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SRR L LAY IR R e 4 1 (I PRV AE R T
TG RO E A I, RO I 555 1 &6 43 1 HOR 73 I
W, ASCHLER O EEFEFITIRE AL T 1 AR O UL
7 1% (myocardial perfusion imaging, MPI) (A4 53HT 45 /0>
BOT GBEAOE RS AR T, A SCERK IS XTI
ML 2 ( myocardial blood flow, MBF) il Jy 3% , fL 35 R
RJEN) SPECT MBF & & MWFFTIENE . & BRI 155
BT A SO IR R AR SO AN G 1 56 bR 3 ik (187 Fk e
Jik ) S AEAT AL A O E SR ( coronary artery disease, CAD) B H0HT
PR BTS04 T5 9% (cardiac sarcoidosis, CS) A0 IE
TERIFRAE (cardiac amyloidosis, CA) B AYE =T, W5,
ARCKATE N L5 AE (artificial intelligence, AI) 7E i E 1%
SIHT A i R 12 IR RCRE XU TR 5 T RV TEAE I . B
XS4 AR (1 i R T o T B AR A 52 I 5 B AE SO R
TR
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1) B Bl 2 SR 2R i 5 E R R AT LR (T L
1 &R INES) s ] LU & Fe 8RR B el — 28 25 1Y 67 4 0 i L
AR PR S 5 0 T A A O AL, B R < AR AR A BT 1B
i, —IBEFEXT L AP T 204 154552 XU 3R SPECT MPI AL
e S-St AR ) B AR 0 B 0 A el 1 B e
(total perfusion defect, TPD) 5 2 &I T Ak H A ( BRI BR
M) 55 1E B A 2R AT S A A L, T DL Y 2 I 5 ik
B (ROC AUC 435114 0.88 A1 0.82) 11 0o JLk it By &k 4k
AT R A AR 2R R0 L % (major adverse cardio-
vascular event, MACE ) XU %5 /& {H AE M -4 iz 22 g P 3K 45
MR ARG A AT T S A M A B S fr BB R

BIWLE 1,
B EIBEIEARRF O JULTE AL MBF € 2 48 H 2 WAk

2GR A A  SPECT/CT @A 43T, B2 B ke 12
CAD 43256k CT 1% 1 5% ( coronary computed tomography
angiography, CCTA) 1Y H BUEFFEEg N, il 5 R HoAR N
CCTA 34395 E5 SPECT 5% PET MPL 1455, ol LI 12
WifERf e, I, AT LASE A COTA $2 B =2k 5 ik i %, I
Rl G )5E 5 SPECT MPI 9 2.0 % 7 5 @l A i v s 1
el 5 T LA F R T MIPT A 0 A 288 1 A8 S DS, g2
K 96% ", EANZECIE RN HE 0 7 TR A EL Bl A AR = T
™ # CAD K Y & oYoneyama%[x] JE Al A [A) 0 &
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B 1 AW e R IR, BF L, 49 4 5 R
J& SPECT (LM JLHE T AR (MPT) 18], G4 5 1E (A0 P i %
L, O LB T SRR B (TPD ) 52 43 Hr 7 fie /DN 67 A 8 1 Bl
P (FfT TPD 2%, ##3 TPD 0%) , fH2 ¥ # 8 KR AE J X
T8, G- E0 B AR AT R W 22 00 % 10%0 LB IR, 60K 3l ik
R R LRI (LAD) 80% B %8, MR I KR T
JNM ( Prasad %5 ,@© SNMMIL77))

G LR UGS WA SRS I THERff A AL e

SPECT MPI/CCTA fil & B4 i A0 X 5 2t 22 FF & H ok
(A& 2 7R ) FEfESHIF it CCTA WAL bk A= 21, IR
AP A3 St MPT A O JUVEE i B R PEAG ARG L
Piccinelli 2/ 5iEW , 55 CCTA 5%, MPT B0k FAG AR L, A5 A2k
B[R] AF 2 B A B0 LAY 2 14317 6 B ZE 4 CAD HA T
FEIZWIER T, CCTA 3R 0] L5 345 PET i EG a4,
LA MBF F1.0> JULIL 37 % 4% ( myocardial flow reserve, MFR)
P FF AR BB WA A A AR T e ko
F—FERS B iz AR T UL B Rl A AR S RT
AEHIE FF CCTA % MPL 455 RIARGI s

