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Abstract
Purpose: The lifetime of orthopositronium (oPs), a spin triplet of an electron
and positron, depends on the molecular structure of the surrounding tissue.
Therefore, measuring oPs lifetime could in principle provide diagnostic infor-
mation about the tissue microenvironment that goes beyond standard positron

1

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 22, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


emission tomography (PET) imaging. This study demonstrates that in vivo
oPs lifetime measurement is feasible with a commercial long axial field-of-view
(LAFOV) PET/CT scanner.
Methods: Three subjects received a dose of 148.8 MBq [68Ga]-Ga-DOTA-TOC,
159.7 MBq [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617 and 420.7 MBq [82Rb]Cl. In addition to the
standard protocol, the three subjects were scanned for 20, 40 and 10 minutes
with a single-crystal interaction acquisition mode on a Biograph Vision Quadra
(Siemens Healthineers) PET/CT. Three-photon events, that include two anni-
hilation photons and a prompt photon from the decay of the radionuclide, are
then selected from the list mode data based on energy, time and spatial selec-
tion criteria using a prototype software. The spatial location of the annihilation
events is reconstructed using the annihilation photons’ time-of-flight. Through a
Bayesian fit to the measured time difference between the annihilation and the
prompt photons, we are able to determine the oPs lifetime for selected organs.
The Bayesian fitting methodology is extended to a hierarchical model in order
to investigate possible common oPs lifetime distributions of the heart chambers
in the [82Rb]Cl scan.
Results: From the segmentation of the subjects’ histoimages of three-photon
events, we present the highest density intervals (HDI) of the oPs lifetime’s
marginalized posterior distribution for selected organs. Interestingly, the mean
values of the right heart chambers were higher than in the left heart chambers
of the subject that received [82Rb]Cl: the 68% HDI of the atria are [1.15 ns,
1.72 ns] (left) and [1.46 ns, 1.99 ns] (right) with mean values 1.50 ns and 1.76
ns, respectively. For the ventricles we obtained [1.22 ns, 1.60 ns] (left) and [1.69
ns, 2.18 ns] (right) with mean values 1.44 ns and 1.96 ns. This might signal the
different oxygenation levels of venous and arterial blood. Fitting a hierarchical
model, we found that the oPs lifetime for volumes-of-interest with arterial blood
can be sampled form a posterior distribution with a 68% HDI of [1.4 ns, 1.84
ns] (mean 1.62 ns) and while those containing venous blood have a HDI of [1.78
ns, 2.21 ns] (mean 2.0 ns). Through arterial and venous blood sampling, we were
unable to confirm such a difference in the oPs lifetime.
Conclusion: In vivo oPs lifetime measurements on a commercial LAFOV
PET/CT system are feasible at the organ level with an unprecedented level of
statistical power. Nevertheless, count statistics of three-photon events (especially
for 68Ga-based measurements) and the interpretation of oPs lifetimes in human
tissue remain major challenges that need to be addressed in future studies.

Keywords: Positronium, Long axial field-of-view PET/CT, [82Rb]Cl,
[68Ga]-PSMA-617, [68Ga]-DOTA-TOC

1 Introduction
Positronium (Ps), the bound state of an electron and a positron, has been an object of
investigation since its theoretical conception by Stjepan Mohorovičić in 1934 [1] and
its discovery by Martin Deutsch in 1951 [2]. The absence of leading order hadronic
interactions in Ps allowed for precision tests of bound state quantum electrodynamics
and related models (see e.g. Ref. [3, 4] and references therein).
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In Ps, the electron’s and positron’s spins add up to either 0 or 1, yielding a singlet
and triplet state

1√
2
(|↑↓〉 − |↓↑〉) and |↑↑〉 ,

1√
2
(|↑↓〉+ |↓↑〉) , |↓↓〉 . (1)

The singlet state is called parapositronium (pPs) and the triplet state orthopositron-
ium (oPs). The distinctive feature of Ps compared to a hydrogen atom is the possibility
to annihilate. pPs and oPs are odd and even eigenstates of charge conjugation and
parity transformations. The corresponding selection rule therefore implies that the
dominant annihilation mode for pPs is in two photons, while oPs will annihilate into
three photons. Even using the most naïve Ps decay model from J. Pirenne and J. A.
Wheeler (see e.g. Ref. [3]), the decay constant of oPs in vacuum is almost three orders
of magnitude times smaller than the decay constant of pPs

Γ(oPs → γγγ)

Γ(pPs → γγ)
=

2α6m (π2−9)
9π

α5m
2

≈ 8.99 · 10−4 , (2)

where m is the electron/positron mass and α the finestructure constant. Intuitively,
the ratio scales as ∝ α ≈ 1/137 and in addition there is the larger three-body phase
space of the final state.

Being relative long-lived, oPs has enough time undergo interactions with surround-
ing material. The so-called pick-off process describes the oPs annihilation into two
γ from an interaction with an environmental electron (see e.g. Refs. [5–7]). Such a
pick-off shortens the oPs lifetime significantly and introduces a dependence on the
physical and chemical environment. Apart from the pick-off process, spin exchange
with unpaird electrons can also lead to a conversion from oPs to pPs and thus a two
γ annihilation. The oPs annihilation into two photons therefore becomes a surrogate
quantity for the molecular structure of the surrounding material. It should be noted
that also the probability for Ps to form depends on environmental conditions.

The measurement of oPs lifetime is often termed positron lifetime spectroscopy
(PALS). It can provide detailed information about defects in solids, lattice imperfec-
tions in semiconductors, free volumes and structures in polymers (see e.g. Refs. [5, 8–
13]). The high sensitivity to a material’s structure and relatively simple experimental
setups made PALS a widely adopted technique in material science.

For more than a decade, the medical domain has shown significant interest in
PALS (see e.g. Refs. [6, 7, 14–22]). Driven by the possibility to measure oxygenation
levels in human tissue [23–28], several in vitro studies were performed by the authors
of Refs. [15, 19, 29]. Recently, the first in vivo measurement of oPs lifetimes was
reported in Ref. [30]. The oPs lifetime has the potential to add diagnostic information
which is currently unavailable or requires additional interventions, such as e.g. biopsy
or additional use of hypoxia tracers.

A key factor in exploring the clinical potential of oPs lifetime measurements is the
ability to use standard positron emission tomography (PET) scanners [31]. Standard
PET/CT scanners are devised and optimized to detect two coinciding 511 keV photons
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from the positron annihilation. However, the oPs lifetime is determined through the
measurement of the time difference between the detection of two annihilation photons
and a prompt photon from the mother nuclide’s decay. This means that we need
to identify three-photon events (3γE) rather that just two-photon coincidences (and
that such measurements can be done only with non-pure positron emitters [32, 33]).
Therefore, we need to be able to detect, store and process single photon interactions in
the PET detector in order to measure the oPs lifetime, as introduced e.g. in Ref. [34]
for the J-PET detector with the trigger-less data acquisition.

