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CT 1" F-flii 075 25 8 ( fluorodeoxyglucose, FDG) PET £
PEAFE 77 4 WK 298 ( Hodgkin lymphoma, HL) F13E 2 &y 45 Wk
(98 (non-Hodgkin lymphoma, NHL) Hr #7725 2 ¢ 2 A /1
0, PET/CT BB tH 80% ~ 95% iR Y7 I I b sk Ax ki,
EGAN L EEHIRTT FIIF AL 5 R, B S 4 M A i1 1 R
Ko, NTIAE R ZHUE LT 1 B3 5 20, OF R sl 7
209 () 5B BB I

H 2007 4 PET #t A [E bR T 1F 2 ( International Working
Group, IWG) Wk EL 988 57 R A )5 , PET/CT A R T4k
EVRITAYT S SN — 2 AR DT IR I RS TR S AE
N Deauville 1435 ( Deauville 5-point scale, D5PS){EN
fift 52 PET WARES SR 00 WL SE T M bR B9 T IR . Lugano

SRS T TP f PET/CT /R " F-FDG 5 B3 Uk
I8 AU (R A TR ST BN PEAR 7 3 R F-FDG IRH R El
] AR ER IR 20 202 0 R LR /5K LA CT SRt ik,
BATT ROV & — R TE 58 BB YT T B SR A TUS 15 B
FFE FIRIT BT 2% IR FE R TP IR YT RO P E R A T
FRFISE . HHT,DSPS TN %33 HL & NHL 3677 Y]
Fad7E PET BRI RO

WRERRAYT Th i SR T R OSITA RARR giik (3 2 A4
BRAR) B o 55 1 BRAM AR T IR LRI YT SON PPN 1Y T s
WA K T MR PP (9 2 Rl bR o, A SCHE LRl 1 B 45
HL X NHL S 3IFA T 5 97 880U P 012 Wt U5 TE A 1
Bl JXSERF TR (B I ARG R R T B W AR AR G
B, BT EMEIRAE T SCGRE . ASCRINRR TR
57 O PEAY BR300 2 Joe B AR R T

—. HL (IR 367 R R ¥R 6

29\ 2005 4F L, KEAFTORE T PET X HL 8

RV PET/CT 3897 RN DA 25 F PET BARMUEIRIT &

BEAT R IVA ST SN, Terasawa 217 ) Meta Z0HTAIFSE T
i AR AR Jr 2 PR A2 v i 7 S5URIF 5% (3 360 1913
JEW HL) , o 1 PET (960 R B8 RVRE Sk 4 908 0.81 A1
0. 97, HAEM M 5697 5 BAR M HERS 1 — 3, 73— Meta
SITHREE TR 10 ST, 4t 1 389 B3, i PET (1)
U AR SR 0.71 F10.90M

F PET A0 A0 (At % 18 £ L 48 PET FH4E (PET+)
A1 PET B4 (PET-) WS MRS IHIESE (R 1) . SRR K
ZIERAE T 2 DNTFALST I (PET-2) JAYT 58 MU | B vs
T PET RA%. LA PET-2 FIAYT HAt B B 09 BAZ 1 14
W58 & B PET-1( 5808 | A7 RARIT IS 4T PET B1%) 1761
JEWME EAS B PET-2M" T PET-4( 528, 4 97 FRAL ST IS i
1 PET 81%) 5 PET-2 HilJ5 i (EAH S | K, PET-2 #
IR HL 558 RS AT 800 TR P s8aT i o ids . 2R EHR
FifE I T G A A D AR 22 A 5 A 1) 1 i DSPS fff b of
TE D5PS H1,1~3 531 4~5 4343 5IR R PET-45 540 PET+45
R (ANFEMBELER 15 % FEAF LD http ://jnm. snmjournals. org)
HNFEROEHA 1 312 T il PET A5 HL 19226 &2 AR 3 Lugano
FEraHE TR ) AR IR

