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MBIR 75 TIZ ASIRIEL YD 63%REAKI L TH, /A XD M2 O
HIZRB W TR AR WIEE BRI M CT B 25 o7, £z, AR 4 mm UL
DIREREA ORI TIE, BEEZE LR Z L 72< ASIR 15X D #RIBKHEA
T X 7273, blotchy pixelated appearance & R XL HBHD L 9 2Bt fUROT —F 7 7
7 FREMSTEY, ZHUTERT 5 & B 2 B E 78— EEL & AVEE S E
ThHDEBZLNIZ, IRUIRTOFETIL, ZENIHWDNT A =X OENZE(LL T
L2 EITHBTOREND D EER BN, MBIREZ WD &I HMEE & A%
DENHFET, HOFREDZM AR TED CT HBEE LI, BRI EO & &

FIZBTLAMMEEIRENEER BN,
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FRhREIT, AR 2 & OISR T D M DEW 2 B [E L 7o ~ Dt
MOLBOEIETH D, KEIZEIT 2 EHRMEROHERB 2 BT <, EADEFREEIC
£ 2 HETEAERE SR B, 1980 4= 5 2006 AEIZHMT T 0.53 mSv 225 3.0mSv & K
6 fFICHIML TWD [1], g A LS Fids & L CILHHI S EX° computed tomography
CNHaERET LN, CTICLVELNDIERITHFMEEL DL, —FD
CT MiA T4 % 1980 A1 IX 4R 300 54T o 7243 2006 A-EIZ LA 6200 J7 FIZ &
THEMLTWD [2], CT TR IR D M TR LV 2| BL LD FEME
(IME A T = (R f g+ ) PIE A G HZ S £ 24 0.1 mSv, 0.7mSv Th %
DIk LT, M CT 8% CT TIEZNZF4 7mSv, 8mSv TH D [3], Z D=,
2006 FI2H VT, CT DS ERMEIR O K KO RN (G E 147 mSv) THh - 7= [1], F
o, MEEREE CT T K 28038 CT IC K 24RO 00 & 5o TR v [1], kR~
ERDHLETE, FICEEES CT PRERMEL EDTNDEEZEALND, HKERITHK
HHFRBEORENH Y [4], GHANICERTE DRVIEVWEREE LN EEZ LR
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CTIZBITDHREOLIITEBMICKE S LELAINDD, EEEMICEBREZET S
oL, WEOETZHNTLEY, BEOKTZE I RNE DI L b liEs
RIS E D 1o OIThR2 I B3 0 %, isg DB ISR 2B & LT, BE)
X BRIEH SIS 2355 1T B [6-9], &4 CT BRI W THIARETH D, BIE %

BJ— L3 7D BE L 72 HREITIERDO RO L » TR L, ZOHETIE, K

N

PR OFNIIRE T HALE D OWEE(A S 7 ME#E)Z o LT, BEMICEEREZE
(LEEDHZ ENARET, WIRAIK T2 2N TE 5, — )7, EEEHEROEREIZE

T D PIRRIROFAT & LT, R BRI UEG R RIENER 2RO T 5,

CT DR & [ (5 15k D JRFE

Z 2T, CT O#RECHG FHE R OJFEIC O W T L=V, CTIZBRBECIE T v
MU EEENLRS>TWD, H o MY OWNERIZITEER & Mg 8392 K 9 2R
SN TWD, IR O dRh 7 I E DR HER 23 B8 S 41 5 multidetector CT

NI TH 5, |EITHT Y | BRSO X BMNREELEAD LOBRZEITB T
DRI S Au, i L 7e X BRSR AR~ L BET 5, CT TIEER & MRS EF O
D EEHRT D2 ETEFANLDORET —2 &8T5, 2B, KOREIZENT
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Do MHARTHONIZZ H NG ORET — & %70l MEOBIAL T EDRREE X #
PRI ST FHRAZ T2 2 L THERR ZG TR D . Z O ER AR & 0T
ATND, 7238, RDOBFALO X RN OREZEBR & L TR RS DHICH- T,
X BRI DOFESE & 7K % 0, 2854 -1000 & U CHIXIIC RIS 2 CT i & MFEEh 5 N
ZAWTWD, BEERERICIT, WREESCERITEIE L W Te TERN S D,

PERIE N BT E TV 5 g FH#ERLE T o % filtered back projection (FBP)
I IR IR D W BT 72 7R Td Do FENTEC AREIBAL T OWRINE % 3R
HIoDIC, BROKRE SEPNEMELZY  HFHN D X BOWPEMIZITIES S X
IR EARE L7204 570 ERk & AR 20T D, Fio, B2y 217
5 EEBIZATEZAETTLE D ZENMBITEI Y FBP U5 CIEHGHAHARC M 722 & 3F
ikt RIS Uo7 4 V2 — (B 2 VW T o eg 7 — 2 2 ELZ b
T, WHRETHZLICEVEBREZETND,

— 7. BUGEEIE G FERERE T, K LICRTE IS, HEEEXE LRRS,

BOEGE~LIESIT TV HFIETH S [10],
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(@), 2 ZEHIMEG A~ & KBS TH- 72 mifg 2 15 2 (©), ;@ﬁtﬁﬁﬁéﬁf
JIE % 52 L(@) KEORE T — 4 L BERR L(®). S bICHZREBZ155(©),
DT AEKE L. BEOBEHE~LETSIT T

BB FERIEIZ IV TR, FBPIATIZBE T2 Z D TE o Tokka 7o
TN aEBRIZANT, EREZBERTD I ENTE D,

Adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction (ASIR){£(GE Healthcare, Waukesha, WI,
USA) T, MHIZRICT v & LZREERSITA - TL 2T ORMEHRI 25 S E (HatH)
J A RETIVRMFSIFREEZBE L T\ D, MBS 2 LGN BT —

BT ONTOMEIRIEELENRELRSoTLLDHDT, TNOLDET N EZES



HZ kD A KERERITREWE &D, £, ASIR I hybrid iterative
reconstruction ®—->T.FBPE# L DT L K& 95 Z & THRENZRER EZE T\ D,
JEFAR IR BEIRIC BT 5 ASIRIEDERBIOBE TIE, WEOF LWVETZ2S24 2L
72< 25~41% R E AT 2 2 LN AREL WA S Tn D [11-14],

TR H ATHE & 72 - 7= model-based iterative reconstruction (MBIR)¥%: (GE
Healthcare)(Z. pure iterative reconstuction <> full iterative reconstruction 73 & & Fr X4 5 &
AT FAERGED—> T, FBPEfR & D7 L2 RiF THT, ASIRIEX Y b8
TIEME R BB FMERIETH D [15,16], ZD7=®H, MBIRIEIZH W TIX, FBPIETH
WHENTWD K5 A BB & W O S FEAE L 722V, MBIRIETIE, ASIRIET
HHEE SN TWIZHETFRY ) A ZE T VRS FHIREE (TN 2 T, FBP ¥ TIREERR /)N
EREINTND, XBEROEROKRE S0, ML LI A ALBRRE LW -o
T2V AT DX 2) 2 B L CHG A AT 2 2 & T/ A ARSI A T,
ZEMISrRRE B IR B 5 & STV D [17, 18], #RMEIRAEIC DWW TR, 77 v b A%
VT ENZ K D LR X0 b 67~86% M B 2K T E[17] | ASIR 7 & bl L Cifi

BaEER D Z MR SR A TE 20 TIZR2W IS T s,
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X2 AT AEFETIL
MBIR £ TlX., EEFE OWBRIZB W T, RV A APz DO B A X2 &
EWVDTE VAT ANFEEEE L TND

BERBIZ 5517 5 MBIR JEDEF#R

i CT 1B W TIEL, MBIREZ WS & ASIR L LV HRWERE T / A XX streak
artifact O/ V72 WEE 25 B 5 28, —J5 T, blotchy pixelated appearance & 2R S5
BHDE O RBERIROT —F 777 RBRRONDL EHEIN TS [19], 2D X H 7%
T—F 777 MIRGNLbOD, MiFEEi oML FSICR o E E T, EOE
0.2mSv FREIZE TR TE 2 L |MEI N TV 5D [20, 21],

