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Abstract

Radioguidance that makes use of B-emitting radionuclides is gaining in popularity and could have potential to strengthen
the range of existing radioguidance techniques. While there is a strong tendency to develop new PET radiotracers, due to
favorable imaging characteristics and the success of theranostics research, there are practical challenges that need to be
overcome when considering use of f-emitters for surgical radioguidance. In this position paper, the EANM identifies the
possibilities and challenges that relate to the successful implementation of -emitters in surgical guidance, covering aspects
related to instrumentation, radiation protection, and modes of implementation.
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Introduction medicine disciplines of radioguided surgery and interven-
tional nuclear medicine provide an ever-increasing armory
of technologies that support precision interventions. At the
same time, within nuclear medicine, the diagnostic use of
PET is rapidly advancing the field of molecular imaging
[1, 2]. A success has resulted in the widespread clinical
availability of B*-emitting PET tracers. Many recent thera-
nostic research activities focus on providing therapeutic

B~ -emitting analogues of these radiotracers, an example

Despite the rapid advance of alternatives, surgery remains
to be one of the key treatment pillars for oncological care.
Not only does it enable radical removal of diseased tissue,
it is also one of the cheapest treatment options available.
Surgery is also increasingly being used in a neoadjuvant
setting where it provides complementarity to chemo-,
immune-, or (external beam) radiation therapy. The nuclear
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being the theranostic pair of [®® Ga]Ga-PSMA-11 and
['"""Lu]Lu-PSMA-617 [3]. The success of these efforts has
also stimulated an interest in the use of B-emitting tracers
for image guided surgery purposes. -surgical radioguid-
ance can essentially take place via four routes: (1) direct
detection of the p* or B~ particles [4], (2) direct gamma
emissions (prompt or concurrent), (3) detection of second-
ary 511 keV annihilation photon emissions [5], and (4)
detection of secondary Cerenkov light emissions arising
from the emitted positron (and electron) [6]. In theory,
these methodologies can complement each other, but in
practice, they are often used individually.

The current clinical standard in radioguidance (Fig. 1A)
is set by the well-documented, well-accepted, and well-vali-
dated use of low to mid-energy y-emitters, Gamma-radiogu-
idance. Low dose exposure and ready availability of compat-
ible detectors and cameras have driven the use of '21/'2%,
"1n, and in particular *™Tc for radioguided surgery [7-9].
A clear example is the routine and wide scale use of [*™Tc]
Tc-radiocolloids during sentinel node (SN) procedures [10,
11], where preoperative imaging creates a (3D) roadmap
that surgeons can use to navigate toward lesions in unusual
and unexpected locations. Following this macroscopic navi-
gation, the lesions are then detected with tailored surgical
modalities [12]. Overall, however, radiochemical efforts in
the area of SPECT tracer development seem to be lacking
behind in popularity due to the superior imaging charac-
teristics of PET imaging modalities. Making it logical to
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study to what extent these imaging guidance aspects could
potentially be covered via p-surgical radioguidance.

While there are clear arguments to be made in favor of
using B-emitting radionuclides, not one p-surgical radiogu-
idance strategy has made it to routine clinical use to date.
The popularity of the topic is thus mainly based on tech-
nology-driven clinical trials that provide a limited body of
evidence. This leads to unclarity within the nuclear medicine
and surgical communities. The aim of this position paper is
to provide a critical overview on the available technologies
and the chances and challenges that come with p-surgical
radioguidance. This is done by discussing p-radioguided
strategies relative to the y-surgical radioguidance paradigms
currently in clinical use (Fig. 1A vs B), thereby address-
ing aspects such as cost calculations, logistics, and surgi-
cal imaging equipment, radiation exposure for surgical staff
and patients, and ethics. From a medical perspective, these
factors raise some questions. For example, are the new tech-
nologies valid alternatives and if so, under which conditions
should they be applied?

Logistical aspects of radioguidance
workflows

Nuclear medicine imaging technologies are increasingly
being used to classify oncologic patients and to select
patients for therapy, including surgery. Hereby, PET is
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Fig. 1 Surgical radioguidance workflows. General workflows in surgical radioguidance: A sentinel node procedures and B receptor targeted pro-

cedures
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generally seen as the preferred diagnostic modality; the sen-
sitivity and spatial resolution of PET imaging are superior to
those of SPECT [13]. Diagnostic PET scans help physicians
in selecting patients with local disease that are most likely
to benefit from surgical tumor removal. That said, there
often is a period of weeks or months in between the initial
PET scan and the surgery itself. The possibility of extended
tumor growth in this period makes it imperative to generate
a second nuclear imaging scan 1 or 2 days before surgical
radioguidance. These secondary scans substantiate patient
restaging and help create an up-to-date roadmap for surgical
guidance (Fig. 1B). A clear example here is PSMA gamma-
radioguided salvage nodal surgery that is in clinical trials,
but also is now routinely implemented outside of clinical
trials in some European hospitals [14]. While patient selec-
tion is based on a diagnostic PSMA-PET scan, the selected
patients undergo a second [**™Tc]Tc-PSMA SPECT scan on
the day of surgery [15]. f-surgical radioguidance trials that
use Cerenkov-based PSMA imaging essentially follow the
same paradigm, meaning that in this application, patients
tend to get a second PSMA-PET scan at the day of surgery
[16]. This requirement for an additional imaging session cre-
ates some logistical challenges, whereby the time between
imaging and surgery, the physical half-life of the radionu-
clide, and the pharmacokinetics of the radiotracer are the
most critical factors.

In SN mapping with *™Tc (T,,,=6 h), procedures are
performed in 1 day (injection and imaging in the morn-
ing and surgery in the afternoon) or 2 days (injection and
imaging in the afternoon and surgery the following morn-
ing) protocols [17]. Initially, PET analogies of these pro-
cedures therefore made use of the much more costly ¥Zr
(T,,=78.4 h) to maintain the clinical logistics [18]. Where
SN procedures only require 1-2 h to visualize the targets
following local injection, applications with intravenously
injected receptor-targeted tracers tend to require much longer
to clear background signals. A prominent example herein is
the 12-h time interval needed between radiopharmaceutical
administration and [*™Tc]Tc-PSMA-1&S-guided surgery
[9, 19]. While relatively long-living radionuclides can eas-
ily accommodate these workflows, this poses challenges
for radionuclides with short half-lives. For example, SN
approaches (Fig. 1A) that use short-living PET radionuclides
such as [®® Ga]Ga-tilmanocept (T,,= 1.1 h) [20] or 2-['®F]
FDG (T,,,=1.8 h) [21] require the imaging to be performed
shortly before surgery, which calls for complex coordination.
The same applies for receptor targeted applications (Fig. 1B)
such as [®® Ga]Ga-PSMA [16, 22] and could be extended to
tracers such as ['®F]F-SiFAlin-TATE [23].

The most straightforward way to ensure signals can still
be detected during surgery would be to increase the activity
injected, but this would increase the radiation exposure for
the surgical staff. There is still lack of evidence to which

minimal patient administered activity renders a measurable
signal for typical surgery durations.

Approaches that rely on B-radioguidance with longer-
lived radionuclides such as *°Y (T,,,=2.7 d) could provide
reasonable signals with much lower administered activities,
such is the case of a f-surgical radioguidance feasibility
study using [*°Y]Y-DOTA-TOC [4], but still require par-
ticular attention in terms of extremities exposure, due to the
high energy of beta particles emitted in *°Y decay.

The settings of the surgery itself can vary substantially
between indications. The most common approaches in surgi-
cal radioguidance include “open” surgery [24], laparoscopic
surgery [25], and robot-assisted laparoscopic surgery [26].
The performance of the radiotracer is not affected by the
surgical approach, but the approach does directly reflect
the positioning of the surgical staff, the accessibility of the
imaging modalities used, and the degrees of freedom with
which these modalities can be used. In particular, “key-hole”
procedures demand dedicated miniaturized (small and light-
weight) and preferably steerable tools. This feature tends to
directly impact detector design features such as ergonomics,
collimation, and sensitivity. An example here is the devel-
opment and evolution of laparoscopic gamma probes [27].

Given that surgeries generally comprise multiple facets,
whereby only one is the radioguided resection, the dura-
tion of image acquisition is essential. In practice, there is a
substantial demand for real-time feedback [27]. That said,
static intraoperative overview imaging with, e.g., portable
gamma cameras have also proven valuable [28]. Ex vivo or
rather “back table” assessments using cameras and/or trac-
ing probes add value by confirming that lesions have been
accurately resected [29]. A unique characteristic for these
back table assessments is that they do not physically restrict
the use of a specific type of modality.

It is important to note that some surgeries take substan-
tially longer than others, meaning the surgical staff spends
more time next to “hot” patients or that the radioactive signal
may decay. It is not uncommon for a procedure to take 5 h.
In the case of a robot-assisted operation, the surgeon is out
of harm’s way. Meaning he/she is not exposed to the radia-
tion provided by a B -emitting radiopharmaceutical. Still,
the bedside assistant is continuously being exposed to the
radiation from radioactivity residing in the patient or the
resected specimens.