— LRSI T PET H T IPAE A R ™ E AR B HL By
AT RN A, 25 5 & B ) PET 765 B HL ik
W HL Z A R EECR . TEe i PET 45 SR anfal , s B )
HL K4 UG AR LS, g 2 AR 4 v 100 AR A A S B A 4k
KA TR, MR, F ) HL (AR SC B 9 & B, AR
PP PET 25 3, RAUR TS R, A fF 2 S d+ a0 E
ROV AR T R A TG A R RIS UESE T X
ZER

B WF IR SE K CTH T 3 T PET B9 36 97 I b 21 g
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F1 FEASMEIE(HL) T PET HUS Pl I
4
R H HL B8 AR HTC S AT
PET+ PET-

Gallamini, 20077 190 fil34F Jre 344 2 YT RE(ABVD) 2 4E PFS:12.8% 2 4 PFS:95.0%
Cerci, 201018 115 il Jre 44 2 A7 (ABVD) 3 4F EFS:53.4% 3 4F EFS:90.5%
Barnes, 201115 96 14l J&; FR 1 2~4 NMTFFE(ABVD) 4 4F PFS.87%" 4 4E PFS.:91%"
Le Roux, 2011:13! 90 {4l (45 )R KR 41,45 4] 4 AP FR(ABVD) 2 4E PFS:16% 2 4F PFS:95%

HER)
Straus, 201114 99 {3l J&; PRI 2 MTFRE(AVG) 2 4F PFS:54% 2 4E PFS:88%
Kostakoglu, 20122°7 88 f5il Jaj K 1 2AMFRE(AVG) 2 4F PFS. 54% (IHP), 46% 2 4 PFS. 88% (IHP), 87%

(D5PS) ,62%(CT) (D5PS) ,91%(CT)

Markova, 2012014 69 filift JE 1t 4 y7F2(e-BEACOPP) 4 4 PFS.78% 4 4F PFS:96%
Biggi, 2013[°] 260 1 3 Ji 4] 2 N7 (ABVD) 3 4F FFS:28% 3 4F FFS:95%
Filippi, 201301 80 il =y FR 1 2 M7 (ABVD) 3 4E PFS;100%" 3 4 PFS.97%"
Gallamini, 2014[7) 207 il e 44 247 (ABVD) 3 4F PFS:28% 3 4F PFS:95%
Hutchings, 2014/21 126 (68 flJm BRI, 58 B 1~24AFRE(ABVD) 2 4 PFS. 38.5% ( PET-1), 24 PFS.98.3%(PET-1),

) 23.1% (PET-2) 90. 2% ( PET-2)

Oki, 201411

Rossi, 2014050

229 (138 il JEFRIY 91 il
)

59 {9122 ) BRIW , 37 1
)

2~3 ™72 (ABVD)

2T (IR KLY
YRR ALY )

3 4F PFS:76.9% (Ja BR ) ,
20.0% ( J= BR 34, B K
He) 44, 4% (RS

4 4F PFS:45%

3 4F PFS:95.9% (JBR 1) ,
83.3% (Ju PRI, B K M
) | 71. 0% (HEREYD)

4 4F PFS.:81%

1. ABVD AR ER WERER KAEF AIRKIE, AVG IR R K FH0 7% 75l , DSPS 24 Deauville 15375, e-BEACOPP g3k
R AR TR AKITIAH PTER BB KA I E IR e BFS W RFAFAAE  FFS N ICAMAEAF  THP Ay (R bR BT B AR,

PFS N ICHEREAAT  * TGt 1 X

TG s R A TR R o 2 RS PR, — IR HL B
FEMIEAE ] PET/CT 25 R AT e R 43 )2, AR el 432
(1 HE TR L AT B i 22 5 . PET-/CT— PET-/CT+ PET+/CT- I
PET+/CT+iH3F 1) 2 S TCHE AR ( progression-free survival,
PFS) 4351k 95% 78% T19%F1 36% ", 5} — T T ik Ji&
HL A7 /5 PET AR RLBTSEIE S R CT b AR A% R 9 14
BURAETT U PET+ 8, i (R BUs D /N T 40% 1) 45
(9 1 AR5 R 23.1% , 10 R (A BB A ek 409% F £ 1Y
1 458 R RAUH 5.3% Y