Another major challenge in PALS measurement is the collection of enough 3γE.
Typical PALS measurement use long-lived radionuclides with a high prompt gamma
branching fraction, like e.g. 22Na, and data collection can last for many hours.
However, radionuclides used in clinical routine have only a limited prompt photon
branching fraction (see Tab. 2), if any at all, and scan time is limited by either a
short half-life, as in the case of 82Rb, or by the time a patient is able to stay in the
scanner. This is why only long axial field-of-view (LAFOV) PET/CT systems stand
a chance to collect the necessary count statistics for a Ps lifetime measurement. This
kind of systems has entered clinical routine operation a couple of years ago (see e.g.
Refs. [35, 36]) and has shown to have a significant increase in sensitivity over standard
axial field-of-view scanners [37, 38]. Note that also the image reconstruction process
for 3γE has triggered substantial research, as shown e.g. in Refs. [39–44], in order to
address the problem of limited count statistics.

In order to capitalize on the potential of oPs lifetime measurements in patients, the
capability of clinical LAFOV PET/CT systems to perform this kind of measurements
needs to be shown. Recently, we showed in Refs. [45, 46] that it is possible to deter-
mine the oPs lifetime in reference materials with a Siemens Biograph Vision Quadra
(Siemens Healthineers, Hoffman Estates, IL, USA) (henceforth simply referred to as
Quadra) with the clinically used radionuclides 68Ga, 124I and 82Rb. Quadra has a
prototype feature that allows for a trigger-less acquisition mode, the so called singles
mode, where single-crystal interactions within a given mini-block detector are saved
without coincidence sorting into to a list mode file. The 3γE selection can then be
done off-line.

In the present publication we present the first in vivo Ps lifetime measurements
with a commercial LAFOV PET/CT system. We acquired data in singles mode from
three subjects that received a standard dose of [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617, [68Ga]Ga-DOTA-
TOC and [82Rb]Cl (seel Tab. 1). Using the event selection algorithm presented in
Ref. [46], we determine the time difference spectra for different organs. Through a
Bayesian fitting procedure we are able to measure the oPs lifetime for different organs.
Within the Bayesian framework, we develop a hierarchical model to combine 3γE from
different volume-of-interest (VOI). This shows that organ-level PALS measurements
are possible with an unprecedented level of count statistics.
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2 Materials and methods
2.1 Study subjects and scan protocols
This study includes two patients and a healthy volunteer. The personal details are
given in Tab. 1. The subjects were administered with different compounds with 68Ga
and 82Rb. Both radionuclides emit prompt photons, as can be seen in Tab. 2. Note that
the prompt photon intensity for these radionuclides is rather low. Other radionuclides
in clinical use, like 124I or 89Zr, have a much higher branching fraction for prompt
photons.

Table 1: Details of the three subjects and administered
activities.
Subject Weight [kg] Radiopharm. Activity [MBq]

S1 71 [68Ga]Ga-DOTA-TOC 148.8
S2 78 [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617 159.7
S3 80 [82Rb]Cl 420.7

Table 2: Decay properties of 68Ga, 82Rb and 124I together with the main prompt
photon energy and branching ratio according to Refs. [47–49].
Nuclide Decay mode Decay const. [s−1] Eγ [ keV] Branching ratio [%]

68Ga ec β+ 100 % (1.706± 0.002) · 10−4 1077.37± 0.04 3.22± 0.03
82Rb ec β+ 100 % (9.1868± 0.0015) · 10−3 776.511± 0.10 15.1± 0.3
124I ec β+ 100 % (1.92111± 0.00014) · 10−6 602.73± 0.08 62.9± 0.7

A patient (referred to as S1 in the following) with multifocal meningioma was
administered 148.8 MBq of [68Ga]Ga-DOTA-TOC. A 10min acquisition in coinci-
dence mode, i.e. a standard clinical scan with two-photon coincidence sorting, was
performed 32min p.i. (see Tab. 3). The dose-length-product (DLP) of the CT scan was
558mGy·cm. At 44min p.i. the singles mode scan was started and lasted 20min. Fig. 1
shows the coronal and sagittal maximum intensity projections (MIP) of coincidence
PET image.

The second patient S2 was referred to our clinic with prostatic adenokarzinoma
and a suspected local recurrence. He had undergone a prostatectomy about three years
prior to the this study. The patient received 159.7 MBq [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617 and was
scanned for 13 min in coincidence mode about two hours p.i. As summarized in Tab. 3,
the singles mode scan lasted for 40 min and started prior to the clinical PET/CT scan.
The DLP was 244mGy · cm. The early coincidence PET image is shown in Fig. 1.

Finally, the subject S3 obtained 420.7 MBq [82Rb]Cl. The [82Rb]Cl was produced
with CardioGen-82 radionuclide generator and infusion system (Bracco Imaging S.p.A,
Milan, Italy). Due to the short half-life of 82Rb, only the singles mode acquisition and
a low-dose CT with a DLP of 268mGy · cm scan were performed for S3. The infusion
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S1 [68Ga]Ga-DOTATOC S2 [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617

Fig. 1: Coronal (top) and sagittal (bottom) MIP of the coincidence PET images for
S1 (left) and S2 (right).

of the [82Rb]Cl started simultaneously with the singles mode acquisition and lasted
for 19 s.

Table 3: Start time and duration of the singles and coincidence PET scans.
Subject Coincidence [min] Start coincidence [min] Singles [min] Start singles [min]

S1 10 32 p.i. 20 44 p.i.
S2 13 123 p.i. 40 18 p.i.
S3 - - 10 0 p.i.

We evaluate several organs for oPs lifetime measurement across all three subjects,
including the kidneys, liver, lungs, pancreas, and spleen. In addition, specific organs
are segmented for each subject: S1 had the meningioma segmented; S2 included the
parotid gland. The suspected local recurrence in S2 is too small to provide a sufficient
number of 3γE for analysis. For S3, the additional VOI are the aorta, right axillary
vein, brain, thyroid, and the four heart chambers. Most segmentations are performed
on CT images using the AI-based TotalSegmentator tool [50, 51]. An experienced
nuclear medicine clinician reviewed and amended the automatic segmentations wher-
ever needed. The meningioma in S1 is segmented using the coincidence PET image

6

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 22, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


and the axillary vein in S3 is directly segmented using the histoimage of 3γE (image
with number of detected 3γE as voxel value).

