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Radiation therapy is an important component of cancer therapy for early stage as well
as locally advanced lung cancer. The use of F18 FDG PET/CT has come to the forefront
of lung cancer staging and overall treatment decision-making. FDG PET/CT parameters
such as standard uptake value and metabolic tumor volume provide important prognostic
and predictive information in lung cancer. Importantly, FDG PET/CT for radiation planning
has added biological information in defining the gross tumor volume as well as involved
nodal disease. For example, accurate target delineation between tumor and atelectasis
is facilitated by utilizing PET and CT imaging. Furthermore, there has been meaningful
progress in incorporating metabolic information from FDG PET/CT imaging in radiation
treatment planning strategies such as radiation dose escalation based on standard uptake
value thresholds as well as using respiratory-gated PET and CT planning for improved target
delineation of moving targets. In addition, PET/CT-based follow-up after radiation therapy
has provided the possibility of early detection of local as well as distant recurrences after
treatment. More research is needed to incorporate other biomarkers such as proliferative
and hypoxia biomarkers in PET as well as integrating metabolic information in adaptive,
patient-centered, tailored radiation therapy.
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INTRODUCTION
Lung cancer is the leading cause of cancer death. In 2007, the
annual incidence was approximately 20,000 and almost 16,000
people died from lung cancer (http://www.cdc.gov/Features/
dsLungCancer). The overall 5-year survival of patients diag-
nosed with lung cancer is approximately 14%. Only one-third
of presenting patients are eligible for surgery (Rubin, 2001).

Although surgery is the therapy of choice in early-stage lung
cancer, radiation therapy plays a major role in patients who are
either medically or technically inoperable and not candidates for
surgery. Recent advances in radiation therapy for non-small cell
lung cancer (NSCLC) including intensity-modulated radiother-
apy (IMRT), image-guided radiotherapy (IGRT), and stereotactic
body radiotherapy (SBRT) have enabled higher radiation doses to
be delivered to tumors which increases the tumor local control
probability while reducing doses to surrounding normal tissue.
This has led to the ability to reduce radiation-induced short-
term and long-term toxicities. Although CT-based planning is
the standard approach, CT-based planning only provides anatom-
ical information. Incorporating PET into radiation treatment
planning adds a layer of biological information, glucose consump-
tion. Improved targeting of viable tumor based on delineation of
metabolically active tumor by F18 FDG PET/CT has been the basis
of increased adoption of PET-based radiation treatment planning.

Intensity-modulated radiation therapy uses non-uniform radi-
ation beam intensities in order to improve conformal target

coverage especially for irregularly shaped tumors. This allows for
dose escalation along with better sparing of surrounding normal
tissues leading to improved treatment outcomes and decreased
radiation-induced toxicity (Teh et al., 1999). IGRT incorporates
planar and volumetric imaging information (X-ray, CT, and
Cone-Beam CT-based) to improve the accuracy of daily patient
positioning with the possibility of adaptation and modification of
the target volume when the anatomy of the tumor and or nor-
mal organs changes during therapy (Wurm et al., 2006). Adaptive
radiotherapy, a process by which radiation plans are modified
based on changes in tumor volume during treatment also enables
dose escalation and minimization of normal tissue irradiation
(Guckenberger et al., 2011).

Stereotactic radiosurgery (SRS) and SBRT are techniques for
delivering very high doses in a single or in a few fractions
(hypofractionation) in order to shorten treatment duration and
escalate the biological equivalent dose (Dworzecki et al., 2012).
SRS and SBRT require a high degree of precision requiring
tumor motion compensation and improved targeting of metabol-
ically active tumor. Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG)
recently completed a multi-institutional North American phase II
trial (RTOG 0236) using 54 Gy in three fractions SBRT for T1-
T2N0M0 NSCLC (Timmerman et al., 2010). Of the 55 evaluable
patients, the 3-year primary tumor control rate was 97.6%. The
median overall survival in the cohort was 48.1 months. There were
only nine patients that had grade III or higher treatment-related
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toxicity, and there were no deaths due to treatment. These results
are better than historical data using conventionally fractionated
radiotherapy for early-stage NSCLC.

The above-mentioned approaches to radiation therapy for lung
tumors benefit from an accurate delineation of metabolically
active primary tumor using PET/CT, which enables suitable dose
escalation strategies to highly metabolic tumor volumes (MTVs).

STAGING WITH F18 FDG PET/CT FOR THERAPY DECISION
Accurate staging of NSCLC is essential for appropriate therapy
selection. F18 FDG PET/CT shows higher accuracy compared
to CT for mediastinal and distant metastases and affects man-
agement for approximately one-third of patients (Kernstine et al.,
2002). Increased FDG uptake in metastatic nodes not significantly
enlarged by CT criteria is the reason for superior sensitivity of
PET/CT. PET/CT is also able to differentiate metabolically active
lung tumor from atelectasis (Nestle et al., 1999; Figures 1–6) as
well as intratumoral necrotic zones which helps better determine
RT target volumes. It is therefore possible to escalate doses to
viable tumor and minimizing radiation to normal tissue, which
may reduce long-term fibrosis and related sequelae (De Ruysscher
et al., 2005).

Delineation of mediastinal nodes by PET/CT is important for
decision-making regarding surgery vs. radiation. NSCLC patients
with no involved lymph nodes (N0) or only positive hilar nodes
(N1) may have operable disease if the primary tumor is judged
to be resectable. In non-operable patients who have T1 or T2
disease without nodal metastases (N0), SBRT delivering 60–
80 Gray in 6–8 fractions can potentially achieve excellent local
control. Accurate detection of mediastinal lymph node metas-
tases is critical for determining the application of SBRT for
patients with early-stage NSCLC. Li et al. (2012) in a multi-center

FIGURE 1 | Squamous cell carcinoma in left upper lobe with

associated atelectasis. F18 FDG PET/CT shows large hypermetabolic
suprahilar mass with a small FDG avid left paratracheal lymph node
metastases. F18 FDG PET/CT defines the extent of metabolically active
tumor and differentiates viable tumor from adjacent atelectasis. FDG avid
solitary mediastinal lymph node metastases were also detected by PET/CT
while CT was equivocal. However, the major impact of PET/CT was for
guiding GTV with incorporating metabolically active tumor and nodal
metastases and excluding atelectatic lung tissue in order to deliver higher
dose to the tumor and decrease radiation to normal lung.

