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Background. Equipped with two stationary detectors, a large bore collimator for medium-sized animals has been recently introduced for
dedicated preclinical single-photon emission computed tomography (SPECT) imaging. We aimed to evaluate the basic performance of
the system using phantoms and healthy rabbits.Methods. A general-purpose medium-sized animal (GP-MSA) collimator with 135mm
bore diameter and thirty-three holes of 2.5mm diameter was installed on an ultrahigh-resolution scanner equipped with two large
stationary detectors (U-SPECT5-E/CT). The sensitivity and uniformity were investigated using a point source and a cylinder
phantom containing 99mTc-pertechnetate, respectively. Uniformity (in %) was derived using volumes of interest (VOIs) on images of
the cylinder phantom and calculated as ½ðmaximumcount −minimumcountÞ/ðmaximum count + minimumcountÞ × 100�, with
lower values of % indicating superior performance. The spatial resolution and contrast-to-noise ratios (CNRs) were evaluated with
images of a hot-rod Derenzo phantom using different activity concentrations. Feasibility of in vivo SPECT imaging was finally
confirmed by rabbit imaging with the most commonly used clinical myocardial perfusion SPECT agent [99mTc]Tc-sestamibi
(dynamic acquisition with a scan time of 5min). Results. In the performance evaluation, a sensitivity of 790 cps/MBq, a spatial
resolution with the hot-rod phantom of 2.5mm, and a uniformity of 39.2% were achieved. The CNRs of the rod size 2.5mm were
1.37, 1.24, 1.20, and 0.85 for activity concentration of 29.2, 1.0, 0.5, and 0.1MBq/mL, respectively. Dynamic SPECT imaging in
rabbits allowed to visualize most of the thorax and to generate time-activity curves of the left myocardial wall and ventricular cavity.
Conclusion. Preclinical U-SPECT5-E/CT equipped with a large bore collimator demonstrated adequate sensitivity and resolution for
in vivo rabbit imaging. Along with its unique features of SPECT molecular functional imaging is a superior collimator technology
that is applicable to medium-sized animal models and thus may promote translational research for diagnostic purposes and
development of novel therapeutics.

1. Introduction

Rabbits are essential experimental animals for biomedical
research. Basic and translational scientists mainly use small
rodents such as mice and rats to reduce housing and main-
tenance costs. However, many unique features of rabbits
render this species attractive for investigations in various
medical specialties, such as cardiology [1, 2], immunology

[3], and microbiology [4, 5]. As a major advantage, rabbits
are phylogenetically closer to humans than rodents [6].
One example is that uptake-2, one of the critical mecha-
nisms of norepinephrine reuptake into cardiomyocytes to
maintain cardiac nerve integrity, has substantially lower
expression levels in human and rabbit hearts, while it is
highly expressed in mouse and rats [7–9]. For instance,
those superior cross-species translational abilities of rabbit
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myocardium may be relevant for the development and
testing of novel cardiac sympathetic nerve system-
targeting therapies. Furthermore, the bigger organ size is a
fundamental advantage for various biomedical assays
including in vivo imaging technologies which have limited
spatial resolution [10–15].

Given the increasing demand of functional molecular
imaging of animals, single-photon emission computed tomog-
raphy (SPECT) has been evolved over the last decades. These
include, but are not limited to 16-camera small animal SPECT
scanner with modular scintillation cameras (e.g., FastSPECT II
with active areas of up to 130cm2) [16] or equipped with cad-
mium zinc telluride detectors (SemiSPECT) [17]. Despite those
important technological advances in the context of small ani-
mal SPECT, imaging medium-sized animals such as rabbits
using single-photon emission computed tomography (SPECT)
have not been well established when compared to preclinical
imaging of small rodents. In this regard, most preclinical
SPECT systems have been developed exclusively for the inves-
tigation of mouse or rat experiments, for rabbits’ larger bore
sizes (>10cm) are needed to ensure that the animals will
adequately fit into the scanner. Often, as a substitute, human
clinical SPECT cameras are used in rabbit experiments, but
they have limited spatial resolution (>1 cm) and do not provide
adequate image quality to delineate small organs [12, 14, 15].