TR E L GUMMB K G % 5 D 2 i & 1382 0 | IEE R XGRS

£ BZHEOTEY , JE & RARICHRER 2B T X 202 0T, Bl@metd 2 %3
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WEEZD ETHORERMEZ EDDLDT, TOFRITRI,
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BT CT IZEB W T, MBIR 5% W26 O &I O AIEEMEIZ DUV, ASIR 1

EHEMFT o2 LR HE L,
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Z OWFZEITHT S BIRMIETH 0 | MEIE B OKRREELER S  3413) 25T, X

FHPOE@ICLDREERE ETITo 7,

e
1 NOFEHREHEK.Y., B2 BT 2 )73, BURBEIEHR S 27 2% VT,
H—ORiiRIZIBW T, dR e BFEHmE LT,

XL LI DITER OBILA 72, BHEEENH D . ERARIEREDR H
%73 EOPH CIEER TOMBHE CT 2 TE STV 5%, 50 Ll b, Frgmic
TEINTWS CTRETH D,

LAIT O BF IS Ule - IFEhAIRZERRAN & M4 T S Au7o B3 5 N H il % o FR
F o RIERE/IDRWESE iR Z A TN D H D WIFR L TV % B3 ; 10 BOFRE O
BUEDOFRIZHER 72\, LR TRWESE W ERES ETE 2 0nWEE &
EIN A A WATRY & 2N

RBERFIZIZLUL T ORE LG R ESECRDICHIA LEmIC L DREEZSETZ

\\}ﬂ;

FEHRE CT, [KHRE CT, BIEHECT & 3T TIREZITY 2 & ; 3 DR

B

DEFHPER EITE T OZIEICHOV LN TWABREZB LW L B2REECT O

{5 % FBP {53 & O A RBIHE A ik 2 O Tl 2 A R % 2335 T O E K



THZELLTLEI WML H D Z L,

2011 %10 7225 12 H O T, Hiid 5 94 AOEEBENFRE S iz, 7 A
POIIARIRICSINT 5 Z L ~DRIEZHR LN o7, BIRTDHE T U F AT
B/ T2 6 NDEE OB 2 FERIEHE O FARTE B D 7o O VN BB 7 it
DB LT, FERE LT, 81 AOBFE (R 69.719.0 5%, 5 54 N4 27 A,
{REE 61.612.3 KQ) N ABFIEDFRNT RIS & 72 o 7=, CT s B IE, BEVEIEE OFE (49
N). BEESRENRIE OFHI(10 N), FREFREA OO A). MROHEKEZR@E AN), 1ifmfE
DJFRFRFR Q2 N). I EERE OFER2 AN). IRERAEDOHMm2 N). MmO KRR

KA N, HE~V=T OFHE A), EEECT b o V&G OFHE(L N) TH -7z,

CT DR
S PRARE CT. KHRE CT. BEMRE CT % 64 %I multidetector CT (Discovery CT 750 HD;

GE Healthcare, Wauckesha, WI, USA)Z i CT~U B0 — RIZ T, BEIIW ER% B
TEMZOARIE T LTz, SR DOFMFITEBEMEZRNT,. A5 L) IThE LT,
BRI HOE 1RO BEIEDZITV, FHRE OMIRITER/EA0 FRE)E Lz,

(W RT A =21%, BERzRE AR TEme L, R1LITRTEEZ AV,
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K1 RN TA—H
R/ NT A—FOFEE A

EEE 120 kVp
N B LE yF 1.375:1
77 RV [R5 0.4 b
T 1 i 360 mm({AFE IR U TA )
iR HH AR K 0.625 mm X 64
BB DRE

BB OWTIL, BB X SRR EF%H Auto mA (GE Healthcare) z iV CHiRse 217
o7, AL 2 ) A4 AOFEETH 5 noise index DFREICHT=->Tix, LLFDOHEE
B L7z, ZH#E CT, [KfE CT, B{EHE CT OB OMEN, LW\ TEH
AL T D EEZRE SHEM LWL D ICERE Lz, SRR E CT 0BG ZH
REZRESHERDRNS D L7225 X 5 FFHERE CT D 70-15% REDMREL 25 KD
WICRETHZ L& L, £z, LIETO 7 7 > F AIZBIT 5 MBIR £[17] <0, IEHEIZ

75 ASIR ¥ [11-14]D#HAEFIZ L B & FBP 5 & LR TENENH 25%(14-33%). K
70%(59-75%) DR & L~ LT F THIREIA FTRE & ST b, MBIR & & ASIR £
DPIRIRIRAE & Pl 3 5 72 & | EAKNHR 2 CT OISR EMEHR 2 CT D 35-40%F2JE &
B EINT LT, /A XD EBEOFHFBP ST 25 Z LR —KIZHMBNATED

RO BAERE A ER T A 7912, noise index I ES 123, K ES 246, B

ll

R84 406 ITRE LT,

11



HEIRIR 4 D7

R FEOME L AR — MZ, CT dose index volume (CTDI vol) & Dose-length product (DLP)
MR S %, CTDI vol [F—[RIEARF O A4 2K I K% T DLP I3 z Hil /7 [/ O 1 2 #i

LR L7 EZ2 RTEETH L, ZN0DEL SRR - KR E - BIKREDO AR
AT OWTRIER LT,

Fio. AN T MRIZBW THFIE T R L~ nic B 1T DR o &l a2 e
L 72, AAPM Report 204 (https://www.aapm.org/pubs/reports/RPT_204.pdf) (Z7EVy, CTDI
vol (Z AR (REEE & BT B D NIt U 7= conversion factor 23 U5 Z & T, A% 5
L 7= BB B D4R EE L 72 % size specific dose estimate (SSDE) & i L 7=,

S B2, AAPM Report 96 (https://www.aapm.org/pubs/reports/RPT_96.pdf) (Z7¢

VN, DLP (2 0.015 mSv-mGy'-cm™® 2% U5 Z & THEOMEELF L L1,

13 P71k
EfRIZA T A AJE 0.625 mm Ol % TH#ERL L. averaging {512 KV 2.5 mm JE D
AW b ERC L 72,

SR CT 7> 513 FBP ¥E(R-FBP) Dl 4 Fiti ik L, #3842 BWraE Tl

W

7= & O reference standard & L CH =, FHlixIGE & L CEAKERE CT 7> 5 MBIR

%(UL-MBIR) & ASIR 75(UL-ASIR), 1K#1E: CT 75 ASIR {£(L-ASIR) T4 & Fi Ak
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L7-, FBPE L ASIR EEDOFHERIZ & 7= - Tl standard BI%c % AV, ASIRED T L

v RRIZEHR THLHWLN TS X H1250%% v [11, 22],

JEZHIZEM

TR ELE 1 4 (KY)2S, Wi~ %E® Centricity RA 1000 (GE Healthcare) & Fu T,
BRI 2O LM O 1 - 15 em OBLEIk AR ET 5 2 & T, B2k
HE & BN ) A ZADOWE ZAT 2Tz, 703, EEAFHMIE 0.625 mm JEDHE{5 2T
1To72,

FFlgIZ R BRRIF O AT 2 R T 272 DIZIFH—D AT A ATHGTH D &
DH|ENDH Y [23]. ZHUT/2 S o> TR L~ L DR T A 2B WNT, T -
B IEMAES « HEEE R D 3 23T B LRI A RE Lo, £z, Pl i R iZ ks
N RBBREARIES « R D 2 2T B Ot 2 i E Lz, JIE S 4v7z CT il 2 ATl 3
DT, g 2 22T T L, £ CT[L]. CT[S]& L7z, %7z, CT[L]& CT[S]D
e B U 7= (CT[L/S]=CT[L)/CT[S]).

