Table 1:Findings of CT in the study populations (n= 45).

Finding No of +ve cases Per cent of +ve cases

Breast nodule

Suprarenal metastasis

Table 2:Findings of PET/CT in the study populations (n= 45).

Findin No of +ve | Percent of SUV max
| e | e

Breast nodule

Liver metastasis
Suprarenal metastasis

Table 3: Comparison between CT and PET/CT in detecting LRR.
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Table 4. Comparison of CT and PET performance in detecting distant metastasis.

oT H —— H Biopsy or follow

Truepositive(TP), n
Truenegative (TN), n

False positive (FP), n

False negative (FN), n

Sensitivity (%)

Specificity (%)

Positive predictive value (PPV) (%)

Negative predictive value (NPV) (%)
Accuracy (%)
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