= 4%t MBF

1. PET Ififfite . PET AT Afk MBF 4% % &t 19 JC 1T
fHEAF RN AN, PET $H8 43 S0l F0-L FIG AR 412 1 4
15307 PET Al MBF P4 REAS WEMIF T HL A R BIE)Z 1
FORLIG AR AT MBF 4 i Ak il i (B 78 T LB A2 5 9
VR LE O E T BB T LB (181 2) 1) MIBF A A e R 7 32
PEFE T HAPAG A 6 Kk 2R G5 M BE 1, A4 i 2 O AN I
R U AR R e 9 7 X e K L A R R L R
T MLIEAE I JR)%B MBF 33845 % MFR ( 777 MBF 5 LA B,
MBF) . [FIFEH, AHXS MFR (R RFR) A 5 T i X
PR FEIN MBF [5% Az i 1E %V O LA FE i MBF, #1441
ML it 7 B —ARE  RFR J&— 55 45 2 S ok 431 4 56 1Y X 38
PR, HAB R 0.0~ 1.0 Z (8], #RTMT, RFR AT B8 5 I 37 £ #%
SYBOR—E, A RFR 32 Wk 18 4 51 ok ok B A fh s o i 2 6
O A R

PET 34509 &> € & 46 A5 (MBF \MFR . RFR) 5 X7 1L
TOHE T —RE R A G bk A B 2F b FE AR B R
MFR 0] 0] 45k 3k 8 4 20 ok ke et A ANV AR 25 o B e i, o Sl
EEOLRRMICANS KRS . PET I3 B 280 1
FAZEA T B, 7 0 A SRR A 1 8 T BB A A
S R i RN VG B T 60 4R MBF A MFR AT Rk < & Dk 1M 3 RE
H7 EEAE T BN OCT T 52 BH A B2 SRR A T

2 R =4 SPECT/CT I & 5% (CTA) & BIE ., M
CTA HRIU IR B ik 5 5B 34 10 = 4 2 1 SPECT MPI @il &,
DA 5 6700 L 12 S bR 2l ok ok A% Bt £ 44 00 IS5 ( CAD) 1Y
IZWIELEE . AR B KU (BReai) A0 LCA) K = ZENE
S35 IR B AT UL JFERT(A) RS (C) AL E L
SRAO G I s 5 DX D SRS A A B XU O L 5 A7 fie
TRV R BBk B 2 ) 9.0 L (B) , CTA Hifh S 19 A 351 995 A8
I Y LAD IS 343 LA & 66,98 10 b 7 | 338 40 1l A5 B 2 ) 1
U L LA 8 6 5 7 5 S ) A5 6 O I ) A A B £ 5 0 L
MESEXE(D)

R ARYE S RT A HRE RE (1) A SR R iR A 1Y
MBF(>2 ml - min™" - ¢™") FI#EAAR MFR (>2) 1E , 7] LAAT 4 b
HERG v XU L4535 SEAE S2 19 CAD 5 (2) US4 4k MFR o Ji [
fR(<1.5) , g A PET MPT ()5 KU ERAE , 3278 22 32 1 45 BHL
FEPERAE R AT REMERS N, 7T BT B M AT HE T4 5 (3) % T PET
MPI T3 H AN MAF TIPSR 78I MBF(<1.5 ml « min™ - g™)
FI(B) MFR(<1.5) M5 MR A BB, I % P8 2 32 1 4% 1 4%
Sl T B, &3 4245 T PET MBF 52 B3 B354,