We also investigated blood samples from S3. We scanned a syringe with 20ml
venous blood mixed with about 45.3 MBq and 3ml [82Rb]Cl for 10 minutes, starting
5 minutes after the withdrawal of the venous blood sample. In addition, two samples
of 1.5ml venous blood were taken in a syringe that is used for blood gas analyses,
i.e. which contains a small heparin plate. About 0.04ml [124I]NaI with 2.94 MBq
(venous blood sample) and 4.32 MBq (arterial blood sample) were added and data
was acquired for 15min. About 25min passed between the blood sampling and the
singles mode scan. After the singles mode scan, a 15min coincidence mode scan was
performed. After the experiment, the 124I activities in the syringes were measured
with a well-type dose calibrator and decay-corrected to the start time of the singles
mode scan.

2.2 Time difference measurements
The details of the 3γE selection and time difference measurements with Quadra are
discussed Refs. [45, 46]. In singles mode, Quadra registers all detector hits without
any triggering or event sorting and writes the photon energy, time stamp and crystal
ID into a list-mode file. A prototype software groups all possible combinations of three
detector events within a time window of 20ns into a 3γE. In a second step, all 3γE
that do not fall within a given energy window are discarded. Two energy windows
need to be selected: one for the two annihilation photons and one for the prompt
photon. For both 68Ga and 82Rb, we set the energy window for the annihilation
photons from 435 to 585 keV and the prompt photon window from 720 to 726 keV.
As explained in Ref. [46], the last energy bin collects all detector hits from higher
energies up to approximately 950 keV, i.e. despite 68Ga and 82Rb emitting photons
with energies higher than 726 keV (see Tab. 2) they are detected by Quadra. For
the 124I sample, the energy windows is chosen from 468 to 545 keV and from 568 to
639 keV. Quadra can fully resolve the prompt photon’s photopeak for 124I. Next, the
two annihilation photons must be detected within a coincidence time window of 4.2ns
for the 3γE not to be discarded. Finally, a threshold on the minimum distance between
the detection location of the prompt and annihilation photons is enforced. Due to
the spatial correlation of the detector hits originating from the 176Lu background
in Quadra’s LSO crystals, this spatial threshold effectively removes false 3γE from
crystal radiation (see Ref. [46] for details).

Once the 3γE are sorted, the spatial location of the 3γE is reconstructed with
the time-of-flight information of the two annihilation photons. From the 3γE location
and the flight path of the prompt photon, it is then straight forward to determine
the time difference between the prompt photon emission and positron annihilation.
The histograms of the measured time differences for all 3γE in a VOI are the time
difference distributions (TDD). We do not account for the attenuation of photons in
the subject’s bodies. Rescaling the number of detected photons by an attenuation
map would likely rescale a TDD but not significantly change its shape.
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2.3 Data analysis
After the positron is emitted from the decaying nucleus, it undergoes many different
processes and states before annihilating with an electron. Therefore, measured TDD
contains many different components that we have to disentangle. Depending on the
time scale, it is possible to neglect some of these components.

The radionuclides in Tab. 2 emit positrons with an expectation value for the kinetic
energies of 836.0 ± 0.6, 1536.0 ± 1.5 and 687.0 ± 9 keV for 68Ga, 82Rb and 124I,
respectively (as computed through Ref. [52]). At first, the positrons will loose their
energies mostly through interactions with the surrounding atoms (Bremsstrahlung,
ionizations and inelastic collisions). At low energies, the annihilation cross section is
proportional to ∝ (1+O(β))/β, making a direct in-flight annihilation unlikely. It takes
a 1.5MeV positron about O(20ps) to slow down to O(10 eV) in water. This time scale
is rather short and is typically neglected in PALS measurements. Its effect in TDD is
typically absorbed in the modelling of the measurement device. The Ps formation cross
section peaks around 10 eV, as shown e.g. in Ref. [53]. If no Ps formation occurred, the
positron will thermalize through elastic interactions and eventually annihilate with
an electron. The thermalization process can take O(400ps) and cannot be neglected.
One component of the TDD is therefore the direct annihilation without Ps formation.

Once a Ps state is formed, there are multiple possibilities for an annihilation into
two photons, as illustrated e.g. in Fig. 1 of Ref. [23]. On average, pPs annihilates into
two photons within ≈ 2/(α5m) ≈ 125ps without being particularly affected by the
environment. oPs can either turn into pPs through spin exchange or annihilate into
two photons through a pick-off process. Since all annihilations in two photons are
detected, both Γ(pPs → γγ) and Γ(oPs+ e− → γγ) are contributing to the measured
TDD. The annihilation of oPs into three photons is not contained in the TDD since
we do not sort four-photon events. In order to determine the oPs lifetime from the
TDD, we therefore need to consider three components: direct annihilation together
pPs and oPs decay.

Note that the time difference measurement outlined in Sec. 2.2 assumes that the
prompt photon emission has a negligible delay compared to the positron emission.
This assumption is valid for the radionuclides in Tab. 2, since the 2+ states of 68Zn,
82Kr and 124Te have half-lives of 1.61± 0.2ps [47], 4.45± 0.18ps [48] and 6.2± 0.1ps
[49], respectively.

Of course, Quadra has a finite time resolution. We model this through a single
Gaussian function with a width σ and expectation value ∆, which is convoluted with
the sum of three exponential functions. The oPs lifetime τ3 is therefore determined
by fitting the following model to the TDD of a given VOI

Fθ(t) = b+N ·
3∑

c=1

BRc

2τc
e(σ

2−2tτc+2∆ τc)/(2τ
2
c ) · erfc

( σ√
2τc

+
∆− t√

2σ

)
. (3)

In Eq. (3), b denotes the background and N is a normalization constant. BRc with
c = 1 . . . 3 and

∑
c BRc = 1 are the relative branching ratios of pPs, direct annihilation

and oPs, respectively. The θ stands for the collection of all fitting parameters, i.e.
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τ1,2,3, BR1,2,3, ∆, σ and N . We only consider time differences from ∆t0 = −1.5 ns to
∆tn+1 = 10 ns for the parameter fitting.

As in Ref. [46], we rely on a Bayesian framework for the fitting procedure. From
the parameters in Eq. (3) we fix the background b to the median value of the TDD
with time differences smaller than −2 ns. All other parameters are sampled from prior
distributions, which are mostly inspired by the values for water at 37◦C reported in
Ref. [54]. The priors for the lifetimes τc are

τ1 ∼ N (0.14 ns, 0.02 ns) ,
τ2 ∼ N (0.39 ns, 0.01 ns) ,
τ3 ∼ N (1.78 ns, 0.5 ns) .

(4)

Note that the fitted value of τ1 from Ref. [54] differs from canonical τ1 = 125 ps (see
e.g. Ref. [55]). This is likely due to the fact that the time it takes the positron to loose
its energy prior to the pPs formation is not included in 125 ps. In any case, the prior
of τ1 in Eq. (4) includes the value of 125 ps within less than one standard deviation.
For τ3 we choose a rather wide and therefore uninformative prior distribution, which
nevertheless accounts for our knowledge on the order of magnitude that we can expect
in human tissue. The branching ratios of the three components follow a Dirichlet
distribution, i.e.