Clinical targets and radiotracers

Today the most common clinical target benefitting from
surgical radioguidance still is the SN [30-32], followed
by radio-occult lesion localization (ROLL) [33], iodine
seed marking [34], and thyroid surgery [35]. The treatment
of neuroendocrine tumors has also been pursued using
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somatostatin receptor-targeted radioguidance strategies [36].
PSMA-targeted surgery, however, seems to be the procedure
that is on the rise at the moment [37]. As depicted in Table 1,
there is a PET alternative for most SPECT tracers and vice
versa. Indeed, up-and-coming approaches such as FAPI-PET
have SPECT analogues available [38]. The only tracer for
which there is currently no optimal SPECT alternative is
2-["*F]FDG. While tracers such as [**™Tc]Tc-Sestamibi also
depict some form of metabolism, their performance does
not equal that of 2-['"®F]FDG. Given the widespread imple-
mentation of 2-['®F]FDG in oncological imaging (includ-
ing diagnostic, staging, restaging, and therapy monitoring),
there is a clear window of opportunity for B-surgical radio-
guidance based on 2-['*FIFDG.

From a radiopharmaceutical perspective, the radiochemi-
cal efforts that are specifically geared towards surgical radio-
guidance are focused on generating dual-labelled, bimodal,
or rather hybrid radiotracers. A concept wherein radiogu-
idance approaches are further strengthened through the
introduction of intraoperative fluorescence guidance [39].
In this setting, both PET/fluorescence and SPECT/fluores-
cence approaches are being pursued in platforms ranging
from small molecules to peptides, proteins, monoclonal anti-
bodies, and even nanoparticles [40-42]. As with the con-
ventional radioguidance approaches, the clinical implemen-
tation of these concepts is driven by a SPECT/fluorescent
tracer for SN procedures (indocyanine green (ICG)—[gngc]
Tc-nanocolloid) [43].

Modalities and mode of implementation

Given the different settings and routes through which
B-emissions can be imaged or traced during surgery, a
wide range of beta-ray imaging/tracing modalities has been
reported [27]. These modalities and their implementation
are summarized in Table 2.

Positron annihilation-photon (y) probes

High-energy y probes are scintillation detectors such as bis-
muth germanate (BGO) and lutetium orthosilicate (LSO)
designed to detect positron annihilation 511 keV photons
[44]. In this energy, the signal attenuation by tissue is lim-
ited, meaning deeper lesions can be identified. Unfortu-
nately, this also means that distant signals may also cause
high background. To provide enough stopping power for
efficient signal collection, scintillation crystals need to be
of a sufficient thickness (typically >2 cm). Perhaps the great-
est challenge for 511 keV annihilation-photon-probes is the
need for substantial collimation (Fig. 2F). Such collimation
is needed to allow focal target identification. Unfortunately
geometric collimation of high-energy photons can compro-
mise ergonomics, because of size (probe-head diameters of
about 25 mm) [47] and weight (weights up to 500 g, Fig. 2F,
G) [18]. Further developments in 511 keV surgical radio-
guidance will probably aim to optimize detector-collimator
design [24]. For example, a multi-detector setup has been

Table 1 Clinical targets and

: A i Application
radiotracers used in patients. A

B-particle emitting radiotracer

y-photon emitting radiotracer

comprehensive overview of the
clinical application of nuclear
detection methods in surgical
radio guidance can be found

in [27]

Sentinel node

68 Ga]Ga-tilmanocept

[%Zr]Zr-nanocolloid

[**™Tc]Te-nanocolloid
ICG-[*™Tc]Tc-nanocolloid
[99mTc]Tc—ti1manocept
99mTe]Te-sulfur colloid
99mT¢]Te-phytate colloid
99MTc]Te-rhenium colloid

99mTc] Te-Senti-Scint (HSA colloid)
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Thyroid ["*1]1-Nal 125[)1-Nal
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Todine seeds
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Tumor metabolism

Somatostatin receptor over-
expression

n.a

[*® Ga]Ga-PSMA-11
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[*® Ga]Ga-DOTA-TOC
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Table 2 Surgical modalities and their mode of clinical implementation. An extensive review of Clinical application of nuclear detection modali-

ties in surgical radioguidance is available in [27]

Open surgery Endoscopic surgery

Laparoscopic surgery Robot-assisted Back table examination

surgery
511-keV annihilation ~ 2-['*F]JFDG Colorec-  2-['*F]JFDG 2-["®FIFDG NA NA
photons probe tal cancer, breast Esophageal carcinoma Ovarian cancer
cancer, lymphoma, Lung cancer
ovarian cancer
['*F]F-L-DOPA
Brain tumors
['**1]1-cG250
Renal
[%8 Ga]Ga-DOTA-
NOC/TATE
Neuroendocrine
tumors
B probe 2-['FIFDG NA NA [*® Ga]Ga-PSMA-11  2-["®FIFDG
Breast cancer, tongue Renal cancer
tumor [°® Ga]Ga-PSMA posi-
32P buffered phosphate tive Primary PCa and
ion solution LN metastasis
Glioma
[**1]1-cG250
Renal cell carcinoma
[*°Y]Y-DOTA-TOC
Meningioma
Neuroendocrine
tumors
Cerenkov imaging NA 2-["®F]FDG positive ~ NA NA [°® Ga]Ga-PSMA
colon lesions positive primary PCa
Hepatocellular carci- margins
noma 2-['8F]F-FDG breast
cancer
PET/CT-based surgi- NA NA 2-['8F]FDG NA NA

cal navigation

Intrathoracic lesions
Bone lesions
Lymph nodes

PCa: prostate cancer LN: lymph node

developed to perform electronical collimation of signals of
511 keV annihilation photons at a reduced weight, but still
requiring a rather large diameter of ~30 mm [27].

Beta plus (B*) and beta minus (B~) probes

For most B* /B~ emitters, the radiopharmaceutical is admin-
istered systemically, which presents a challenge in attaining
a conspicuous lesion signal from the high uptake on back-
ground tissues. This can be solved by only detecting f*/
B~ emitted particles that travel <2 mm through tissue. Phys-
ics restraints limit the in depth detection and the effective
measurement volume, meaning this superficial approach is
highly reliant on preoperative road maps [48]. Ideally, scintil-
lator-based beta probes should be insensitive to annihilation
photons and at the same time provide a maximum light yield
for charged particles. Plastic scintillators or organic scin-
tillators (e.g., p-terphenyl) can be used in relatively small

(10 mm in diameter and 150 mm in length) and lightweight
(<100 g) designs (Fig. 2D, E) [44, 46, 49]. Minimal geo-
metric collimation using steel or plastic material is often suf-
ficient due to the short-range attenuation of p-particles [4,
50]. For pure f~ measurements, photon background due to
bremsstrahlung is usually negligible because of its very low
emission probability [4]. However, pure Bt measurements
are always interfered by annihilation high-energy photons
[51]. A dual-detector design is typically employed to correct
the mixed p* and annihilation photons signal by additionally
measuring the signal arising from annihilation photons using
a second detector behind the main detector [50, 52]. Most
B*/ B~ probes have been designed and used in open surgical
applications [18, 24, 27, 46, 50, 52]. Further developments
in probe design have allowed compatibility with laparoscopic
surgery [53] or robotic surgery [45], including small and flex-
ible fiberscopic p* imaging probes [25]. Of note, lesion iden-
tification via rigid laparoscopic guidance modalities suffers
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Fig. 2 Intraoperative use of beta-tracing probes. Example of robot-
assisted beta-tracing with the DROP-IN beta probe on the surface of a
resected prostate sample (A) and resected lymph node package (B) in
prostate cancer specimens after injection of [®*Ga]Ga-PSMA-11 [45].

from a loss of rotational freedom, while tethered/DROP-IN
modalities can accommodate lesion identification across the
full range of motion of the surgical platform [54].

Beta cameras

Beta cameras provide a similar function to that of a beta probe,
with the ability to provide a 2D representation of the specimen
by means of pixelated detectors [55, 56]. Some implementa-
tions can be using dual-detector design [55, 57], charged-cou-
pled detector (CCD) with scintillator [58], or complementary
metal oxide semiconductor (CMOS) [59, 60]. The dual-detec-
tor beta cameras use two stacked scintillation materials in dif-
ferent depths to tackle the challenge of high-rate background.
It can discriminate the superficial f-signal from the deeper
penetrating annihilation photons. Subsequent photon signal
subtraction allows for a representation of the signals origi-
nating from f-particles only [61]. Recent developments on
semiconductor detector technology may facilitate the direct

@ Springer

Surgical ablation and ex vivo verification of the metastatic lymph
node with 2-['*F]FDG (C-E) [46]. Intraoperative detection of senti-
nel lymph nodes with [**Zr]Zr-nanocolloid-albumin PET-CT using a
handheld high-energy gamma probe (F-G) [18]

measurement of p*and B~ signal without scintillation material
[62, 63]. This yields a beta camera that has a high spatial and
contrast resolution and is insensitive to background annihila-
tion photons [64]. The recorded energy information can be
further used to correct the background scattering and enhance
the spatial resolution [65].

Optical Cerenkov luminescence imaging

Cerenkov luminescence (CL) is emitted when a charged
subatomic particle, for example, from p decay, traverses
a medium (typically up to 1-2 mm, depending on the
positron energy [66]) with a velocity that exceeds the
in-medium phase speed of light [6, 67]. The Cerenkov
luminescence imaging (CLI) spectrum predominantly
comprises a peak intensity in the ultraviolet light with a
tail-emission extending up to far-red end of the light spec-
trum [68]. Recently, even a short-wave infrared (SWIR)
component of CL was demonstrated [69]. Like p-particle
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Fig. 3 Intraoperative use of Cerenkov luminescence imaging. Ceren-
kov luminescence imaging for oligometastatic prostate cancer after
[%® Ga]Ga-PSMA-11 PSMA-PET/CT (A) indicating prostate tumor
close to the surface of the organ. Example of Cerenkov imaging
detecting no tumor close to the surface of the resected prostate (B).
Macroscopic lymph node metastasis and two different nodes were
palpable (C, arrows). Corresponding Cerenkov imaging detecting

detection, CLI is limited to detection of signals emitted
in superficial tissue layers (Fig. 3) [6] and imaging of
sources underneath 1 mm of scattering medium can be
performed with a spatial resolution of 2.4 and 2.7 mm, for
8F and ® Ga, respectively [73]. Hereby superficial light
emissions will overshine more diffuse light signal coming
from deeper lesions. Without overlying signals, it has been
shown that it is possible to detect deeper lying lesions
[69]. This also raises a key concern for CLI, namely detec-
tion of other light sources or even ambient light.

