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19 {22, ®F-5 Ak 0 (*F-sodium fluoride, *F-NaF) B X #%
Blau 5T BBV BT, J Hh T ARG A 15 A O BRI, 2" Te—
(“"Technetium—) Fric B W AZH0 85 =0 . 21 22 Lhs , Tk
WL & 5 T 2 8T S LT JZ 49 4 (positron emission tomogra-
phy / computed tomography , PET/CT ) A1 = FH [|] € Jin # 4% 1 % &
“F-NaF PET/CT K AR Y12 I H T8 B 52 ek
PhR IR | R O S SE RO 12 W . PF-NaF PET/CT #5 £
HOR M AR R FRf LA 281 kL2, 5 Er P g OH-
ACHR MR T B ALEUP s R i A 8V A e I by T 28
LAV IR | LU B 90, o 72 2H SR IR At R vy
22 L A SV i A A A BR AR X YF-NaF PET/
CT WARBRGES B EEAEN .

"F-NaF PET/CT 758 i 12 W v A7 45 BT 520 I A
P, EEA VU U5 AR A — R R RE R . U
RETR I 7, BA A i 2 V5B M O /D e Bk 4
GRS AR 2 BURSSCR B 4F . i Wl o B g
Xt F-Nab (90 i B2 SCHR L3 ]S/ 45 X “F-Nak (904
i & " Te— WE 3L O R £k (P"Te—methylene diphosphonate,
?"Te~MDP) (¥ % , R ] “F-NaF PET/CT A AT 4 i %) 8-
P 78 B AL BE B TURE T2 BB L 2 W TR o — 2 IR R
HPER . “F-NaF JLP A5 MUK E A 245G, I AT o s ek
B BR 0L S YT R, JBEE T F-NaF PET/CT %
A1/ 5 b (target/background , T/B) B4 s, DU A% e
SCHRES ]\ 7R , F=NaF PET/CT 45 25)5 1 h P RIVAT 48, i " Te~
MDP H06F J 5 i+ 5 LI 2 13 Fl A 5B KT )2 49 4 (single—
photon emission computed tomography , SPECT/CT) 4 25§ J& 3~4 h
JAAREWAR , “F-NaF PET/CT 5[] 14 46 4 45 45 T H: AR
2 FeE etk ORI S 1552 . “F-NaF PET/CT AR
LS, A T LU R i e 25 ARE T P-4
%%*ﬁ(JSF—ﬂuorodeoxyglucose ,BF=FDG)PET/CT I {H . %

AT H DU FHET (435 :20222DZX0023 )
YEH 07637000 PUJIEEFE )16 EE 2= Bl E BB B i 22 25 )
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S5, LW R I UEYE S . BF-NaF PET/CT XF12 Wi e g 1
ANV B PR AR 3545 e v 0 R AR (X B i e 1) R R
S AL — 7 R PR .

L5 E AR, SF-NaF PET/CT H45 i %5 B b S5 5 H i
WK RE R 5 3 S TS MR R R
Ji e | B A A S A B B B IR I N FH 5 AR I AE H
AR FE M, A SO “F-NaF PET/CT 7E-B 855512 W b (14 17 1]
5 g ik AR LA, DU 5 AR B 1238 I R

1 "“F-NaF PET/CT 5145 g

1.1 F-NaF PET/CT S Ml B5:4% i 70 R0 nl & A4 B 5%
B, BB AL BRI AT B B W A AR89 5 % o Rao
DS O IR Y T RS R R PN IR A HEAT R ST L 15t 2R TR
SRR (1 2R BE RN BE S EE B SF-NaF PET/CT (100. 0%
98.9% ) Fll ®"Tc~-MDP SPECT(95. 8% .80. 8% )., X% 7E 40
1) B8 A5 B A% I Bl 9 B85 HR3E SF-Nal PET/CT #1 "F-FDG
PET/CT #a % # kb 00 AR PRI 25 7153 3110 93. 06% Fi
91.02%. LI EPIIAESE 20 “F-NaF PET/CT %} iiJi B 0w
KL W HAT 55 1 AR A R R S R R L A kL S
PR AR (14 T T