KB ) A ZOREIL, EEEIZB W TEEINR I L~ L D IEE REIR, &
MBI IV T — R AL L~ v 45 i 5 (B DRI & 3E L7z, D EI
CTEDIE DS > & Z M35 standard deviation (SD)& %#H) ) 4 XL L Citdk L7,

Fio, BODEOREIZH o> TE, LT & 5 Ieffis 2l 5 X ol Lz :
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R DI 7y (I BN R 22 T D 72 6D), B B2 KAk, RVMIRE Ha (et
BWTC), F7o. BHHWAEGH T, BEOHEBROMESLRKE SHIZEFRTCL2RD X9

WZHECE L7,

JELERIZFA

JESRFHE 2 4 (0.8, & LM, ERZEEERER T T 18 42 & 6 4F) D IEH 28 1
REDFHN & EMERY B E RN 21T - 72, FEMIXER 2R <2 E EV Insite (PSP Corporation,
Tokyo, Japan) & HW T, 2 ADIMSZIZ T o 72, £9. 7o X AT®EAL 18 HitE v b
(6 A\ X3 HHH) TRHE GBS 7RIS, AeHili 21T~ 72, #if4id 243 gt >~ (81
JEGI X3 FAH) 2 7 > & KCEAHI LT BA T s & OV AR A IS D W TR
BIARETRAE TR Lz, EPERRHIIC BV Tix, 0,625 mm JEOM & | M2
JELT25mm OEB SR TE52 L L Lie, £/o, BBIET 74V FTIEY 1~
K 71§ 290 Hounsfield unit (HU), © 4> Ko LUL 45 HU THE/R L, FFITEEEE
TELbDE LT,

SRR OW T, R, Benikib, REM A ZaHi R e L,
REER L O IKAL O A TR EAE HAL TR L7z, JREE AT O A TR A AL CREAf
ATV IWED R ON DG A T A A5z ik LT, MEHADA TR 2 1RT
£ 912 5 BB TR L 72,

EVEREE X, B8R A X, 7T —F 7 7 7 FAEEE L~k T D
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streak artifact, ATfEsE

F1F 5 blotchy pixelated appearance), AR CIRE

WIRFAPE(ER O 24 % EC) &, £ 21T RE TRl 217 - 72,

*2 EVERRHEOIE & R

Ot 7

ST A H R

Jri 25 I TE AR H B 5= JRAMEEDH Y
4= WEMEBETLHD
3= WAMEE DA XD 6720
2= WAEMEGELE LW
1= JREMEE R

FHE A4 X 5= /R
4= )LD BT
3= VI

= F¥ XY HI D
= PFETERN
7T—F 777 b = 720, /R
= .mb%ﬁbaﬁ (I L 72
= ZWnZ BT 5%

HEAE O HY 4= L/EP/HBHB@@ 3 fEfk & b BT EE
3= L/ FERARAE O 2 fEIE A BB AT RE
2= F/HFERARAE 0 1 BHI & BB AT BE
1= B/ FESIRAE DWW 3 b BB R AT RE

JRAE D 4= RR|\ZO7 0 BIR
3 = HHEE TR
2 = HRHZE OMIC RPN H v
1= 2RICh- Y RBR

WA 4= EERIIHFRTED
3= FRTED
2= [RONTRUDHBFFAETE D
1= FETERN
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Pl
— %1% JMP 11.0.0(SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA) & N CREMT 21T - 7=, et N JE D

FERITONTIE, P AR = TRidl L7,

NENART DWW B 23T A — (25T it Bland-Altman &4 [24] (2
WT, R-FBP Z VI | B HEMIE T EDREDERN S LD EH HDOTRETH
% bias 0, EOREDIZL X NH DD EFRTRETH S limit of agreement (LOA)
ZRH U7z, Bias [EABHRAEIEICIIT /37 A —% & R-FBP IZ81T 2 EDED
WA & H T & T, LOA ITEDIEHERAZIZ 196 22k U5 Z & TR,

FEMIF OZ KL, BERTHHVWLN TV DLRZEETH S CT[L] <48 HU &
CT[L/S] < 1.1 % R-FBP ¥ L O g A RGE I Z#E H L 72 [25, 26), K 2WiEICB W T
R-FBP O 4% reference standard & L C, FEECRAE, IER2REZR ML, Wi HHE
%M (UL-MBIR vs L-ASIR, UL-MBIR vs UL-ASIR) C Mc Nemar’s test (2 X 0 [l 217
-7,

FEEIRZE OB DWW TR, oD 2 AN DOBUFFREE (MK [ 2 B R BRAE
B 4F]E KY)D R-FBP O EER 2 ADOFHNF(J.S. & LM)DFERE S ML 7203 & [Ef#
VR L7z, MIER X OWAIKILIC OV TIRERER— X TRECRRE, T%t,
REFEAIZDOWTIIIRNER—ATEELZR M Lz, BHCHz>TL, FHE5 & 4 %

PE. FFAf 3~1 2t & Uiz, AaHlid (CB VT, Wil i aiARE (UL-MBIR vs

16



L-ASIR, UL-MBIR vs UL-ASIR) T, Z#15 OfER % Mc Nemar’s test (Z L Y ik &2 1T -
7,

o, KA ISR T, R L FEAIRKIEORHREIC OV TIEBEEN—AT
ROCKIT (The University of Chicago, Chicago, IL, USA)% F\ T receiver operating
characteristic (ROC)f##T(Z & ¥ area under the curve (AUC) D LLEZETAf % . FRAE #5 A Ok
HBEIZ DWW TR A~ — % T JAFROC version 4.0 software
(http://www.devchakraborty.com) %z VT jackknife alternative free-response receiver
operating characteristic (JAFROC)f#E#T(Z & v figure of merit (FOM)(ROC fi##r T AUC
(ZHH ) D LRI 21T - 72,

TE BB M2 DV Cik, Student’s paired t-test B 152 PR P VS ]
(UL-MBIR vs L-ASIR, UL-MBIR vs UL-ASIR) CD tbi 247> 7=,

TEME R EE SISV T, sign test | T4 P A A AT (UL-MBIR vs
L-ASIR, UL-MBIR vs UL-ASIR) TP Lt 21T > 7=,
TE M B 1) 2L ARG o0 BEA/ 2 [ 0> — £ % Cohen’s weighted kappa analyses (2 & ¥
S L7, Zed. —EE X 0-0.20 % poor, 0.21 —0.40 % fair, 0.41 — 0.60 % moderate.
0.61 -0.80 % good, 0.81 -1.00 % excellent & L 7z,
ZREM(UL-MBIR vs L-ASIR, UL-MBIR vs UL-ASIR) TD Ll 21T - 7272

Bonferroni #5(2 X 0 p<0.025 (= 0.05/2) % 42 KHEL L,
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S
JE AR O 2 k& CT #R & CTUBIE#R & CT O EITR 3ITRTEY Tholz,
72k, IR LU BT DR ORI L ORI RITENZE1 319133 ¢cm, 25.1

+33cm TH-o7-,

23 KR OUGE R

ZHMECT (KBECT #IEHECT

CTDIvol (mGy) 8.1+2.9 1.9+0.6 0.7+0.2
SSDE (mGy) 10.3+2.7 25+0.5 0.9+0.2
DLP (mGy-cm) 413.0+167.8 97.3+339  36.1+128
FhRRE (mSv) 6.2+2.5 1.5+0.5 0.5+0.2

CTDIvol, computed tomography dose index volume;
SSDE, size specific dose estimate;
DLP, dose-length product

AR B CT & e CEBIKHRE CT ¢ SSDE 35 L MR EIX WV I 1 b 63% KMl T

STz, BIRHRE CT &~ ClBIKRRE CT @ SSDE £ X O EIT VT 1 h 91%1K
VMETH o7z, 3BT O FEREDEFH T2 & REORE)NTKTT 5 S MR
& CT, [K# & CT, MK E CT 0 EDOFEIGIL, £ 21 685%. 25.3%. 6.2%

Thotl-, F-. BIEHECT OEDHEIT05mSY Tho7-,
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JEWHTZ B