The CLI imaging systems are usually using cooled
detectors (— 90 °C) such as light sensitive charged couple
devices (CCDs) [6, 74]. The architecture for CLI detec-
tors is dominated by maximizing the sensitivity. The effi-
ciency of the Cerenkov light-conversion is about 3 orders
of magnitude lower for '*F when compared with a typical
surgical dye such as indocyanine green (ICG) [75]. To
compensate for the low light intensity, cameras tend to
collect signal over a wide spectral range and require longer
acquisition time (typically about 5 min per view) to col-
lect enough signals to create an image [76]. As Cerenkov
signals are prone to contamination by other light sources,

PSMA-positive lymph nodes (D) [70]. Endoscopic Cerenkov lumi-
nescence imaging, after injection of 2-['8F]JFDG, showing cancerous
lesions of the GI tract (E, left panel) and overlaid with white-light
images taken by clinical colonoscopy (F) [71]. No special type inva-
sive breast cancer Cerenkov image using 2-[."*F]JFDG (G) and gray-
scale photographic image overlaid with Cerenkov signal (H) showing
increased signal from tumor is visible (white arrows) [72]

CLI imaging must be performed in a setting that blocks out
any interfering light. For example, by creating an ambient
light-tight environment [77].

Three-dimensional detection modalities

As stated before, it is common that 3D SPECT or PET
roadmaps are used during surgical procedure planning
and are retrieved during surgery. Current extended reality
display options now allow for pre-interventional scans to
be integrated into the surgeons’ (endoscopic) view [78],
thus supporting a navigation workflow. The biggest chal-
lenge for such navigation strategies are the tissue defor-
mations that occur during the surgical intervention and
the resulting mismatch with the original SPECT or PET
data sets [79]. To overcome such challenges, technologies
have been developed that reconstruct 3D imaging from
intraoperative gamma or beta imaging probes or cameras,
for example, the Freehand SPECT [80-82], freehand beta
[80], and intraoperative PET imaging from high-energy y
probes [83].
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Fig.4 PET/CT imaging in the assessment of intraoperative margins.
Back table PET/CT imaging, after 2—[18F]FDG administration, of a
cutaneous squamous cell carcinoma (A) and the sliced tissue of the
proposed region corresponding with the PET/CT imaging (B) [86].

Another three-dimensional intraoperative approach
consists of using small-bore PET/CT scanners in ex vivo
or “back table” assessments of surgical resected speci-
mens (Fig. 4). High-resolution preclinical scanners, with
depth of interaction correction, can achieve a spatial
resolution of about 1.0 mm using '®F. The model-based
iterative reconstruction algorithms can estimate the 3D
location of each interaction within the PET detectors
thereby diminishing the parallax effect, which results in
an optimization of the spatial resolution [85]. Further-
more, it allows for the integration of CT-based anatomical
information. The main drawbacks of this modality are
long acquisition times (30 min), extremely limited port-
ability, and image to patient registration [86].

Future engineering developments

On top of the above-mentioned imaging modalities for
p-emitting radionuclides, one may envision that-similar to
what we have seen for y-guidance-hybrid modalities will
be developed that integrate other intraoperative imaging
methods such as ultrasound [87] or fluorescence imag-
ing [88-90]. With the advancement of robotic surgery,
the development of matching surgical radioguidance
modalities provides interesting possibilities. It includes
the development of purpose tailored probes or cameras
such as the DROP-IN beta probe [45] (Fig. 2A, B) or
EndoTOFPET [91]. Finally, the registration and visuali-
zation of intraoperative nuclear medicine imaging with
robotic imaging can further enhance minimally invasive
robotic surgery [92].
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PET/CT imaging of the prostate preparation after preoperative ['°F]
PSMA-1007 injection with evidence of tracer-uptake immediately at
the resection margin (C) [84]

Limited clinical evidence

The current body of evidence referring to clinical trials on
B-surgical radioguidance is mostly based on alternative use
of approved radiopharmaceutical (i.e., 2-['"*F]FDG, [%® Ga]
Ga-DOTA-TOC, and [*® Ga]Ga-PSMA). In general, these
technologies aim at confirming the technical feasibility,
mostly using histopathology staining as reference. Table 3
summarizes completed, active, and recruiting registered
clinical trials (available from www.clinicaltrials.gov) that
evaluate p-surgical radioguidance.

Most (10/13) of the noted clinical trials are investiga-
tor initiated, almost all (12/13) monocentric and with the
objective of validating the technique, rather than compar-
ing to other state-of-the-art techniques. The average number
of patients included in a clinical trial is approximately 27
patients.

Radiation protection and radiation exposure

Where the surgical guidance achieved by using y-emitting
radionuclides has proven to be harmless, the jury is still out
regarding the radiation exposure caused by using -emitting
radionuclides. There are many factors that affect the occupa-
tional exposure arising from a patient injected with a radi-
opharmaceutical in the context of surgical radioguidance.
In all cases, the ALARA (as low as reasonably achievable)
principle should be kept in mind to minimize external radia-
tion exposure to the staff. Unfortunately, the two most effec-
tive protective measures, shielding and distance, are hard if
not impossible to realize in an operating room setting. For
example, for 18F a piece of lead with a thickness of 17 mm


http://www.clinicaltrials.gov
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Table 3 (continued)

Reference
[20]

Enrolment

Primary objective
10

Status

Official title

ID
The Netherlands NCT05446324 Sentinel lymph node mapping with

Study start/completion date Country

15.02.2023 /

Feasibility of [*® Ga]Ga-tilmano-

Recruiting

cept PET/CT for SLN mapping

gallium-68-tilmanocept PET/CT in

high/high-intermediate risk endo-
metrial cancer: a pilot study

assessed by the SLN detection
rate with % Ga-tilmanocept PET/

CT. Overall SLN detection rate

is defined as the proportion of

patients in which at least one SLN
is detected. Bilateral SLN detec-
tion rate is defined as the propor-
tion of patients with at least one

SLN detected in each hemipelvis

or para-aortic side

would be needed to reduce the exposure to one-tenth [101].
Given that surgery is very much a hands-on intervention,
keeping distance is also not an option. In a robot-assisted
setting, the operating surgeon is located at a distance from
the patient and can potentially even be shielded. However,
the anesthesiologist and scrub nurse remain at the patient’s
side. Because of these restrictions, there are only two ways
to reduce radiation exposure when using B-emitting radio-
nuclides: (1) limit the annual number of exposures per staff
member, to keep within the required < 6.0 mSv exposure
limits per year (category B workers [102]), or (2) reduce the
amount of administered activity used for surgical radioguid-
ance. Examples of radiation exposure of staff during surgical
radioguidance with different f-emitting radiopharmaceuti-
cals are presented in Table 4. Reducing procedures’ numbers
is highly undesirable given the minimum quota set in some
countries [108]; surgeons need to perform a certain number
of procedures per year to maintain their license to perform
specific types of surgery [109]. Despite the regional differ-
ences that are observed in different countries, we propose a
volume of 50-100 surgical radioguidance cases a year to be
considered surgical routine. Hence, only administered activ-
ity reduction remains as a viable option. For f*-emitters,
to enter the safety range of 150 MBq of *™Tc would mean
that about 30 MBq of '®F (considering exposure from point
source) can be administered, and only 2.3 MBq of ® Ga or
%0Y can be present in the resected specimen (due to skin
exposure from contact) [101, 110]. These values simply
offer guidance, as the activity in the patient during surgery is
largely determined by tracer pharmacokinetics and the (bio-
logical) half-life. Bunschoten et al. presented radiation expo-
sure of patient, surgeon, and non-nuclear personnel [111].
They give an example where they compare radioguidance
procedures with ®F (370 MBq at 1 h postinjection) resulting
in 35 uSv.h ™!, with a similar procedure with *™Tc (100 MBq
at 1 h postinjection) leading to an effective dose rate of 1.9
uSv.h~!, considering the average duration of a surgery being
3 h. Here it should be noted that because of their short physi-
cal half-life, the effective dose rates of positron emitters will
demonstrate a more pronounced decline over time. In the
example above, this would result in approximately 62 puSv
("8F) and 5 uSv (®*™Tc) for a 3-h cumulative exposure to the
reported initial dose rates. Some studies suggest that using
a B-emitter purely for radioguided surgery purposes means
the injected activity can be reduced down to 1 MBg/kg, thus
decreasing the overall exposure [22]. Nevertheless, the use
of B-emitters is potentially associated with higher occupa-
tional exposure; see also Table 5 and [112, 113].

The dose rate constant is the quantity used for occupa-
tional exposure calculations. It represents (in the case of
the photons) the ambient dose equivalent H*(10) field flux
around a point source and it is specific for each radionuclide;
see Table 5 [114]. Personal dosimeters placed on the chest

@ Springer
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Table 5 Decay and occupational exposure characteristics of the most widely used radionuclides in surgical radioguidance. Exposure data based
in Delacroix 2002 [101]. Exemption levels are based on Council Directive 2013/59/Euratom [102]

Radionuclide ~ Half-life T,,, [h] Main decay mode  External exposure—dose-rate constant Exemption levels
and/or emissions . .