Recently, dedicated medium-sized animal SPECT imag-
ing systems with large bore multipinhole collimators on
high-resolution animal SPECT systems with large stationary
detectors have been introduced. Therefore, the purpose of
this study is to investigate the performance of the SPECT
system with phantoms and in vivo animal experiments using
rabbits along with dynamic image acquisition, as the herein
applied U-SPECT5-E/CT defines the duration and frames
prospectively relative to other commercially available
SPECT/CT systems.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Scanner System. U-SPECT5/CT E-class (MILabs,
Utrecht, The Netherlands) was used for SPECT imaging,
displayed in Figures 1(a) and 1(b). The system performance
using dedicated collimators for mice and rats had been
reported elsewhere [18, 19]. Briefly, U-SPECT5-E was
developed as a cost-effective substitute of the conventional
U-SPECT5 system, which is also an ultrahigh-resolution
SPECT system for preclinical imaging of small animals.
The architecture of U-SPECT5 is based on previous genera-
tions of micro-SPECT systems (U-SPECT-II; U-SPECT+;
MILabs) [20, 21] and has three stationary detectors with a size
of 472mm× 595mm and 9.5mm thick thallium-doped
sodium iodide scintillation crystals arranged in a triangular
format around the field of view (FOV). A centrally located col-
limator with multipinhole configuration allows the acquisition
of SPECT images in a spiral stepmode using an automated xyz
stage [22]. To strive for cost effectiveness, U-SPECT5/CT
E-class is built without the bottom detector [18, 19].

The U-SPECT5-E has a tubular protrusion on the back
of the scanner (Figure 1(b)), which can be opened to hold
a 94 cm long bed for medium-sized animals (Figure 1(c)).

A general-purpose medium-sized animal type (GP-MSA)
(Figure 1(d)) collimator has a wide bore of 135mm diam-
eter and 33 pinholes with 2.5mm diameter aperture
(Figure 1(e)). All the pinholes point towards a center
FOV (cFOV) of 65mm diameter and 20mm length, which
enables to acquire SPECT images of wide areas without
bed movement. Due to the missing bottom detector, only
the upper 22 pinholes contribute to the imaging process
in the U-SPECT5-E/CT system. Since this scanner also
has an X-ray irradiation capability, it can also acquire
computed tomography (CT) and X-ray scout views
(Figure 1(f)).

2.2. Image Reconstruction and Data Processing. All images
were acquired in list-mode and reconstructed with the
similarity-regulated ordered-subset expectation maximiza-
tion (SROSEM) algorithm [23], as provided with the dedi-
cated software (MILabs.Rec Version 8.06) of the SPECT
system. This algorithm allows to avoid artifacts caused by a
higher number of subsets causing potential quantification
errors [24]. For scatter correction, we applied the triple
energy window method [25] with a 20% photopeak window
of 126 keV to 154 keV for a 99mTc photopeak of 140 keV, a
lower background window of 120.4 keV to 126 keV, and an
upper one of 154 keV to 159.6 keV. For simplifying the
reconstruction process, we always used 8 iterations with 32
subsets and a voxel size of 0.8mm3. The obtained SPECT
images were transferred to the AMIDE software (version
1.0.4 for Windows; open source) [26] for further analysis
including Gaussian postfiltering, which was applied as rec-
ommended by Vaissier et al. [23]. This approach showed
no perceptible decrease in image quality compared to the
reference standard of maximum likelihood expectation max-
imization (MLEM) [27].

2.3. Performance Measurements. Sensitivity was examined
using a point source with a 99mTc-pertechnetate solution of
16.4MBq. Scan time was 5min without bed motion. Calcu-
lation was based on the National Electrical Manufacturers
Association (NEMA) [28] as follows:

Sensitivity cps
MBq

� �
= Ri

Acal
, ð1Þ

where Ri is the detected count rate in the photopeak
window of 126 keV to 154 keV and Acal is the total
activity of the point source determined by a dose cali-
brator (ISOMED 2010, NUVIA Instruments, Dresden,
Germany).