1.2 "F-NaF PET/CT 5HrHI M5 %% BioI IR 2 &4 i
B A B RS SF-NaF PET/CT % s E P 3 L 4G 4
PEAEL KB W P AR BIIRE , Tanaka 450 (] B 51 T
26 12 B BB 7 7% TS B AR, EA T E B 2" Te-MDP
SPECT/CT F1 "F-NaF PET/CT ;4 , % fit '"*F-NaF PET/CT i i
B T A5 3 ) B vE B B (standardized uptake value, SUV) M
=T SPECT/CT #3211 SUV {H, VLB "F-NaF 988t 8 4,
Sheikhbahaei 2538 43 meta 43 #7E.45 T 14 304 5% A7 51 B
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R B FE ST, Hp 6 WMFSEIEA T *F-Nal PET/CT £ &
KRS KL 09 RE T T ©"Te-MDP B 19 ; 4 THFIY L4 T *F-
NaF PET/CT F14: 5 G L3R4 BOM AR AL (diffusion weighted im-
aging, DWI) X H 56 B kk 1 REUE , 515 8 T )5 4 (95. 0% vs.
83.0%) ,3¢M “F-NaF PET/CT 7] % A HUB IR 5 H R 31551 A
FEE AL Lin 250V A9 meta SMHTANA 45 TFSE , 2T K
S, XA AR B A S T HE B | S Ga—RT S RS S M 5t
J5 (*Ga—prostate specific membrane antigen, *Ga—PSMA ) PET/CT
F AR, *F-NaF PET/CT . "*F-FDG PET/CT ¥X 22, {H PMSA {517
MR B — R A AR R ST 0 XS /N T 10. 0 mm
R PG A A SR ABE M AT P-NaF PET/CT R 2204 M It
%Ga—PSMA PET/CT il "F~NaF PET/CT £5-& I 1], s i/F g #ie fik o
Z 05 B AR R — R .
1.3 F-NaF PET/CT 5L E 54 FLI I PT 28 i Rtk
MR 25 , REZFE I T "F-NaF PET/CT Xt #5416 5
4 LRI R PG RN (B . A PR 25 S B 43 W7 1 35 3L
it BB TR 25 B R RS AL R A v IO A 2 TR
Wi, 7 FU R 8 5 kLK SF & B SF-NaF PET/CT #4912 Wit RE A
F "Te-MDP SPECT 4 545 A% . Bénard %5158 13 77 B M A
FEHE— AR T 4518 . Panagiotidis Z5/77E 66 151 L R i 1T B¢
BAEHEERE T, B SR LB F-NaF PET/CT B R 8UE A
97. 5%, 55 96. 15%; %5 41, MRI I *F-NaF PET/CT 7 &
BRI Ty ], —SUEIL 97%(64/66) , L, LA EAFFE R I R
NaF PET/CT o] 2R FL AR b B 3 B w2 2, B @
TR R B A T PR A Y b B S Ak A g
SR FL A SUV 1 - 349 8 0 d5e KA R 790000 L Mo B e B J
BETEM (overall survival , 0S)
1.4 F-NaF PET/CT 5 S0k a 54 S A W 0w
D T B o i e Y O N = B W e VA NE 5 7 S e .
B BAIS WA — s BRI, R, SR BB AT T 48
o) 5 W e AR, A S R SR RS 1 R R R B F-NaF
PET/CT #H%:F “F-FDG PET/CT 1 MRI 12 Wit 34 K ( R
96. 15% b 69.23% Lt 92.31%) , [d) I, 78 2 A5 B 54 7 1) A g
B R T I B B AR 3(97. 81% L 44.81% L
95.63%) . Wang % '“'7£ 19 2 # 12 W0 k 81 7 8 10 B & h
K UF-NaF PET/CT RAZAHEL T *"Te-MDP SPECT/CT W] #fiff
i PR 220 kE . AT L BF-NaF PET/CT 7E & AE 3007 e ik L
Wiig =2 BB SR A T A B R AL A B S IR RIS WK
RAFGE RN, SF-NaF PET/CT 75 % P8 5 7% vh B HUK
PER & 2 W ARE AR AR OR 3. R 3R A1, “F-NaF PET/CT
T1E HOR IR BE AR e (medullary thyroid carcinoma, MTC) BT
Bl UE I [R)REEL A 12 s R T A e 5020t R A S 9 R 2R
A IR R RS R TS PO R TR A R e A
i AC 8 FH iG55 ) I o

2 “F-NaF PET/CT 5R % 148 g

B PR SR e M S e i — 28, LB R AR RN
AR UL, Morland S8V 45 1 B4 BEE B0E PE 1 1A R B9 59
PR, "F-NaF PET/CT ] 7R 22 K 9% M I 5% 5%, CT F1 ¥F-
FDG PET/CT ¥R UL iR 74E , 2 W] “F-NaF PET/CT Xk i3

Ab B PR R R A P R e U o Kairemo 452V A 18 il
R RS, 0 I 326 I 2P RaCl, 1R 5 64T *F-NaF PET/CT &
&, H SUV HAE T IRYT IR B F Pl & A4 T4k 6 R
B g v AS AL BT L B F-NaF PET/CT 0] FH TR s 374k
A2 Ra—223 107 I B R R 99T Ak IRL, "F-NaF PET/CT
TEIE EE B RIR e A B B 1 3 A i B R I B PR R R
I7 AR DT T AR