REWGIF DRI WS 37 A —%TH 5, CT[L] & CT[L/S]? Bland-Altman fi##T D&

R3 LU Bland-Altman plot 3 4 35 X TVX 3 - 4 127”7,

4 JNRMIRFZWr T A —Z |25\ T ® Bland-Altman fE4T
UL-MBIR vs R-FBP L-ASIR vs R-FBP UL-ASIR vs R-FBP

CT[L]
Bias -3.3(-3.9--2.7) -05(-1.1-0.1) 0.6 (-0.1-1.3)
ILOA -8.6(-9.6--7.5) -5.6 (-6.6 — -4.6) -5.5 (-6.7 —-4.4)
uLOA 2.0(1.0-3.0) 4.6 (3.6 -5.5) 6.7 (5.6 - 7.9)
CT[L/S]
Bias 0.03 (-0.02 - 0.08) -0.04 (-0.07 —-0.02) -0.05 (-0.09 - -0.02)
ILOA -0.42(-0.51--0.34) -0.30 (-0.34 — -0.25) -0.38 (-0.44 —-0.32)
uLOA 0.49 (0.40 - 0.57) 0.21 (0.16 — 0.26) 0.27 (0.21 - 0.34)
ILOA, lower limit of agreement; uLOA, upper limit of agreement
FEIN 1L 95% 15 #E X [
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UL-MBIR X° UL-ASIR TIZ R-FBP 5D CTEDIEH & = k&<, £,
UL-MBIR TIZIEFIUVEZ = eSS A BTz,
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CT[L]i% R-FBP & kit L T UL-MBIR <° L-ASIR TR < 22 2 mI, £/,
UL-ASIR Tix@< 72 2 mA A 547z, UL-MBIR IZ351F % Bias (%-3.3 HU & A &EhiE
MPRPLRKEL, L OREFITR-FBP LV HIRVME L 72 572,

CT[L/S]iZ UL-MBIR I[ZBWT, I THEL =T DIEBID 20l ~T, 728,
Z S DOREFNC I B CT[LS](=CT[LY/CT[S])I% 1 %1 H % 1.56 (= 65.3 HU/41.8 HU,
R-FBP), 2.81 (= 63.7 HU/22.7 HU,UL-MBIR), 2 #i| H (X 5)i% 1.62 (= 65.2 HU/40.3 HU,
R-FBP). 2.69 (= 56.0 HU/20.8 HU, UL-MBIR) T& -~ 7=, il CT A UL-MBIR TK

EARTLTWD Z &N CTIWS] T TFAVEZ R T IREIZ R > T b & B 2 bz,
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1 A124.4 mm* Average 349 SD 58.0 Max Soﬁlm -102 24.4 mm* Average 29.5 SD 100.7 Max}?’?’/l‘v‘lm =247

5 MsRIUE T T AIVEE & L7e—f3

62 k. ANEE 93 kg D BEDOEALET CT i,

(/£ E) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ T) UL-ASIR,
FRFM TN T NG U 4 > R UHE 300HU, 7 1> K7 L~ 35 HU,
PEERE RN 3% & L 7= ROl @ CT fiI% R-FBP TI% 30.2HU TH D DIz%f L., UL-MBIR
TlX 14.6 HU, L-ASIR TIiZ 349 HU, UL-ASIR TIiZ295HU LEHIS TV 5,
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CT[L] <48 HU % R-FBP (Zi#H L7z & Z A, 9 ADHEMIF., 72 AR IER TH

572, R-FBP 23 % CT[LID i IEE 6 (273580 Th-7-,

70

60

50

40

CT[L] (HU)

30

20

10

i
e

LR

% 6 R-FBP Z351F 2% CT[L]D %y
FRITZWEORECTH 5. 48 HU Zord,
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CT[L] <48 HU Z EMifT & T 2 ZWHEDBWIEEITE S IR T L O R & 7e o

—o

#5 KWEGEERERIEICEIT D CT[L]<48HU OZIHE

([N L (P )
UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR UL-MBIR vs
vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR
W 1.00 (9/9)  0.67(6/9)  0.67 (6/9) 0.083 0.083
FRELEE 093 (67/72) 0.94 (68/72) 0.9 (71/72) 0.564 0.046
T35 092(76/81) 0.89 (74/81)  0.93 (77/81) 0.414 0.705
SR FRELE . BRI, B2WriE4 R-FBP (2 L 7=854 % reference standard & L 7=
BEOEERLTWVD

UL-MBIR TlZ R-FBP & Lbifs LT CT[L]2MEL e DA B D 72D, RE T
1.00 & L-ASIR X° UL-ASIR LV @< 72 AN R vz, ., FFEAEIT 0.93 Tl

HIRLS 2B R STz, L L, WO FEEEGER T AT RETIT o7,
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—7J5. CT[L/S] <11 % R-FBP |Zi@fH L7z & Z A, 7 ADIEIGAT. 74 ADIEH

T, £, R-FBP TO CT[LS]OSAIEK 7 IC7T# Y Th o7z,

L ]
s
Ll
1.5 I
3
S !
|_
(@]
L]
0.5
L]
0
o it
= E
Jm
=

7 R-FBP 281 % CT[LIS] D4y Ai
FERIIZMNEORETH 5, 1.1 2T,
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CTIL/S] < 1.1 BN & T 22 WriE OB MEEIXER 6 IIRT L O kR L 2o

—o

6 AHEGERERIEICBIT S CT[LS] < 1.1 D2WrkE

il L (P iE)
UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR
SR 1.00 (7/7) 0.86 (6/7) 0.86 (6/7) 0.317 0.317
KrBLEE 093 (69/74)  0.93(69/74)  0.91 (67/74) 1.000 0.480
IEZS 094 (76/81)  0.93(75/81)  0.90 (73/81) 0.655 0.317
R B ER2RIL. Z2WiE% R-FBP ICwEH L 7-354 % reference standard & L 7=
BAEDHEEZRLTND
WO FAGERT T H 2K I=RAS:{E TRV A RASIETY

27



R 1B /1 5E

HIEED A B AIEFNT 41 B, L5722 VWERIE 40 5l Th - 7=, UL-MBIR, L-ASIR,

UL-ASIR (28T 5 MIEOMRHREIZR 7 IR THE Y Tho 7o,

X7 FEBEEKIEICE T S BRIEOR G

{[i LR (P )
UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR
M 1
S 0.90 (37/41)  0.88 (36/41)  0.85 (35/41) 0.564 0.157
KRELEE 0.93(37/40)  0.95(38/40)  0.85 (34/40) 0.564 0.257
IE#Z%  0091(74/81) 0.91(74/81)  0.85 (69/81) 1.000 0.096
AUC 0.94 0.92 0.89 0.587 0.078
M 2
S 0.88 (36/41)  0.90 (37/41)  0.78 (32/41) 0.655 0.102
KRELEE 095 (38/40)  0.93 (37/40)  0.95 (38/40) 0.564 1.000
IE#2%  0.91(74/81) 0.91(74/81) 0.86 (70/81) 1.000 0.157
AUC 0.96 0.95 0.93 0.501 0.216

AUC, area under the curve

B FEOFMEOHTEIL. UL-MBIR |Z UL-ASIR L 0 ZEN AR ST,

L2 L. UL-MBIR & L-ASIR 3 X OV UL-ASIR Ok FRIAEZIZR N

Tz BEDRHIZHOWT B2 X 8 TR T,
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8 HMIEOMHIZHOWT

67 ik, ANEE 54 kg O BHEOELET CT ik,

(/£ E) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ T) UL-ASIR,
KENONEIC BTN B D, UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR OE#IZ BT, HEOHHEL
FHE 11X 5 (B 0)BIA(FBZE L H V), FHME 2 13 5/5/3(00 6 720 &3l L 7=,
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A PRALDRRHBEIZ DWW T, 81 AD 9 B 9 ATHAIKIERN A b, ThE

BT AAKIEDOERIFEDOY A XX 6mm, 5mm, 4mm, 4mm. 4mm, 3 mm,

3mm, 3mm, 3mm Tholz, T/, FEAKILDOKREEEIZER S D@EY TH o7,

#* 8 MG NKIEICE T DA Kb DR EE

{[i LR (P )
UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR
M 1
S 0.89 (8/9) 0.33 (3/9) 0.22 (2/9) 0.025 0.014*
KRELEE 079 (57/72)  0.96 (69/72)  0.99 (71/72) 0.003* <.001*
IE#Z%  0.80(65/81) 0.89(72/81)  0.90 (73/81) 0.127 0.127
AUC 0.91 0.75 0.68 0.051 0.031
M 2
S 0.67 (6/9) 0.44 (4/9) 0.11 (1/9) 0.157 0.025
KRBT 0.93(67/72)  1.00 (72/72)  0.97 (70/72) 0.025 0.180
IE#2%  0.90(73/81) 0.94(76/81) 0.88 (71/81) 0.257 0.527
AUC 0.94 0.91 0.77 0.717 0.322

