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Multi-planar reconstruction in display and diagnosis of epilepsy focusin brain PET images
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Objective To observe the value of MRP for display and localization of epilepsy focusin brain PET images. M ethods Brain 18F_FDG PET data of 69 epilepsy patients were collected, and MPR
conventional axis-corona image reconstruction were performed. Two kinds of reconstruction images were scored respectively, and Pairs signed rank test was performed. The localization diagnosis wa
meade respectively. The diagnostic coincidence rates of MPR and conventional axis-coronal reconstruction related to final diagnosis were calculated, and Chi-square test between two coincidence rates
made. Results The average score of MPR images and conventional axis-coronal reconstruction images was (9.65+ 0.63) points and (8.29+ 1.34) points, respectively (Z=7.017, P<0.001). Fifty-nine
patients had the same localization diagnosis with both methods, while 10 had different localization diagnosis. The diagnostic coincidence rate of MPR and conventional images was 95.65% (66/69) an
89.86% (62/69), respectively (;(2:0.970, P>0.05). Conclusion MPR can improve the quality of brain PET images of epilepsy patients by correcting the image orientation, and help to determine the
epileptic focus, which is worth promoting.

BEA S BEIRFE T 4PDFR g