Uniformity was investigated using a 28mm diameter
cylindrical phantom filled homogenously with 99mTc-per-
technetate solution of 20.5MBq/mL, and the scan time
was 5min without bed motion. Gaussian postfiltering
was applied with a full width at half maximum (FWHM)
of 2.5mm, equal to the resolution in the activity concen-
tration of 1.0-29.2MBq/mL. A cylindrical volume of
interest (VOI) was placed centrally in the phantom,
measuring 25mm in diameter and 5mm in length.
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Figure 1: The overview of U-SPECT5/CT E-class. (a) The front side of the system. (b) The back side of the system. A tubular protrusion on the
back side (blue arrow) can hold a 94 cm long bed for medium-sized animals. (c) Photo of bed for medium-sized animals. (d) General-purpose
medium-sized animal (GP-MSA) collimator. (e) Geometric illustration of GP-MSA collimator in the two stationary detectors. The bore diameter
of GP-MSA collimator is 135mm, and the transaxial size of center field-of-view (cFOV) is 65mm. (f) Scout view of a rabbit scanned with X-ray
system combined with the SPECT system.
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Uniformity was calculated as recommended by NEMA
[28] as follows:

Uniformity %ð Þ = Max count −Min count
Max count +Min count × 100: ð2Þ

In addition, a line profile was measured by placing a
line passing through the center of the phantom to evaluate
smooth or irregular patterns in the images.

Spatial resolution was evaluated using a hot-rod phan-
tom whose general features are shown in the Supplementary
Figure 1. The diameter of its rods ranges from 1.80 to
3.10mm. In each section, the intercapillary distance equals
the respective rod diameter of that section. The phantom
was filled with a 99mTc-pertechnetate solution and placed
in the center of the cFOV. The cFOV of GP-MSA
collimator was wide enough to cover the whole phantom
without bed motion. When the activity concentration of
99mTc was 29.2, 1.0, 0.5, and 0.1MBq/mL, SPECT scanning
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Figure 2: Resolution and contrast-to-noise ratios of the hot-rod phantom images. (a) Representative transaxial and coronal SPECT images
of the phantom. Red and yellow cylinders indicate VOIs for hot and cold areas, respectively. (b) SPECT images of the hot-rod phantom
containing 4 different activity concentrations. Slice thickness of 5.0mm and Gaussian postfilter of full width at half maximum (FWHM)
equal to minimum rod size of 1.8mm were applied. Star marks represent the smallest rod size that can be clearly distinguished on the
images of each activity concentration. (c) Contrast-to-noise ratios for the different activity concentrations. Analyzed images were
optimized for each rod size by a Gaussian postfilter of FWHM equal to each diameter of the corresponding rods.
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was performed for 20min with one bed position. Gaussian
postfiltering was applied with a FWHM of 1.8mm,
corresponding the minimum rod size. In the visual analysis
of the reconstructed images, the smallest discriminable rod
size was determined to describe the collimator-dependent
spatial resolution.

2.4. Phantom Image Quality. To evaluate the in vitro image
quality, contrast-to-noise ratio (CNR) analysis was per-
formed using the images optimized with Gaussian postfilter-
ing for each rod size. FWHM was set to the diameter size of
each investigated rod section to enhance image quality [19].
The technique for setting VOIs in the hot-rod phantom was
adopted from the method described by Walker et al. [29].
Using a high-resolution computed tomography (CT) image
as a template, cylindrical VOIs of 4mm length were placed
in the height center of the rods. All VOIs have a diameter
of 0.9 times the size of the respective radioactive rod. In
addition, VOIs of the same size as radioactive rods were
placed in the nonradioactive areas in-between two radioac-
tive rods. The same size VOIs were also place in 4mm upper
and lower slices in z axis as shown in Figure 2(a). The con-
trast Cd was defined as follows:

Cd =
Rd − Bd

Rd

, ð3Þ

where Rd is the mean of mean values of all radioactive VOIs
for the rod size d and Bd is the mean of all nonradioactive
VOIs. The noise Nd was defined as follows:

Nd =

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
σRd

2 + σRd

2
q

VOIsd
, ð4Þ

where σRd
is the mean of standard deviations of all radioac-

tive VOIs for the rod size d and σBd
is the mean of standard

deviations of all nonradioactive VOIs. VOIsd is the mean of

mean values of both radioactive and nonradioactive VOIs
for the rod size d.

The CNR for each size rod d was defined as follows:

CNRd =
Cd

Nd
: ð5Þ

The measurement for CNR was repeated three times for
three VOIs in each radioactive and nonradioactive area, and
the mean of three CNRs was calculated for each area.

2.5. In Vivo Cardiac SPECT Images Using GP-MSA
Collimator. Animal protocols were approved by the local
Animal Care and Use Committee (Regierung von Overfran-
ken, Germany) and conducted according to the Guide for
the Care and Use of Laboratory Animals [30]. During
in vivo imaging, the animals underwent inhalation anesthe-
sia (2.0% isoflurane, 1.5 L O2/min). A healthy male New
Zealand White rabbit (Charles River Laboratories Inc.,
Sulzfeld, Germany) with 970 g body weight was placed on
the dedicated bed for medium-sized animals. SPECT imag-
ing was conducted after CT to confirm the precise position
of the heart. The dynamic SPECT acquisition started just
before injection of 378.5MBq of [99mTc]Tc-sestamibi
(MIBI) [31] via the ear vein, with a scan time of 5min
(2 × 15 sec-frames, 1 × 30 sec-frame, and 2 × 120 sec-frames).
After reconstruction, Gaussian postfiltering was applied with
FWHM of 5mm. Two oval-shaped VOIs were placed cen-
trally in the anterior wall of the left ventricle and in the left
atrium, and time activity curves were created. Static acquisi-
tion started 15min after the injection with a scan time of
30min. Another rabbit with 1300 g body weight was scanned
in the same way to confirm the reproducibility of the results.

As a reference, the GP-MSA collimator imaging with a
male Wistar rat (Charles River Laboratories Inc., Sulzfeld,
Germany) with 250 g body weight was conducted after
[99mTc]Tc-MIBI (200MBq) administration via tail vein.
Twenty-five minutes after injection, static SPECT imaging
was conducted with an acquisition time of 10min following
CT acquisition. Gaussian postfiltering was not applied.
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Figure 3: Representative image and line profiles of the cylinder phantom for uniformity. (a) Transaxial SPECT image. The activity
concentration was 20.5MBq/mL. Slice thickness of 5.0mm and Gaussian postfilter full width at half maximum (FWHM) equal to
maximum resolution of 2.5mm were applied. (b) Line profiles of the vertical and horizontal lines on the left SPECT image. Blue and red
curves are corresponding to the blue vertical and red horizontal lines.
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Fusion images of CT and SPECT were created with software
solutions such as AMIDE [26].

3. Results

3.1. Sensitivity and Uniformity Measurements. Sensitivity of
the point source was 790 cps/MBq (0.079%). Uniformity
for the GP-MSA collimator was 39.0% in accordance with
the NEMA protocol. Figure 3 illustrates the representative
reconstructed images for uniformity and line profiles. The
profile of horizontal lines appears to be slightly more
irregular than that of vertical lines. Figure 2(b) provides
the SPECT images of the hot-rod phantom used for spatial
resolution analysis. In visual analysis, increased image noise
was noted for lower activities. A minimum diameter of
2.5mm clearly discriminated even in 1.0MBq/mL, thereby
representing spatial resolution. On the other hand, a

discrimination of rods of 2.0mm and smaller was not
possible, even when the highest activity concentration
was applied.