Z ETPET BEHE HL BT AR

T PET RARBEASATNIRIT R, N AR YE 4 PET
S50, 7T LTS R HL B3 1T — 23397 5 5 BT PET
RARBURIRIT 5. KT HBIRT I R ARZL R EH
NFERAEFNAIT ST i BT BE A AR ) (HUie AR ], A
FUHTEPTEE R R &R KB, U BK I (adriamycin,
bleomycin, vinblastine, dacarbazine, ABVD) I7 2 NMIF R
HEAT PET AR (PET-2) ,PET- ¥ 8 & Ak 2247 5 8 1697 I &,
T PET+A 8 25 SR S ARG TT 5 38 g 5 570k 1) 1ok 25
ESNSIREN NGRS 7 TR S 7 UL S Y e
2 (‘escalated bleomycin, etoposide, adriamycin, cyclophospha-
mide, vincristine, procarbazine, prednisone, e-BEACOPP ),
IR e-BEACOPP J5 % H Tt B W] HL AR @R N 85% , 1
T ABVD 5 (70%) = ABH A R 5 A KU v
RN Sa ol IR 1 R A AN S v ) O AN
SR UL, T PET BAR X 0 ] RE M SR ARIA T O &
A AR AT BRAE YR T O7 58, Id 25 W w1k /M Y

AR R T

T PET BAZBUEIRYT %0 HL B TS LR
PRZERYE BB T (£ 2) , —TE TR HL fHt
FEUFSE T HF PET SBARENGYT I T e A 73R 25 . PET-2+
R e-BEACOPP 10J7)5 2 4F PFS 4 64% , 52 R IH4E ABVD
PI7 I R E TR AEAE R (15% ~30% ) 1 24512, 53 WFSTIE
SET I RAE ek N BRAL B2 6 YT AR e-BEACOPP 1b
J7, 3T PET BARMURIRYT 7 EriA s 4l /8 5 AR 4 PET-2-45
JWFS N ABVD fbyT . SCHRIE 2 HIRYT A RARRL, AR AR
YRYT RN, R FEIR T AL TR R B SRR A RN 24% B &
15% %, W2 XS L RRE HL R ) PET R0 55
PET- & IRY7 ik PET+EE IRIT .

HRAE T PET 25 5 BOH BT RIS i A BRI R
—IAFSE FDG-PET BA%A4E T A/ 1A 3 HL v FH A1 14 B
ML 1056 (RP RAPID 358 ) # PET-3-11% B BEHLA> y 2 41,
O3 N BERZ T AN TR 2R YT, e 8 AR BEIE I A 48 1 R
FHPET S AR, B TR FDG-PET A% 45 5 28
VRIT S SARIEBCGR YT 7 SRAEMR 1/ U HL H (B Y
H10 EORTC/GELA/ Il L Fifi ML 21 [ i 3 ( Bl EORTC/LYSA/
FIL H10 U4 ) fff PET-9 78 HL BE AT HEATH0T, Wk
RE AT 7 AR 2 bk

=. NHL W HERE T R BL M

55 HL A, NHL 8 SRR AR 515 - 2/ R,
R AR NHL B2 Wit & 35U PERS vER MR ) HL,
55 2R FH NHL FRAEIRYT 5 58— FI1 2 B s LR (fRTFRF
F-EPT) IR K FE R Uk JEAA (rituximab, cyclophos-
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R 2 LT PET RAURIATTY 7 SR AR AT R LR (HL) I RIS

g
R H HL B H % WFFE 5
PET+ PET-
Gallamini, 201105Y 165 111(78 flJmBRIH 87 filiE et ) PET-2(ABVD) ; PET-5E & 73 4 6 NIF B 24F FFS:65% 2 4 FFS:92%
ABVD; PET+31L K 4 I~J7 2 e-BEACOPP
K 4 A7 FE BEACOPP
Raemaekers, 20141200 1 137 B8 (444 B RAFHUSH - PET-2(ABVD) ;PET-H RIFHURE R R H % KNidEH ANt