i RS AS PET T I — L5 W) it 37 300 52 o Ay 1 v 5
M ARBRIR , 55 7R BT A 1 5 VR 48 PET F0 014K
RYERE EMRE S IR AR B SRR A Y S ) EURE
AN S AL o2 6 e b Y 1 1 B | 3 N1 SR B LU K5 %7 N ]
AW R RINLARYE . PET g2 BAR, w6 i thAH 35 12 3h iy
H IR ER AR T 24 431 2Rb PET R & g8 454
FEBRE A e R A IR Bk B0 2 A o P O E bR
Frd oy AR M 1E 2 W R, ¥ Rb PET MBF &l iy
FE PR T s B AR SO [ g SRR R Y
BRI A 2GS N 20 5 A O 2l o B A R R
(Food and Drug Administration, FDA) LAY HAT S &0 LI
FEAFE R R BRI O N-NH, - H,0 AYIG PRAT R vk 1F e s fm 2
H FT AR PRI A58 B BE 4 7R B 79 280 T 3 -4-5-5-
[4-(2-F-"F-C SR SE P 3 ) HIL 4038 -3 (2H ) - KR T ( 1 F-
flurpiridaz) 4 B A5 BL 4 19 MBF I & 8 122 8% 3T — D0 o
A " F-flurpiridaz B9 UG R T4 £ 90038 56 /9 3 20 43 A iE
SET RRMEH I T MBF A1 MFR 8% T 5@ ki 5 2 &=
VAL BER SIS W 1 R4S A R BOR B0 0-H, 0 A
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B3 ot iU e (MBF) @ s filE, 3 FIARRE BE 1 2-5
T A5 [ 4- (2T BF- LA L) SR A3 ]-3(2H) -k
i ( " F-flurpiridaz ) PET 4% (A) ®Rb PET 4% (B) F1® Tcm -5l
Ji% ( tetrofosmin) SPECT( C) %L (Rest) -f1fuf ( Stress ) AR AT shZSE
5N MBF 255, T0AT b 7m T S EIGR 5 SR A 14 i 3t DX 3 FH ¢ €65
TEHEFR R 28 AT R T ML X3 ( €20 ) A2 0 2= O L (B
) A5 H RS IR] -8 B I 265 45 R At B 3 0 A A B0 1 il 4
FEAR MBF F0L0 LI 3E A% % ( MFR) I AR BRIl FE(A) AN
(B) ", L4 A FE 1L MBF(>2 ml » min™! - g') Hl MFR
(>2)i@ﬁl#/&lﬂw,@(C)%Eﬁﬁﬁiiﬂaaﬁﬁmﬁ MBF
(L1 ml«min™ - g™y ZEWHES (1.6) FA TR B (1.5) 32X
B MFR J2 %0k MFR (1.9) #508U%. CPS A Rbicit 14k

A PR IR IF BAE O NUEHG AR iy i s T 3Rk
J& AR R E R R BR &l B 5T 4R I R Bh A
PET St Hh i B A Bt , 3 20T RESE L H 5% Rb P74 MBF
B MR BB R FPPAS O LTS B Bl X s R Y
HEAL B MBF J5 i 0 AR v A0 AR BE 475 9K 02 35 B 58 38 5= % 1l
TR B A S A e T SR — N EE H AR,

2. SPECT Ifitiiift, F 20 fit22 90 AUt E &1 ih A ]
S Anger HIHL, 313 3h 7S SPECT XF MBF Il MFR #4745
X ERAIST , SR, BRI HE L A TR | DAGCE DAy v O (9 il 4
#F (cadmium zine telluride, CZT) SPECT, BE.A i 2 i df i) =5
VEa] | Fsf ) RITRE 125 2 o3 R AR 25 2 BB R IR M R
KT MDA ER SPECT M5 MBF 532 (92488 X FAHIHL
M BHAS AR B 1 RE 05 i FH P 2 A0 02028 R 7T Ak 114 i LA
YO ST MBF #F T4k, [l 3C 2y SPECT MBF & /Rl

# FIY SPECT ¥EFE /R BRI LA 19 O M R R Pk A= T
— M FPRb PET J5 vk 09 H B, iz 07 ik 48 — Fh & 56
Renkin-Crone FEHUR IR v 2057 () PET MBF AN & | IAZ