Point source in 1 m  Contact with Activity concen-  Activity [Bq]

[uSv.m>h~"MBq™"] a 5-mL plastic tration [kBq.kg™']

(deep tissue dose) syringe [mSv.m?.

h~'MBq™!]

18 1.83 g 0.163 2.880 10 1x10°
% Ga 1.13 g 0.156 31.400 10 1x10°
1241 100.32 st 0.172 10.700 10 1x10°
%Cu 12.70 prip- 0.031 0.579 100 1x10°
Ny 64.04 I'n 0.000 43.500 1000 1x10°
1311 192.56 ply 0.066 1.130 100 1x10°
9mTe 6.01 y 0.024 0.354 100 1x107
Uy 67.32 7 0.089 1.220 100 1x10°
1231 13.22 y 0.046 0.605 100 1x107
1251 1437.60 Y 0.035 0.620 1000 1x10°

measure the deep dose equivalent H(10) which is usually
taken as an operational measure of effective dose for compar-
ison with occupational dose limits. It is also useful, especially
for f-emitters, to possess information about the specific dose
rate constants regarding the personal surface dose equivalent
H,(0.07), which is a surrogate for skin exposure. For exam-
ple, skin exposure rate of a 50-mL source filled with 1 MBq
is 0.56 and 0.16 mSv/h for '3F and *™Tc, respectively [101].
For the management of surgical waste, superficial con-
tamination must be excluded and exemption levels must be
observed [115] (values of activity for which they are exempt
from control); see Table 5. The waste that arises during the
surgery can in general be liquidated at 10 half-lives after use of
radionuclide without radiation measurement. The same exemp-
tion levels should be also applied for determining when pathol-
ogists can start processing excised tissue specimens, which
generally occurs the day after surgery. Semi-conductor ger-
manium detectors can be used for high-precision measurement
of specimens to determine if exemption levels are exceeded at
the moment of tissue excision [105]. In both the waste man-
agement and the pathological processing of tissue, short-lived
radionuclides such as '®F and ®® Ga bring advantages [106].
At the same time, use of longer-lived radionuclides such as
0Y and ¥Zr [18, 107] challenges routine clinical logistics.
As much remains unknown, it would be desirable that studies
using B-emitting radionuclides be carefully monitored by the
medical physicist/radiation safety officer and reported.

Cost

Perhaps the least popular, but nevertheless a highly relevant,
topic is cost. Again, this is an aspect that differs between the
use of y- and P-emitters for radioguidance. Starting with

y-emitters, these tracers are generally relatively low in cost
(e.g., 100 € a vial *™Tc-nanocolloid) and intraoperative
detection technologies are relatively cheap (e.g., a steri-
lizable DROP-IN probe costs around 15 k€, including the
readout unit). Here, it must be mentioned that the price of
receptor-targeted tracers such as [*™Tc]Tc-PSMA I&S can
be an order of magnitude higher than that of *™Tc-nanocol-
loid. The cost of a preoperative SPECT/CT roadmap is about
300 €. Moving to p-emitters, 2-['®F]FDG is very cost-effi-
cient radiopharmaceutical at around 1 €/MBq, but the cost
of a preoperative PET/CT roadmap is expected to be higher
than a SPECT/CT (estimated cost 1 k€). The price for other
PET tracers, however, tends to vary between 900 € and 3 k€
depending on the radionuclide cost, the common use of the
agent, etc. The reimbursement policies for PET and SPECT
procedures differ significantly across Europe, depending on
the specific healthcare systems in place [116]. For exam-
ple, in Germany, for an ever-growing number of indications
[117], a low-dose PET/CT scan could be reimbursed with
rates between 649 € [118] and 775 € [119] plus costs for the
radiotracer, whereas a SPECT examination reimburses 110
€ [120] plus tracer costs. Being more experimental in nature,
also the detector technologies are not yet widely available
and acquiring them can end up being more expensive. Prices
add to the overall cost of the procedure. Where f-probes
could be relatively low in cost [45], clinical Cerenkov speci-
men imagers’ (product is taken of the market) costs in the
range of 100 k€ and hybrid ex vivo PET/CT modalities for
specimen imaging go beyond 250 k€. Meaning that for now,
radioguidance via B-emitters substantially raises the health-
care costs. For these rises in cost to be valid, the value added
by B-surgical radioguidance needs to be related to the (out-
come) benefit that patients receive from this form of image-
guided surgery. This calls for further cost-benefit analysis,
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considering improved surgical outcome, potentially lower
numbers of futile surgery and early relapses, a decreased
requirement for additional systemic treatment, and patient-
reported outcomes.

Ethical aspects

New medical technologies should benefit the patient and
the treating physician before finding their way to clini-
cal use. For B-surgical radioguidance, benefit needs to
be provided in relation to safe and cost friendly y-pho-
ton alternatives which generally set the standard in rou-
tine care. This raises ethical questions about promoting
B-surgical radioguidance technologies without proficiency
benchmarking. On one side, one may argue that innova-
tions are the way forward in healthcare; there should be
ample opportunity for scientists to gain insight into new
technology’s possibilities. On the other side, performance
evidence needs to be collected. The International Basic
Safety Standards by the IAEA stipulate that “the minimum
patient exposure consistent with acceptable image quality
can be achieved by appropriate selection of the best avail-
able radiopharmaceutical and its activity” [44].The open
question then is: Does -surgical radioguidance strike the
right balance? There appear to be pros and cons, but hard
clinical evidence is lacking, raising the need for prospec-
tive randomized trials that, e.g., compare p-particle- to
y-photon-based surgical guidance technologies. Such trials
need approval by local ethic committees and/or competent
authorities, require statistically adequate number of pro-
cedures, be covered by legislation, provide insurance for
patients, and have clear primary and secondary outcomes
[121]. If the result of the trials is positive, the benefit still
must be outweighed against radiation exposure and costs.
Thus, prior to recommendation of p-surgical radioguid-
ance by scientific bodies like EANM, it will have to be
evaluated whether the potential benefits exceed the risks
of radiation exposure and cost issues.

Challenges and success drivers

The potential to utilize a single tracer for diagnosis, create
a precise surgical roadmap, guide the surgical procedure,
and monitor follow-up progress represents a compelling
reason to actively pursue p*/f -radioguidance. But as our
summary indicates, this theoretical potential is counter-
balanced by substantial practical limitations (e.g., com-
plicated logistics, technical limitations, dose to surgical

@ Springer

staff, and cost). Also, important to note here is that to
date, evidence has not yet been provided that indicates
patient benefit. That said, substantial chemical and tech-
nical advances could in the future help address clinical
requirements while effectively tackling concerns regarding
occupational radiation exposure. In order to hold ground
in a more competitive clinical field, it is imperative that
these efforts mature and amass collect robust (clinical) evi-
dence. Overall, a critical view of f-surgical radioguidance
is required while these cutting-edge technologies mature
to a part of clinical routine.

Liability statement

This paper summarizes the views of the EANM Transla-
tional Molecular Imaging & Therapy, Physics, Oncology
&Theranostics, Radiation Protection and Ethics Commit-
tees. It reflects recommendations for which the EANM can-
not be held responsible. The recommendations should be
taken into context of good practice of nuclear medicine and
do not substitute for national and international legal or regu-
latory provisions.

Acknowledgements JG ackowledges the NIH grant P30 CA08748
(attributed to S. M. Vickers, MSKCC).

Funding Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt
DEAL.

Data Availability Data will be made available upon request.

Declarations

Ethical approval Institutional Review Board approval was not required
for this paper.

Informed consent Not applicable.

Conflict of interest KS received research grants from Novartis and
Siemens, further conference sponsorships from United Imaging, Sie-
mens, and Subtle Medical outside of the submitted work. The remain-
ing authors have nothing to declare.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format,
as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate
if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2024) 51:2903-2921

2917

References

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Ametamey SM, Honer M, Schubiger PA. Molecular imaging
with PET. Chem Rev. 2008;108:1501-16. https://doi.org/10.
1021/cr0782426.

Hussain T, Nguyen QT. Molecular imaging for cancer diagnosis
and surgery. Adv Drug Deliv Rev. 2014;66:90-100. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.addr.2013.09.007.

Filippi L, Chiaravalloti A, Schillaci O, Cianni R, Bagni O. Thera-
nostic approaches in nuclear medicine: current status and future
prospects. Expert Rev Med Devices. 2020;17:331-43. https://
doi.org/10.1080/17434440.2020.1741348.

Camillocci ES, Baroni G, Bellini F, Bocci V, Collamati F, Cre-
monesi M, et al. A novel radioguided surgery technique exploit-
ing f—decays. Sci Rep. 2014;4:1-5. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep0
4401.

Gulec SA, Hoenie E, Hostetter R, Schwartzentruber D. PET
probe-guided surgery: applications and clinical protocol.
World J Surg Oncol. 2007;5:1-7. https://doi.org/10.1186/
1477-7819-5-65.

Grootendorst MR, Cariati M, Kothari A, Tuch DS, Purushotham
A. Cerenkov luminescence imaging (CLI) for image-guided can-
cer surgery. Clin Transl Imaging. 2016;4:353—66. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s40336-016-0183-x.