Casasnovas, 201502

Ganesan, 201502

#,693 B ANRBURHZ)

782 foilifk R 3/ R i e

50 i3 JE B/ R i e

BB AN 2 A7 FE ABVD, A A RS R 2%
BT 4 IR ABVD; PET+ 381k
K 2 ANFFFE BEACOPP  JiUT

PET-2( BEACOPP) ; PET-J&55 Jy 4 y7 2
ABVD; PET+5E 7351 4 N7 BEACOPP;
B 5E Y, 6 7 BEACOPP

PET-2( ABVD) ; PET -5 /8 % 4h 4 A7 2
ABVD; PET+HELN 4 AFHERY BEACOPP

2 4F PFS:72.9%

2 4F EFS.50%

2 4F PFS.:92.8%

2 4% EFS.82%

Radford . 201511 602 il Je Y PET-3(ABVD) ; PET-47 itJ7 ﬁﬁﬁ%;ﬁﬁ PFS:87.6% PFS:92.3% (i
' I 5 PET+SERL Y78 ABVD S THUT J7), 88.6%
(KT

Straus, 20155 164 il J= BR 44 PET-2(ABVD) ; PET-5E /& 73 4h 2 AN97F 8 3 4F PFS:66% 3 4% PFS:92%
ABVD; PET+i#1k A 2 4~y7 # BEACOPP,
i Cig

Press, 20162 358 fail ik e PET-2(ABVD) ; PET -5 & 73 4b 2 AN¥F 2 24F PFS:64% 2 4F PFS.82%
ABVD; PET+ik A 6 4~J7 12 BEACOPP

Zinzani, 20165 519 foil 3k e PET-2(ABVD) ; PET-5¢ iU 3 #F 4 D7 2 4E PFS:76% 2 4F PFS:81%

ABVD; PET+#AL R # KT, ASCT

{12 ABVD e-BEACOPP \EFS FFS PFS @FR W3 1; ASCT Ny H & T 40 f518 , BEACOPP MR E R MKFLIA 1 Pia R  IFim e K F

Bk AR R

phamide, vincristine, prednisone, R-CHOP) 77 %, 53 #h— 464
WM IATT 7 ST R R AR AEBR MR IEE K B 40 ik
(98 ( diffuse large B-cell lymphoma, DLBCL) 9 HAth NHL 3V %Y
TR, eAh  ZEBR BB T PET AR AR LA,
KREBITAEAT T 2~4 N FREE I T AR, HNFERPRIA 2 512
T 1 BME I PET 174 DLBCL SR IHZEHI,

A SCHR % 11 Terasawa 2801 1 Meta 43 BT A T 311 44l
DLBCL 3 , 45 % i 7R /4] PET X NHL 4 8 5% SR8 R S
53520 0.78 F10.87, Lt HL BIZWrfERERR . Ao AL
F PET (WIRYT RN PP %252 S A7 110 588 12 Wi
HFR, Sun Z7 1) Meta ST A T 6 THFFE AL 605 44552
R-CHOP /Y7 1) DLBCL 8 2, 5 5 55 A S s 53 44 20 0l ok
0.52 F10.68,,

VEZITE R AT R 1] PET 76 A i) NHL 2! o 1) 395
H(F3), KEEW K DLBCL (MBS & B #H PET+H1 PET-
BETEPE EA B 25, (B0 A B8 2R H i 4
SRO9200 CdE DLBCL WA NHL R H IS5 5 R E 2, h
1 PET X H AR AT 20 M/ T 40 ek L4988 1 284 ) £ 2 A 45k ]
SER PR SR AR P E % o R LR R U R Y
e ZmAE