3.2. Phantom Image Quality. Figure 2(c) shows the results of
CNR analysis of the six rod sizes for four different activity
concentrations. The CNRs of the rod size 2.5mm were
1.37, 1.21, 1.24, and 0.79 for activity concentration of 29.2,
1.0, 0.5, and 0.1MBq/mL, respectively. For all activity con-
centrations, CNR improved continuously with increasing
rod size. Although the CNR of higher activity concentrations
tended to be higher in rod sizes over 2.2mm, the tendency
disappeared in rod sizes of 2.0mm and smaller. CNR values
of a rod size of 2.0mm and smaller were almost negative for
all activity concentrations. A CNR of 1.30 was achieved for
over 0.5MBq/mL at rod sizes of more than 2.5mm and for
over 0.1MBq/mL at rod sizes of more than 2.8mm.
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Figure 4: Dynamic [99mTc]Tc-MIBI SPECT data of a rabbit’s thorax. (a) Transaxial dynamic SPECT images at the level of the heart during
5min after intravenous injection. (b) Time activity curves of the myocardium and blood pool during a 5min dynamic scan. a.u.: arbitrary
unit. (c) Fusion image at the (CT-based) level of the myocardium and static SPECT image during 15-45min after tracer injection.
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3.3. Dynamic Myocardial Perfusion SPECT Images of Rabbits
and Rats. In vivo SPECT images of the rabbit and rat are
shown in Figures 4 and 5. The images of the whole lungs
and heart of the rabbit were obtained without bed motion.
Dynamic myocardial perfusion SPECT images of the
investigated healthy rabbit were successfully generated
(Figure 4(a)). The background activity gradually decreased,
and cardiac uptake was clearly seen 3-5min after injection.
Time activity curves show the dynamic changes of cardiac
and blood pool activity (Figure 4(b)). Imaging results were
confirmed by SPECT of the second rabbit. Static SPECT
images could be accurately fused with CT images
(Figure 4(c)). The size of the GP-MSA collimator along with
its substantially wide cFOV can easily cover the heart and
lung regions of a rabbit (Figure 5(a)) and rat (Figure 5(b)).

4. Discussion

It is known that SPECT image quality is strongly influenced
by collimator design. In this study, one of the first commer-
cially available medium-sized animal GP-MSA collimators
for high-resolution animal SPECT imaging systems was
investigated using phantom and in vivo dynamic imaging
in rabbits. The GP-MSA collimator achieved a high sensitiv-
ity of 790 cps/MBq, which is comparable with previously
reported values for general-purpose mouse type (GP-M)
collimators (847 cps/MBq) [19]. The spatial resolution was
2.5mm, thereby indicating that the spatial resolution of col-
limators roughly corresponded to each aperture diameter
[18, 19, 21, 32]. We included relatively low concentrations
of 0.1MBq/mL in our phantom experiments, because the
amount of tracer that can be administered as well as the scan

duration is limited in a busy in vivo animal experiment set-
up with a high throughput.

In the CNR analysis, CNR values of 1.3 were achieved at
rod sizes of 2.5mm and larger. Rapid decrease was con-
firmed for rod sizes of 2.2mm and smaller for all activity
concentrations. This result was corresponding to the visual
analysis of spatial resolution. Considering its performance,
it seems to be impossible to obtain a spatial resolution of
2mm and less using this collimator. The feature of this col-
limator is to achieve a wide cFOV instead of a high spatial
resolution. Given that the weight of a rabbit is more than
30 times heavier than that of a mouse, and that each organ
is more than three times as big, this collimator should be
able to address the larger body size and habitus of rabbits.

Uniformity was 39.0%, slightly worse than the 29.1% of
the GP-M collimator for the same scanner [19]. Direct com-
parison of those two collimators is not appropriate because
the voxel size during reconstruction and FWHM in Gauss-
ian postfiltering were different for each collimator. Further-
more, when using the GP-MSA collimator, a single bed
position scan was used because the cFOV of the collimator
is wide enough to cover the whole phantom, while multiple
bed positions are needed for other collimators such as GP-
M. To be noted, using GP-MSA, we found that the horizon-
tal line profile appeared slightly more irregular when
compared to the vertical one. This might be a characteristic
artifact of scanners with two detectors and needs to be con-
firmed by direct comparison of two- and three-detector
SPECT systems.

