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Effect of Taking Hypaque Meglumine Intragastricly on "*F - FDG Uptake in SD Rats during PET/CT Scan. Zhang Weitao, Du Xiangke,
Li Tianran, An Bei,Hao Chuanxi, Huo Tianlong. The Radiology Department of Peking University People's Hospital , Beijing 100044 ,China

Abstract Objective To research the effect of administration of hypaque meglumine on'*F — FDG uptake during PET/CT scan.
Methods Eight healthy SD rats about 8 — week — old were studied in the experim - ent. They were deprived of water 4 hours and fasting
8 hours prior to experiments. Firstly, 1% hypaque meglumine 3ml was taken intragastricly in SD rats before the experiment as a study
group. PET/CT scanning was done 50 minutes after injection of *F — FDG by tail vein. Four days later, 3ml water was taken intragastricly
in SD rats before the experiment as a negative group, Then the similar PET/CT scanning was done. 8 days later, nothing was given to the
rats before the experiment as a control goup. Then the similar PET/CT scanning was done. Compare the SUV of different organs in SD rats
was compared among the 3 groups. Results The tats in study group had slower SUV of "*F — FDG in brain, harderin gland, heart, liver

and kidney than other two groups (P <0.05). The SUV of organs in SD rats were same between the control groups and the negative

groups( P >0.05). Conclusion "F - FDG uptake could be affected by intragastic administration of hypaque meglumine during PET/CT

scan, Precautious should be considered when experiments were performed.
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