FIGURE 2 |The same patient in Figure 1A was treated with concurrent

chemoradiation with a total dose of 66 Gy in 2 Gy fractions.

FIGURE 3 | Post-radiation therapy F18 FDG PET/CT shows significant

decrease in tumor volume but as well as SUVmax. However,
considerable amount of metabolically active residual tumor is evident in
post-therapy PET suggesting inadequate local control. Note absence of
atelectasis with reinflation of the lung secondary to decrease in tumor
volume. Minor post-radiation inflammatory changes in the posterior lung
are characterized by mild increased FDG uptake. Data courtesy of M. D.
Anderson, Cancer Center, Orlando, FL, USA.

study performed preoperative F18 FDG PET/CT in 200 patients.
The PET findings related to lymph nodes were confirmed with
histopathological examination of the surgical specimen. PET/CT
demonstrated high specificity (83%) and negative predictive value
(NPV) (91%) for presence of mediastinal lymph node metastases.
The conclusion was that a negative PET/CT for mediastinal nodal
metastases was sufficient evidence to justify treating the primary
tumor with SBRT.

PET/CT can change the radiation field significantly by includ-
ing FDG avid non-enlarged metastatic lymph nodes within the
treatment field. While the sensitivity of CT for mediastinal
node metastases detection is 56%, for F18 FDG PET/CT, this
is 83% for all stages, 91% when the CT scan shows enlarged
lymph nodes, and 70% for normal-sized lymph nodes (Hell-
wig et al., 2009). In view of the high NPV of F18 FDG PET/CT
for nodal metastases (>90%), routine elective nodal radiation is
no longer recommended (Senan et al., 2004). It has been shown
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FIGURE 4 | F18 FDG PET/CT of a patient with medically inoperable,

centrally located, stage I squamous cell carcinoma of the left lower

lobe causing obstructive left lower lung collapse. Contrast CT is unable
to differentiate tumor from adjacent collapsed left lower lobe. PET only
image of the same axial slice demonstrates FDG avidity of only the tumor
and differentiates metabolically active tumor from adjacent collapsed lung.
PET was used for stereotactic body radiation therapy image-guided
treatment planning to target the FDG avid tumor. Patient received 50 Gy in
four fractions in May 2010. Early post-SBRT PET/CT imaging was performed
in August 2010 to assess therapy response, which showed a complete
metabolic response and re-inflation of the left lower lobe. The patient is
currently free of local or distant recurrence or post-radiation complications
with improved exercise tolerance and lowered oxygen consumption.
Courtesy of UCLA Radiation Oncology SBRT program.

that irradiation of only PET positive lymph nodes is safe which
reduces the high-dose volume (van Der Wel et al., 2005). Selec-
tive mediastinal lymph node irradiation based on PET with 18F
FDG yielded a low rate of treatment failure for isolated nodes,
suggesting that reducing the target volume does not result in com-
promised local control (De Ruysscher et al., 2005). In a dosimetric
study, van Der Wel et al. (2005) reported that for 21 patients with
N2 or N3 NSCLC, the use of PET/CT in radiotherapy planning
resulted in a lower level of radiation exposure of the esophagus
and the lungs, allowing a significant increase in the dose deliv-
ered to the tumor. This is to a large extent due to avoidance of
prophylactic radiation to mediastinal nodes if they are PET/CT
negative. Similarly, dose escalation in PET positive areas with
omitting of elective nodal irradiation in small-cell lung cancer was
studied by Shirvani et al. (2010). Sixty-two patients were treated
with IMRT based on PET/CT. The RT plan did not include elec-
tive nodal stations if they were PET negative. Only one patient
out of 62 had recurrence in unirradiated elective nodes. Plan-
ning the target volume based on PET, 45 Gy was delivered in
30 twice-daily fractions. Most recurrences were either distant or
within the high-dose volume and not in the initially PET negative
elective nodal regions. This suggests that PET/CT-based radiation
therapy planning obviates elective nodal irradiation even in small-
cell lung cancer. Although PET-defined mediastinal radiotherapy
fields appear to be safe, because of a false-positive rate of approx-
imately 30%, ideally pathological confirmation of PET-positive
mediastinal nodes should be obtained by mediastinoscopy or

endoscopic ultrasound-guided fine needle aspiration (EUS-FNA).
In squamous cell carcinoma, sensitivity for mediastinal metastases
was similar between EUS-FNA and FDG PET/CT (97.9 vs. 96.3%).
However in adenocarcinoma, EUS-FNA shows higher sensitivity
(94.6 vs. 77.8%; Hwangbo et al., 2009), prompting the authors
to suggest pathological staging in case of adenocarcinoma with
negative PET.

F18 FDG PET/CT frequently up stages the overall disease by
detecting unsuspected distant metastasis (>20% of pre-PET stage
III), commonly in liver, adrenal, and bone as well as identifies
patients with very advanced loco regional (occult stage IIB–
IIIB) disease (Mac Manus et al., 2001b). Thus, PET/CT staging
is important in minimizing the rate of futile thoracotomies for
patients with occult systemic disease. In a large prospective trial,
30% of patients who were candidates for high-dose radiother-
apy on the basis of conventional staging received only palliative
therapies after PET, because of unexpected distant metastasis
(20%) or very extensive intrathoracic disease (10%; Mac Manus
et al., 2001a).

PET/CT has significantly improved the accuracy of staging for
NSCLC and thus improved oncologists’ ability to give the appro-
priate treatment for the correct stage. A prospective study of 105
consecutive patients with NSCLC showed that the addition of PET
changed management from curative to palliative intent in 26% of
patients and changed overall management in 67% (Kalff et al.,
2001). In a large study of 153 patients with NSCLC, PET changed
the stage of 33% of the patients and changed the target volumes for
radiation in 25% (Hicks et al., 2001). The interobserver as well as
intraobserver variability was significantly reduced when the F18
FDG PET imaging was available for tumor volume delineation
(Fox et al., 2005).