Povoski SP, Neff RL, Mojzisik CM, O’Malley DM, Hinkle GH,
Hall NC, et al. A comprehensive overview of radioguided sur-
gery using gamma detection probe technology. World J Surg
Oncol. 2009;7:1-63. https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-7-11.
Tsuchimochi M, Hayama K. Intraoperative gamma cameras
for radioguided surgery: technical characteristics, performance
parameters, and clinical applications. Phys Med. 2013;29:126—
38. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2012.05.002.

Robu S, Schottelius M, Eiber M, Maurer T, Gschwend J,
Schwaiger M, et al. Preclinical evaluation and first patient appli-
cation of “™Tc-PSMA-I&S for SPECT imaging and radioguided
surgery in prostate cancer. J Nucl Med. 2017;58:235-42. https://
doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.116.178939.

Alex J, Krag D. Gamma-probe guided localization of lymph
nodes. Surg Oncol. 1993;2:137-43. https://doi.org/10.1016/
0960-7404(93)90001-F.

. Alex JC. Candidate’s thesis: the application of sentinel node

radiolocalization to solid tumors of the head and neck: a 10-year
experience. Laryngoscope. 2004;114:2-19. https://doi.org/10.
1097/00005537-200401000-00002.

Valdes Olmos RA, Vidal-Sicart S, Manca G, Mariani G, Leon-
Ramirez LF, Rubello D, et al. Advances in radioguided surgery in
oncology. Q J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2017;61:247-70. https://
doi.org/10.23736/S1824-4785.17.02995-8.

Bailey DL, Willowson KP. Quantitative SPECT/CT: SPECT
joins PET as a quantitative imaging modality. Eur J Nucl
Med Mol Imaging. 2014;41:17-25. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$00259-013-2542-4.

Maurer T, Robu S, Schottelius M, Schwamborn K, Rauscher I,
van den Berg NS, et al. *™Technetium-based prostate-specific
membrane antigen—radioguided surgery in recurrent prostate can-
cer. Eur Urol. 2019;75:659-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.
2018.03.013.

Mix M, Schultze-Seemann W, von Biiren M, Sigle A, Omrane
MA, Grabbert MT, et al. ®™Tc-labelled PSMA ligand for radio-
guided surgery in nodal metastatic prostate cancer: proof of
principle. EINMMI Res. 2021;11:1-9. https://doi.org/10.1186/
s13550-021-00762-1.

Darr C, Harke NN, Radtke JP, Yirga L, Kesch C, Grooten-
dorst MR, et al. Intraoperative 68Ga-PSMA Cerenkov lumines-
cence imaging for surgical margins in radical prostatectomy: a

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

feasibility study. J Nucl Med. 2020;61:1500-6. https://doi.org/
10.2967/jnumed.119.240424.

Wilhelm AJ, Mijnhout GS, Franssen EJ. Radiopharmaceuticals
in sentinel lymph-node detection—an overview. Eur J Nucl Med.
1999;26:S36-42. https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00014793.
Heuveling DA, Karagozoglu KH, Van Lingen A, Hoekstra OS,
Van Dongen GAMS, De Bree R. Feasibility of intraoperative
detection of sentinel lymph nodes with ¥zirconium-labelled
nanocolloidal albumin PET-CT and a handheld high-energy
gamma probe. EINMMI Res. 2018;8:15. https://doi.org/10.1186/
$13550-018-0368-6.

Yilmaz B, Sahin S, Ergiil N, Colakoglu Y, Baytekin HF, Sok-
men D, et al. **"Tc-PSMA targeted robot-assisted radioguided
surgery during radical prostatectomy and extended lymph node
dissection of prostate cancer patients. Ann Nucl Med. 2022:1-13.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s12149-022-01741-9.

Mabhieu R, Krijger GC, Ververs F, de Roos R, de Bree R, de
Keizer B. [*®Ga] Ga-tilmanocept PET/CT lymphoscintigraphy:
a novel technique for sentinel lymph node imaging. Eur J Nucl
Med Mol Imaging. 2021;48:963-5. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$00259-020-05101-5.

Mueller JJ, Dauer LT, Murali R, Iasonos A, Pandit-Taskar N,
Abu-Rustum NR, et al. Positron lymphography via intracervical
BE_FDG injection for presurgical lymphatic mapping in cervical
and endometrial malignancies. J Nucl Med. 2020;61:1123-30.
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.230714.

olde Heuvel J, de Wit-van der Veen BJ, van der Poel HG, Bek-
ers EM, Grootendorst MR, Vyas KN, et al. %8Ga-PSMA Cer-
enkov luminescence imaging in primary prostate cancer: first-
in-man series. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2020;47:2624-32.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-04783-1.

Ilhan H, Todica A, Lindner S, Boening G, Gosewisch A, Win-
gler C, et al. First-in-human 18F_SiFAlin-TATE PET/CT for
NET imaging and theranostics. Eur ] Nucl Med Mol Imaging.
2019;46:2400-1. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04448-8.
Povoski SP, Hall NC, Murrey DA Jr, Chow AZ, Gaglani JR,
Bahnson EE, et al. Multimodal imaging and detection approach
to 18 F-FDG-directed surgery for patients with known or sus-
pected malignancies: a comprehensive description of the spe-
cific methodology utilized in a single-institution cumulative
retrospective experience. World J Surg Oncol. 2011;9:152.
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-9-152.

Huang B, Tsai YY, Cartucho J, Vyas K, Tuch D, Giannarou
S, et al. Tracking and visualization of the sensing area for
a tethered laparoscopic gamma probe. Int ] Comput Assist
Radiol Surg. 2020;15:1389-97. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11548-020-02205-z.

van Oosterom MN, Simon H, Mengus L, Welling MM, van
der Poel HG, van den Berg NS, et al. Revolutionizing (robot-
assisted) laparoscopic gamma tracing using a drop-in gamma
probe technology. Am J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2016;6:1.

Van Oosterom MN, Rietbergen DD, Welling MM, Van Der Poel
HG, Maurer T, Van Leeuwen FW. Recent advances in nuclear
and hybrid detection modalities for image-guided surgery. Expert
Rev Med Devices. 2019;16:711-34. https://doi.org/10.1080/
17434440.2019.1642104.

Pitre S, Ménard L, Ricard M, Solal M, Garbay J-R, Charon Y. A
hand-held imaging probe for radio-guided surgery: physical per-
formance and preliminary clinical experience. Eur J Nucl Med.
2003;30:339-43. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-002-1064-2.
Hubalewska-Dydejczyk A, Kulig J, Szybinski P, Mikolajczak
R, Pach D, Sowa-Staszczak A, et al. Radio-guided surgery with
the use of [*™Tc-EDDA/HYNIC] octreotate in intra-operative
detection of neuroendocrine tumours of the gastrointestinal tract.
Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2007;34:1545-55. https://doi.org/
10.1007/5s00259-007-0476-4.

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.1021/cr0782426
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr0782426
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2013.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.addr.2013.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/17434440.2020.1741348
https://doi.org/10.1080/17434440.2020.1741348
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04401
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04401
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-5-65
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-5-65
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40336-016-0183-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40336-016-0183-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-7-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2012.05.002
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.116.178939
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.116.178939
https://doi.org/10.1016/0960-7404(93)90001-F
https://doi.org/10.1016/0960-7404(93)90001-F
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005537-200401000-00002
https://doi.org/10.1097/00005537-200401000-00002
https://doi.org/10.23736/S1824-4785.17.02995-8
https://doi.org/10.23736/S1824-4785.17.02995-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2542-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2542-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2018.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2018.03.013
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-021-00762-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-021-00762-1
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.240424
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.240424
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00014793
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-018-0368-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-018-0368-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12149-022-01741-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-05101-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-05101-5
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.230714
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-04783-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-019-04448-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/1477-7819-9-152
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11548-020-02205-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11548-020-02205-z
https://doi.org/10.1080/17434440.2019.1642104
https://doi.org/10.1080/17434440.2019.1642104
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-002-1064-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0476-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0476-4

2918

European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2024) 51:2903-2921

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Nieweg OE, Tanis PJ, Kroon BB. The definition of a sentinel
node. Ann Surg Oncol. 2001;8:538. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$10434-001-0538-y.

Giammarile F, Alazraki N, Aarsvold JN, Audisio RA, Glass E,
Grant SF, et al. The EANM and SNMMI practice guideline for
lymphoscintigraphy and sentinel node localization in breast can-
cer. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2013;40:1932—-47. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00259-013-2544-2.

Bluemel C, Herrmann K, Giammarile F, Nieweg OE, Dubreuil
J, Testori A, et al. EANM practice guidelines for lymphoscintig-
raphy and sentinel lymph node biopsy in melanoma. Eur J Nucl
Med Mol Imaging. 2015;42:1750-66. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$00259-015-3135-1.

Patel A, Pain S, Britton P, Sinnatamby R, Warren R, Bobrow L,
et al. Radioguided occult lesion localisation (ROLL) and sentinel
node biopsy for impalpable invasive breast cancer. Eur J Surg
Oncol. 2004;30:918-23. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejs0.2004.07.
008.

Lovrics PJ, Goldsmith CH, Hodgson N, McCready D, Gohla G,
Boylan C, et al. A multicentered, randomized, controlled trial
comparing radioguided seed localization to standard wire locali-
zation for nonpalpable, invasive and in situ breast carcinomas.
Ann Surg Oncol. 2011;18:3407-14. https://doi.org/10.1245/
$10434-011-1699-y.