BR1,2,3 ∼ Dirichlet(0.75, 3.1, 1.15) . (5)
The mean values of the distribution in Eq. (5) are 0.15, 0.62 and 0.23 and the standard
deviations are 0.15, 0.20 and 0.17. Finally, the knowledge of Quadra’s timing resolution
allows us to set the prior distribution for σ and ∆ to

σ ∼ N (0.1 ns, 0.05 ns) , ∆ ∼ N (0 ns, 0.5 ns) . (6)
Finally, the normalization constant N is sampled from a normal prior distribution

N ∼ N (A, 0.1 ·A) with A =

∫ ∆tn

∆t1

dt (yi − b) . (7)

yi with i = 1, . . . , n are all observations in a TDD, i.e. the number of counts in a time
difference bin i. The use of the factor A in Eq. (7), which is purely determined by the
measured TDD, significantly stabilizes the numerical calculation.

The count statistics are sufficiently high that we can assume a Gaussian likeli-
hood. All all observations yi in a TDD are assumed to be independent and identically
distributed (iid)

p(y|θ) =

n∏
i=1

p(yi|θ) with p(yi|θ) ∼ N (Fθ(∆ti), ε) . (8)

∆ti is the time difference of the bin i and the weakly informative prior on the variance
ε2 is the positive Cauchy-Lorentz distribution (see Ref. [56])

ε ∼ Cauchy+(0, σb) , (9)
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where σ2
b is the variance of the background b and is determined, analogously to b itself,

as a point estimate from the measured TDD.
The sampling of the posterior distributions p(θ|y) relies on a no-u-turn algorithm

[57] and its implementation the software packages Julia [58], Turing.jl [59] and ArviZ
[60]. We report our results in terms of expectation values and 68% highest density
intervals (HDI). In most cases, the posterior distributions are bell-shaped and the
use of the standard estimator for the variance would be meaningful. However, this
does not need to be the case, in particular for BRc, and we therefore stick to the
HDI. The use of marginalized posterior distribution is particularly appealing since our
main interest lies on the parameter τ3 and all others can in principle be considered as
nuisance parameters.

The afore described Bayesian fitting procedure applies to the parameter fitting
to a TDD from a single VOI. A single VOI is drawn such that we can expect a
similar tissue structure, and therefore similar oPs lifetime, throughout the whole VOI.
However, oPs lifetime could on average be the same for different VOI, if we have
reason to believe that the tissue structure is similar. The example we explored in this
study is the oPs lifetime in arterial and venous blood. Conceptually, this requires a
comparison of statistical models with different number of fitting parameters. E.g. let
us suppose there are two VOI that contain mostly venous blood. The question we
seek to answer is whether a model where τ3 is sampled from one single distribution
for the two VOI performs better than a model with two separate distributions for
τ3. Therefore, we construct hierarchical models (see e.g. Ref. [61]) and rely on a
leave-one-out cross-validation (LOO-CV) according to Refs. [62–65].

Let us assume that we have j = 1, . . . , nj different VOI. Each VOI has a TDD,
which we shall denote as yij and a set of fitting parameters θj . The likelihood p(yj |θj)
is iid and factorizes as in Eq. (8). The fitting parameters θj are split into global
parameters that are completely independent of the VOI and parameters that are VOI-
dependent. τ1,2 are assumed to be independent of the tissue composition and the same
applies to the scanner parameters σ and ∆. These parameters are sampled from a
single prior distribution according Eqs. (4) and (6) and a sampled value is applied to
all VOI. Next, the normalization Nj and statistical noise εj are specific to every single
VOI. They are sampled from separate prior distributions, but with the same prior
parameters as in Eqs. (7) and (9). Finally, the main feature of the hierarchical model
is that we can assume that the oPs lifetime and branching ratios are sampled from
a common distribution for multiple VOI. Fig. 2 shows the basic scheme of Bayesian
hierarchical models used in this study. The likelihood remains the same as in Eq. (8),
simply with an additional group (or VOI) index j. However, the prior distribution of
τ
(j)
3 and BR

(j)
c is conditional on a series of hyperparameters, which we denote as φ.

Specifically,

p(τ
(j)
3 |µτ , στ ) ∼ N (µτ , στ ) for all j = 1, . . . , nj ,

p(BR(j)
c |αBR) ∼ Dirichlet(αBR) for all j = 1, . . . , nj ,

(10)
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µτ , στ , αBR

τ
(1)
3 , BR

(1)
c τ

(2)
3 , BR

(2)
c τ

(nj)
3 , BR

(nj)
c

y1 y2 ynj

· · ·

· · ·

}
hyperparameters φ

}
group parameters θj

}
data (TDD/VOI)

Fig. 2: Hierarchical model for the combined analysis of data from different VOI.

and the hyperparameters µτ , στ , and αBR are sampled from the following prior
distributions

µτ ∼ N (1.78 ns, 0.5 ns)
στ ∼ Cauchy+(0, 0.5 ns)
αBR ∼ Dirichlet(0.75, 3.1, 1.15)

(11)

which reflect the priors in Eqs. (4) and (5).
Note that a basic assumption of Bayesian hierarchical models is that different VOI

are exchangeable, i.e. the joint distribution p(θ1 . . . , θnj
) of the group-level parameters

θj is invariant under permutation of the indices j. In our case, exchangeability is
ensured by sampling independently from

p(θ|φ) =

nj∏
j=1

p(θj |φ) . (12)

We allow also for partial exchangeability. In some cases, we have prior knowledge
and we can form subgroups of VOI and each subgroup has its own exchangeable
hierarchical model with a common population distribution. More specifically, let us
assume that the first sj VOI belong to a subgroup, then the permutation invariance
applies to the sets of indices j = 1, . . . , sj and j = sj +1, . . . , nj separately. The joint
posterior distribution for θ and φ is

p(θ, φ|y) ∝ p(θ, φ) · p(y|θ, φ) = p(φ)

nj∏
j=1

p(θj |φ) · p(yj |θj) , (13)

where the priors p(φ) are given in Eq. (11) and the conditional distribution p(θj |φ)
is simply a short-hand notation for the distributions in Eq. (10). Note that p(θ, φ|y)
does not factorize.

In the present study, we construct hierarchical models for VOI of subject S3 con-
taining venous and arterial blood. The working hypothesis is that the lower oxygen
content of venous blood compared to arterial blood is reflected in a through different
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τ , α(hr)

BR
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Fig. 3: Hierarchical models for the comparison of oPs lifetimes in VOI with venous
(blue) or arterial blood (red).

oPs lifetimes. We set up four different hierarchical models, as shown schematically in
Fig. 3. In model m0 the oPs lifetime is sampled from a common distribution for all six
VOI under consideration (aorta, left atrium and ventricle, axillary vein, right atrium
and ventricle). For model m1 we separate two subgroups of three VOI each according
to their blood content. This means that the three oPs lifetimes τ

(a,v)
3 and branching

ratios BR
(a,v)
v of the VOI inside one subgroup are sampled form a common popula-

tion distribution. This population distribution is different for the arterial (index a)
and venous blood (index v) subgroups. Lastly, in model 2 and 3 we combine the heart
chambers and compare them with the axillary vein or aorta. For these two models,
the fit data encompasses only three TDD.