AUC, area under the curve

* R FHIAEZE (p<0.025)

W OFHE & UL-MBIR TIHEE 1% L-ASIR <° UL-ASIR XV & A

M8 R STz, —EBOFEIEE TiX UL-MBIR 1% UL-ASIR L 0 b #EEH2RICH EIZEN

TW, —F T R IT UL-MBIR (23U Tl L-ASIR =2 UL-ASIR X v £, 4 A A

MR BI, —EBOFHEE TIEHEHRIIC

— % 9 IR

BlZE > Tz, BERIRILORK Iz DWW T
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9 PEAIKILD—15]

62 k. ANEE 93 kg O BHEDOERALET CT i,

(/£ E) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ T) UL-ASIR,
UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR O EI{IZI\ T, FEAIRAL(REN) DA 42 3l 11X 4(8
oL BT L 72 L), FHIE 21X 4413(0 0B 72 ) &Rl L 72,
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JREEFER ORMBEIC OV T, 8L AD 9 LD 6 NIZ 8D REFEG N R ST,
Az LEET 2 EE T 4 AFEAY A X1Z 9mm, 8 mm, 6 mm, 3mm), 2 fEH 3 2 &
FIX2 NV A AZNENORET4mm - 3mm & 2mm - 2mm)7Z > 7, EES

AEMEEIE . FOM O3 9 IR ThHh o7,

#® 9 FMBEHAREIEICET DIRER A ORIHEE
fiEd L (P i)
UL-MBIR L-ASIR  UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR

M 1
JEE 0.50(4/8) 0.63(5/8) 0.50 (4/8) 0.317 1.000
FP 3 1 31 2 151 N/A N/A
FOM  0.625 0.745 0.598 0.276 0.802
M 2
JEE 0.68(5/8) 0.88(7/8) 0.38(3/8) 0.157 0.157
FP 5 51 5 51 2 151 N/A N/A
FOM  0.662 0.910 0.535 0.048 0.308

FP, number of false positive cases;
FOM, figure of merit;
N/A, not applicable

UL-MBIR TIIfSA M DRREN 2T Em < I olz, Lol BRRIIC
KV EHEORE WV 4mm UL EOREA [27](AFF 4 E)CIRE L6 OREE, G
2 1281F % UL-ASIR(EEE 0.75 = 3/4) 2 R\ T, W TN OFHEE O W o Bt E T
HIEEIL 1.00 THo7o, —F. UL-MBIR IZEBW\ T, Bl CABMEE &7 2EH S A
BV, IREREA OB LT < D2 ORERI O M6 2 75 37(X 10-12),
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10 JREREAORHIZ DWW T

61 7%, 75 kg D BYEDOHHAL W CT i,

(/£ E) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ T) UL-ASIR,
RKEICRINLEIS, 6mm KOREFEANH S, UL-MBIR & L-ASIR D14 ClIaF
F1E2EL50REHV)EFHMELT-, UL-ASIR TIE/ A RIZ X B REEITOIZEY
DH IR EXBIOREES NS S T27200, WITNOFHMIE b 40REBE HL< H
V)& R L7,
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60 k. ARHE 72 kg DO F ORI CT i,

(/£ ) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ F) UL-ASIR,

R-FBP DG TR REIOAEIZ, FRERAIIFIE L2V, UL-MBIR Tl &
W 2 2 LT 5 K 9 I2H %, blotchy pixelated appearance 23B845- L TW A Dt Liv
72, FHlE L IXFERLICREFREANBE O HDH(A a7 4L L7,
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12 JRERARBHEIZOWT, UL-MBIR * UL-ASIR (2 THfatk 42 2 L7 —1

82 k. 1RHEE 44 kg D ZMEDHMALWT CT i,

(/£ ) R-FBP, (5 L) UL-MBIR, (% T)L-ASIR, (£ T) UL-ASIR,
KAICRINEIZIRER AR DH D, FHIE 12 & § L-ASIR TIZIHRZE H 0 7 5) &
HIE L7225, UL-MBIR & UL-ASIR TIFHi T& 722> 72, UL-MBIR TIE R-FBP T
HONDFEADYA XL /S WIELRIERLS o> TR X 5,
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BR D ) A RNZDNT, BBNZHE LT — 2 B L OEBHNCEHE L 722 a7 %

FKI0BLUFE U IIRLT,

# 10 SEBRHEHERIEICBT 2B ) A X

FRI) ) A X

MR (P i)

UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR

UL-MBIRvs UL-MBIR vs

L-ASIR UL-ASIR
KER 18.2+35 473+6.7  90.4+11.3 <.001* <.001*
i A 17.1+2.7 440+6.3  80.2+87 <.001* <.001*
* FEHFRIA EZ (p <0.025)
F 11 FEGREERIEICBT 2 E8 A X
FE R T RIEE L (1/2/3/415) LEEZ (P fi)
ili UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
* vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR
1 0/3/77/1/0 0/17/64/0/0  1/77/3/0/0 <.001* <.001*
2 0/22/53/5/1  2/73/6/0/0 70/10/1/0/0 <.001* <.001*

* BEHFHIAEZE (p<0.025)

237 VIFFFRTERW ) A ZA~5 [ THR/INRD ) A Xa w4

ZEAEHE ., LA IO VT ICE VTS, UL-MBIR 13 UL-ASIR LY §

A RXNDI Fl2, TVEWBETHRE L2 L-ASIR L0 6 4 X3 7pntn

INFERTH o T,

36



Streak artifact |%. F 12 I =T Lo kR L r o7,

# 12 A EREARIEIZI T D streak artifact

RE AT RIEE S (1/2/3) LR (P )

ffi UL-MBIR  L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIRvs UL-MBIR vs
# L-ASIR UL-ASIR

1 0/12/69 0/44/37 4/55/22 <.001* <.001*

2 1/58/22 9/71/1 76/4/1 <.001* <.001*

* HEFFERIA E 2 (p<0.025)
2T LIIBWNCEET L7 —F 777 FHV~3ET7—F 7 77 MMIZp0, &b
R % 7~d

W NOF A IZIB VT E , streak artifact X UL-MBIR TiX L-ASIR <°
UL-ASIR LV BNL727 W E W R TH o 7=, Streak artifact (22> T—H#11 & [X 13 |2

7T

37



e e o D kit s S

13 Streak artifact (2> T —4

63 k. ANEE 66 kg O BPEOEALET CT i,

(5 b) UL-MBIR., (% F) L-ASIR, (4 F) UL-ASIR,
UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR O Z551) % streak artifact OFF 2> T

FHmE 10X

(7R, B/INR)2(FESD B ST I B U 2a vy i2, A 2 13 312/1(R2 i s

%) EFHm L7z,

38



Blotchy pixelated appearance (Z- DWW T, R 13 ITRT LI iR E o7z,

# 13 A HEEHERIEIZE T 2 blotchy pixelated appearance

RE A a7 RIS (1/213) LR (P )

ffi UL-MBIR  L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
# vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR

1 7/70/4 0/1/80 1/1/79 <.001* <.001*

2 61/19/0 1/1/79 0/1/80 <.001* <.001*

* R FRIAEZE (p<0.025)
2T LIIBWNCEET L7 —F 777 FHV~3ET7—F 777 MMIRW, &b
R % 7~d

W OFHIEE © . blotchy pixelated appearance |% L-ASIR <° UL-ASIR Tii7z
WTWDIERI T, 720/ NRTH D EFFTE L 72— T, UL-MBIR TIIHE 4 OFLEE

TR B D LM L7, Blotchy pixelated appearance (22T —f# % X 14 127777,
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14 Blotchy pixelated appearance (Z-2\ T —4
78 k. AT 67 kg D LMD CT Mg,

(45 E) UL-MBIR, (% TF) L-ASIR, (4 F) UL-ASIR,

UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR D E[{% % FHME 1 - 2 D & b 2E8 0 D A i2Wni2ix
LZ2UNB(7a i/ NIR) I3 & R A L 72,