GROSS TUMOR VOLUME DELINEATION WITH F18
PET/CT-OPTIMUM THRESHOLDING
Gross Tumor Volume (GTV) delineation based on hypermetabolic
tumor has shown to be significantly different from GTV drawn on
CT only (Bradley et al., 2004). PET/CT-based planning offers the
potential of dose escalation to the tumor regions with the highest
FDG uptake in order to potentially achieve improved local control
as well as reduced excessive dose to organs at risk such as the lung,
heart, and esophagus. In several planning studies, it was shown
that GTVs based on PET were smaller than that with CT, thus
leading to improved dosimetry to the organs at risk (Møller et al.,
2011). Hanna et al. (2010) performed a second PET/CT for RT
planning in 28 patients with stage IA-IIB NSCLC who already had
undergone a staging PET/CT to assess the effect of additional plan-
ning PET/CT for GTV definition compared to CT-based planning
alone. There was a significant reduction in interobserver variation
for GTV delineation with the use of a planning PET/CT. There was
a mean increase in GTV size of 18.8% using PET/CT compared to
CT only planning for patient treated with radiotherapy only. For
patients who received neoadjuvant chemotherapy, the GTV size
using PET/CT was lower by only 5.2% (Figures 7 and 8).

Meng et al. (2012) correlated microscopic extension of tumor
on histopathology with SUVmax and GTV in NSCLC and found
that microscopic extension is larger in tumors with higher
SUVmax. The study suggested that margins of 1.93, 3.90,
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FIGURE 5 |Target volume contours of the same patient as Figure 2A based on the initial PET/CT data with VOI defining the GTV and PTV excluding

collapsed lung tissue.

and 9.60 mm for SUVmax ≤5, 5–10, and >10 added to the
GTV would be adequate to cover 95% of microscopic tumor
extensions.

PET/CT-based contouring for radiation therapy planning was
compared to CT-based planning in 50 lung cancer patients who
underwent radiotherapy with a curative intent (Mac Manus,2010).
Radiation dose was planned for 60 Gy delivered in 30 fractions
over 6 weeks. The study demonstrated that 37% patients would
have had a grade I geographic miss and 26% would have had
a grade II geographic miss if radiotherapy planning was done
without the use of PET imaging. A grade I geographic miss
is defined as inadequate GTV coverage, while a grade II geo-
graphic miss is defined as inadequate coverage of PTV excluding
the GTV.

The Radiation Therapy Oncology Group (RTOG) 0515 is a
phase II prospective trial designed to quantify the impact of
PET/CT compared with CT alone on radiation treatment plans
(RTPs) in NSCLC (Bradley et al., 2012). Forty-seven patients
underwent FDG PET/CT followed by definite RT (>60 Gy)
based on PET/CT- generated radiation plan. Mean follow-up
was for 12.9 months. GTVs derived from PET/CT were signifi-
cantly smaller than that from CT only (mean GTV volume 86.2
vs. 98.7 ml). PET/CT changed nodal GTV contours in 51% of
the patients. The elective nodal failure rate for GTVs derived by
PET/CT was very low, supporting the RTOG standard of limiting

the target volume to the primary tumor and involved nodes. Not
surprisingly, mean lung dose using PET/CT-based planning was
slightly lower than that with CT planning alone. However, there
was no difference in the mean esophageal dose.

Although a fixed threshold to the highest standardized uptake
value (SUV) for generating target volumes on PET has been
used extensively, studies suggest that an adaptive thresholding
approach is more suitable. Biehl et al. (2006) compared PET-
based VOI using varying threshold levels compared to CT-based
target volumes in 20 peripheral lung tumors with volumes in
which the target volume is easily identified on the CT. The opti-
mal PET threshold for the best match was tumor size-dependent;
it was 15% of SUVmax for tumors larger than 5 cm and 42%
of SUVmax for tumors less than 3 cm. Thus adaptive thresh-
olding based on tumor size and SUVmax may result in a more
customized manner of defining the GTV. However, this is an
area of controversy and active research. The optimal thresh-
old for SUV for the specific use of target definition is still
unknown.

DOSE ESCALATION BASED ON SUV THRESHOLDS
Local failure rates are high in NSCLC following radiation ther-
apy, up to 50%. If PET-based parameters such as SUV can
predict sub-volume of the GTV at the highest risk for local recur-
rence after radiotherapy, than this information can be used for
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FIGURE 6 | SBRT dose wash for the same patient as Figure 2A with dose color wash [highest dose (50 Gy) in red delivered to the PTV]. Data courtesy
of UCLA Radiation Oncology.

dose-intensifying the radio-resistant sub-volumes. Along this line,
it has been shown that areas with the highest FDG uptake in the
pre-therapy scans are the sites with the highest risk for local fail-
ure, suggesting escalating the dose to this sub-volume may improve
local control. Aertis et al. (2009) performed pre and post F18 FDG
PET/CT in 55 inoperable stage I–III NSCLC patients. Patients
with residual metabolic-active areas within the tumors had a sig-
nificantly worse survival compared to individuals with a complete
metabolic response (CMR). The residual metabolic-active areas
within the tumor largely corresponded with the volume that has
a threshold of 50% of the SUVmax in the pre-radiotherapy scan.
Thus a boost to a sub-volume encompassing the 50% SUVmax
sub-volume is a reasonable strategy to improve local control.

In another similar study by Abramyuk et al. (2009), 10 patients
with locoregional relapse of NSCLC underwent F18 FDG PET/CT
before, during, and in the 4–12 months following curative
chemoradiotherapy (dose 66 Gy). CT showed partial reduction of
tumor volume after radiotherapy in all patients. PET/CT revealed
partial response in eight patients and CMR in two patients during
RT. Six to nine months after RT all patients had a local failure.

Tumor recurrences were localized mostly in the areas with highest
metabolic activity in the pre therapy PET/CT. This suggests that
these areas with high metabolic activity are potentially the most
radio-resistant. Thus, another strategy is to dose intensify areas
of the highest metabolic activity based on the pre-treatment FDG
PET/CT.

