#ExXc—19

HERAREMHEER (HEAREWHDSE) HRBRBESTE
Rk 2 44 51 20 HEUE

HEA&ES : 33303

MEiER  ZBEHE (O)

MEHR : 2009 ~ 2011

FEEES 21591828

HAZEEREER (F03X) MR HLEGHER & KD FEEBEEEEFRBTIC L SMEEEEDHE

HREEEL (EX)  Assessment of diffusion—-weighted imaging and genetic analysis
related to water molecules of lung cancers
MERERSE

EH S (USUDA KATSUO)

ERERKE - BEEE - HiR

MEEES : 00324046

e R OME (Fns0) -

Jifi B C D JFRIRZ DRRNEER L OV 3Bl O IER2#IE, MR JEECRFR 5 25 PET-CT
LVENTWD Z EAVHIBA L 72, JEETRER I X 2 ofR A o BEOZK Cik, JEH0R
FERIT PET-CT K BN T2, i@l dsi 2 58087 mi{8 O signal intensity and
distribution |%, MO ER I ONDMEZERL TND T EAVHIA L7z, SEE0RHE
o ADC EIZ. TEEOHIFEE (tumor cellular density) & CD31 THRELIN A IS HE
K7 AERBE®EN D -7,

IR DML (330 -
DWI is superior to PET-CT in detection of primary lesions and nodal assessment of
non-small cell lung cancers. DWI is superior to PET-CT in distinguishing benign from
malignant pulmonary nodules. DWI signal intensity and distribution can represent the
amount of cancer cells and their distribution in the carcinoma. ADC value of DWI is
associated with tumor cellular density and angiogenesis expressed by CD31 activity.

AT R AEHH
(SHHAL - 1)
(RS REEEN & &t
2009 4 2, 200, 000 660, 000 2, 860, 000
2010 4 700, 000 210, 000 910, 000
2011 - 700, 000 210, 000 910, 000
L
FEE
&t 3, 600, 000 1, 080, 000 4, 680, 000

WHIEDEF « Rk 3K

ﬂﬂ%® PR ABE .  SMRSRERIRES: - MRS

F—U— 8 FPRERARLT
1. WFERMAYSHI O & T2, AU H T AR (GG0) DIFZAIIPET-CT

Fi I8 VAT BTV e 7 1 R A P D I 203 IR B
THDHZENEL . T E TlEERN THE
PHEAEI5 G 22 WPET-CT AW SN T X <.

TR W LIBMIC D Z ENEL, £
BEMHRAECTOLEMEREZ T Z 307
BHZENEE LN &b b o T,




ARAR D R & VAR T LK o038 S 4
TCENV X0 2 & 2RI U 7o hraom i mi g X
FDG-PET & i > THUBEDMED 72 <\ MR &
N HIVUTHRR 2 IZ WAL S 5, JLEGR
FHEIE, B - B ORI LT,
FDG-PET & Lz LaREatE=R « BB MER2ME
EDOWENH D, YLEGRFRE T
ADC ( Apparent diffusion coefficient:dx7»
T OYLEARE) 12, M EE - B g -
R PEIE - M - 72 S &2 L TH Y |
MR IR . BYEMER S K OUEYs - RIE
TIEHEWI ERHEINTEY AL i
PR B #R53: 178-188, 2008) . JHZEDEHIZ
Wids ORIV AR EICA R E S TWnD

2. WEDOEW

(1) il 5] CHRHORER i 7.3 K OMDC
R L. RETREM T 2T 5,

(2) Wa#ERCT « FDG-PET |2 L H 7 g & n
2D EDEFREP ST D,

(3) M DR REOHIEIC T, JE#K
SRR OF FAMEZ B ST 5,

3. WD A

(1) MR YEHORF G ORI 2 Mt L.
HEAZ IS (Y W),

(2) Fligsz e > MERERE L AT 8%
OfffaiRA & LT, MES CT. FDG-PET,
FOVMR JEBE T4 O & FE T L, R
DiREEIPH % prospective (ZAFATFEAL 92
(Y ),

(3) FHTORE, Wi & 1E 5 Mok %
—HEIER L. -80°C Tt L. EisiEhT H]
ICRIFT D (Y AR,

(4) MR JEHCRFT G & DIBRAEAR 095 B Rk
TRz T 5, AU~V CEENT 74
el MR AR & F O T SRR o A e
7K 53 8 - AR LA 4L - VEGF « AQP - MUCBHAC,