M. EF PET BEMZT NHL BT AR

EA IR IR UESE T 3T PET BARM AR IT T R A
NHL H 94 , {8 4E DLBCL H RN (£ 4) . iR R AWM H
HEAL, 216 R-CHOP 677 1 2~ 4 PR R AT H 0] PET &
%, T PET+IY B BOAE N & B3, R SRR Ak 3R

IPOT A R AR BT SRR R AR IEIR S
JAYY (rituximab, ifosfamide, carboplatin, etoposide, R-ICE) 5§,
A AT 40 i B 4 (autologous stem cell transplantation, ASCT) ,
KR AT PET ARBURIRYT T5 S0 16 B B A A i
(] 75 T AR VR B IR YT (9 8 3 UE W TR IR YT AE NHL P 45
Fo SR BB FE 43RS REIE ARG h i PET WARHUEIG
J7 Uyl HiE i DLBCL BUjs . #hsothRHE 3 512 1 ARE 167
SRR ERYT 9 DLCBL A i B .

& PEART REF N R R R AT

GG s A0 3R 0/ 22 AR 475 K L9 o 2 Sk A
R PR 25 W A 5 SR B R T R 7 A A 3R S g < A
MG 7 IR Bk i R a3, S T B R A S
BBV U6 T e S8 DR Mt e R BRI B 57, 32 3
SRR IT RO FiUfE (response evaluation criteria in solid
tumors, RECIST) 20 1) S8 AH & S R ARE IR &, 5 T An ] i
5 Lugano 4328118 S e 445 H bk CU% S g8 6 9T SR FR A i
( lymphoma response to immunomodulatory therapy criteria,
LYRIC) VF by fife 8 B 2 18 35 3 7 R0 26 ) A1 P 0F Joe 40 8 7 48
RN X 1 O R G P S S R N el S VA O &
BIRIT RN B2, X — 2 RUBESR 12 8] J5 R AT 6 41 Uk A
(TRIFRTGAS ) FIPEPTAL , LS Pt Jre AL PR R

WA i) PET 12 EWbn iS40 AR I fseil (B A5
W RS2 i, A0 310 f4i] HL SR B5E A e
LA DGR AR DG 3 F AR S a0 CD68 e P PEAE T4
F1-1( programmeddeath-1, PD-1) {55 5 A% S0 8 A1
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R®3 CARET WS (NHL) 3 PET FiS LA SEM 5T
755
R B NHL B # % BARETE R AT
PET+ PET-
Lin, 200703 92 fi] DLBCL (11 BilJsBR, 8161 2 4~ ¥7¥ #& ( CHOP, R-CHOP, 24 EFS: 51% 2 4E EFS: 79%

Casasnovas, 2011055

Cashen, 20111
Yang, 201107

Yoo, 201108

Dupuis, 201203/
Pregno, 201201

Safar, 201238

Itti, 20130
Carr, 20141

Khong, 20143!]
Nols, 201461
Huang, 201530
Fukumoto, 20150%%)

Mamot, 20158

HER)
102 ] NHL

50 it &3 DLBCL

161 DLBCL (94 )5 PR3, 67 f
HEEH])

155 151 DLBCL (68 filJ=iFittta, 87 f4il
)

121 1] 8 6P Ak L

88 4] DLBCL( 29 fiJ5 KR, 59 il
PR

112 {1 DLBCL(21 BiJsBR, o1 4]
HHEHT])

114 ] DLBCL

61 {5 DLBCL( 24 {5 Jm B35, 37 il
)

24 5 A SRR A HL/T 440 i 25 b
e

73 5] DLBCL( 23 )= B3, 50 {4l
HEREH)

32 f5il DLBCL(9 i J5 PR, 23 44l
)

79 151 B SR A5 AL/ T 41 i 5 bk
eL

138 1 DLBCL( 64 f5l)=i B4y, 74 151
)

ACVBP, R-ACVBP)

2 ~4 MJFFE(R-ACVBP, R-CHOP)

2 A7 (R-CHOP)
3~4 N7 FE(R-CHOP)

2~4 7 (R-CHOP)