Feng et al. (2009) performed F18 FDG PET/CT in 14 patients
with stage I–III NSCLC before RT and in mid-RT (after 40–50 Gy).
3D conformal RT plans were generated for each patient, first using
only pre-treatment CT scans. Mid-RT PET volumes were then
used to design boost fields. Mid-RT PET scan-based modification
of radiation therapy plans allowed meaningful dose escalation of
30–102 Gy (mean 58 Gy) or decrease in the normal tissue com-
plication probability in 10 of the 14 patients studied. There was a
mean decrease in tumor volume after 40–50 Gy of 26% on CT and
44% by PET/CT. The study concluded that there is a significant
change in the tumor metabolic activity as well as the metabolic
volume after 40–50 Gy and adaptation of RT based on the mid-
treatment PET/CT can help to escalate dose to active tumor as well
as reduce dose to critical organs.
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FIGURE 7 | A centrally located left upper lobe tumor. F18 FDG PET/CT
shows large FDG avid mass without mediastinal metastases. Integrated
contrast CT defines the relationship of tumor with adjacent aorta and
pulmonary vessels. Automated 3D contouring of metabolically avid tumor
was performed using a threshold of 40% of SUVmax. Volume of interest
was exported as RT structure set for radiation planning.

FIGURE 8 | GTV (red line) drawn based on 40% SUVmax threshold

using an automated volume of interest (VOI) definition of

metabolically tumor. Clinical target volume (green line) and planning
target volume (yellow line) generated by adding 0.5 cm and 1 cm margin
to the GTV. Data courtesy of Karolinska Institute Sweden.

van Der Wel et al. (2005) compared CT and PET/CT-based
planning in 21 NSCLC patients, with the goal to deliver 60 Gy
in 30 fractions. F18 FDG PET/CT-based PTV was associated with
reduced dose to the esophagus and normal lung and allowed signif-
icant radiation dose escalation while respecting all relevant normal
tissue constraints. Based on FDG PET/CT planning, the mean
esophageal V (45 Gy) decreased from 45.2 to 34.0% and the mean
esophageal dose from 29.8 to 23.7 Gy. Similarly, average lung
V (Hicks et al., 2001) decreased from 24.9 to 22.3% with slight
decrease of the mean lung dose. For the same dose delivered to
the lung, esophagus, and spinal cord, the mean dose to the target
volume could be increased from 56 Gy with CT-based planning to
71 Gy with FDG PET/CT-based planning.

RELATIONSHIP OF METABOLIC TUMOR VOLUME AND
TUMOR PROGRESSION
Stage at presentation is the primary prognostic factor in NSCLC.
Tumor metabolic activity, as estimated by the SUV, is a prognos-
tic factor in patients with NSCLC. MTV or the volume of tumor
tissue demonstrating increased FDG uptake on PET, including pri-
mary tumor as well as metastases, is another independent adverse
prognostic factor. Lee et al. (2012) evaluated 61 primary NSCLC

patients (39 treated with curative intent while 22 treated with
palliative intent) with F18 FDG PET/CT before and after ther-
apy. MTV was found to be an independent prognostic factor after
accounting for all traditional prognostic variables (stage, perfor-
mance status, weight loss, etc.). In the subset of patients treated
with a curative intent, i.e., stage I–III patients, higher MTV was
significantly associated with worse survival and associated with a
trend toward worse progression-free survival. Patients with MTV
below the median for the respective therapy group showed higher
PFS. The 2-year PFS for patients with MTV below median was
60 vs. 39.7% for those with higher MTV (median PFS 34.9 vs.
11.9 months).

GATED PET/CT-BASED PLANNING
Respiratory motion of lung tumors is a key factor which impacts
radiation dose delivery to the tumor as well as irradiation of nor-
mal lung tissue. Respiratory motion can be as large as 3 cm for
lesions in lung bases. One study (Hamill et al., 2008) reported that
the range of tumor motion varied from 8 to 25 mm among five lung
cancer patients. Respiratory motion assessment can also improve
intratherapy modification of treatment plan to adapt to changes
in tumor volume and motion during the treatment course.

Accurate estimation of motion and incorporation of such infor-
mation into treatment planning is essential for SBRT as well as
conventionally fractionated treatments with dose escalation. 4D
CT-based planning has been widely used to account for motion
in order to achieve smaller margins and reduce dose to normal
tissue. In a study involving 10 NSCLC patient treated with SBRT
(Wang et al., 2009), 4D CT-based planning provided the small-
est treatment volume, permitted higher doses per fraction, and
reduced doses to the normal lung compared to standard CT-based
planning. However, studies have shown that fast CT imaging of
a moving tumor can result in poor representation of the time –
averaged position and shape of the tumor. In a phantom-based
study (Caldwell et al., 2003) PET imaging provided a more accu-
rate representation of 3D volume of phantom tumors compared
to gated CT.

Respiratory-correlated PET ameliorates motion blurring and
enables visualization of lung tumor functional uptake through-
out the breathing cycle but has achieved limited clinical use in
radiotherapy planning. Tumor volumes generated by 4D CT and
respiratory-gated PET were compared by Lamb et al. (2011) in
four lower lobe lung tumors (4–18 cc in volume) in three patients.
GTVs incorporating tumor motion were generated by combin-
ing tumor contours from multiple PET respiratory phase data as
well as ungated PET images using standard tumor thresholding
approach. GTV using CT was generated by combining end inspi-
ration and end expiratory phases of 4D CT. The GTV volumes
generated by gated PET were on an average 30% lower than that
generated by 4D CT. Volumes generated by ungated PET was also
lower than that of 4D CT but the difference was smaller. Gated PET
is particularly useful in lower lobe tumors with significant motion
for SBRT planning and allows for more accurate representation of
tumor motion than a 4D CT. 4D CT is often inaccurate for lesions
in the lower lobe due to tumor proximity to soft tissue like the
liver on the right side and stomach/spleen on the left side with the
attendant decrease in the accuracy of tumor motion assessment.
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Bosmans et al. (2006) assessed 23 patients with locally advanced
NSCLC who underwent F18 FDG PET/CT as well as respiratory-
gated CT prior to treatment, and repeated at the first and second
weeks after the start of radiation. The changes in tumor motion
during radiation therapy were relatively small. However, there was
a great deal of variation in tumor size during therapy, ranging from
30% increase to similar decrease in tumor volume. The authors
concluded that such changes in tumor size required replanning

preferably with evaluation of tumor motion during the course of
therapy (Figures 9 and 10).