40
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B OHEHIZOWTIE, EUIWTRT LI RER L o7,

* 14 HEGEREKEIC T 5 IE O

RE Ao T RIS (1/2/3/4) LLE (P )

fli UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
# vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR

1 20/52/9/0 23/57/1/0  59/22/0/0 0.076 <.001*

2 13/11/29/28  8/18/28/27  25/24/24/8 0.736 <.001*

* EHFHIAEZ (p<0.025)
A a7 LIE BRSOV b B fTRE~4 13 B/ RS O 3 fEik & b B
N RN

2 NOFHMIA & 6 RS O HAEIL, UL-MBIR Tl L-ASIR & BEZE/23E O TR
ST, FEEMICEEZEIIR N o=, £7-. UL-MBIR |Z UL-ASIR X 0 |3F

BIENDS WO ETH o=, BBEHHIZ DWW T —fZ X 15 127”7,
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15 A oIz OV T4

70 5%, NEE 85 kg DL DALY CT B,

(45 |) UL-MBIR, (% F) L-ASIR, (4 F) UL-ASIR,

AEAE A HRHI DAL E 2 1T L T %, UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR O ljf4 % #EAfh#& 1 1%
(/TR FEBREE o 2 GENR A BB AT RE)2( /TR R ARAE o> 1 fElEk A B R A RE) 1B/ T
ERAEE OV G BB AT RE) BTG 213 4(LE/ T R ERARAE 0 3HERE & b B HE AT BE)/3/2
&R L 72,
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REDOHEHIZOWTIX, ISR T LI RfER L o7,

# 15 WG EEAIEIZ I 5 IRE O

RE A T RIBEE (U21314) LLE (P )

fli UL-MBIR L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIR  UL-MBIR vs
# vs L-ASIR  UL-ASIR

1 3/25/41/12 2/23/146/10  6/42/30/3 1.000 <.001*

2 8/11/25/37 6/15/21/39  8/32/28/13 0.286 <.001*

* HEHFRIAEZ (p<0.025)
A a7 VITEREICO 0 REE~4 132 RICh ) HEZ/RT

2 NDOFHMIA & b IRE O HAEIL, UL-MBIR Tl L-ASIR & BEZE723E O TR
ST, FEEMICEEE IR N o=, £7-. UL-MBIR X UL-ASIR X 0 |3F

BIEND EWIHIRERTH -T2, JREOHIHIZHOWT—Hil% X 16 IZ/R7T,
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16 JREOHEHIZ W T4
66 k. AHE 52 kg Dzt DOHRALEr CT i,

(45 |) UL-MBIR, (% F) L-ASIR, (4 F) UL-ASIR,

JREE MNRHIDALE 2 1T LT 5%, UL-MBIR/L-ASIR/UL-ASIR D4 % 34 1 1%
AERTD T2 0 BIBR)/B(E 85 T AR IR 2(B A0 OMIC AR E AL H 0 ), FEMm
F 213 41412 LR LT,
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N85 D2 Wi %95 L TOBMRTARMEIC OV T, RI6IWRT LI RFERE 2

7,

& 16 WG FEAIEICB T 2B A

RE A T RIS (1/2/314) LR (P )

ffi UL-MBIR  L-ASIR UL-ASIR UL-MBIRvs UL-MBIR vs
# L-ASIR UL-ASIR

1 1/69/11/0  1/67/13/0 26/55/0/0 0.815 <.001*

2 6/18/29/28  10/13/29/29  61/17/2/1 0.552 <.001*

* R FRIAEZE (p<0.025)
227 LIFZWHCEFR TE RV ~4 13BN RICHFR TEX 55 R T

WTHOFHHEEIZB VT, UL-ASIR O EBIIZWNICHFER TE RN & T 50E

B D ST R 57~ —J7. UL-MBIR <° L-ASIR O HE[#132% < DIER] T 5 FREE

I

IZZWNCFR TE 5 LMt S av7=, Z2WrFaME X UL-MBIR & L-ASIR TIIAEZEIX

A 5T, UL-MBIR IZ UL-ASIR KV IFABIZEND LW )R TH -T2,

LB 1 Bl D —EE

UL-MBIR T®O—## 1% good~excellent (0.80~0.98). L-ASIR T»O—# % good~

excellent (0.77~0.99), UL-ASIR C®»—EE |Z moderate~excellent (0.59~0.99) Th - 7=,
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EE

AW TIX. MBIR £ % W 2356 ORI O /TRt % ASIR 15 & Higiat 5 72
DT, EEHR R E LV 63%M RN ICIIT 2 MBIR 15 & KR &K R IC R
75 ASIR {EDOEE 2 MEe 2 g L7z, UL-MBIR TIXEE R EZMIEEIC T,

L-ASIR X° UL-ASIR X0 IIEN L b o) WS ONWEBEZETLRNH D Z
ERbNroT,

UL-MBIR Tl / A A< streak artifact & UV 9 5 Tl L-ASIR ° UL-ASIR XLV %
AEIZERL TV, —HTBADO LD REEAROEEZ R L TLED &) RAEDN
o7 [28], TRIEOZWREIC W TIE, BEAIRILCIRE R A BRI DWW TRRET L
7. UL-MBIR TiX 4 mm DL EOREFBAITETHRHT 22 LN TE, £ —EOFE
FIZHBWT LR FRIAE B 223G DAL 0o T DA KA O R R EE 13 L-ASIR X2
UL-ASIR L D IENDHMICH -7 [29], L2>L. UL-MBIR TIXRE R A AR
LD T, B - BREEFIN —EH RSN &V ) RICHET 2 LERH
HEZBx bV, BBVIFOZENZB N T, 2 HnWs /37 A —%Th % CTLIIZ
R-FBP X ¥ H K< 2 B[ <, 72, CT[LUS]IE R-FBP XV b Hlc K& ZnfE % 29
DIERIGH Y BT 5 ETIHEENRKLETH D LB b7 [30],

AEEES L7 UL-MBIR ORI I51T 2 FE# &% 0.5mSv T, ZAUTILAD

JEE B G B O SN B (%) 0.7 mSv) L RIFEDIETH 5 [3], MRS NED E
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RO M A R SR IR T B S R SR (BREECH R e I K 2 7 A3 2 U REEERR G
DEFICEFRT 2B T OREICL D)2 E, #HRTLZLICEDT AV v FSRE
VERITIE, IEEHEAMEE L [RHEORET, HOLBREBWHFATE S CTHEEZHGS

NDZEDRERITRENEEZ BN D,

JEEZ D0 T

J A AR streak artifact 1 UL-MBIR @523, X0 @WE THRE Sv72 L-ASIR L0
b7 < 28] IERIZI51T 2 MBIR IZ X 2 B EAREATREMEIC DUV TRRE L 72 BB & b
FEEDFE R TH 72 [19,21], /A RZHOWVWTD T 7> hAEHWEHREIZ LS &
SD &£ LTD /A Xt FBP LTI ED 12 Tl IHIT 5 DIzxf L, MBIR ¥ TIE
BREO UL FICREBIT S L0 [31], 202 Lk, BEZHBIBICKRTSETH,
MBIRJETIEFBPIEL W & /A ABEZITK W I L2 ER L, BERETH MBIR &
DA ZXPMERRED ASIRIEL Y HIED -T2 & W) RIFFEORE R 2 X FFT 5 b0 L B
bbb,