Travagli J, Cailleux A, Ricard M, Baudin E, Caillou B, Parmen-
tier C, et al. Combination of radioiodine ('*'I) and probe-guided
surgery for persistent or recurrent thyroid carcinoma. J Clin
Endocrinol Metab. 1998;83:2675-80. https://doi.org/10.1210/
jeem.83.8.5014.

Garcia-Talavera P, Ruano R, Rioja M, Cordero J, Razola P,
Vidal-Sicart S. Radioguided surgery in neuroendocrine tumors.
A review of the literature. Rev Esp Med Nucl Imagen Mol.
2014;33:358-65. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2014.07.004.
Maurer T, Graefen M, van der Poel H, Hamdy F, Briganti A,
Eiber M, et al. Prostate-specific membrane antigen—guided sur-
gery. J Nucl Med. 2020;61:6—12. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.
119.232330.

Lindner T, Altmann A, Krimer S, Kleist C, Loktev A, Kratoch-
wil C, et al. Design and development of *™Tc-labeled FAPI
tracers for SPECT imaging and '*®Re therapy. J Nucl Med.
2020;61:1507-13. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.239731.
van Leeuwen FW, Schottelius M, Brouwer OR, Vidal-Sicart S,
Achilefu S, Klode J, et al. Trending: radioactive and fluorescent
bimodal/hybrid tracers as multiplexing solutions for surgical
guidance. J Nucl Med. 2020;61:13-9. https://doi.org/10.2967/
jnumed.119.228684.

Azhdarinia A, Ghosh P, Ghosh S, Wilganowski N, Sevick-Muraca
EM. Dual-labeling strategies for nuclear and fluorescence
molecular imaging: a review and analysis. Mol Imaging Biol.
2012;14:261-76. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11307-011-0528-9.
Culver J, Akers W, Achilefu S. Multimodality molecular imaging
with combined optical and SPECT/PET modalities. J Nucl Med.
2008;49:169-72. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.043331.
Kubeil M, Martinez IIS, Bachmann M, Kopka K, Tuck KL, Ste-
phan H. Dual-labelling strategies for nuclear and fluorescence
molecular imaging: current status and future perspectives. Phar-
maceuticals. 2022;15:432. https://doi.org/10.3390/ph15040432.
Brouwer OR, Buckle T, Vermeeren L, Klop WMC, Balm AJ, van
der Poel HG, et al. Comparing the hybrid fluorescent-radioactive
tracer indocyanine green—"""Tc-nanocolloid with ®™Tc-nanocol-
loid for sentinel node identification: a validation study using lym-
phoscintigraphy and SPECT/CT. J Nucl Med. 2012;53:1034—40.
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127.

@ Springer

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

Heller S, Zanzonico P. Nuclear probes and intraoperative gamma
cameras. Semin Nucl Med. 2011;41:166-81. https://doi.org/10.
1053/j.semnuclmed.2010.12.004.

Collamati F, van Oosterom MN, De Simoni M, Faccini R, Fis-
chetti M, Mancini Terracciano C, et al. A DROP-IN beta probe
for robot-assisted ®*Ga-PSMA radioguided surgery: first ex vivo
technology evaluation using prostate cancer specimens. EINMMI
Res. 2020;10:1-10. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-020-00682-6.
Mester C, Bruschini C, Magro P, Demartines N, Dunet V, Gri-
goriev E, et al. A handheld probe for f+-emitting radiotracer
detection in surgery, biopsy and medical diagnostics based on
Silicon Photomultipliers. IEEE Nuclear Science Symposium
Conference Record. 2011;2011:253-7. https://doi.org/10.1109/
NSSMIC.2011.6154491.

Gulec SA, Daghighian F, Essner R. PET-Probe: evaluation of
technical performance and clinical utility of a handheld high-
energy gamma probe in oncologic surgery. Ann Surg Oncol.
2016;23:9020-7. https://doi.org/10.1245/AS0.2006.05.047.
Collamati F, Bocci V, Castellucci P, De Simoni M, Fanti S, Fac-
cini R, et al. Radioguided surgery with f radiation: a novel appli-
cation with Ga68. Sci Rep. 2018;8:1-9. https://doi.org/10.1038/
$41598-018-34626-x.

Russomando A, Bellini F, Bocci V, Collamati F, De Lucia E, Fac-
cini R, et al. An intraoperative -detecting probe for radio-guided
surgery in tumour resection. IEEE Trans Nucl Sci. 2016;63:2533—
9. https://doi.org/10.1109/ANIMMA.2015.7465290.
Daghighian F, Mazziotta JC, Hoffman EJ, Shenderov P,
Eshaghian B, Siegel S, et al. Intraoperative beta probe: a device
for detecting tissue labeled with positron or electron emitting
isotopes during surgery. Med Phys. 1994;21:153-7. https://doi.
org/10.1118/1.597240.

. Mancini-Terracciano C, Donnarumma R, Bencivenga G, Bocci V,

Cartoni A, Collamati F, et al. Feasibility of beta-particle radiogu-
ided surgery for a variety of “nuclear medicine” radionuclides. Phys
Med. 2017;43:127-33. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2017.10.012.
Yamamoto S, Matsumoto K, Sakamoto S, Tarutani K, Minato
K, Senda M. An intra-operative positron probe with background
rejection capability for FDG-guided surgery. Ann Nucl Med.
2005;19:23-8. https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02986331.
Daghighian F, Fong Y, et al. Detectors for intraoperative molecu-
lar imaging: from probes to scanners. In: Fong YGP, Lewis J,
et al., editors. Imaging and visualization in the modern operating
room. New York, NY: Springer; 2015. p. 55-67.

Dell’Oglio P, Meershoek P, Maurer T, Wit EM, van Leeuwen
PJ, van der Poel HG, et al. A DROP-IN gamma probe for robot-
assisted radioguided surgery of lymph nodes during radical pros-
tatectomy. Eur Urol. 2021;79:124-32. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
eururo.2020.10.031.

Sabet H, Stack BC, Nagarkar VV. A hand-held, intra-operative
positron imaging probe for surgical applications. IEEE Trans Nucl
Sci. 2015;62:1927-34. https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2015.2446434.
Spadola S, Verdier M-A, Pinot L, Esnault C, Dinu N, Charon Y,
et al. Design optimization and performances of an intraopera-
tive positron imaging probe for radioguided cancer surgery. J
Instrum. 2016;11:P12019. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/
11/12/P12019.

Verdier M-A, Spadola S, Pinot L, Esnault C, Charon Y, Duval
M-A, et al. Gamma-background rejection method for a dual scin-
tillator positron probe dedicated to radio-guided surgery. Nucl
Instrum Methods Phys Res A. 2018;912:315-9. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.nima.2017.12.001.

Chen L, Gobar LS, Knowles NG, Liu Z, Gmitro AF, Barrett HH.
Direct imaging of radionuclide-produced electrons and positrons


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10434-001-0538-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10434-001-0538-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2544-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2544-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-015-3135-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-015-3135-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2004.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2004.07.008
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-011-1699-y
https://doi.org/10.1245/s10434-011-1699-y
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.83.8.5014
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.83.8.5014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.remn.2014.07.004
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.232330
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.232330
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.239731
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.228684
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.119.228684
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11307-011-0528-9
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.043331
https://doi.org/10.3390/ph15040432
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.112.103127
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.semnuclmed.2010.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.semnuclmed.2010.12.004
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13550-020-00682-6
https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2011.6154491
https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2011.6154491
https://doi.org/10.1245/ASO.2006.05.047
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-34626-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-34626-x
https://doi.org/10.1109/ANIMMA.2015.7465290
https://doi.org/10.1118/1.597240
https://doi.org/10.1118/1.597240
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2017.10.012
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02986331
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2020.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eururo.2020.10.031
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2015.2446434
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/12/P12019
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/12/P12019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2017.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2017.12.001

European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2024) 51:2903-2921

2919

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

with an ultrathin phosphor. J Nucl Med. 2008;49:1141. https://
doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.040568.

Lauria A, Mettivier G, Montesi MC, Aloj L, Lastoria S, Aurilio M,
et al. Experimental study for an intraoperative probe for '*F imag-
ing with a silicon pixel detector. Nucl Instrum Methods Phys Res
A.2007;576:198-203. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.01.152.
Wang Q, Tous J, Liu Z, Ziegler S, Shi K. Evaluation of Time-
pix silicon detector for the detection of '®F positrons. J Instrum.
2014;9:C05067. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/05/
C05067.

Yamamoto S, Higashi T, Matsumoto K, Senda M. Development
of a positron-imaging detector with background rejection capa-
bility. Ann Nucl Med. 2006;20:655-62. https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF(02984676.

Llopart X, Campbell M, Dinapoli R, Segundo DS, Pernigotti E.
Medipix2: A 64-k pixel readout chip with 55-/spl mu/m square ele-
ments working in single photon counting mode. IEEE Trans Nucl
Sci. 2002;49:2279-83. https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2002.803788.
Llopart X, Ballabriga R, Campbell M, Tlustos L, Wong W. Time-
pix, a 65k programmable pixel readout chip for arrival time,
energy and/or photon counting measurements. Nucl Instrum
Methods Phys Res A. 2007;581:485-94. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.nima.2007.08.079.

Russo P, Lauria A, Mettivier G, Montesi MC, Marotta M, Aloj L,
et al. '8F-FDG positron autoradiography with a particle counting
silicon pixel detector. Phys Med Biol. 2008;53:6227-43. https://
doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/53/21/022.

