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Evaluating Image Quality and Radiation Dose
in Pediatric CT using 90 kVp vs. 120 kVp
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table 1. 20} Xl CT QA 24 Z3|

#A9 #AF noise  CIDLyg
case

(kVp) (mAs) (HU) (mGy)

71 case 1 90 350 8.55 132
case 2 120 150 712 125

372 case 1 90 350 9.33 132
case 2 120 160 777 133

case 1 90 350 878 132

23 case 2 120 150 7.00 125

case 3 120 150 7.63 125
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