TE SRR R B A B EC Y R IR T AEY RD PET
O R > (B HAE SPECT H i 137 FH i Ifs 5 — 2
MFFR PR, B8, Te™ FRIC M7 B R 78 PR S R Y
DUFRBUR F KT PET 4%, Renkin-Crone £ 1E 55
MR MBF (22 525 K 2 Th ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ&lﬂ’]hﬂﬁ g, fH
A oAt 1 JR B a5 Y R 2 A 1 Bt Y
SRR AT DL I BT I VR 45 B 1E B 4 1 Renkin-
Crone FERYHEFT Mz | {H 3% 2645 1F th 0] GE 4 il MBF (178
Stk HUK, BARIT IR SR MFR B{E S 2 I, 280500
WLEEf& MFR iR 2 12 Wi AS 32 32 9801 1E (attenuation correc-
tion, AC)HYRAPY {H CZT SPECT MIMLIN Il B = AC, &
WA= MBF (¥ o P FORS B 225 5200 SPECT MFR
HEBR PR 8 53— AN TR R38R E B2 AR 2 A7 3 Fl sl —
7k AR 7 2 R R AR R SR AR BRI TR Y L B,
MBF 72 5P S 32 MFR 78 504 i 384, AR 25 7E MFR
PRI o B S PERIF ST T8 I R SPECT MFR 11
AIHE GRS EN, 1845 R 1A W iE— — T 5
i3 SPECT MBF 1l MFR 5 42 32X (¥R o J3E 541 3 ) 1)
AR SEPELE PET S22 X A REUE T Te™ bic A9 Vs B350
[ FEIBCRAG , BARFAAE DR Bk IR (A2 5 451" PET 48
L, B IVEEAS ARIFE S5 R 7R, SPECT MFR HA
RSO T FLEAEEAT A AR R I AR 5 7 5 A b B
SPECT MFR ) #E % 1 | 7] 8 & ¥ (https://clinicaltrials. gov/
ct2/show/NCT0228094 1) S i2 Wi Fl 1 J5 5L BE ( https : // clinical -
trials. gov/ct2/show/NCT03637725, https://clinicaltrials. gov/
ct2/show/NCT02697760)

SWENREE

LABBL A AT I  22 O SR AN R 2 . V820 07 258 (]
FRlg) AR L0 E WA AR OB F 2RI
(cardiac resynchronization therapy, CRT) AJ B{{3% £ 0> DI fig
G PRTUG o O L R A0 IL3Z BR300 L IR 747 S QRS
[ EAUMO [R5 1Y 3 At MR ER . (HI2 LA [R]25
AR AIHAERRAS RS (r 7390124 -0.49,0.50~0.65 1 0.25 ~
0.50) ' FEARHURAS [ 25 ] g EL A7 A0 S M A It PR 5L, R
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2D B WA ) 25 04 R i 3 BT 6 S0 W6 4 58 7 32 25 1 115 [
AR AR BEN EEEN, TR0 B AR AL EAR
[a) 2 Ak Ay 22 0 20 WILPL A IR 45 (onset of mechanical con-
traction, OMC ) JT- & Xtk i isf ) £ 38 10 HEA2 2 07 [ AR AE
FRfEZE (standard deviation, SD) | By FIHT e FIARAL & 22O
FE AN 2D f L E AR R

AL SD 2 70 28 AU AR TT- 46 i 8] 194 s 2 72 2, P
I, SD MR, A DB L, IEH BE R SD i 5.1° ~
31.4° BEEMTEIE N 14.20, LR FHE N 11.8°, ML
B B S8 R A 95% A N 43 A0 R AE A 3 R (IS 4R )
G Nt o % N P 2 SRR Py el WS ) i
BIRTEETE 0~ 1(0% ~100% ) ; 7.0 %8 To )3 FE R s | AN TR 26
FREEBT L AU E AR M R 58 4 [ sh kA AR 74
B AE AR SR AL BRAE AT B A SCHLAL , U7 X 4k 2L 5k AR 3 4 7
BRI R ZEAR O AR A 2 99% IS &
[ERSIBYVE = A SRS CF LTI =K .V e N B 22 ¢
B S HL L IR SBEAT R ARG 5 HAl R
FH—HE, M A 7] 20 1 BB 45 AN AR [R], R4 38 I i 2
(RN AR o (Y P A 25 5

EF IR [R5 Al AN FE TR

2ABG6: 5 1T CRT R A8 o 6T 2 220 = L
AN [7) 25 S0 T A 22 5 S7 A% S BHLAT (left bundle branch block ,
LBBB) LEEMH CRT R HIHE
FRES 2R, TE—TE 42 4
R0 1] B B 9T, AE AL SD
FSHE A 43° 0, CRT 1 2 /Y R
B Ny 74%  F SN 8191
CRT J& , RS R A]  HAAE
A, I AT I 1 70 8 1w B
2, [k, CRT 6 A AR
LLEARLUES S (EAR
S AR SD) 5l R T A
K 4R 3 AL
I3 BT AR AT H T4 8
JERIE T CRT. f LBBB ZE0>
T4 8 (left ventricular ejec-
tion fraction, LVEF) <35% , QRS
W (>130 ms) A2 OB A
(FA07 SD>43°) M. B E A E
et THFEAIGTT