The interesting aspect of this analysis is, of course, to compare the performance of
the different hierarchical models, even if the number of fitting parameters is different.
We evaluate the hierarchical models in Fig. 3 according to their out-of-sample pre-
dictive accuracy while taking into account the uncertainty of its estimate. LOO-CV
in combination with a Pareto smoothed importance sampling is a robust and efficient
approach for estimating the out-of-sample predictive accuracy without refitting the
model (see Ref. [62, 63]).

The basic idea behind LOO-CV is to find an approximation for the the expected
log pointwise predictive density elpd for i = 1, . . . , ñ new data points ỹi given the
data generating model m and the data y. The elpd is

elpd(m|y) =

ñ∑
i=1

∫
dỹi pt(ỹi) · log (pm(ỹi|y)) . (14)

pt(ỹi) is the true distribution for generating new data (and the observed data y as
well) and is therefore unknown. For a hierarchical model m, the posterior predictive
density pm(ỹi|y) for new data is the marginalized distribution

pm(ỹi|y) =
∫

dθ̃ dφ p(ỹi|θ̃) · p(θ̃|y, φ) · p(φ|y) . (15)
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where θ̃ are new group-level parameters for the data ỹ. In the absence of independent
validation data, we can use LOO-CV to estimate elpd

elpdLOO(m|y) =

n∑
i=1

log (pm(yi|y−i)) , (16)

where y−i are all observations in y except yi and predictive density pm(yi|y−i) is
analogous to Eq. (15). The Pareto smoothing importance sampling from Ref. [63]
stabilizes the weights when computing elpdLOO(m|y) and allows for a robust estimate
of the variance.

In order to compare two different models ma and mb from Fig. 3, we can simply
evaluate the sign of the edlp difference

∆elpd(ma,mb|y) = elpdLOO(ma|y)− elpdLOO(mb|y) . (17)

3 Results
First, we present in Fig. 4 the histoimages of all detected 3γE of the three subjects.
For each count in Fig. 4 we are able to determine a time difference between the prompt
and the annihilation photons. The voxel size is chosen according to the CT image, i.e.
0.98× 0.98× 3.0mm for S1, 1.52× 1.52× 3.0mm3 for S2 and 1.52× 1.52× 1.65mm3

for S3. These histoimages resemble typical distribution of the radiopharmaceuticals
administered to the three subjects, i.e. there is a prominent uptake of [68Ga]Ga-DOTA-
TOC in S1’s meningioma and spleen, the clearly visible parotid glands of S2 and
the well perfused heart, kidneys and right veins through with the 82Rb was injected
into S3. This, of course, correlates well with the coincidence PET images shown in
Fig. 1. It is important to note that the histoimages in Fig. 4 contain all 3γE, including
background and random three-photon coincidences. The maximum voxel values in the
histoimages are 476 counts in S1’s meningioma, 1591 counts in S2’ kidneys and 1147
counts in the right median cubital vein of S3.

The main results of this study are the TDDs of selected VOIs that are shown in
Figs. 5, 6 and 7 for the three subjects. The error bars shown in these TDD are the
relative standard deviation of the background regions with ∆t < −2 ns. The noise
level for different organs varies quite a bit. The relative error in the background region
ranges from 0.2% for S2’s liver to 4.6% for S3’s thyroid.

Fig. 8 illustrates the difference of the peak-normalized TDD for selected organs
across the three subjects. While the count statistics for S1 and S2 are much higher
(see the MIP in Fig. 4), the peak signal-to-background ratio (pSBR) is significantly
higher for S3. Despite having low statistical noise, as seen e.g. in the liver of S1 and
S2, the pSBR does not go beyond ≈ 1.3. On the other hand, for S3 we found that
pSBR is consistently above ≈ 3.3 for the VOI under consideration.

From the measured TDD we can determine the oPs lifetime through the Bayesian
fitting procedure described in Sec. 2.3. For the VOI with decent count statistics and
SBR, Tabs. 4, 5 and 6 report the fitted oPs lifetimes and branching ratios of the three
fit components (pPs, direct annihilation and oPs). The HDI are taken at 68%. Note
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S1 [68Ga]Ga-DOTATOC S2 [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617 S3 [82Rb]Cl

Fig. 4: Coronal (top row) and sagittal (bottom row) MIP of the histoimages for the
subjects S1 (left), S2 (center) and S3 (right). These MIP of the histoimages resemble
typical coincidence PET images for these tracers. Note that the histoimages include
all detected 3γE, i.e. also the background events.
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Fig. 5: Measured TDD for selected VOI from subject S1.
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Fig. 6: Measured TDD for selected VOI from subject S2.
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Fig. 7: Measured TDD for selected VOI from subject S3.
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Fig. 8: Comparison of organ TDD from the three subjects.

Table 4: Fit results for selected organs from S1.
VOI τ3 [ns] HDIτ3 [ns] BR1 HDIBR1

BR2 HDIBR2
BR3 HDIBR3

Kidneys 1.65 [1.12, 2.2] 0.08 [0.0, 0.06] 0.71 [0.68, 0.89] 0.21 [0.10, 0.26]
Liver 1.92 [1.52, 2.28] 0.02 [0.0, 0.02] 0.73 [0.71, 0.78] 0.25 [0.22, 0.28]
Lungs 1.98 [1.62, 2.28] 0.07 [0.0, 0.09] 0.66 [0.61, 0.74] 0.28 [0.24, 0.3]
Meningioma 1.58 [1.10, 1.94] 0.06 [0.0, 0.08] 0.67 [0.60, 0.78] 0.27 [0.20, 0.32]
Spleen 2.29 [1.89, 2.66] 0.11 [0.05, 0.16] 0.59 [0.51, 0.68] 0.30 [0.26, 0.34]

that the posterior distribution of τ3 is mostly bell-shaped and it would therefore also
make sense to estimate the posterior variance through the common point estimate.
However, the posterior distributions of BRc are far from being bell-shaped. Estimating
a variance would be meaningless. As expected, the high pSBR leads to considerable
uncertainty on τ3 for S1. While the first moment of τ3’s posterior distribution shifts
compared to the prior in Eq. (4), the HDI is only slightly smaller than the prior’s.
Except for the pancreas, the VOI of S2 give already a reasonable constrain on τ3.
In line with expectations, Tab. 6 shows that S3’s TDD are most constraining on the
posterior distributions of τ3 and BRc.