Wang Q, Liu Z, Ziegler SI, Shi K. Enhancing spatial resolution of
13F positron imaging with the Timepix detector by classification of
primary fired pixels using support vector machine. Phys Med Biol.
2015;60:5261-78. https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/60/13/5261.
Conti M, Eriksson L. Physics of pure and non-pure positron
emitters for PET: a review and a discussion. EINMMI Phys.
2016;3:1-17. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40658-016-0144-5.
Ruggiero A, Holland JP, Lewis JS, Grimm J. Cerenkov lumines-
cence imaging of medical isotopes. J Nucl Med. 2010;51:1123—
30. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.110.076521.

Das S, Thorek DL, Grimm J. Cerenkov imaging. Adv Cancer
Res. 2014;124:213-34. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-
411638-2.00006-9.

Mc Larney B, Zhang Q, Pratt EC, Skubal M, Isaac E, Hsu HT,
et al. Shortwave infrared detection of medical radioisotope Cer-
enkov luminescence. J Nucl Med. 2022. https://doi.org/10.2967/
jnumed.122.264079.

Darr C, Krafft U, Fendler W, Costa PF, Barbato F, Praus C, et al.
First-in-man intraoperative Cerenkov luminescence imaging
for oligometastatic prostate cancer using ®*Ga-PSMA-11. Eur
J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2020;47:3194-5. https://doi.org/10.
1007/500259-020-04778-y.

Hu H, Cao X, Kang F, Wang M, Lin Y, Liu M, et al. Feasibil-
ity study of novel endoscopic Cerenkov luminescence imaging
system in detecting and quantifying gastrointestinal disease: first
human results. Eur Radiol. 2015;25:1814-22. https://doi.org/10.
1007/500330-014-3574-2.

Grootendorst MR, Cariati M, Pinder SE, Kothari A, Douek M,
Kovacs T, et al. Intraoperative assessment of tumor resection mar-
gins in breast-conserving surgery using '*F-FDG Cerenkov lumi-
nescence imaging: a first-in-human feasibility study. J Nucl Med.
2017;58:891-8. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.116.181032.
olde Heuvel J, de Wit-van der Veen BJ, Vyas KN, Tuch DS,
Grootendorst MR, Stokkel MPM, et al. Performance evalua-
tion of Cerenkov luminescence imaging: a comparison of ®Ga
with '8F. EINMMI Phys. 2019;6:17. doi:https://doi.org/10.1186/
s40658-019-0255-x.

74.

75.

76.

71.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

Zhang Z, Cai M, Bao C, Hu Z, Tian J. Endoscopic Cerenkov
luminescence imaging and image-guided tumor resection on
hepatocellular carcinoma-bearing mouse models. Nanomed.
2019;17:62-70. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nan0.2018.12.017.
Chin PT, Welling MM, Meskers SC, Valdes Olmos RA, Tanke
H, van Leeuwen FW. Optical imaging as an expansion of nuclear
medicine: Cerenkov-based luminescence vs fluorescence-based
luminescence. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2013;40:1283-91.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2408-9.

Robertson R, Germanos MS, Li C, Mitchell GS, Cherry SR, Silva
MD. Optical imaging of Cerenkov light generation from posi-
tron-emitting radiotracers. Phys Med Biol. 2009;54:N355-65.
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/54/16/n01.

Pratt EC, Skubal M, Mc Larney B, Causa-Andrieu P, Das S,
Sawan P, et al. Prospective testing of clinical Cerenkov lumi-
nescence imaging against standard-of-care nuclear imaging for
tumour location. Nat Biomed Eng. 2022;6:559-68. https://doi.
org/10.1038/s41551-022-00876-4.

Brouwer OR, Buckle T, Bunschoten A, Kuil J, Vahrmeijer AL,
Wendler T, et al. Image navigation as a means to expand the
boundaries of fluorescence-guided surgery. Phys Med Biol.
2012;57:3123. https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/57/10/3123.
van Oosterom MN, van der Poel HG, Navab N, van de Velde
CJ, van Leeuwen FW. Computer-assisted surgery: virtual-and
augmented-reality displays for navigation during urological inter-
ventions. Curr Opin Urol. 2018;28:205-13. https://doi.org/10.
1097/ MOU.0000000000000478.

Wendler T, Traub J, Ziegler SI, Navab N. Medical image com-
puting and computer-assisted intervention — MICCAI 2006. In:
Larsen R, Nielsen M, Sporring J, editors. Medical Image Com-
puting and Computer-Assisted Intervention — MICCAI 2006.
Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer; 2006. p. 561-9.

Vogel J, Lasser T, Gardiazabal J, Navab N. Trajectory optimization
for intra-operative nuclear tomographic imaging. Med Image Anal.
2013;17:723-31. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.media.2013.04.009.
Vetter C, Lasser T, Okur A, Navab N. 1D-3D registration for
intra-operative nuclear imaging in radio-guided surgery. IEEE
Trans Med Imaging. 2015;34:608-17. https://doi.org/10.1109/
TMI.2014.2363551.

Shakir DI, Okur A, Hart A, Matthies P, Ziegler SI, Essler M,
et al. Towards intra-operative PET for head and neck cancer:
lymph node localization using high-energy probes. In: Ayache
N, Delingette, H., Golland, P., Mori, K., editor. Medical Image
Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention — MICCAI
2012.2013/01/05 ed. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer; 2012 430-7.
Costa PF, Piillen L, Sandach P, Moraitis A, Hef3 J, Tschirdewahn
S, et al. Comparison of CLI with microPET/CT for the detection
of PSMA foci in the prostatectomy specimen: a feasibility study.
J Nucl Med. 2022;63(supplement 2):4002.

Krishnamoorthy S, Blankemeyer E, Mollet P, Surti S, Van
Holen R, Karp JS. Performance evaluation of the MOLECUBES
B-CUBE—a high spatial resolution and high sensitivity small
animal PET scanner utilizing monolithic LYSO scintillation
detectors. Phys Med Biol. 2018;63: 155013. https://doi.org/10.
1088/1361-6560/aacec3.

Debacker JM, Schelfhout V, Brochez L, Creytens D, D'Asseler
Y, Deron P, et al. High-resolution 18F_FDG PET/CT for assessing
three-dimensional intraoperative margins status in malignancies
of the head and neck, a proof-of-concept. J Clin Med. 2021;10.
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm10163737.

Okur A, Hennersperger C, Runyan B, Gardiazaball J, Keicher M,
Paepke S, et al. FASPECT-US guided needle biopsy of sentinel
lymph nodes in the axilla: is it feasible? In: Golland P, Hata,
N., Barillot, C., Hornegger, J., Howe, R., editor. Medical Image

@ Springer


https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.040568
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.107.040568
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.01.152
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/05/C05067
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/05/C05067
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02984676
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02984676
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNS.2002.803788
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.08.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2007.08.079
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/53/21/022
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/53/21/022
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/60/13/5261
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40658-016-0144-5
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.110.076521
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-411638-2.00006-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-411638-2.00006-9
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.122.264079
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.122.264079
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-04778-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-020-04778-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-014-3574-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-014-3574-2
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.116.181032
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40658-019-0255-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40658-019-0255-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nano.2018.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-013-2408-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/54/16/n01
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-022-00876-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41551-022-00876-4
https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/57/10/3123
https://doi.org/10.1097/MOU.0000000000000478
https://doi.org/10.1097/MOU.0000000000000478
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.media.2013.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2014.2363551
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMI.2014.2363551
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/aacec3
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/aacec3
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm10163737

2920

European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2024) 51:2903-2921

88.

89.

90.

9L

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.

97.

98.

99.

100.

101.

Computing and Computer-Assisted Intervention — MICCAI
2014. 2014/10/22 ed: Springer, Cham; 2014 577-84.

van den Berg NS, Simon H, Kleinjan GH, Engelen T, Bunscho-
ten A, Welling MM, et al. First-in-human evaluation of a hybrid
modality that allows combined radio- and (near-infrared) fluo-
rescence tracing during surgery. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging.
2015;42:1639-47. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-015-3109-3.
Bugby SL, Lees JE, Perkins AC. Hybrid intraoperative imaging
techniques in radioguided surgery: present clinical applications
and future outlook. Clin Transl Imaging. 2017;5:323-41. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s40336-017-0235-x.

Lees JE, Bugby SL, Algahtani MS, Jambi LK, Dawood NS,
McKnight WR, et al. A Multimodality hybrid gamma-optical
camera for intraoperative imaging. Sensors. 2017;17:554. https://
doi.org/10.3390/s17030554.

Frisch B. Combining endoscopic ultrasound with Time-Of-Flight PET:
the EndoTOFPET-US Project. Nucl Instrum Methods Phys Res A.
2013;732:577-80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.027.
Esposito M, Busam B, Hennersperger C, Rackerseder J, Lu A,
Navab N, et al. Cooperative robotic gamma imaging: enhancing
US-guided needle biopsy. In: Navab N, Hornegger, J., Wells, W.,
Frangi, A., editor. Medical Image Computing and Computer-
Assisted Intervention -- MICCAI 2015 MICCAI 2015: Springer,
Cham; 2015 611-8.

Povoski SP, Chapman GJ, Murrey DA, Lee R, Martin EW, Hall
NC. Intraoperative detection of '3 F-FDG-avid tissue sites using
the increased probe counting efficiency of the K-alpha probe
design and variance-based statistical analysis with the three-
sigma criteria. BMC Cancer. 2013;13:98. https://doi.org/10.
1186/1471-2407-13-98.

Metser U, McVey R, Ferguson S, Halankar J, Bernardini M.
Intraoperative lymph node evaluation using 18F-FDG and a
hand-held gamma probe in endometrial cancer surgery—a pilot
study. Eur J Gynaecol Oncol. 2016;37:362—6. https://doi.org/10.
12892/ej203102.2016.