4 4~¥7 2 (R-CHOP)
2~4 NMJFFE(R-CHOP)

2 A7 (R-CHOP, R-ACVBP)

2 AR (R E A se k)
2~3 M7 FE(R-CHOP)

2~3 Y7 HE(SMILE)

3~4 M7 FE(R-CHOP, ACVBP)

2 NMFFE(R-CHOP)

2~4 TR

2 NMFFE(R-CHOP)

2 4E PFS: 73%(1HP) ,
9% (DSPS)

2 4% EFS: 63%

3 4 PFS: 52.5%

3 4 PFS: 66%"

2 4 PFS;

2 4F PFS;

61%

72%"

3 4E PFS: 47%

3 4 PFS; 59%

2 4E EFS: 58%; 2 4F
0S: 2%

2 4E PFS; 17%; 2 4F
0S: 17%

PFS: 47%( D5PS)

2 4F PFS. 82%"

5 4% PFS: 9.2%

2 A EFS; 48%; 2 4
0S: 88%"

2 4E PFS: 77%(IHP) ,
88%(D5PS)

2 4F EFS: 85%

3 4E PFS: 88.3%

3 4F PFS; 84%"*

2 4F PFS;

2 4 PFS.

86%

85%*

3 4F PFS. 84%

3 4E PFS; 81%

2 4E EFS. 90%; 2 4F
0S: 93%

2 4 PFS; 62%; 2 4F
0S: 81%

PFS. 84%(D5PS)

2 4 PFS. 88%"

5 4 PFS; 66%

2 4EEFS: 74%; 2 4E
0S: 91%*

7. D5PS EFS.IHP PFS &FRk L3 1; ACVBP N FE BRI K FHbE WOk & E R ek, CHOP NI ui BLiE P £ KB, %
JEe#, DLBCL ¥R MK B 41k, 0S i B AEAF , R-ACVBP S| 2 B si BT IR+ ACVBP , R-CHOP Ay Fl| 2 ¥ B i [ HT /&K + CHOP , SMILE
B TEA A | RS SEERBAE LI | 25 1T A BE R RN 2 RS L

(signal transducer and activator of transcription 1, STAT-1) A%
AT 25 RN PET-2- (& i — B AT fa e 73 )2 IR fa g Fn &
GBH I 3 4F PFS 430100 95% 1 63% 7, Z5{biH, B 4 A ik
E49RE-2( B-cell leukemia-2, Bel-2 ) it 3R k1% (it v 45 By b 1
PET %I NHL B HHATEK 7 Z . 75— 48 7] DLBCL & 1)
5, 5 Bel-2 Rk A PET-2— (& I E K RN 38%, i {k
Bel-2 K BH M RFH 07,

7~ HL Bi897 )5 R B4R

BIREYT 5 BN PN i/ RIS SO PEAN Y 52 I DL 3
P FIRIT R RS B2 B R UG YA R Zijlstra
SEPT X 15 Wi I 408 B HL SBE AT Meta 5047, 1697 5
PET By REUE N 0.84 K7 EM 0.90, Terasawa 5;‘?:38] EOELPN
19 TR 5E L 474 5] HL 85 19 Meta 43 BT I 18 75 52 5058 F Ry
ST HIM 0.50 ~ 1.00 F1 0.67 ~ 1.00, {H 5 ff [i] 36 [ (14 1
FRAE ., BFSERIIAYIT IS PET BEM™ 48 Xt 2 1 AL A2 U iff
TR (3R 5) . I L, DFoTuds b BRAT rh 0) AR 1) 9
PRARANUER (AN AE BN IRIT IS PET 5% Bl A A 1)
PRVEHIT ) #hFERRLE 4 312 T I697 5 1T PET BAR W
HL B#E .