BLORESCHIEICEAS T 24 DER
(Ki67, pb3, CEA72 &) DFHL, 7K h—
VAERFT S, (Y ). EH),

(5) &/l bMEMAR»D
Laser—Capture Microdissection % A
THEREL L 72454 C AQP + MUC5AC @ mRNA D%
Bla PCRICTHIET 2 (Y : fARH),

4. WFERCR

(1) Fiiasl < DFFEIRE Ok HAER K
O 2 EHERE O EZRIL, MR JEHORH
B2 PET-CT KX W BN TWDH Z &2V
L 7= (Usuda K, et al. Ann. Thorac. Surg.
91: 1689-1695, 2011), THIZ kD L,
PETBORFT G K D s 2 B oo H 1
97%& . PET-CT O 86%(ZHtifz LA EIZ Bt
T ol PERHORRBIRIZ X Do N
KFDIEZHIT 81% & . PET-CT & 7T1%Z ke
BLUBHRMERR S >T-RNEE LTV X
minote, VB GTER 2
2 YEHBOR R g O KL 75% & . PET-CT
D ABNZHI LA BICRIF Ch o7z, Vo~
/AR B MR 251 B 3 2 S ORI i 1
DORFFFE T 99% & |, PET-CT O 97% & [FlRE T
bolz, U/ @B OH IS 5k
WORFRE R DO EZ L 95%& . PET-CT @
90T LA BICRAFCh -7, HEHR
PR o ADC fE & PET-CT @ maximum
standardized uptake value (SUV max) &
ORI, 55V WiFH BRI R HIBA L 7=,
(2) M o MR AL O AC fE
(1.27£0. 35 X 107°mm*/sec) 1L, BAYERZE
D F 3 (1.66+0.58 X 10°mm*/sec) Ttk
B LABICRETH o7, Mo mim
250> SUVmax fE (6. 84%6.13) 1%, BMR
BEDOZI(3.89£4.04) (2 LFHET
Hol=DHEE LTV o Tz, D
ADC i (1.27+0.33 X 10°mm*/sec) i%, B



PEREDZ I LABITEETH -
2o JiifE D SUVmax fE (6. 74£6.06) (X, K
PEREDZ NI LEE TH > 72 A
ﬁ&ﬁwiﬁ#okom%ﬁﬁmﬁ¢5
PEECRFAE G ORE - EREIX, PET-CT
@%M%Kwﬁbﬁamﬁﬂf oy S B

TR ToH -7z, JEEGRFTEAE I & 5
DR D B OBWTIE, LR
Bi% PET-CT LV #EN Tz (British J
Surgery #f&aH4) .

(3) MBI 36 1T 2 Yk 15 5R 74 8 1
signal intensity and distribution I,
ALk ORI ER L O AER LT
52 MW LA L (Clinical
Imaging :

(4) JLECRFREERO ADC fEIX, MEEO
fMa2% B (tumor cellular density) &
CD31 TRIELEN D MEH AR & HER
BERNH D Z N REh@mE L (J
Kanazawa Med Univ 2011 :

in press),

in press),

5. FrpRERLE
(WP FEE . I3 R ONEHEERF 98 1
=Ny

CEsEam ) (BE31)
@. Usuda K, Zhao XT, Sagawa M, Matoba M,
Kuginuki Y, Ueda Y, Sakuma T.

Diffusion-weighted imaging is superior
to PET in the detection and nodal
assessment of lung cancers. Ann. Thorac.
Surg. 2011,91: 1689-1695. #HH

@. Usuda K, Zhao XT, Sagawa M, Aikawa H,
Ueno M, Tanaka M, Machid Y, Matoba M,
Ueda Y. Sakuma T. Diffusion—weighted

imaging (DWI) signal intensity and
distribution represents the amount of

cancer cells and their distribution in

primary lung cancer. Clinical Imaging

2011, 91:1689-1695. 3%

. Usuda K, Sagawa M, Aikawa H, Ueno M,

Tanaka M, Machida Y, Zhao XT, Ueda Y,
Higashi K, Sakuma T. Correlation between
glucose transporter—1 expression and
18—fluoro—2-deoxy—glucose uptake on
positron emission tomograp'y in lung

