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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the differential diagnostic value of "* F-DG PET/CT imaging on gastric malignancies and
primary gastric lymphoma(PGL). Methods A total of 93 cases of gastric cancer (23 cases of mucinous adenocarcinoma and 70 ca-
ses of non mucinous adenocarcinoma) ,58 cases of PGL and 31 cases of Diffuse Large b Cell Lymphoma(DLBCL) and 27 cases of
Mucosa associated tissue lymphoma (MALT) treated in our hospital from Jun 2012 to Jun 2015 were involved in this study. Their
clinical data,SUVmax, maximum lesions thickness, CT value, lesion shape, merge splenomegaly and lymph node metastasis were
compared. The relation between SUVmax and maximum lesions thickness were analyzed with Pearson analysis. Results The aver-
age age and the lesions involve cardiac orifice rate of the gastric cancer group were significantly higher than that of PGL group(P<C
0.05). The occurence rate of SUVmax and splenomegaly in the gastric cancer group were significantly lower than that of PGL
group (P<C0.05). From the perspective of lesion shape,type [l and [l were mostly found in gastric cancer group,while type | and
Il were mostly seen in PGL group,the difference was significant(P<C0. 05). Further analysis showed that the SUVmax of DLBCL
was significantly higher than other type(P<C0. 05) ; the maximum lesions thickness of DLBCL was significantly higher than gastric
mucous adenocarcinoma and MALT(P<C0. 05). Pearson analysis showed that there was no significant difference between SUVmax
of different pathological type and the maximum lesions thickness(P>>0. 05). Conclusion The diagnostic value of "* F-FDG PET/CT
in gastric malignancies was high,and patients with different cancer and pathological type were different in SUVmax., maximum le-
sions thickness and lesion shape.
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1.1 —fg¥erl $EHC 2012 4 6 J] & 2015 4E 6 J] A BEUIA 1Y
93 1 B 988 (AL 8 23 31 2 i 988 2% 70 ) A IR 988D 2k 58 4l
PGL({345 DLBCL 31 fi| Jx MALT 27 #i) th % J BF 58 % 42, 4%
WA B (n=93) M PGL 4 (n=58), W ASR#E: (HHIL
BRI PGL, Y705 B4 K 5 6612 5 (2 B 7 F AR 2k 15 B b
w1 AT PET/CT K 2 , B R 25 57 8 % R 347 AF i 471
IR IR ST s (3D I AR B W R 52 4% . HEBR AR UE (1) A I H AR
A7 P SR R 5 (2D PR ik v ot 98 9 S ORI b K
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PGL 41 58 51.3419.8 33(56.9) 25(43. 1D 14(24. 1 15(25.9) 37(63.8) 25(43. 1)
z/XZ 3.901 2.649 3.910 0.212 2.154 0.061
P <0.05 =>0.05 <C0. 05 <C0. 05 >0.05 >0.05
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z/X2 2.476 0.393 0.201 15. 743 4.542 0.234
P <<0.05 =>0.05 >0.05 <C0. 05 <C0. 05 >0.05
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PGL AWM ZR KT W FH 25 B — LG a Rxk]
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