3 "F-NaF PET/CT 5 R B XT &R

3.1 "F-NaF PET/CT 58 B AAAE % 1 4 A 01 4 i i
AT AT AR B RGN e R Y sh A Je A B s & AR B R
AN FEPE Y BRI, Park Z5290%F 14 & 4ot 6 4 5 1
B BERANRE B F AT “F-NaF PET/CT K 2r , %o Ve B R AN RE (4
R AR S AR T 5 1 (78.6%, 89.7% L 50.0%,
66.7%) ,#&7/8 ""F-NaF PET/CT X2 WS SR AME A RIF112
W3 i, 5 R AE Lot & P . Rhodes 2527 (] BF-Nak PET/
CT RAGHF 5T B BRGNS £ BB SRR A A Ak , R R 4l
A5 A 3 SUV 1Y HEAE AT AR H — Rk B AR 37 43 (bone
metabolism score, BMS) (48 Fr , T 1 &k BL& A 5, o8
ixf ‘B %% % (bone mineral density, BMD ) >k Wi il 5 1 J]2 A1 103000
Y1 WU o Sheppard %5283 12 51 %% Z2 T AfF 5 00F B 45 "*F-NaF
PET/CT $94# 1) SUV AE 1T L AU b E Al AR 51155 B0 B 1 o i
WSVEIT RN 5 81175 SF-NaF PET/CT 18 Jy #2800l GE4R At i A
FHAFFT R , B A pEAd v v TR T MR A0 T 2 2 K,
B AN TR TESE . Zhang 252 3GE SF-NaF PET/CT ] LA W i) XA
P £ XoF B OB A RE (IR T ROR o LA R ST 45 SRR, F-NaF
PET/CT AR FH T BSRAS fi2 Wt , 8 o TRl e & i1
TEA 7 455 W T 2 5 T8

3.2 F-NaF PET/CT 53 B PEE AL Son ZHVHIE T F-
NaF PET/CT X} 68 {45 T 14 & #1 & (ankylosing spondylitis, AS)
FEAE R U 0 B R BIRRE DGR AR IS W 1 BURME Dy 72. 1%
[ HF9E 20, 704552 TNF-o 15 HURIEYTF I AS BFh, SF-
NaF PET/CT 1) SUV, 7T LAfE 8 b X 23 Y A5 N 25 38 0 G g 24
FPY. Bruijnen %% 10 ] AS B # ¥EAT "F-NaF PET/CT 1
i, A BB R AR SRS ST AR R L T PET PR 1B A
PERGAS 78 TNF-a $EH0FIAITIY 12 JE N, "F-NaF PET/CT #7R
TRYT A ACE 1 JRAT A B R | T G RN WA AR Ak 5 24
S Y6 IT A 08 B 5k SF-NaF PET/CT #3220
DL EWF5T B "F-NaF PET/CT A% 4 AS B2 WAy 5 i
KT A

3.3 "F-NaF PET/CT 5K ESCTT R Park %2%F 17 fi2%
KU 215 22 (rheumatoid arthritis, RA) #£47 "*F-NaF PET/CT 1
i, & ST SUV AT sk L vEE Aff b T 9 JBE 26 1) 2, HE SR A
5 R S9N 83. 2% F1 92. 7% ; *F-NaF PET/CT Tl 25X,
MR ST R PIE IS Sk A ERYE R 100. 0% , $2 7R FL AT IR A 1T
A28 KRR DG REIRTE S E A R T B

3.4 "F-NaF PET/CT 590 WM CTT & XUME OG5 9 2 IR R
BT T 2 B S AL — L5 A o I JLAR A A X
WA THERE , Prigent ZEPRIE T 1 1 "F-FDG = HEHUAI
B i XA DURLAY G B . Emsen 4571 A *F-FDG PET/CT % 1
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ETHE I B PR AR 1 AT Lo PE R T AR, skt St A, 5 e St
J 9 KA . Wang P35 1 4 £ 4 i KU 3% 47 " Te-MDP
SPECT/CT S A% , 224~ 5717 A0 EAE ] 0 5 v SR 1w kb, AR U 98
PSR KA A 28 . X LEAF KB "F-FDG PET/CT " Te-
MDP SPECT/CT 7 A& P 4= 5 958 KPR A2 7 1A A 3, (H B 7 X
A D FSTHR R E A AT T B R, *F-Nak PET/CT 946 H
i T i — LR

4 BETRE

SF-NaF {E8—Fh 35 B4R, B 2R 3 Rk
PESER A TSWT R PEAR F 7 255 W e e S e, O T Ryt —
A B BEME R B A R A . 7E LR UL A R 4
&, "F-NaF PET/CT £ £ £ R & AR B, TR B BTBi AL LAS,
RA 25 KM 728 w0 07 FH B A5 R 2 SCHR A, 116 PR IS FH A 5
R RE . BRI, T AR AR H 22 1 AT O 400K, G B g 4
TF IR 55 "F-NaF PET/CT AR S H0AH et T4l

A R R K 1 43 A 5 7 B R R S I ) T A
&F o F-NaF PET/CT S48 ] 7E 595 1 AS [l By B4 A ] 1)
0, BE TS A AL ST B L, 0E— 2 S A DG BB Ly T
FYRIT ), A Rl — R . B8k "F-NaF PET/CT AR 4
R AR T AR R (S N (RS i ey N B s e ()
FONA SR R S W AR BN BF-Nal PET/CT 2 Wi R 42 T
4 S EEEA Y, AR AE Iy T 75 2 2 M AF 9T, MRS OB fE M 5
IR N R Z AR
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