cancer. Gen. Thorac. Cardiovasc. Surg

58: 405-410, 2010, 58:405-410. ZTHE

(FaFER) GH11#)
©. AP, EEBEE, Lok, HIAR
—, bR, He B, ETHBE—RS, bk
EE, YA RO MR AEHOR T
T RAZ K9 2 R B R OV Y o it B,
OFEFE. B 52 Bl H A SR .
2011.11. 4, KB, (KIKERSS#ES)
©. @EHEBEE, wllatk, MIE—, k¥
1Ex, A R, BTHEHME—ER, Zhao XiTong,
MR, LHEE, AR Eec
® EGFR Efr AR L MR JEAEFT I -
FDG-PET - JELAT FL & o higingt. 55 52 A
HA Mg 2 a. 2011, 11.3. K.
ONUES5=2)
®. Usuda K, Sagawa M, Zhao XT, Aikawa
H, Ueno M, Tanaka M, Machida Y, Matoba

M, Ueda Y, Sakuma T. Comparative study

of diffusion—weighted magnetic
resonance imaging and FDG-PET to detect
lung cancer and its nodal involvement.
European Congress of Radiology. 2011. 3.
4. Vienna. (Austria Center Vienna)

@. \md B, @EEEES, B¥EiEw, BTH
HE—ER, tANIA—, B9%RZE, #ellootk,
PEATRSh. s OTRT N [AF-ZEric BT
Hig & MR PEHCGE IR B4 25 FDG-PET X v A
Toho7z 5 FEBIORE. #5 51 [8] A A it




S 2010, 11,4, JREETH. R EERE
it
®. #wHPES, Elxtk, MIINE—, L%
1Ev, M B, BTHEEE—RB, Xi Tong Zhao,
B, LHEE, AR, iz
(X9 % MR HRHGR G D A FAPEORRES.
%5 51 [B] A AR ey, 2010.11.3, R
i Ok B EERSES)
©. HHEE, B, ootk
JR—, LEpiEE, MR, BT HBE— R,
VRS, WG, LHEE, FARM
B, S ORI WIS 5 MR Tfﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁ)ﬁ
if% & FDG-PET OA FATEOME,. & 27 [
A AR SR 2, 2010.5.14, Al
A (EEEEE 2 —)
@. Y, mEES, ool A
—, kEpIER, HPR, HTHEHBE—RS, L
HEE, G, AR, MEeIcEs
% MR EEER AR T A D R
RO 5 27 [6] A AR RS
4>, 2010.5.14, fliHTH. (ﬂh‘*ll?*ﬁzv/
5 —)
®. HHEE, #a, Itk A
—, kEPIES, HFR, HTHEE—RS, #
R, MR, LHEEE, AR
ARG D MR HLECGRGR R (5 53 2 —
DERIRHT. 5% 27 Bl B ARPERERAE A
#a, 2010.5.13, fliaw. (iEEE® >~
5 —)
©. Ve, ITHMgE—S, E¥PIEw, H
R, MIA—, EHEE, HPRr
Pe) etk VeI, IRRTHE MRT bﬁﬁ&%ﬁ
FHEAG 3 OB 2 Ic T Th -
7o 1. 55 27 [l H AR A B it 2,
2010. 5. 13, fliaTfi. (ieEE® % —)
©. tENA—, HHEPE, Bf R, W
M RE—RE, L2piEse, #)lofk, AR
fh. MRL SEEBORFAEE AT Y > HiisR

DRI A 1 T d o 7= B GIBRE o 1 1.
B 027 Bl H KRR ZRSFL T 2R,
2010. 5. 13, M. (iEEE®E % —)

O. @EHES, )tk FHIINK—, =
piEve, M B, BTHEBE—RS, RS IE
Z, LHEE, AR MFHECxT 5
MR L BRI ORES. % 50 B B A
SRSy, 2009. 11,12, HEHE. (KET
FTHERT )

6. WF7EHERK

() WF7EAREE

HEH W% (USUDA KATSUO)
ESRERKRF: - B - oz
gt &7« 00324046

(2) WF7esr

M ¥ (UEDA YOSHIMICHI)
GSRERKRF: - EFE - Bz
FoeE & - 50271375

M¥ %% (MATOBA MUNETAKA)
GIRERRT: - B - HEEER
ot &7+ 90288308

)l JEfR (SAGAWA MOTOYASU)
BIRERRT: - B - Bo%
Wt T 70292274
Ve/RTE 1 (SAKUMA TSUTOMU)
BIRERNRY: - B - B
ot &7« 90215674