PET/CT-BASED RADIATION THERAPY FOLLOW-UP AND
RECURRENCE DETECTION
The SUVmax of primary NSCLC has been shown to be of prognos-
tic value for survival outcomes. Correlation of pre- and post-RT
SUVmax to overall survival as well as disease free survival shows

FIGURE 9 | NSCLC at right lung base. F18 FDG PET/CT shows
hypermetabolic tumor mass close to diaphragm and posterior thoracic
wall without nodal or distant metastases. Respiratory-gated PET/CT was

performed. Images show end inspiratory (pink) and end expiratory (yellow)
metabolic tumor volumes superimposed on non-gated PET/CT image
demonstrating tumor motion during the entire respiratory cycle.
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FIGURE 10 | Same patient as in Figure 4A with GTV (pink), CTV (blue), and PTV (green) drawn using a combination of end expiratory and end

inspiratory metabolically active tumor volume as obtained from respiratory-gated PET/CT.

that higher SUVmax in primary tumor and nodal metastases was
associated with poor survival (Liao et al., 2012). This is related
to the fact that tumor glucose uptake may correlate with the
metastatic potential.

The value of FDG PET in evaluation of response to RT has
been established. In a series of 88 NSCLC patients (Mac Manus
et al., 2005) who underwent pre- and post-chemo/RT (median 70
days after initiation of RT of 60 Gy in 30 fractions over 6 weeks),
45% had CMR and 36% PMR (partial metabolic response) on
FDG PET. Median survival for CMR and non-CMR patients was
31 and 11 months, respectively. One-year survival for CMR and
non-CMR patients was 93 and 47%, respectively. This demon-
strates the impact of CMR on follow-up PET after RT as a
predictive marker of outcomes despite confounding issues such
as radiotherapy-induced inflammation.

SUVmax changes during radiotherapy are significantly differ-
ent between metabolic responders and non-responders. Metabolic
responders have a better overall survival than the non-responders.
Percentage decrease in SUVmax following RT directly correlates
with disease-free survival (Lopez Guerra et al., 2012). Metabolic
non-responders have been demonstrated to have a higher SUVmax
at all time points investigated and showed a significant increase
in SUVmax during the first week of irradiation followed by a

decrease. In contrast, the responders showed a stable SUVmax
during irradiation. The increase of SUVmax during the first week
of RT was probably due to inflammation, since a rather high
median dose of 19.8 Gy (1.8 Gy BID) was already delivered at
the time point of the first repeat PET/CT scan.

FDG PET/CT-based response evaluation for lung tumors
undergoing radiation therapy is often complicated due to post-
radiation inflammation. Hicks et al. (2004) assessed the relation-
ship of post-radiation inflammatory changes in irradiated normal
lung tissue and metabolic response in tumor in 73 patients with
NSCLC. Metabolic response of tumor was greater in patients
with higher inflammation-related FDG uptake in normal lung
suggesting that tumor radio-responsiveness and normal tissue
radiosensitivity may be linked. Inflammatory changes did not
compromise evaluation of prognostic stratification by PET as long
as a meticulous visual response assessment criterion was used.

PET also plays a role in detecting recurrent disease. Scarring and
post-operative changes complicate interpretation of CT images
and needle biopsy results are inconclusive in up to 30% patients
(Mesurolle et al., 2003). Metabolic imaging with PET/CT however
shows a high accuracy (between 78 and 98%) in post-therapy
NSCLC for recurrence detection (Erasums and Patz, 1999).
Because post-radiation pneumonitis and inflammation are more
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common immediately after treatment, increasing the interval
between the end of radiation therapy and the PET scan provides
a greater specificity for abnormal findings. Earliest recommended
interval is 6 weeks while 4–6 months interval is common practice.

Metabolic response assessment is often used as a surrogate of
local failure and survival. Early identification of patients with
residual metabolic activity is essential as this enables selection of
patients who could potentially benefit from additional therapy.
Velasquez et al. (2010) performed pre and post radical chemo/RT
PET/CT in 101 patients with inoperable NSCLC and found signif-
icantly reduced overall survival in patients with residual metabolic
active areas in post therapy PET. Large tumors and tumors with
higher SUVmax were more likely to be associated with residual
metabolically active tumor at end of RT.

Sequential PET/CT imaging during radiation therapy has been
shown to be beneficial for accurate evaluation of therapy response
despite the issues related to post-radiation inflammation. Edet-
Sanson et al. (2012) performed FDG PET/CT before and during
radiation therapy (60–70 Gy, 2 Gy per fraction, 5 fractions per
week) in 10 NSCLC patients. PET/CT was performed every seven
fractions (14 Gy total dose increments) with all patients under-
going 5–6 PET/CT studies. All 17 lesions (6 tumors and 11 nodal
metastases) showed progressive decrease in SUVmax with increase
in cumulative radiation dose. A 50% decrease in SUV max was
obtained around a total dose of 45–50 Gy (during week 5 of RT).

Because of the increased FDG uptake in inflammation sec-
ondary to radiation therapy in lung cancer that can complicate
PET/CT evaluation of response to radiation therapy, FLT, a prolif-
eration agent has been advocated for RT follow-up. FLT is felt to
have a lower level of uptake in inflammation compared to prolif-
erating tumor cells. A pilot study (Everitt et al., 2009) performed
baseline FDG and FLT PET/CT studies as well as follow-up FLT

PET/CT studies on day 2,8,15, and 29 of radiation therapy for a
multi-time point evaluation of RT response. Baseline FLT uptake
corresponded to FDG avid regions although the uptake levels were
lower with FLT. Sequential FLT studies during therapy demon-
strated a progressive decrease of uptake with a mean decrease of
58% in SUV on day 29 compared to baseline. A marked reduction
of (Mac Manus et al., 2001a) FLT uptake in irradiated bone mar-
row was observed for all cases. This reduction was observed even
after only 2 Gy, and all patients demonstrated a complete absence
of proliferating marrow after 10 Gy.

CONCLUSION
F18 FDG PET/CT-based radiation therapy planning for NSCLC
is able to improve GTV definition and dose escalation by accu-
rately defining mediastinal metastases as well as differentiate viable
tumor from atelectasis and necrosis. PET/CT study prior to ther-
apy provides valuable prognostic information from SUV, SUV
max, MTV etc. that helps guide the intensity and targeting of
the planned radiotherapy. PET/CT-based RT planning is able to
achieve clinically meaningful dose escalation while limiting dose
to organs at risk. Adaptive RT planning, which uses mid-therapy
PET/CT for dose modifications, can achieve further dose escala-
tion and improve tumor control probability. Sequential PET/CT
imaging has also been shown to be valuable in the evaluation of
tumor response to radiation and recurrence detection. Current
research with new biomarkers such as proliferation and hypoxia
biomarkers show promise by incorporating different types of
metabolic information. This will be important for rationale radi-
ation dose painting and assisting future patient-centric adaptive
radiotherapy.