C&H/WMTT R T ¥
OMC 3 3 S A7 0 WL 5 A5 AH
Al R RO WL o R 38 5 1 A7
TEHBOL, A By TR AL 26 0 2% i

) -KaRE R
PR L EMM 75

FERf K 2205 CRT S E08CE 76 A WA /3BT (B [l ) 2 7
B B S HAG AT BE 2 Al 45 SR 22 57190 ) SRR AR
[vi) 2k L i) 47 B S R 6 CRT R 28 T8 0 4 5 8K
M, 23] CRT )7 6 A~ 7, #1067 SD ek 5 CRT M&A X,
ZWFoE I ER T CRT AR & & — P 28 72, 7R
PR IS FH 22 BT e el R A0 ik

/g, CS #CA

CS Al CA J& T —28) 2 1 BRI LIS , Fh o JUL AR08
BB EF IR AESZ AR AL FEE IR AT BE 5 i B L
O H LD R RME S 55 CS RLOD WUR AR E R
SR ANEFAEAL R REAE S E R JCI2 W7 S bR A4S O
JIE MR R EA% R BARAE N 19 2 R S AG 5 vl R b B
ATHERR ™ B CAD A A7 AE I3 5045 15 0% B9 36 sh v, FDG
PET B4 MPT PEASZER 0 LA S5z iy H & 35 55 24 5 5L
S AR AR A 5 LA L0 LA B FDG HR UG 12 1 1
BlE B E O IS A A WY ARG H AR A
S AR R bR UE, FDG PET Rl R G257 A9 CS B
FHEA BT R AR (89% ) M S (78%) 17, HUR bR
1k FDG PET EHR RIS IEAEE ) Z B, (A s 2 1, 4%
FhEETF SUV 1958 805 7T RE T ol 5, L HOR 3 F R %91 FDG
PET RAGPFAG IR RO, 1B S 7% 1 ] € €S B3 FDG
PET SE =PSB4SR . R FDG PET E 347140, %14 05

FRAr S =

B L HALE

LVEF=80%
PSD=7.5°
PBW=25°

90 135
W e iR h EBAL ()

LVEF=48%
PSD=16. 8°
PBW=45°

15 36!

45 90 135 180 225 270 315 36(

W gEE R AL (°)

LVEF=22%
PSD=63"
PBW=230°

T s

e

T P [0 JB5T e O 7 5% SRR f 5%
Tz 05 i A shik, DLH T4
5 CRT Z2.0 Z B il 3 48
BN, ATRERE 2l E bR
Il Rk 56 VISION-CRT % £z 40
AT 195 & ZiIKR E

4 MOIHIRGIE L, AL 1 BERE A0 EWER R D A B B A [ M bR #E 2% (PSD) = 7.5°]
ZLT S /RS B R T Vel rp A PR BB, 3 A 2 M 4 e 705 6, 0 1) 0T € R WA 4 3
AL, SR R AR FF AR 1 A% 5 B. GO 7 30 1) 22 RS2 A% 5B (LBBB) SR % 5 IE 7 B & H, AR L
HOTEIESE(PSD=16.8°) , 5 L ShF A 76 55 [R] B, WCAR i I 35 A1 B 200 BE | 1% LBBB B H ANIE T
P32 IEEE R AARIAYY (CRT) , A8 D2 B4 80 ( LVEF) >35% , PSD<43°; C. 1 #lfF LBBB .0 J1
FIRRE , HREHOE T EAER 5, FoR A0 B4 AR, 1% B LVEF<35%,PSD>43° 5 F
% CRT, PBW AN By K3 9
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R A — A, AR R I W A
LW CS MERRVE S T U IR, ) — T8 LAY 1E 7 AT
B BREHLZ e i AR 6 5 0 8 ok %o o v PR O e B AT
PEAT2 8 B PPAL B AR 0 WILER 4 Ak i — 046 1 48 A, 1
SERETGShE CS B A IG YT R ms 1) TRIRE , [0 1
FLRWFDG PET 22 5 4347 1l fig 47 B T W5 JIw >, &5
PET % B T H T3 FAe i ilia Y . Sl —10E K
HBLAE s BE AR TR EC AN FDG A 53 BT M i &=
IR N B 1510 =1 (= R oy <01 1) N 22
T B — 1) Z DR IGAIE, LB CS B35 2L TS
F B IR FIRIT YR