Fig. 9 depicts the fitted values for τ3 from Tabs. 4, 5 and 6. The error bars are
the 68%HDIτ3 . As a comparison, we added the results for the oPs lifetime of the
glioblastoma and parotid gland from Ref. [30]. For these two data points, the error
bars are the standard deviation from Ref. [30]’s frequentist fit. The fit predictions
are visualized in Fig. 10. For the most interesting VOI we show the measured TDD

16

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted October 22, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.10.19.24315509
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Table 5: Fit results for selected organs from S2.
VOI τ3 [ns] HDIτ3 [ns] BR1 HDIBR1 BR2 HDIBR2 BR3 HDIBR3

Kidneys 1.70 [1.50, 1.86] 0.11 [0.08, 0.13] 0.63 [0.6, 0.66] 0.26 [0.24, 0.28]
Liver 1.46 [1.16, 1.68] 0.04 [0.0, 0.05] 0.7 [0.67, 0.77] 0.26 [0.22, 0.28]
Lungs 1.35 [1.00, 1.57] 0.05 [0.0, 0.06] 0.61 [0.56, 0.72] 0.34 [0.27, 0.38]
Pancreas 1.59 [1.07, 2.06] 0.05 [0.0, 0.06] 0.77 [0.71, 0.88] 0.18 [0.11, 0.24]
Parotid gland 1.49 [1.04, 1.76] 0.18 [0.13, 0.24] 0.52 [0.42, 0.64] 0.30 [0.23, 0.35]
Spleen 1.63 [1.28, 1.89] 0.07 [0.03, 0.1] 0.69 [0.64, 0.76] 0.24 [0.21, 0.27]

Table 6: Fit results for selected organs from S3.
VOI τ3 [ns] HDIτ3 [ns] BR1 HDIBR1

BR2 HDIBR2
BR3 HDIBR3

Aorta 1.60 [1.34, 1.80] 0.02 [0.0, 0.02] 0.67 [0.65, 0.72] 0.31 [0.28, 0.33]
Axillary vein 1.80 [1.66, 1.94] 0.09 [0.08, 0.1] 0.66 [0.64, 0.68] 0.26 [0.24, 0.27]
Kidneys 1.72 [1.55, 1.86] 0.04 [0.02, 0.06] 0.70 [0.68, 0.72] 0.26 [0.25, 0.28]
Liver 1.44 [1.25, 1.58] 0.01 [0.0, 0.01] 0.64 [0.61, 0.68] 0.35 [0.32, 0.38]
Lungs 1.52 [1.32, 1.66] 0.02 [0.0, 0.03] 0.67 [0.65, 0.71] 0.31 [0.28, 0.33]
Spleen 1.66 [1.48, 1.80] 0.03 [0.0, 0.03] 0.69 [0.66, 0.72] 0.29 [0.27, 0.30]
Thyroid 1.83 [1.51, 2.08] 0.04 [0.0, 0.05] 0.69 [0.65, 0.74] 0.28 [0.24, 0.30]
Atrium left 1.50 [1.15, 1.72] 0.02 [0.0, 0.03] 0.71 [0.68, 0.77] 0.26 [0.22, 0.29]
Atrium right 1.76 [1.46, 1.99] 0.01 [0.0, 0.01] 0.72 [0.7, 0.75] 0.27 [0.24, 0.29]
Ventricle left 1.44 [1.22, 1.60] 0.04 [0.02, 0.07] 0.67 [0.63, 0.72] 0.29 [0.26, 0.31]
Ventricle right 1.96 [1.69, 2.18] 0.02 [0.0, 0.02] 0.72 [0.7, 0.75] 0.26 [0.24, 0.28]

Table 7: Fit results for the 82Rb and 124I blood samples. The starred venous blood
sample was measured with [82Rb]Cl.
Sample τ3 [ns] HDIτ3 [ns] BR1 HDIBR1 BR2 HDIBR2 BR2 HDIBR3

Venous* 1.85 [1.79, 1.91] 0.09 [0.08, 0.09] 0.70 [0.69, 0.71] 0.21 [0.21, 0.22]
Venous 1.80 [1.48, 2.04] 0.06 [0.02, 0.08] 0.71 [0.67, 0.76] 0.24 [0.21, 0.26]
Arterial 1.78 [1.71, 1.84] 0.08 [0.07, 0.09] 0.69 [0.68, 0.7] 0.23 [0.22, 0.23]
Water 1.77 [1.74, 1.80] 0.10 [0.09, 0.11] 0.62 [0.62, 0.62] 0.28 [0.28, 0.28]

together with the posterior mean for the three fit components and their sum. Note
that the fit ranges from −1.5 ns to 8 ns. The limit of 6 ns in Fig. 10 is selected purely
for improved visualization.

Fig. 12 shows the picture of the 124I experiment with the coincidence PET and
the 3γE image. The fit results can be found in Tab. 7. The oPs lifetime seems to be
very similar in all three samples. Fig. 12 depicts the posterior mean prediction for
three samples and the measured TDD. The pSBR of the three samples is 37.26 for
the venous blood, 42.98 for the arterial blood and 37.29 for the water sample. This is
almost one order of magnitude more compared to the pSBR from the 68Ga and 82Rb
scans, despite the relatively short scan time of 15min.
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Fig. 9: Visualization of the fitted values of τ3 for the three subjects and comparison
with the oPs lifetime of the glioblastoma and pituitary glands in Ref. [30].
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Fig. 10: TDD and fit prediction (posterior mean) for selected VOI.

The hierarchical models from Fig. 3 are fitted to the aorta, the right axillary vein,
the ventricles and the atria of S3 and we report the results in Tab. 8. The posterior
distribution for στ is strongly skewed and truncated at 0. Therefore, we only quote
the 68% HDI for these hyperparameters.

The 68% HDIµτ of µ
(a,v)
τ of m1 in Tab. 8 overlap slightly, but the expectation

value of the arterial blood VOI µ(a)
τ is almost 0.4 ns lower than for the arterial blood.

If we were to fix both τ1,2 in the hierarchical model fit, the two HDIµτ would not
overlap, i.e. µ(a,v)

τ would tend to lower values and the HDIµτ
would be [1.10, 1.45] ns
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Fig. 11: Picture of the 124I blood samples and water lying on Quadra’s patient bed
(top) together with the MIP of the coincidence PET image (middle) and 3γE his-
toimage (bottom).

and [1.49, 1.81]. the HDI for both µ
(a)
τ and µ

(v)
τ are significantly smaller than the HDI

of the prior distributions in Eq. (11), meaning that the measured TDD are strongly
constraining the hyperparameters. Fig. 13 shows the posterior distribution of the
hyperparameters in the models m0,1. When comparing the elpdLOO of the two models
m0,1, we notice only a slight improvement for m1, i.e. ∆elpd(m0,m1|y) < 0. The
difference is, however, much smaller than the estimated standard error of elpdLOO

quoted in the last column of Tab. 8. When comparing the hyperparameters of model
m2 in Tab. 8, it seems that µ

(ao)
τ approaches higher values (similar to water), while

the left heart chambers seem to drive the oPs lifetime to smaller values. In model m3

however, τ3 in the right axillary vein is in line with the one in the right heart chambers.

