s 36 22 e i
AN CEATI 25 FAAE T X 32 PR R (9 2% F ) AN TR]

®Ga-DOTA MK PET/CT fE4: 1 GEP-NENs
oL R 2 I BEORR E RN RE S Gedjer S5 & B,
®Ga-DOTATATE #:1l GEP-NENs {88 14y 5
BEAH R 0.93 (95% CI1:0.91~0.94) 1 0.96 (95%
C1:0.95~0.98), H: ROC ik Fmfl R 0.976, JuH:
FEXF R R KA B R 3 12 W, % Ga-DATA A 6 ik
PET/CT HHAE# . HHIEHF XT38 il A B s & 4 A
NENs H# 17 Ga-DOTATATE PET/CT ¥4, 5
Heg CT # L, Ga-DOTA-TATE PET/CT %} & % 1
P R A BOIRR R BR S T 5000, MER B m T
30%10, BRI, HEFE S Ga-DATA #H Gk PET/CT H]
F A R & kLR NENs JE 2w, AR,
TELIR IR T BT #E47° Ga DOTATATE PET/CT #5 4F
AR B o LIS AE 2 75 % NENs (B 1R 97
L S

PET/MRI 7E I K 12 Wi th B AT — 2 {4, ol DL42
B 2R E B . — g A 28 il /& 40 Ak #8943
iR (G1.G2) & By #5819 AG T PET/MRI 5
PET/CT X} 4b 5 %% (112 Wi BCR . $& 78 PET/MRI 7]
DG H B 22 14 JFF 5 A kL LA 3 v AR

SSTR PET/CT F# i e 7 T Xof [ Sk B ) 58 2=
FRPEHE B2, SORE R L B8 A P S5 o7 AL i et I s A
BRIAN & NENs #28 , DL BORE 9 5E M B (N 4 1 ik
ELZE SR CT RO MR B P E BRI N R 4
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4 PET/CT s PET/MRI A B) T 4L ZfF H1E B .

SE-GRAR M R A B (° F-FDG) PET/CT: " F-
FDG PET/CT J&— I Al LA 7 21 24 2 05 A 003 1k
(953 F BUS B o 70 200 A 8 5 B2 7 b e = 28 T e
FEA ), 1T DA Sz e g MR B L R L, S F-FDG PET/
CT Bk N2 G3 Al —SL 38 i 46 5y 7 R A5 P iy IR 4 )
NETs (75 ¥ BRI . T 0 M 4 o 4% B 2 B
i 8 oAb AR BE i AR AL . 29 70 % R 9 ) GEP-NENs 3
ik SSTR,#£*Ga-DOTATATE PET/CT 44 h % FH
PEHYF FDG PET/CT % B AR, 1M & 25 GEP-
NENs W 5 Z # ¢, B¢ & fff i F-FDG PET/CT
“Ga-DOTATATE PET/CT m{f%. %t F M #i GEP-
NENs 12 Wi Al 73 00 B AT 5 2 09 I R L

BE- " 2K N & M (dihydroxyphenylalanine, DO-
PAYPET/CT K 5-# {4} 1R (5-hydroxytryptophan, 5-
HTP) PET/CT.: # £ P 43 W5 20 i B A i 17 44 42 30
B FR A F DOPA Sk i wif 4 9 M dm ic 9 DOPA #
POt A7 4 25 P9 40 06 A0 v L R 4% . S F-DOPA
PET/CT %J & 2 % GEP-NENs f4 2 Wr 8 2% 2 ¢ A%
Ch 25%) , XK 2% 5 8 i NENs (412 W 508 R W
Ch 509,

5-HTP J& 5-F2 B A , 5-%2 4 %y NENs 43
WA R AR &Y . Bk 5-HTP 7] T GEP-NENSs )
K, AHSEHFSE W 5-HTP PET/CT 2 Wi 5 40 i
Je AR B Oy 100 06, 3 B LA 9 5% 98 1 12 Wk
BB w1 AN 1A .

