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radioactivity uptake per cc (% ID/cc)

(% ID/g)

radioactivity uptake (% ID)

radioactivity uptake

AUC0-last

18F-FDG

Tmax   2.23

3 radioactivity uptake

60.23

radioac-

tivity uptake AUC0-last

14.08%ID·h), (3.97%ID·h), (3.77%ID·h), 

(3.36%ID·h), (2.28%ID·h), (1.21%ID·h)

(Figure 1).

18F-FDG

4.23 Tmax 10.23 radioactivity uptake

 radioactivity uptake

AUC0-last

(26.91%ID·h), (14.59%ID·h), (13.68%ID·h),

(4.50%ID·h), (2.16%ID·h)

(Figure  2).

18F-FDG Tmax 0.56

radioactivity uptake 5

Tmax 8.89 Tmax 7.56 radioactivity 

uptake radioactivity uptake

(17.95 %ID·h) (6.76%ID·h)

(4.67%ID·h) (1.36%ID·h)  AUC0-last

(Figure  3).

AUC0-last

(Table 1)
Figure 1. 18F-FDG accumulations of the typical organs according to IV

administration

Figure 2. 18F-FDG accumulations of the typical organs according to IP
administration
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Figure 3. 18F-FDG accumulations of the typical organs according to PO
administration
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Table 1. The area under the curve from dosing (time 0-last) for each
organ

Brain Lung Liver Bladder Muscle Heart Intestine Kidney Stomach

IV 1.22 0.17 3.78 14.09 0.12 2.28 3.36 3.97 -

IP 2.17 0.46 13.69 26.91 0.13 0.82 14.59 4.51 -

PO 0.30 0.08 1.36 4.68 0.02 0.14 6.76 0.46 17.95

Value given as %ID·h of organ.

Figure 4. AUC0-last for each organ according to the routes of
administration.
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