Data courtesy of M. D. Anderson, Cancer Center, Orlando,
FL, USA.

REFERENCES
Abramyuk, A., Tokalov, S., Zophel, K.,

Koch, A., Szluha Lazanyi, K., Gill-
ham, C., Herrmann, T., and Abol-
maali, N. (2009). Is pre-therapeutical
FDG-PET/CT capable to detect high
risk tumor subvolumes responsible
for local failure in non-small cell
lung cancer? Radiother. Oncol. 91,
399–404.

Aertis, H. J., van Baardwijk, A. A.,
Petit, S. F., Offermann, C., Loon,
J., Houben, R., Dingemans, A. M.,
Wanders, R., Boersma, L., Borger, J.,
Bootsma, G., Geraedts, W., Pitz, C.,
Simons, J., Wouters, B. G., Oellers,
M., Lambin, P., Bosmans, G., Dekker,
A. L., and De Ruysscher, D. (2009).
Identification of residual metabolic-
active areas within individual NSCLC
tumours using a pre-radiotherapy
(18)Fluorodeoxyglucose-PET-CT
scan. Radiother. Oncol. 91, 386–392.

Biehl, K. J., Kong, F. M., Dehdashti, F.,
Forster, K., Siegel, B. A., Brunetti,
J., Purdy, J., Faria, S., Vu, T.,
Thorstad, W., and Choy, H. (2006).
18F-FDG PET definition of gross

tumor volume for radiotherapy of
non-small cell lung cancer. Is a single
standardized uptake value of thresh-
old approach appropriate? J. Nucl.
Med. 47, 1808–1812.

Bosmans, G., van Baardwijk, A.,
Dekker, A., Ollers, M., Boersma,
L., Minken, A., Lambin, P., and
De Ruysscher, D. (2006). Intrap-
atient variability of tumor volume
and tumor motion during conven-
tionally fractionated radiotherapy for
locally advanced non-small-cell lung
cancer: a prospective clinical study.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 66,
748–753.

Bradley, J., Bae, K., Choi, N., Forster,
K., Siegel, B. A., Brunetti, J., Purdy,
J., Faria, S., Vu, T., Thorstad, W., and
Choy, H. (2012). A phase II compar-
ative study of gross tumor volume
definition with or without PET/CT
fusion in dosimetric planning for
non-small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC):
primary analysis of Radiation Ther-
apy Oncology Group (RTOG) 0515.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 82,
435–441.

Bradley, J., Thorstad, W. L., Mutic, S.,
Miller, T. R., Dehdashti, F., Siegel,
B. A., Bosch, W., and Bertrand, R.
J. (2004). Impact of FDG-PET on
radiation therapy volume delineation
in non-small-cell lung cancer. Int.
J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 59,
78–86.

Caldwell, C. B., Mah, K., Skinner, M.,
and Danjoux, C. E. (2003). Can
PET provide the 3D extent of tumor
motion for individualized internal
target volumes? A phantom study of
the limitations of CT and the promise
of PET. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol.
Phys. 55, 1381–1393.

De Ruysscher, D., Wanders, S., Minken,
A., Lumens, A., Schiffelers, J., Stul-
tiens, C., Halders, S., Boersma,
L., Baardwijk, A., Verschueren,
T., Hochstenbag, M., Snoep, G.,
Wouters, B., Nijsten, S., Bentzen, S.
M., Kroonenburgh, M., Ollers, M.,
and Lambin, P. (2005). Effects of
radiotherapy planning with a ded-
icated combined PET-CT-simulator
of patients with non-small cell lung
cancer on dose limiting normal

tissues and radiation dose-escalation:
a planning study. Radiother. Oncol.
77, 5–10.

Dworzecki, T., Idasiak, A., Sygula, D.,
Dworzecka, U., and Suwiñski, R.
(2012). Stereotactic radiotherapy as
a sole or salvage therapy in non-small
cell lung cancer patients. Neoplasma
59, 114–120.

Edet-Sanson, A., Dubray, B.,
Doyeux, K., Back, A., Hapdey, S.,
Modzelewski, R., Bohn, P., Gardin, I.,
and Vera, P. (2012). Serial assessment
of FDG-PET FDG uptake and func-
tional volume during radiothreapy
(RT) in patients with non-small cell
lung cancer (NSCLC). Radiother.
Oncol. 102, 251–257.

Erasums, J, and Patz, E. Jr. (1999).
Positron emission tomography imag-
ing in the thorax. Clin. Chest Med. 20,
715–724.

Everitt, S., Hicks, R. J., Ball, D.,
Kron, T., Schneider-Kolsky, M.,
Walter, T., Binns, D., and Mac
Manus, M. (2009). Imaging cel-
lular proliferation during chemo-
radiotherapy: a pilot study of serial

www.frontiersin.org July 2012 | Volume 2 | Article 71 | 9

http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cancer_Imaging_and_Diagnosis/archive


“fonc-02-00071” — 2012/10/24 — 19:59 — page 10 — #10

Lee et al. PET/CT for radiotherapy in lung cancer

18F-FLT positron emission tomog-
raphy/computed tomography imag-
ing for non-small-cell lung cancer.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 75,
1098–1104.

Feng, M., Kong, F. M., Gross, M.,
Fernando, S., Hayman, J. A., and
Ten Haken, R. K. (2009). Using
flurodeoxyglucose positron emission
tomography to assess tumor volume
during radiotherapy for non-small-
cell lung cancer and its potential
impact on adaptive dose escala-
tion and normal tissue sparing. Int.
J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 73,
1228–1234.

Fox, J. L., Rengan, R., O’Meara, W.,
Yorke, E., Erdi, Y., Nehmeh, S., Leibel,
S. A., and Rosenzweig, K. E. (2005).
Does registration of PET and plan-
ning CT images decrease interob-
server and intraobserver variation in
delineating tumor volumes for non-
small-cell lung cancer? Int. J. Radiat.
Oncol. Biol. Phys. 62, 70–75.

Guckenberger, M., Richter, A., Wilbert,
J., Flentje, M., and Partridge, M.
(2011). Adaptive radiotherapy for
locally advanced non-small-cell lung
cancer does not underdose the micro-
scopic disease and has the poten-
tial to increase tumor control. Int.
J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 81,
e275–e282.