Blotchy pixelated appearance & ¥R S L 58AD K 5 e ABROBERIZOWTH g
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IZOWTOEDTE D, BRI ORI, B> X 912 CTDIvol 12 LT 9.3 -
13.5mGy 725 2.3-34mGy ~ &L EETH, CTHIFZ(L LAV Z EME SN T
BV [61]. ZHBEEICHIT S FBP &L WHE R ED FBP L TIX CT EIXIZIZFETH
HZERMEIND, £, WBEOHHICOWTCIL, WL ODWEIT T E 5.2 -
71mSv & 1.4-22mSv O CTIZBWTHETH D Z LA ST 5 [52], JRE R
FZDOWTIE, AT U VA TED#RE 3mSv L FIZLThH, J&ED 0,966 T, FF
FLEEA 0949 LA SN TE Y [63]. SEIHWESIRRE CT L@wiE CT & Tk
Wrae I XIZIE RS EBE SN D, FEAIRILIZOWT S, JRER A & RIS SO Rk &
HA_Tar b2 MBREWVWRETHY . SHfE CT LB iE CT & C2WmEIXIZ
ERELHEEIND, ZNOORMEZEAD & BEEK LD OVEWRETH LS
A B CT % reference standard DERZIC V- Z LI KX 2fBEIZ AR VW EE X BLA,
FAT D A —H—D CT TH ASIR IE MBIR (EIZFALL L 72 B UG U5
FEIEDR DD, /A ART —F 7 7 7 FOBIN T A — I —1Z L 23 RTEL &
FARETHEIC L BIROG T, o, CTHEZHWZZEREIC >N T, Bk T L=
U X LOMITHREAETEIZ L > THMBO CTHEICZENH D Z ERHEINTWD [51],
2. ABFFEORE RITM A — T — TOBVGE IR HEAIEICE O FEMA T 5 2
LILTE 720,

|=JPAY,

BB, DNRIZBT 2R GEANICER TE DMVIENZ EREE LWL

53



EDOINTWNDH [64-56], SEIOKRITITZENTWRNWZ & ThD, AFE(IRE
DB EE T 61.6 kg) T Ol RIS A&/ NS VNI L TEOE LM T 5
ZEMNTED EEFRL RV, RERAIZIE, NRZ 5 & L CHIR KR D "TREMEIZ D

R bITON D ZENEE LU,

et i)

MBIR & V% & ASIREEL D b 63% IR AL L TH, /A AX° streak artifact
M7 L RN TRE ORI W TR E D 22 W E R A CT mg 42152 2 LA
T&7-, Lo L. blotchy pixelated appearance & JER S DB D K 9 72 BE RO T —
FT77 7 RREMNDEWVWIT AT v MRBH Tz, MBIRIETIE, FEAKIR 4 mm DL
FEORERAOBEICENTIZ, ASIRIEL Y bEEZE LR D 2 LR HEE
BT 2 2 &M TED, FHEWREEICE D & B o B - (ARRMERIR —EK
Rons ZEICREEVPSLETH D, £z, BUfFfOBENICE N TE, 2y
INT A= DED, ZALLTWAHAREMENH L Z EICHE L T MLERH H, 4
A U 7o B CT I3IE MG H & AEFEOELMETH Y | RIS O
BMWEFIZBNT, HOREZWEZTFATEL CTHEBEZEGOND Z L OERITRE

WeEEZLND,

54



51 FA SCHR

1. Mettler FA, Jr., Thomadsen BR, Bhargavan M, Gilley DB, Gray JE, Lipoti JA,

McCrohan J, Yoshizumi TT, Mahesh M., Medical radiation exposure in the U.S. in 2006:

preliminary results, Health physics, 95, 502-7, 2008

2. Brenner DJ, Hall EJ, Computed tomography--an increasing source of radiation

exposure, N EnglJMed, 357, 2277-84, 2007

3. Mettler FA, Jr., Huda W, Yoshizumi TT, Mahesh M, Effective doses in radiology and

diagnostic nuclear medicine: a catalog, Radiology. 248, 254-63, 2008

4. Berrington de Gonzalez A, Darby S, Risk of cancer from diagnostic X-rays:

estimates for the UK and 14 other countries, Lancet, 363. 345-51. 2004

5. Kalra MK, Maher MM, Toth TL, Hamberg LM, Blake MA, Shepard JA, Saini S,

Strategies for CT radiation dose optimization, Radiology, 230, 619-28, 2004

6. McCollough CH, Chen GH, Kalender W, Leng S, Samei E, Taguchi K, Wang G, Yu

L, Pettigrew RI, Achieving routine submillisievert CT scanning: report from the summit on

management of radiation dose in CT. Radiology, 264, 567-80, 2012

7. Mulkens TH, Bellinck P, Baeyaert M, Ghysen D, Van Dijck X, Mussen E,

Venstermans C, Termote JL, Use of an automatic exposure control mechanism for dose

optimization in multi-detector row CT examinations: clinical evaluation, Radiology. 237,

55



213-23. 2005

8. Soderberg M, Gunnarsson M, Automatic exposure control in computed

tomography--an evaluation of systems from different manufacturers, Acta Radiol, 51, 625-34,

2010

9. Kalra MK, Maher MM, Toth TL, Kamath RS, Halpern EF, Saini S, Comparison of

Z-axis automatic tube current modulation technique with fixed tube current CT scanning of

abdomen and pelvis, Radiology. 232, 347-53, 2004

10. Beister M, Kolditz D, Kalender WA, Iterative reconstruction methods in X-ray CT,

Phys Med, 28, 94-108, 2012

11. Prakash P, Kalra MK, Kambadakone AK, Pien H, Hsieh J, Blake MA, Sahani DV,

Reducing abdominal CT radiation dose with adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction

technique. Investigative radiology, 45. 202-10, 2010

12. Sagara Y, Hara AK, Pavlicek W, Silva AC, Paden RG, Wu Q. Abdominal CT:

comparison of low-dose CT with adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction and routine-dose

CT with filtered back projection in 53 patients, AJR American journal of roentgenology. 195,

713-9, 2010

13. Desai GS, Uppot RN, Yu EW, Kambadakone AR, Sahani DV, Impact of iterative

reconstruction on image quality and radiation dose in multidetector CT of large body size

56



adults, European radiology, 22, 1631-40, 2012

14, Mitsumori LM, Shuman WP, Busey JM, Kolokythas O, Koprowicz KM, Adaptive
statistical iterative reconstruction versus filtered back projection in the same patient: 64
channel liver CT image quality and patient radiation dose, European radiology. 22, 138-43,
2012

15. Thibault JB, Sauer KD, Bouman CA, Hsieh J, A three-dimensional statistical
approach to improved image quality for multislice helical CT, Medical physics, 34, 4526-44.
2007

16. Yu Z, Thibault JB, Bouman CA, Sauer KD, Hsieh J, Fast model-based X-ray CT
reconstruction using spatially nonhomogeneous ICD optimization, IEEE transactions on
image processing : a publication of the IEEE Signal Processing Society, 20, 161-75, 2011
17. Mieville FA, Gudinchet F, Brunelle F, Bochud FO, Verdun FR. Iterative
reconstruction methods in two different MDCT scanners: physical metrics and 4-alternative
forced-choice detectability experiments--a phantom approach, Phys Med, 29, 99-110, 2013
18. Husarik DB, Marin D, Samei E, Richard S, Chen B, Jaffe TA, Bashir MR, Nelson
RC. Radiation dose reduction in abdominal computed tomography during the late hepatic
arterial phase using a model-based iterative reconstruction algorithm: how low can we go?,

Investigative radiology. 47. 468-74, 2012

57



19. Katsura M, Matsuda |, Akahane M, Sato J, Akai H, Yasaka K, Kunimatsu A, Ohtomo

K. Model-based iterative reconstruction technique for radiation dose reduction in chest CT:

comparison with the adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction technique, European

radiology. 22, 1613-23, 2012

20. Katsura M, Matsuda |, Akahane M, Yasaka K, Hanaoka S, Akai H, Sato J, Kunimatsu

A, Ohtomo K, Model-based iterative reconstruction technique for ultralow-dose chest CT:

comparison of pulmonary nodule detectability with the adaptive statistical iterative

reconstruction technique. Investigative radiology. 48, 206-12, 2013

21. Yamada Y, Jinzaki M, Tanami Y, Shiomi E, Sugiura H, Abe T, Kuribayashi S,

Model-based iterative reconstruction technique for ultralow-dose computed tomography of

the lung: a pilot study, Investigative radiology, 47. 482-9, 2012

22. Singh S, Kalra MK, Hsieh J, Licato PE, Do S, Pien HH, Blake MA, Abdominal CT:

comparison of adaptive statistical iterative and filtered back projection reconstruction

techniques, Radiology, 257, 373-83, 2010

23. Speliotes EK, Massaro JM, Hoffmann U, Foster MC, Sahani DV, Hirschhorn JN,

O'Donnell CJ, Fox CS. Liver fat is reproducibly measured using computed tomography in the