LVBP SUV__ 1.06
LHISUV___ 8. 96
DERETEREL 476

Bl 5 0 2H 2R A Ik 52 9 4515 0 8 A S AR 1 e 1 s ]
[, ALE M (LVBP) W& M H @ ROL 17 i1k, &t fa
ROL 7 5 O LI M (o0 IR AT P ) | ol FH 66 7 1 it 356
RYEE R S B 1T B Ak, £ Springer Nature 14 7] 5% 3%,
(INC, Miller %, © 2020 ASNC %))

CA FYRFIE O LA B A DR 3T B 2 1 A TC AR, BRI 3E
FEEE A, v o L Y 2 e 5 BR B 1 R 4 A DG 25 1 (light
chain-associated , AL) Fl%% H R IR A1 5% 25 B ( transthyretin-
related, ATTR) , & i & 1 X W T A 6] 19 55 #0036 97
B SRR RN T AR A PN 5SRO BE 5
(heart-to-contralateral, H/CL) (B 14 7] X} ATTR-CA #E47 7]
SR, 40 Te™ - B2 BERR L ( pyrophosphate, PYP) [ Te™- 3,3-
WRERR-1,2-T8 —H R (3, 3-diphosphono-1, 2-propanedicarboxy-
lic acid, DPD) FI” Te" -3 3 — B A2 £ ( hydroxydiphosphonate,
HDP) ™ RSS2 T2 0k g6 v | S T A% R
BIZWI TS ATTR-CA B 1) RIUE N 91% ~99% ,Fi 5+ h
86%~92%" | H/CL W AH = 1.6 AT Hid 42 AL T2
AN, 28 SPECT AL AY” Te™-PYP 7E ATTR-CA 4 H 1Y R
A B L BE T XUR R AR OE T (R R SPECT
WAL EAR CA Ry, TTIE T S H T AL-CA, JE
JUEIX Y AL 5 ATTR, P, AT T % PET 457 Bk
ABJEOSHR | R AR T REXT CA BRSNS R AL, FF B2 i
X4y AL Rl ATTR, - HL A8 % it 4k 529 5 for YA 7 7
H ATIAZL S — 25 5T [ B X 2L PET BARFIAE CA 2 BG
FTETT Wa DU o A s R o7 P o

T GEERSS R R B E 2T

FDA HEWERY " F-NaF S 7 & B v 2 A%, oo m]
T WK RERE AL 1 5 Ak A2 rh Bl B, B2 AR DG B Ik s AR A
AETE AN SR (4475 L, Dweck 257 JIE B 5 fik o6 A 4 1k o 25

1P F-NaF {645 &, S5 KSR MG, 58, BioE
Jik"* F-NaF % P € B HR AW Kk &, Sk F-NaF PET & &
A FHTFAIFRAE R PET Ml CCTA, A BhF%F CCTA A 5 p %%
FRASHEAT IR AL 0 0 I IR Il T3 304 T 4 i P 2 5
BRI T B0 D 0 A M b A O 0 o e bk ol 4
RS F-NaF 1 faf J& A7, BD 56 Bk A 85 4k 15 1 ( coronary micro-
calcification activity, CMA) , H: A DIFEAEZEA T CT 7 k&5 1k
FRG3 108 7 ok o A0 58 A %) B A £ 7 3k o E— T 293 51 8 35 A
B, 5 CT kSRS F CAD FREEAH L, CMA 7R i
R TS FIRT R PE . 230K AE CAD HUE SRR I 4 2
AL F-NaF G L UL 6, SEEIK" F-NaF & A A2 ik i
3 CAD R 1 fa B ARG T A1 531 %) — J BB AGH I 77 2%

RCA CMA 5.89

6 SF-NaF BRI, Xt T4 bRk, A shi i
KA LY (TBR,,,, ) AR S WK ES b 7644 (CMA ), H CMA U
SRR AR L EMATE MR (4 CMA) B2
TR B KSR T KBS 43 )22, AR B R R e AR 3 Ik B
WX, 4715 B R R S F-NaF B35, LAD S ZERTRF 32, RCA K
FERBI K, 4 Springer Nature ¥ 1] %% 2% (EJNMMI, Kwiecinski
25 © 2020 Springer[ 1)

7. Al ZE#ZO ISR = TR B B2 A
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