Hamill, J. J., Bosmans, G., and Dekker,
A. (2008). Respiratory gated CT as a
tool for the simulation of breathing
artifacts in PET and PET/CT. Med.
Phys. 35, 576–585.

Hanna, G. G., McAleese, J., Carson,
K. J., Stewart, D. P., Cosgrove, V. P.,
Eakin, R. L., Zatari, A., Lynch, T., Jar-
ritt, P. H., Young, V. A., O’Sullivan,
J. M., and Hounsell, A. R. (2010).
(18)F-FDG PET-CT simulation for
non-small cell lung cancer: effect in
patients already staged by PET-CT.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 77,
24–30.

Hellwig, D., Baum, R. P., and Kirsch,
C. (2009). FDG-PET, PET/CT and
conventional nuclear medicine pro-
cedures in the evaluation of lung
cancer: a systematic review. Nuk-
learmedizin 48, 59–69.

Hicks, R. J., Kalff, V., Mac Manus, M.
P., Ware, R. E., Hogg, A., McKen-
zie, A. F., Matthews, J. P., and
Ball, D. L. (2001). (18)F-FDG PET
provides high impact and power-
ful prognostic stratification in stag-
ing newly diagnosed non-small-cell
lung cancer. J. Nucl. Med. 42,
1596–1604.

Hicks, R. J., Mac Manus, M. P.,
Matthews, J. P., Hogg, A., Binns,
D., Rischin, D., Ball, D. L., and
Peters, L. J. (2004). Early FDG-PET

imaging after radical radiotherapy for
non-small-cell lung cancer: inflam-
matory changes in normal tis-
sues correlated with tumor response
and do not confound therapeutic
response evaluation. Int. J. Radiat.
Oncol. Biol. Phys. 60, 412–418.

Hwangbo, B., Kim, S. K., Lee, H.-S.,
Lee, H. S., Kim, M. S., Lee, J. M.,
Kim, H.-Y., Lee, G.-K., Nam, B.-
H., and Zo, J. I. (2009). Application
of endobronchial ultrasound-guided
transbronchial needle aspiration fol-
lowing integrated PET/CT in medi-
astinal staging of potentially operable
non-small cell lung cancer. Chest 135,
1280–1287.

Kalff, V., Hicks, R. J., Mac Manus,
M. P, Binns, D. S., McKenzie, A.
F., Ware, R. E., Hogg, A., and
Ball, D. L. (2001). Clinical impact
of (18)F fluorodeoxyglucose positron
emission tomography in patients
with nonsmall- cell lung cancer: a
prospective study. J. Clin. Oncol. 19,
111–118.

Kernstine, K. H., Mclaughlin, K. A.,
Menda, Y., Rossi, N. P., Kahn, D.
J., Bushnell, D. L., Graham, M. M.,
Brown, C. K., and Madsen, M. T.
(2002). Can FDG-PET reduce the
need for mediastinoscopy in poten-
tially resectable non-small cell lung
cancer? Ann. Thorac. Surg. 73,
394–401.

Lamb, J. M., Robinson, C., Bradley,
J., Laforest, R., Dehdashti, F.,
White, B. M., Wuenschel, S.,
and Low, D. A. (2011). Generat-
ing lung tumor internal target vol-
umes from 4D-PET maximum inten-
sity projections. Med. Phys. 38,
5732–5737.

Lee, P., Bazan, J. G., Lavori, P. W., Weera-
suriya, D. K., Quon, A., Le, Q. T.,
Wakelee, H. A., Graves, E. E., and
Loo, B. W. (2012). Metabolic tumor
volume is an independent prognostic
factor in patients treated definitively
for non-small-cell lung cancer. Clin.
Lung Cancer 13, 52–58.

Li, X., Zhang, H., Xing, L., Ma, H.,
Xie, P., Zhang, L., Xu, X., Yue, J.,
Sun, X., Hu, X., Chen, M., Xu,
W., Chen, L., and Yu, J. (2012).
Mediastinal lymph nodes staging by
18F-FDG PET/CT for early stage
non-small cell lung cancer: a multi
center study. Radiother. Oncol. 102,
246–250.

Liao, C. T., Fan, K. H., Lin, C. Y.,
Yeh, J. J., and Kao, C. H. (2012).
Meta-analysis study of lymph node
staging by 18 F-FDG PET/CT scan
in non-small cell lung cancer. Com-
parison of TB and non-TB endemic
regions. Eur. J. Radiol. [Epub ahead
of print].

Lopez Guerra, J. L., Gladish, G.,
Komaki, R., Gomez, D., Zhuang,
Y., and Liao, Z. (2012). Large
decreases in standardized uptake val-
ues after definitive radiation are asso-
ciated with better survival of patients
with locally advanced non-small cell
lung cancer. J. Nucl. Med. 53,
225–233.

Mac Manus, M. P., Hicks, R. J., Ball, D.
L., Kalff, V., Matthews, J. P., Salmi-
nen, E., Khaw, P., Wirth, A., Rischin,
D., and McKenzie, A. (2001a). F-18
fluorodeoxyglucose positron emis-
sion tomography staging in radical
radiotherapy candidates with nons-
mall cell lung carcinoma: powerful
correlation with survival and high
impact on treatment. Cancer 92,
886–895.

Mac Manus, M. P., Hicks, R. J.,
Matthews, J. P., Hogg, A., McKen-
zie, A. F., Wirth, A., Ware, R. E.,
and Ball, D. L. (2001b). High rate
of detection of unsuspected distant
metastases by PET in apparent stage
III non-small-cell lung cancer: impli-
cations for radical radiation therapy.
Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys. 50,
287–293.

Mac Manus, M. P. (2010). Use
of PET/CT for staging and radi-
ation therapy planning in patients
with non-small cell lung cancer. Q.
J. Nucl. Med. Mol. Imaging 54,
510–520.

Mac Manus, M. P., Hicks, R. J.,
Matthews, J. P., Wirth, A., Rischin,
D., and Ball, D. L. (2005). Metabolic
(FDG-PET) response after radical
radiotherapy/chemoradiotherapy for
non-small cell lung cancer correlates
with pattern of failure. Lung Cancer
49, 95–108.