B F5 NENs B 77 204 5 s il

I T GEP-NENSs J7 2004k i 46 A 7 =200 14
i CT. —3URH CT WA &5 81 il BRIG Y7 i 3 GEP-
NENs B FIF R mF 8 45 R R0 Mg K248/ 10%
ST AL R TR 9T RO A R S 0 4
PR SIAh B AR BRI R R Ok B £ I A
i 3 A A AR K /N DA AN I At 2 B, DA T R
BEORS B M DT A B3 53R 97 5 T I 9T 8, A A R g o
B B R 5 ET JE 2 J8 (sunitinib malate) Y87 H e 3
GEP-NENSs B}, i % [ B i 4 & A o Oy B 35 19 A48
b, &5 T MOgE R/ N AN BE AR R Choi AR 1 &R H AR
T RECIST WY iFAE 2L RE . tL4h . 30 A WF 52 $278 ADC A
AR N PP NENs 5B 07 I7 30 s 8 2e 8 bn o,

XF TR 7 LE 9T RV Al P i AR R A B 5 A
CEUS 7 pNENSs & 77 J5 B U7 o /9 /5 B #4743 07, 25
SR WIAE A AR K 2 2 R 3597 JS . CEUS M
FE 21 I R 34 A 1 i I I A M/ A R 3
SIBESR AL AR, OF H Y5 CT 1% R BAFAE 35 /9 A1 ¢
.@317] 3

JLAA MR FR B B YT AT Ga-dota KW PET/CT

5 AT LS i 5 PR 4% 2R 9T Ik (peptide receptor radi-

onuclide therapy, PRRT) i J7 %% . Ezziddin " X

21§l ' Lu-DOTATATE 677 B & 1 61 4% 4b

AT T 1A $278% Ga-DOTATOC #5 K 5 #E 1k 5 1L

{ (maximal standard uptake value, SUVmax) z{ 4

b 1L 8 B {E (mean standard uptake value, SU-

Vmean) 5 % — N0 97 J5 9 i g 0 i) i 22 18] A7 A

F M & M. Kratochwil 5827 (19 B 5% 45 3 2 7% 7

PRRT (* Y-DOTATOC ' Li-DOTATATE) i&J7

BT ,%Ga-dota fk#F PET/CT It SUVmax & T 16.4 &

T NENs JHF4% 98 52 € 8040 /) 59 SURHE b5 L 16 97 11

47 Ga-dota KB PET/CT %, X%} NENs B J7 %%

Tt B A — 2 1EH
#5w CT M MRI & H Fifx )" T GEP-NENs

ARG A T B 78 MR A2 W L S 3 B F0I 5 B 03 2 DT AG

Jraferh B wE M. MRI £ 49 GEP-NENs Jf,

B IR S L 2 e RS b HAT B e 0 RO B e L T

XTSI S % CT SRR, &5 MRI &

A n] DLEE S 4 i U & 3 GEP-NENSs 5 5% 9 4k

H A Ay i () A0 75 2 2 7% B BRI O T e 2 15

i . USCaL{E CEUS) AE A5 B i i i 71 52 ST PE JIE 4%

PEAETEAT A0 B 20 5 A H R F CEUS A6 4 LUSE & Bk

SR 1) T R BT R S R R L EUS K& TOUS 76 46 I i 1

20 96 A v B BBURREE o A& P R S T A 4ROk

RS U R IAE R A KA R Z AR AR IS |

Il R 52 82 3 B Bk A& 1 F-FDGL " Ga-DOTATATE

PET/CT B9 #f B A7 1 2 09 il PR & 50, 7] DLk 56 5% 7%

YERY 2, R PEAR A8 MR AR B . 5% BT R [A Y

AR AR AT A & S, & B 2R A W] A 4G

7 X AEW i GEP-NENs B & £t H A M E 27

PEAl K iU OIS B
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