Framingham Heart Study. Journal of gastroenterology and hepatology. 23. 894-9, 2008

24. Bland JM, Altman DG, Statistical methods for assessing agreement between two

58



methods of clinical measurement, Lancet, 1. 307-10. 1986

25. Pickhardt PJ, Park SH, Hahn L, Lee SG, Bae KT, Yu ES. Specificity of unenhanced

CT for non-invasive diagnosis of hepatic steatosis: implications for the investigation of the

natural history of incidental steatosis, European radiology, 22, 1075-82, 2012

26. Iwasaki M, Takada Y, Hayashi M, Minamiguchi S, Haga H, Maetani Y, Fujii K,

Kiuchi T, Tanaka K, Noninvasive evaluation of graft steatosis in living donor liver

transplantation, Transplantation, 78, 1501-5, 2004

217. Anagnostou T, Tolley D, Management of ureteric stones, European urology. 45,

714-21, 2004

28. Yasaka K, Katsura M, Akahane M, Sato J, Matsuda I, Ohtomo K. Model-based

iterative reconstruction for reduction of radiation dose in abdominopelvic CT: comparison to

adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction, SpringerPlus, 2. 209, 2013

29. Yasaka K, Katsura M, Akahane M, Sato J, Matsuda I, Ohtomo K. Model-based

iterative reconstruction and adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction: dose-reduced CT for

detecting pancreatic calcification, Acta Radiol Open, 2016

30. Yasaka K, Katsura M, Akahane M, Sato J, Matsuda I, Ohtomo K. Dose-reduced CT

with model-based iterative reconstruction in evaluations of hepatic steatosis: How low can we

go?, European journal of radiology., 83, 1063-8, 2014

59



31. Li K, Tang J, Chen GH, Statistical model based iterative reconstruction (MBIR) in
clinical CT systems: experimental assessment of noise performance, Medical physics, 41,
041906, 2014

32. Sourtzis S, Thibeau JF, Damry N, Raslan A, Vandendris M, Bellemans M, Radiologic
investigation of renal colic: unenhanced helical CT compared with excretory urography, AJR
American journal of roentgenology. 172, 1491-4, 1999

33. Niall O, Russell J, MacGregor R, Duncan H, Mullins J, A comparison of noncontrast
computerized tomography with excretory urography in the assessment of acute flank pain.
The Journal of urology, 161, 534-7, 1999

34. Yilmaz S, Sindel T, Arslan G, Ozkaynak C, Karaali K, Kabaalioglu A, Luleci E,
Renal colic: comparison of spiral CT, US and IVU in the detection of ureteral calculi,
European radiology, 8, 212-7, 1998

35. H AW REFE4 . HK Endourology + ESWL %22, HAREHEAIESS. R
RS AIEZRT A RT 4 2, &R, 2013

36. Braganza JM, Lee SH, McCloy RF, McMahon MJ, Chronic pancreatitis, Lancet,
377, 1184-97, 2011

37. Etemad B, Whitcomb DC. Chronic pancreatitis: diagnosis, classification, and new

genetic developments, Gastroenterology, 120, 682-707, 2001

60



38. Lowenfels AB, Maisonneuve P, Cavallini G, Ammann RW, Lankisch PG, Andersen

JR, Dimagno EP, Andren-Sandberg A, Domellof L, Pancreatitis and the risk of pancreatic

cancer. International Pancreatitis Study Group. N EnglJ Med, 328, 1433-7, 1993

39. Ekbom A, McLaughlin JK, Karlsson BM, Nyren O, Gridley G, Adami HO, Fraumeni

JF, Jr.. Pancreatitis and pancreatic cancer: a population-based study, Journal of the National

Cancer Institute, 86, 625-7, 1994

40. Bansal P, Sonnenberg A, Pancreatitis is a risk factor for pancreatic cancer,

Gastroenterology., 109, 247-51, 1995

41. Fernandez E, La Vecchia C, Porta M, Negri E, d'Avanzo B, Boyle P, Pancreatitis and

the risk of pancreatic cancer, Pancreas, 11, 185-9, 1995

42. Campisi A, Brancatelli G, Vullierme MP, Levy P, Ruszniewski P, Vilgrain V., Are

pancreatic calcifications specific for the diagnosis of chronic pancreatitis? A

multidetector-row CT analysis, Clinical radiology, 64, 903-11, 2009

43. Browning JD, Szczepaniak LS, Dobbins R, Nuremberg P, Horton JD, Cohen JC,

Grundy SM, Hobbs HH, Prevalence of hepatic steatosis in an urban population in the United

States: impact of ethnicity, Hepatology, 40, 1387-95, 2004

44, Nomura H, Kashiwagi S, Hayashi J, Kajiyama W, Tani S, Goto M, Prevalence of

fatty liver in a general population of Okinawa, Japan, Japanese journal of medicine, 27, 142-9,

61



1988

45, Bellentani S, Saccoccio G, Masutti F, Croce LS, Brandi G, Sasso F, Cristanini G,

Tiribelli C. Prevalence of and risk factors for hepatic steatosis in Northern Italy, Annals of

internal medicine. 132, 112-7. 2000

46. Adams LA, Sanderson S, Lindor KD, Angulo P, The histological course of

nonalcoholic fatty liver disease: a longitudinal study of 103 patients with sequential liver

biopsies, Journal of hepatology. 42, 132-8., 2005

47. Hui JM, Kench JG, Chitturi S, Sud A, Farrell GC, Byth K, Hall P, Khan M, George J.

Long-term outcomes of cirrhosis in nonalcoholic steatohepatitis compared with hepatitis C.

Hepatology, 38. 420-7. 2003

48. Wong RJ, Cheung R, Ahmed A. Nonalcoholic steatohepatitis is the most rapidly

growing indication for liver transplantation in patients with hepatocellular carcinoma in the

U.S. Hepatology. 59, 2188-95, 2014

49. Einollahi B, Naghii MR, Sepandi M. Association of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease

(NAFLD) with urolithiasis, Endocrine regulations, 47, 27-32, 2013

50. Saponaro C, Gaggini M, Gastaldelli A, Nonalcoholic Fatty liver disease and type 2

diabetes: common pathophysiologic mechanisms, Current diabetes reports, 15, 607, 2015

51. Birnbaum BA, Hindman N, Lee J, Babb JS. Multi-detector row CT attenuation

62



measurements: assessment of intra- and interscanner variability with an anthropomorphic

body CT phantom, Radiology, 242, 109-19, 2007

52. Keyzer C, Tack D, de Maertelaer V, Bohy P, Gevenois PA, Van Gansbeke D, Acute

appendicitis: comparison of low-dose and standard-dose unenhanced multi-detector row CT,

Radiology, 232, 164-72, 2004

53. Niemann T, Kollmann T, Bongartz G, Diagnostic performance of low-dose CT for

the detection of urolithiasis: a meta-analysis. AJR American journal of roentgenology, 191,

396-401, 2008

54. Goske MJ, Applegate KE, Boylan J, Butler PF, Callahan MJ, Coley BD, Farley S,

Frush DP, Hernanz-Schulman M, Jaramillo D, Johnson ND, Kaste SC, Morrison G, Strauss

KJ, Tuggle N, The Image Gently campaign: working together to change practice, AJR

American journal of roentgenology, 190, 273-4, 2008

55. Slovis TL, Where we were, what has changed, what needs doing: a decade of

progress, Pediatric radiology. 41 Suppl 2, 456-60, 2011

56. Cohen MD. ALARA, image gently and CT-induced cancer, Pediatric radiology. 45.

465-70, 2015

63



eSS

AW HED DIZH T2 0 THRE 2 W2 72D T RS, ARPIERE A, iR ER e
AL RRE SRR, BEEER R AR ISR SV 2 LR

FFE7 1 kA lih o7z CT Ot il - T2 & o 7o, HEKFIEFIT R
TSR O H BB TR, P HERERZIZ O & T 2 EROERRICEHF - LET,
Fio, BERIEPEG BRI OV TEANRY 2R — b2 LT & -7, GE

Healthcare D& 4% RAEERIZEG N LE T,

64