Thorek DLJ, Riedl C, Grimm J. Clinical Cerenkov Luminescence
Imaging of '8F-FDG. J Nucl Med. 2014;113:127266. https://doi.
org/10.2967/jnumed.113.127266.

Bertani E, Collamati F, Colandrea M, Faccini R, Fazio N, Fer-
rari ME, et al. First ex vivo results of p—-radioguided surgery
in small intestine neuroendocrine tumors with **Y-DOTATOC.
Cancer Biother Radiopharm. 2021;36:397—406. https://doi.org/
10.1089/cbr.2020.4487.

Bahler CD, Green M, Hutchins GD, Cheng L, Magers MJ,
Fletcher J, et al. Prostate specific membrane antigen targeted pos-
itron emission tomography of primary prostate cancer: assessing
accuracy with whole mount pathology. Urol J. 2020;203:92-9.
https://doi.org/10.1097/JU.0000000000000501.

Collamati F, Mirabelli R, Muraglia L, Luzzago S, Morganti S,
Mistretta FA, et al. First in human validation of innovative beta
radio guided surgery technique in prostate cancer. J] Nucl Med.
2023;64(supplement 1):P1481.

Muraglia L, Mattana F, Travaini LL, Musi G, Bertani E, Renne
G, et al. First live-experience session with PET/CT specimen
imager: a pilot analysis in prostate cancer and neuroendocrine
tumor. Biomedicines. 2023;11:645. https://doi.org/10.3390/
biomedicines11020645.

Van de Sande L, Menekse G. Peri-operative *F-FDG-PET-CT
specimen imaging for margin assessment in breast malignancies:
a proof-of-concept study. Eur J Surg Oncol. 2022;48: e87. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ejs0.2021.12.116.

Delacroix D, Guerre JP, Leblanc P, Hickman C. Radionuclide
and radiation protection data handbook 2002. Radiat Prot Dosim.
2002;98:1-168. https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.rpd.
a006705.

@ Springer

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.

109.

110.

111.

112.

113.

114.

115.

116.

117.

Council Directive 2013/59/Euratom of 5 December 2013 laying
down basic safety standards for protection against the dangers
arising from exposure to ionising radiation, and repealing Direc-
tives 89/618/Euratom, 90/641/Euratom, 96/29/Euratom, 97/43/
Euratom and 2003/122/Euratom. Official Journal of the European
Union. 2014;L 013:1-73.

Nalley C, Wiebeck K, Bartel TB, Bodenner D, Stack BC Jr.
Intraoperative radiation exposure with the use of '*F-FDG—
guided thyroid cancer surgery. Otolaryngol Head Neck Surg.
2010;142:281-3. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0tohns.2009.11.005.
Piert M, Burian M, Meisetschldger G, Stein HJ, Ziegler S, Nihrig
J, et al. Positron detection for the intraoperative localisation of
cancer deposits. Eur J Nucl Med Mol Imaging. 2007;34:1534—44.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0430-5.

Costa PF, Fendler WP, Herrmann K, Sandach P, Grafe H, Groot-
endorst M, et al. Radiation protection and occupational exposure
on [®Ga]Ga-PSMA-11 based Cerenkov luminescence imaging
procedures in robot-assisted prostatectomy. J Nucl Med. 2021.
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.121.263175.

Camillocci ES, Schiariti M, Bocci V, Carollo A, Chiodi G, Col-
andrea M, et al. First ex vivo validation of a radioguided surgery
technique with p-radiation. Phys Med. 2016;32:1139-44. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2016.08.018.

Russomando A, Schiariti M, Bocci V, Colandrea M, Collamati
F, Cremonesi M, et al. The p-radio-guided surgery: method to
estimate the minimum injectable activity from ex-vivo test. Phys
Med. 2019;58:114-20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2019.02.
004.

Morche J, Renner D, Pietsch B, Kaiser L, Broenneke J, Gruber
S, et al. International comparison of minimum volume standards
for hospitals. Health Policy. 2018;122:1165-76. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.healthpol.2018.08.016.

Bauer H, Honselmann KC. Minimum volume standards in sur-
gery-are we there yet. Visc Med. 2017;33:106-16. https://doi.
org/10.1159/000456041.

(NAR) D-NR. Nuklearmedizinische Betriebe: Strahlenschutz-
berechnungen. Beuth Verlag GmbH; 2020.

Bunschoten A, van den Berg NS, Valdés Olmos RA, Blokland
JAK, van Leeuwen FWB. Tracers applied in radioguided surgery.
In: Herrmann K, Nieweg OE, Povoski SP, editors. Radioguided
Surgery: Current Applications and Innovative Directions in
Clinical Practice: Springer, Cham; 2016 75-101.

Vanhavere F, Carinou E, Donadille L, Ginjaume M, Jankowski J,
Rimpler A, et al. An overview on extremity dosimetry in medical
applications. Radiat Prot Dosimetry. 2008;129:350-5. https://doi.
org/10.1093/rpd/ncn149.

Saha S, Jacklin R, Siddika A, Clayton G, Dua S, Smith S. Safety of
radioactive sentinel node biopsy for breast cancer and the pregnant
surgeon - a review. Int J Surg. 2016;36:298-304. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ijsu.2016.11.019.

Endo A. Operational quantities and new approach by ICRU. Ann
ICRP. 2016;45:178-87. https://doi.org/10.1177/014664531562434.
Sundell-Bergman S, De la Cruz I, Avila R, Hasselblad S. A
new approach to assessment and management of the impact
from medical liquid radioactive waste. J Environ Radioact.
2008;99:1572-7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvrad.2007.12.005.
Buck AK, Herrmann K, Stargardt T, Dechow T, Krause BJ,
Schreyogg J. Economic evaluation of PET and PET/CT in oncol-
ogy: evidence and methodologic approaches. J Nucl Med Tech-
nol. 2010;38:6-17. https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.108.059584.
Joint Federal Committee. Guideline of the Joint Federal Committee
on outpatient specialist care in accordance with § 116b SGB V (Rich-
tlinie des Gemeinsamen Bundesausschusses iiber die ambulante spe-
zialfachirztliche Versorgung nach § 116b SGB V) - Attachements.
https://www.g-ba.de/richtlinien/80/. Accessed 5 May 2023.


https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-015-3109-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40336-017-0235-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40336-017-0235-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/s17030554
https://doi.org/10.3390/s17030554
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.027
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-13-98
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2407-13-98
https://doi.org/10.12892/ejgo3102.2016
https://doi.org/10.12892/ejgo3102.2016
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.113.127266
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.113.127266
https://doi.org/10.1089/cbr.2020.4487
https://doi.org/10.1089/cbr.2020.4487
https://doi.org/10.1097/JU.0000000000000501
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines11020645
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomedicines11020645
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2021.12.116
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejso.2021.12.116
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.rpd.a006705
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.rpd.a006705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otohns.2009.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00259-007-0430-5
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnumed.121.263175
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2016.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2016.08.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2019.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejmp.2019.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2018.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.healthpol.2018.08.016
https://doi.org/10.1159/000456041
https://doi.org/10.1159/000456041
https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncn149
https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncn149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2016.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsu.2016.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1177/014664531562434
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvrad.2007.12.005
https://doi.org/10.2967/jnmt.108.059584
https://www.g-ba.de/richtlinien/80/

European Journal of Nuclear Medicine and Molecular Imaging (2024) 51:2903-2921

2921

118.

119.

120.

National Association of Statutory Health Insurance Physicians
(Kassenérztliche Bundesvereinigung). F-18-Fluorodesoxyglukose-
PET/CT des Korperstammes. https://www.kbvde/tools/ebm/html/
34701_202904386860173988269792.html. Accessed 5 May 2023.
Joint Federal Committee. Guideline of the Joint Federal Com-
mittee on outpatient specialist care in accordance with § 116b
SGB V (Richtlinie des Gemeinsamen Bundesausschusses iiber
die ambulante spezialfachirztliche Versorgung nach § 116b SGB
V). BAnz AT 19.07.2013 B1: Bundesanzeiger; 2013.

National Association of Statutory Health Insurance Physi-
cians (Kassenirztliche Bundesvereinigung). Zuschlag SPECT,

121.

Zwei- oder Mehrkopf. https://www.kbv.de/tools/ebm/html/
17363_2904448811748695661888.html. Accessed 5 May 2023.
European Commission Directorate-General for Environment.
Guidance on medical exposures in medical and biomedical
research: Publications Office; 1999.

Publisher's note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

@ Springer


https://www.kbvde/tools/ebm/html/34701_202904386860173988269792.html
https://www.kbvde/tools/ebm/html/34701_202904386860173988269792.html
https://www.kbv.de/tools/ebm/html/17363_2904448811748695661888.html
https://www.kbv.de/tools/ebm/html/17363_2904448811748695661888.html

	Surgical radioguidance with beta-emitting radionuclides; challenges and possibilities: A position paper by the EANM
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Logistical aspects of radioguidance workflows
	Clinical targets and radiotracers
	Modalities and mode of implementation
	Positron annihilation-photon (γ) probes
	Beta plus (β+) and beta minus (β−) probes
	Beta cameras
	Optical Cerenkov luminescence imaging
	Three-dimensional detection modalities
	Future engineering developments

	Limited clinical evidence
	Radiation protection and radiation exposure
	Cost
	Ethical aspects
	Challenges and success drivers
	Liability statement
	Acknowledgements 
	References