4 Discussion
In Ref. [46] we showed that the measurement of oPs lifetime is feasible with Quadra
and that our methodology is able to reproduce well-established results from the litera-
ture. In this study we report three in vivo measurements of oPs lifetime with Quadra.
It is remarkable that the selection of 3γE and the determination the time difference
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Fig. 12: TDD and fit prediction for the three 124I samples.

Table 8: Fit results for the hyperparameters in the hierarchical models from Fig. 3
together with the LOO estimate of elpdLOO and its standard error.
Model µτ [ ns] HDIµτ [ ns] HDIσ BR3 HDIBR3

elpdLOO se(elpdLOO)

m0 1.84 [1.66, 2.0] [0.01, 0.25] 0.33 [0.22, 0.42] -3211.73 36.62
m

(a)
1 1.62 [1.4, 1.84] [0.01, 0.3] 0.32 [0.18, 0.43] -3211.95 36.4

m
(v)
1 2.0 [1.78, 2.21] [0.0, 0.27] 0.3 [0.17, 0.4]

m
(ao)
2 1.75 [1.41, 2.07] [0.0, 0.51] 0.29 [0.1, 0.41] -1556.17 23.1

m
(hl)
2 1.48 [1.2, 1.68] [0.01, 0.33] 0.3 [0.15, 0.42]

m
(av)
3 1.86 [1.59, 2.14] [0.0, 0.47] 0.26 [0.08, 0.35] -1640.49 22.03

m
(hr)
3 1.85 [1.54, 2.13] [0.01, 0.46] 0.31 [0.14, 0.41]
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Fig. 13: Comparison between the sampled posterior distributions of the hyperparam-
eters of the models m0 and m1 (see Fig. 3).

between the prompt and annihilation photon is possible on a commercial medical
device. We hope that our results can brake the ground for further investigations and
developments of PALS in medical applications. A first in vivo oPs lifetime measure-
ment was previously presented in Ref. [30]. However, the scanner use in the mentioned
work is a dedicated prototype scanner with a standard FOV and is not commercially
available. The J-PET measurement is plagued by low count statistics. Simulations in
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Ref. [66] suggested that Quadra’s sensitivity is about 400 times higher than J-PET’s.
Figs. 5, 6 and 7 do not suggest such a large difference between the two scanners, but
there is no denial that Quadra outperforms the current version of the J-PET scanner
with respect to count statistics. Note, however, that the pSBR in Fig. 3 of Ref. [30]
is at least ≈ 9. Likely, this is due to the difference in Quadra’s and J-PET’s detector
materials and energy range as well as in the event selection procedures. The scaling
relation of Quadra’s sensitivity with the axial length of a PET scanner discussed in
Ref. [30] is therefore too optimistic and does not take into account different event selec-
tion procedures. We leave a thorough comparison of the two systems’ performance for
PALS measurements to future studies.

However, also for Quadra and the present study the count statistics of 3γE is the
main issue. As seen in Fig. 8, the pSBR is significantly lower for the 68Ga-based com-
pounds compared to 82Rb and the background noise is typically higher. The lower
prompt photon branching ratio of 68Ga (see Tab. 2) and the longer scan times for S1
and S2 increase random 3γE and therefore the background in the measured TDD. On
the other hand, [82Rb]Cl has only a marginal uptake in any tissue due to the large
decay constant. This means that oPs lifetime in S3 is likely to reflect the properties
of blood and not of the tissue that takes up the tracer. In view of additional diag-
nostic information through PALS measurements, this makes [82Rb]Cl less interesting.
In our opinion, future in vivo PALS studies with Quadra should focus on 124I. The
prompt photon branching ratio is substantially higher compared to 68Ga and 82Rb and
Quadra is able to fully resolve the 124I photopeak at 602.73 keV (see Ref. [46]). From
the clinical perspective, standardized uptake values (SUV) for 124I are typically very
high and it is known that tumor differentiation in thyroid cancer patients depends on
tumor hypoxia (see e.g. Ref. [67]). Being able to measure tumor oxygenation levels
thorough the oPs lifetime could provide an important diagnostic information for thy-
roid cancer patients. Radionuclides like 44Sc, 89Zr or 52m/52gMn have prompt photon
branching ratio around 100% or more. However, it is not clear how much the count
statistics would improve since Quadra is not able to resolve the photopeak for these
radionuclides. Depending on the tracer, count statistics for in vivo PALS measure-
ments might also be plagued by low SUV, as e.g. in the case of immuno-PET with
89Zr.

The fitting function in Eq. (3) inherently induces strong correlations, in particular
among the Gaussian parameters σ and ∆ as well as among each τi and the correspond-
ing BRc (see the pair plot in Fig. 15 of Ref. [46]). Having a low noise and background
level is therefore crucial for disentangling these correlations and to limit the uncertain-
ties in the marginalized posterior distributions. As should be clear from the discussion
in Sec. 2.3, we take a rather conservative approach to the TDD fitting procedure.
From the parameters in Eq. (3), we only fix the TDD’s background b. Through our
event selection procedure, the TDD contains random 3γE with negative time differ-
ences. As shown in Ref. [46] with 18F measurements, the crystal distance threshold in
the event selection gives a flat background throughout positive and negative time dif-
ferences. We are therefore confident that estimating b from events with negative time
differences yields an accurate estimate. Note that allowing for b to be a fit parameter
would introduce a strong correlation with τ3 since oPs is dominant in tail region of
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the TDD (starting at around 2 ns). For the background estimation, Ref. [30] takes a
similar approach. The priors on τ1,2 in Eq. (4) are quite narrow, reflecting our strong
prior knowledge on these times and their independence from the surrounding mate-
rial. Despite this strong prior we allow for a variation of τ1,2 and keep from fixing
these values. As shown e.g. in Refs. [54, 68] measurements of τ1,2 do show some vari-
ation across different measurements. The rather uninformative prior on τ3 expresses
our lack of prior knowledge about oPs lifetimes in tissue. The same applies to the pri-
ors on BRc. Also the 50% error on Quadra’s timing resolution parameter σ in Eq. (6)
is conservative. Note that the noise does not really follow a Poisson distribution. A
quick check with a quantile-quantile plot reveals that for all VOI the background noise
is mostly normal distributed. The choice of likelihood in Eq. 8 is therefore justified.