The advantage of the GP-MSA collimator is exclusively
the wide cFOV. As shown in Figure 5(a), the size of its cFOV
is 65mm and thus sufficiently wide to scan the rabbits’
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Figure 5: Relation between the field of view (FOV) and the body sizes of a rabbit and a rat. (a) Representative chest SPECT images with
[99mTc]Tc-MIBI (hot metal color) of a rabbit and (b) a rat using a GP-MSA collimator fused with a corresponding CT image (black and
white color). The field of view in the single-bed position for SPECT imaging (yellow dot box) covers the heart and lung regions of the
rabbit and rat.
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thoraces. Generally, the disadvantage of pinhole collimators is a
narrow cFOV. For example, the short-axis size of a rabbit heart
is approximately 20mm. The size of the cFOV of the collimator
for rats is 28mm [18], thereby insufficient to visualize any
uptake of the rabbit’s heart without bed motion. When qualita-
tive evaluation is conducted in SPECT images, ratios of the tar-
get to the normal organs such as the blood pool and muscles
are often used. The GP-MSA collimator allows to visualize
almost the whole transaxial area of the rabbit and to analyze
the target uptake as compared with radiotracer accumulation
in other organs. The fact that we were able to perform dynamic
imaging of rabbit thoracic organs in this study is an advance-
ment for future SPECT imaging of rabbits. Future studies
investigating performance of U-SPECT5-E/CTmay also repeat
the herein presented experiments using lower amounts of
activities, as less injected MBq may also impact scanner accu-
racy. However, the required large amount of activity to achieve
sufficient diagnostic accuracy may be also limitation for other
studies, e.g., tumor-targeting radiopharmaceuticals that are
highly susceptible to the current receptor expression.

5. Conclusions

We evaluated the performance of GP-MSA collimator on the
U-SPECT5-E/CT for medium-sized animals such as rabbits.
In this particular setting, the wide cFOV of the collimator
was suitable for imaging medium-sized animals with SPECT
in various purposes including dynamic in vivo assessments.
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Supplementary Materials

Supplementary Figure 1: design of a Derenzo type phantom
for animal scanners (10111-21-2-008). Photographs of the
phantom are displayed in the upper row, while lower images
show the transaxial and coronal images of X-ray computed

tomography. The phantom contains an acryl column whose
height and width are 16mm and 36mm, respectively. The
column has 6 different groups of rods whose diameters
range from 1.80 to 3.10mm. The distance between each lot
is equal to the diameter of the respective rod in that section.
(Supplementary Materials)

References

[1] J. Fan, S. Kitajima, T. Watanabe et al., “Rabbit models for the
study of human atherosclerosis: from pathophysiological
mechanisms to translational medicine,” Pharmacology &
Therapeutics, vol. 146, pp. 104–119, 2015.

[2] J. Fan, Y. Chen, H. Yan, M. Niimi, Y. Wang, and J. Liang,
“Principles and applications of rabbit models for atherosclero-
sis research,” Journal of Atherosclerosis and Thrombosis,
vol. 25, no. 3, pp. 213–220, 2018.

[3] A. J. Phipps, C. Premanandan, R. E. Barnewall, and M. D.
Lairmore, “Rabbit and nonhuman primate models of
toxin-targeting human anthrax vaccines,” Microbiology and
Molecular Biology Reviews, vol. 68, no. 4, pp. 617–629, 2004.

[4] L. Wang, L. Liu, and L. Wang, “An overview: Rabbit hepatitis E
virus (HEV) and rabbit providing an animal model for HEV
study,” Reviews inmedical virology, vol. 28, no. 1, p. e1961, 2018.