£, NHL B9i&97 B R B2 140

Zijlstra %4':[371 F1 Terasawa /ﬁ‘ml f) Meta 23T iEsE TIGIT A
SV E NHL tP st 2 SR A T 350 Hil i
254 {5 NHL (8 3, Hi & /Y 2 8508 FURe 5 M43 50 o 0.72
1. 00, 5 7 B 78 BRSNS Pk Y T 43 39 R 0.33~0.77
0.82~1.00, [IRZEE 5897 J5 R IF M 46 HL 9 5 H A8
L, REGERIAR, MRS &

TS VAT & VAT S PET 764 Fh NHL 7 7% 1 T
M EE UL (£ 6) . X FIEMFE ik L5 A A,
RBRIESE TRY7 5 AR H T I BUS fn] Sk, 2800F
HL, W58 & SAE NHL b, BV o 9] 5 18R e A 2 S 0] i
J& IRIT )G PET 5RE W] S b T Filf5 "

NGB R R BAEM B R ka5

IBIT G PET RERLIL ] SE M UG 15 8. R e RE AR e E b
XA IR T 0 I fa KU B BB 3, IR B TR 23897 5
PET #8 5 . [E BO7 WA 58 & &, FE1E HL #F 5% 41 ( German
Hodgkin Study Group, GHSG) HD15 iRIGZIA T 2 126 il & 10
HL B SRR T 2.5 em HIATT)E WAL BP0 o 5 4k 2
FEATHOT Y AT IR PETAR &5 B9 W00 A . (94.19% ) S s/
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F4 FT PET WARBURIEYT J7 42 M AR EE 47 4 ibk L (NHL) Il PR 5
4
R H NHL 5% W5 Ty
PET+ PET-
Moskowitz, 2006162) 87 il |5 i/ it J 3 DLBCL PET-4 (R-CHOP) ; PET- % PET+/iG#1 EFS. 87%" EFS: 91%*
LU (ARG ) -5 3 YT R
ICE; PET+/{fkz+5818 3 72 ICE,
EREEALYT, ASCT
Kasamon, 2009063 59 {5il(56 5] DLBCL, 10 ffilJii & ¥E9\f%  PET-2 5§ PET-3; PET- 52 {##fEVA 2 4F EFS. 67% 2 4F EFS: 89%
K B AR LR, 2 5108 v A gk 75 PET+IRAL NHROT I, ASCT
Jed, VBISME T 40 AR IR 5 20 4]
JRIRES, 39 filiE )
Moskowitz, 20101%) 98 fil DLBCL ( 15 il 5 FR#/E K PET-4 (R-CHOP) ; PET-#1 PET+/{ifi  PFS: 60% ( i PFS: 86%
B, 83 filitk i) Ki-5E1 3 A7 HE ICE; PET+/i% K+ ¥+), 79%
SERL 3 N7 R ICE, W o BE Ak 7, (IEKE-)
ASCT
Swinnen, 201206 78 il e/ it 1 DLBCL PET-3 8{ PET-4 (R-CHOP); PET-5¢ 24E PFS. 45%  24F PFS: 77%
WA SN 2 A7 FE R-CHOP; PET+5#
bk 4 A7 R-ICE
Sehn, 20149 155 {5 DLBCL( 50 ] 53 FR 1Y, 105 1  PET-4 (R-CHOP) ; PET-52 A4 24~ 4 4EPFS. 59%; 4 4E PFS. 91%;
BRI J7FE R-CHOP; PET+3{b g 4 N7 44E 0S: 73% 4 4E 0S; 96%
£ R-ICE
Swinnen, 20157 80 1] DLBCL (8 i RifR, 72 )@  PET-3 8{ PET-4 (R-CHOP); PET-5 2 4EPFS: 42%; 2 4EPFS: 76%;
) BIIAh 2 ASYFFE R-CHOP; PET+38 3 4E 0S: 69% 34E 0S: 93%

16 4 A7 R-ICE

T ASCT 4FK WL5% 2; DLBCL 08 \R-CHOP £:F5 L3 3; EFS PFS &7k W3 1;ICE A S I MEN: 40 MFEIAH , R-ICE 925 P e et

PR+ICE ;* TG4 B L

RS EFSWMESE(HL)IRITE PET WS PEAR M 58
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