Other research groups have made approximations to reduce the uncertainty on τ3
if the TDD’s count statistics is low. In Ref. [55] the J-PET collaboration fixes the
pPs lifetime τ1 and direct annihilation time τ2. Ref. [44] relies on a two-component
model, i.e. one short- and one long-lived. The lifetime of the long-lived component is
then quoted as the oPs lifetime. The authors of Ref. [30] go even further by fixing
the branching ratios of a two-component model, effectively leaving only τ3 and a scale
parameter as a free parameters. In our view, these approaches limit the interpretability
of the longer lived component as being oPs in a physical sense and may limit the
possibility to compare with in vitro PALS measurements. When comparing the fitted
oPs lifetimes from J-PET with our HDIτ3 in Fig. 9, it is important to consider the
differences in event selection and fitting methodologies.

We refrain from determining τ3 at the voxel level for the three subjects in our study.
Such a Ps lifetime image is not feasible with the current level of count statistics, with
our fitting methodology and a reasonably small voxel size. For S3, with a clinically
irrelevant voxel size of 34.8 × 34.9 × 22.1,mm3, the TDD pSBR exceeds ≈ 3 and
background noise drops below 6%, but only for voxels above the 95% quantile in
accumulated 3γE. The authors of Ref. [55] showed that the modular J-PET detector
is capable of collecting enough statistics for Ps lifetime imaging in tissue samples using
a 22Na source, though with a relatively large voxel size of 2× 2× 2 cm3.

In general, the oPs lifetimes shown in Tabs. 4, 5 and 6 are of the same order of
magnitude as in water. At 37◦ water temperature, Ref. [54] reports τ3 ≈ 1.78 ns,
but there are also slightly higher values reported in the literature (see e.g. Ref. [69]).
We refer the reader to Ref. [11] for a discussion on the difficulty to interpret the
temperature dependence of oPs lifetimes. This makes the comparison of ex vivo and
in vivo PALS measurements challenging, in particular if the precision in the latter
will improve in the future. In general, it is fair to say that at this point we lack an
interpretation for the fitted τ3 values. Only future large scale in vitro, preclinical and
clinical PALS measurements will eventually allow for a rigorous interpretation of τ3 as
a biomarker. In this vein, our study is merely showing what commercial PET systems
are capable of and what the current challenges for in vivo PALS measurements are.

The HDIτ3 in Tabs. 4, 5 and 6 are consistently smaller the width of τ3’s prior
distribution. This means that the data is constraining the posterior distribution and
can therefore provide a gain in information. From Figs. 5, 6 and 7 it is clear that the
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oPs contribution becomes dominant only for time differences & 2 ns. This is merely
the consequence of the orders of magnitude of τi and BRc.

The τ3 values of S1 in Tab. 4 are plagued by a rather large HDIτ3 . This is a conse-
quence of the low pSBR. The most interesting VOI of S1 is certainly the meningioma.
A Gd-enhanced MR scan prior to the PET scan showed a good perfusion of the menin-
gioma and also the coincidence PET image does not show any larger areas without
uptake. A τ3-increasing hypoxia is therefore not to be expected which corroborates,
well with the lower expectation value oPs lifetime in Tab. 4.

It seems that for S1 the spleen tends to higher oPs liftimes. This is somewhat in
contrast to the value measured in S2’s spleen in Tab. 5. Also in the lungs we find a
mild discrepancy when comparing S1 with S2: while S2 seems to favor shorter τ3, S1
shows a longer oPs lifetime. Given the large uncertainties and the multiple different
structures in a lung, we refrain from over interpreting this difference.

The increased count statistics for S2 compared to S1 translate into smaller HDτ3 .
We were able to improve S2’s count statistics through the increased singles scan time
and different tracer kinetics (e.g. [68Ga]Ga-PSMA-617 is taken up in the kidneys while
[68Ga]Ga-DOTA-TOC is merely excreted through the kidneys).

Since [82Rb]Cl is a perfusion tracer, we expect the oPs lifetimes listed in Tab. 6 to
be mostly driven by the molecular structure of the blood’s constituents. The meta-
analysis in Ref. [70] found an average difference of 4.92± 0.61 kPa in partial pressure
of oxygen Pa,vO2 between venous and arterial blood. In conjunction with the results
of Ref. [23], there is the potential to measure the Pa,vO2 through oPs lifetime mea-
sured in S3. Considering the VOI in Tab. 6 that contain arterial or venous blood,
the expectation values for τ3 seem to be consistently lower for arterial blood. How-
ever, the HDIτ3 of the left and right heart chambers overlap, making these differences
non-significant. We tried to see if the effect in the left and right heart chambers is
reproducible in arterial and venous blood samples from S3. As shown in Tab. 7, we
are not able to find a significant difference in oPs lifetime in the two blood types.
Two venous blood samples are consistent, despite the different additional volumes
from the radioactive source and the different time between sampling and singles mode
scan. The oPs lifetime in the arterial blood sample is unexpectedly high. We believe,
however, that this result is strongly affected by the sample preparation. As shown
e.g. in Ref. [71] PaO2 can change by more than 10% within 15min after taking the
sample. In our case the sample preparation took about 25min and the singles mode
scan lasted for additional 15min. We should therefore not expect PaO2 in the arterial
blood sample to be comparable with PaO2 in S3’s left heart chambers and aorta.

Given the Bayesian framework we are using, it is easy to go beyond a mere com-
parison of single VOI fit values to investigate the oPs lifetime in the heart chambers
of S3. In fact, we believe that hierarchical models are one of the most effective ways
to approach grouping data from different entities. As was the case for the single VOI
fits in Tab. 6, the hyperparameters’ HDIµτ of the posterior distributions are smaller
compared to the priors. However, HDIµτ in Tab. 8 is comparable to HDIτ3 in Tab. 6.
This could be interpreted in two ways: on one hand, the two-level hierarchical model
is too complex for the information can be gained from the grouping of VOI. On the
other hand, it is remarkable that we are able to actually constrain µ

(a)
τ and µ

(v)
τ in m1.
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The two models m0 and m1 only marginally differ in their elpd and therefore perform
very similarly on the data we have at our disposal. At this point we have to conclude
that we are not sensitive enough to correlate oxygenation levels in arterial and venous
blood with oPs lifetimes. Even fixing some of the fit parameters does not significantly
improve the difference of µ(a)

τ and µ
(v)
τ . Adapting an approach to the τ3 fitting in S3

that is more in line with Refs. [30, 55] might allow for a stronger statement. We leave
this question open for future studies to answer.

5 Conclusions
In this study, we demonstrated the feasibility of performing in vivo oPs lifetime
measurements using a commercial LAFOV PET/CT. With [82Rb]Cl, organ-level
oPs lifetime can be determined with reasonable statistical uncertainty, though SBR
remains a challenge, particularly for 68Ga and voxel-level τ3 measurements. We hope
that our findings pave the way for new applications in nuclear medicine and help
encourage further human studies on a larger scale.
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