[5] R. Kumar, A. Kolloli, P. Singh, C. Vinnard, G. Kaplan, and
S. Subbian, “Thalidomide and Phosphodiesterase 4 Inhibitors
as Host Directed Therapeutics for Tuberculous Meningitis:
Insights From the Rabbit Model,” Frontiers in Cellular and
Infection Microbiology, vol. 9, p. 450, 2020.

[6] D. Graur, L. Duret, andM. Gouy, “Phylogenetic position of the
order Lagomorpha (rabbits, hares and allies),” Nature,
vol. 379, no. 6563, pp. 333–335, 1996.

[7] R. A. Werner, H. Wakabayashi, X. Chen et al., “Ventricular
Distribution Pattern of the Novel Sympathetic Nerve PET
Radiotracer 18F-LMI1195 in Rabbit Hearts,” Scientific reports,
vol. 9, no. 1, 2019.

[8] R. A. Werner, C. Rischpler, D. Onthank et al., “Retention
kinetics of the 18F-labeled sympathetic nerve PET tracer
LMI1195: comparison with 11C-hydroxyephedrine and 123I-
MIBG,” Journal of Nuclear Medicine, vol. 56, no. 9,
pp. 1429–1433, 2015.

[9] M. Yu, J. Bozek, M. Kagan et al., “Cardiac retention of PET
neuronal imaging agent LMI1195 in different species: impact
of norepinephrine uptake-1 and -2 transporters,” Nuclear
Medicine and Biology, vol. 40, no. 5, pp. 682–688, 2013.

[10] J. Guo, K. Feng, W. Wu et al., “Smart (131) I-labeled self-
illuminating photosensitizers for deep tumor therapy,” Ange-
wandte Chemie (International Ed. in English), vol. 60, no. 40,
pp. 21884–21889, 2021.

[11] M. P. Goldklang, Y. Tekabe, T. Zelonina et al., “Single-photon
emission computed tomography/computed tomography imag-
ing in a rabbit model of emphysema reveals ongoing apoptosis
in vivo,” American Journal of Respiratory Cell and Molecular
Biology, vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 848–857, 2016.

[12] N. Kumari, A. Kaul, R. Varshney et al., “Synthesis and evalua-
tion of technetium-99m labelled 1-(2-methoxyphenyl)pipera-
zine derivative for single photon emission computed
tomography imaging for targeting 5-HT(1A),” Bioorganic
Chemistry, vol. 111, p. 104972, 2021.

[13] P. Srivastava, D. Kakkar, P. Kumar, and A. K. Tiwari, “Modi-
fied benzoxazolone (ABO-AA) based single photon emission

8 Molecular Imaging

https://downloads.hindawi.com/journals/moi/2022/9810097.f1.docx


computed tomography (SPECT) probes for 18 kDa transloca-
tor protein,” Drug Development Research, vol. 80, no. 6,
pp. 741–749, 2019.

[14] N. U. H. Khan, S. A. R. Naqvi, S. Roohi, T. A. Sherazi, Z. A.
Khan, and A. F. Zahoor, “Technetium-99m radiolabeling and
biological study of epirubicin for in vivo imaging of multi-
drug-resistant Staphylococcus aureus infections via single
photon emission computed tomography,” Chemical Biology
& Drug Design, vol. 93, no. 2, pp. 154–162, 2019.

[15] H. Fonge, K. Vunckx, H. Wang et al., “Non-invasive detection
and quantification of acute myocardial infarction in rabbits
using mono-[123I]iodohypericin microSPECT,” European
Heart Journal, vol. 29, no. 2, pp. 260–269, 2008.

[16] L. R. Furenlid, D. W. Wilson, Y. C. Chen et al., “FastSPECT II:
a second-generation high-resolution dynamic SPECT imager,”
IEEE Transactions on Nuclear Science, vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 631–
635, 2004.

[17] H. Kim, L. R. Furenlid, M. J. Crawford et al., “SemiSPECT: a
small-animal single-photon emission computed tomography
(SPECT) imager based on eight cadmium zinc telluride
(CZT) detector arrays,” Medical Physics, vol. 33, no. 2,
pp. 465–474, 2006.