Meng, X., Sun, X., Mu, D., Xing, L.,
Ma, L., Zhang, B., Zhao, S., Yang, G.,
Kong, F. M., and Yu, J. (2012). Non-
invasive evaluation of microscropic
tumor extensions using standardized
uptake value and metabolic tumor
volume in non-small-cell lung can-
cer. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol. Phys.
82, 960–966.

Mesurolle, B., Mignon, F., Mein-
gan, P., Domenge, C., Vasile,
M., and Sigal, R. (2003). Head
and neck cancer patients with pul-
monary nodules: value and role
of CT-guided transthoracic needle
aspiration biopsies. Head Neck 25,
889–894.

Møller, D. S., Khalil, A. A., Knap, M.
M., Muren, L. P., and Hoffmann, L.
(2011). A planning study of radio-
therapy dose escalation of PET-active
tumor volumes in non-small cell
lung cancer patients. Acta Oncol. 50,
883–888.

Nestle, U., Walter, K., Schmidt, S., Licht,
N., Nieder, C., Motaref, B., Hellwig,
D., Niewald, M., Ukena, D., Kirsch, C.
M., Sybrecht, G. W., and Schnabel, K.
(1999). 18F-Deoxyglucose positron
emission tomography (FDG-PET)
for the planning of radiotherapy in
lung cancer: high impact in patients
with atelectasis. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol.
Biol. Phys. 44, 593–597.

Rubin, P. (2001). Clinical Oncology, 8th
Edn. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders.

Senan, S., De Ruysscher, D., Giraud,
P., Mirimanoff, R., Budach, V.,
and Radiotherapy Group of Euro-
pean Organization for Research
and Treatment of Cancer. (2004).
Literature-based recommendations
for treatment planning and execu-
tion in high-dose radiotherapy for
lung cancer. Radiother. Oncol. 71,
139–146.

Shirvani, S. M., Komaki, R., Stewart,
D. J., Lippman, S. M., and Chang, J.
Y. (2010). PET/CT-guided involved-
field intensity modulated radiation
therapy for limited-stage small cell
lung cancer. Int. J. Radiat. Oncol. Biol.
Phys. 78, S34–S35.

Teh, B. S., Woo, S. Y., and Butler, E.
B. (1999). Intensity modulated radi-
ation therapy (IMRT): a new promis-
ing technology in radiation oncology.
Oncologist 4, 433–442.

Timmerman, R., Paulus, R., Galvin, J.,
Michalski, J., Straube, W., Bradley,
J., Fakiris, A., Bezjak, A., Videtic,
G., Johnstone, D., Fowler, J., Gore,
E., and Choy, H. (2010). Stereotactic
body radiation therapy for inopera-
ble early stage lung cancer. JAMA 303,
1070–1076.

van Der Wel, A., Nijsten, S., Hochsten-
bag, M., Lamers, R., Boersma, L.,
Wanders, R., Lutgens, L., Zimny,
M., Bentzen, S. M., Wouters, B.,
Lambin, P., and De Ruysscher, D.
(2005). Increased therapeutic ratio by
18FDG-PET-CT planning in patients
with clinical CT stage N2/N3 M0
non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC):
a modeling study. Int. J. Radiat.
Oncol. Biol. Phys. 61, 648–654.

Velasquez, E. R., Aerts, H. J., Ober-
ije, C., De Ruysscher, D., and Lam-
bin, P. (2010). Prediction of resid-
ual metabolic activity after treatment
in NSCLC patients. Acta Oncol. 49,
1033–1039.

Wang, L., Hayes, S., Paskalev, K., Jin,
L., Buyyounouski, M. K., Ma, C. C.,
and Feigenberg, S. (2009). Dosimet-
ric comparison of stereotactic body
radiotherapy using 4D CT and multi-
phase CT images for treatment plan-
ning of lung cancer: evaluation of
the impact on daily dose coverage.
Radiother. Oncol. 91, 314–324.

Frontiers in Oncology | Cancer Imaging and Diagnosis July 2012 | Volume 2 | Article 71 | 10

http://www.frontiersin.org/Cancer_Imaging_and_Diagnosis/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cancer_Imaging_and_Diagnosis/archive


“fonc-02-00071” — 2012/10/24 — 19:59 — page 11 — #11

Lee et al. PET/CT for radiotherapy in lung cancer

Wurm, R. E., Gum, F., Erbel, S.,
Schlenger, L., Scheffler, D., Agaoglu,
D., Schild, R., Gebauer, B., Rogalla, P.,
Plotkin, M., Ocran, K., and Budach,
V. (2006). Image guided respiratory
gated hypofractionated Stereotactic
Body Radiation Therapy (H-SBRT)
for liver and lung tumors: initial
experience. Acta Oncol. 45, 881–889.

Conflict of Interest Statement: The
author declares that the research was
conducted in the absence of any com-
mercial or financial relationships that
could be construed as a potential con-
flict of interest.

Received: 26 April 2012; accepted: 25 June
2012; published online: 11 July 2012.

Citation: Lee P, Kupelian P, Czernin J
and Ghosh P (2012) Current concepts
in F18 FDG PET/CT-based radiation
therapy planning for lung cancer. Front.
Oncol. 2:71. doi: 10.3389/fonc.2012.
00071
This article was submitted to Frontiers
in Cancer Imaging and Diagnosis, a
specialty of Frontiers in Oncology.

Copyright © 2012 Lee, Kupelian, Czernin
and Ghosh. This is an open-access arti-
cle distributed under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License,
which permits use, distribution and
reproduction in other forums, provided
the original authors and source are cred-
ited and subject to any copyright notices
concerning any third-party graphics etc.

www.frontiersin.org July 2012 | Volume 2 | Article 71 | 11

http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2012.00071
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fonc.2012.00071
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/
http://www.frontiersin.org/
http://www.frontiersin.org/Cancer_Imaging_and_Diagnosis/archive

	Current concepts in F18 FDG PET/CT-based radiation therapy planning for lung cancer
	Introduction
	Staging with F18 FDG PET/CT for therapy decision
	Gross tumor volume delineation with F18 PET/CT-optimum thresholding
	Dose escalation based on SUV thresholds
	Relationship of metabolic tumor volume and tumor progression
	Gated PET/CT-based planning
	PET/CT-based radiation therapy follow-up and recurrence detection
	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