[18] J. P. Janssen, J. V. Hoffmann, T. Kanno et al., “Capabilities of
multi-pinhole SPECT with two stationary detectors for
in vivo rat imaging,” Scientific reports, vol. 10, no. 1, 2020.

[19] J. V. Hoffmann, J. P. Janssen, T. Kanno et al., “Performance
evaluation of fifth-generation ultra-high-resolution SPECT
system with two stationary detectors and multi-pinhole
imaging,” EJNMMI physics, vol. 7, no. 1, p. 64, 2020.

[20] F. van der Have, B. Vastenhouw, R. M. Ramakers et al.,
“U-SPECT-II: an ultra-high-resolution device for molecular
small-animal imaging,” Journal of Nuclear Medicine, vol. 50,
no. 4, pp. 599–605, 2009.

[21] O. Ivashchenko, F. van der Have, J. L. Villena et al., “Quarter-
Millimeter-Resolution Molecular Mouse Imaging with U-
SPECT+,” Molecular Imaging, vol. 14, no. 1, 2015.

[22] P. E. Vaissier, M. C. Goorden, B. Vastenhouw, F. van der Have,
R. M. Ramakers, and F. J. Beekman, “Fast spiral SPECT with
stationary γ-cameras and focusing pinholes,” Journal of
Nuclear Medicine, vol. 53, no. 8, pp. 1292–1299, 2012.

[23] P. E. B. Vaissier, F. J. Beekman, and M. C. Goorden, “Similar-
ity-regulation of OS-EM for accelerated SPECT reconstruc-
tion,” Physics in Medicine and Biology, vol. 61, no. 11,
pp. 4300–4315, 2016.

[24] P. E. Vaissier, M. C. Goorden, A. B. Taylor, and F. J. Beekman,
“Fast count-regulated OSEM reconstruction with adaptive res-
olution recovery,” IEEE Transactions on Medical Imaging,
vol. 32, no. 12, pp. 2250–2261, 2013.

[25] K. Ogawa, Y. Harata, T. Ichihara, A. Kubo, and S. Hashimoto,
“A practical method for position-dependent Compton-scatter
correction in single photon emission CT,” IEEE Transactions
on Medical Imaging, vol. 10, no. 3, pp. 408–412, 1991.

[26] A. M. Loening and S. S. Gambhir, “AMIDE: a free software
tool for multimodality medical image analysis,” Molecular
Imaging, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 131–137, 2003.

[27] L. A. Shepp and Y. Vardi, “Maximum likelihood reconstruc-
tion for emission tomography,” IEEE Transactions on Medical
Imaging, vol. 1, no. 2, pp. 113–122, 1982.

[28] National Electrical Manufacturers Association, Standards
Publication, NU4-2008: Performance Measurements of Small
Animal Positron Emission Tomographs, National Electrical
Manufacturers Association, 2008.

[29] M. D. Walker, M. C. Goorden, K. Dinelle et al., “Performance
assessment of a preclinical PET scanner with pinhole collima-
tion by comparison to a coincidence-based small-animal PET
scanner,” Journal of Nuclear Medicine, vol. 55, no. 8, pp. 1368–
1374, 2014.

[30] K. Bayne, “Revised Guide for the Care and Use of Laboratory
Animals available. American Physiological Society,” Physiolo-
gist, vol. 39, no. 4, pp. 199, 208–199, 211, 1996.

[31] A. G. Jones, M. J. Abrams, A. Davison et al., “Biological studies
of a new class of technetium complexes: the hexakis(alkylisoni-
trile)technetium(I) cations,” International Journal of Nuclear
Medicine and Biology, vol. 11, no. 3-4, pp. 225–234, 1984.

[32] H. O. Anger and D. J. Rosenthal, Scintillation camera and pos-
itron camera, International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA),
1959.

9Molecular Imaging


