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AL A FBPS) ASIRZHG] whE Shalst M3 7H) 23, Scan type(Axial, Helical)¥l & Wlars) ¥o} F3 CT

CTH]= 64-MDCT OptimaTM CT660(GE Healthcare,
UsA)S AMesllon, AL parameter= U3} 2t}
(Table 1), Phantom® 23+ Z2AS571EA2 AIzHE <A
Hate] Head Phantom(CardinalHealth, USA)S ARE-3S}
Act(Figure 1),

Table 1. Parameter used in brain CT scan,

Scan Parameter

Axial Helical
Coveragetmm 20 20
Thickness(mm) 5/20 5/5
kVp 120 120
mA 115 200
Rotation Time(s) 2 1
Pitch - 0.969:1
DFOV(mm) 240 240
Algorithm standard standard

PP Figure 1. Image of Head Phantom,
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Table 2. Qunatitative analysis of noise.

Axial Helical
FBP 4.68+0.54 5.30+0.63
10%-ASIR 3.90+0.83 4.32+0.57
20%-ASIR 3.91+0.34 445+0.58
30%-ASIR 3.89+0.62 4.26+0.90
40%-ASIR 3.65+0.43 4.05+0.55
50%-ASIR 4.14+0.72 4.30+0.64

p 0.000 0.000
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Kruskal-wallis testZ A|3§38F A3} Axial scan®] SNRE&
0.13%0.67, Helical scan®] SNRE 0.1240,64% Axial
scan  ofgk zkel7b IYlem(x2=12.54, p(0.05),
Helical scane 2|3k 2}o]7} giitH(x2=0.49, py0.05)
(Table 3).

Table 3. Qunatitative analysis of SNR.

MEAN=+SD X2 p
Axial 0.13+0.67 12.54 0.028
Helical 0.12+0.64 0.49 0.992
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Axial scanol|A] ASIRZE-E A] CIDIvolgke HaL
21, 46mGy(47_ 8%), DLPZF-E A 343.42mGy
em(47.8%) 74383 aL, Helical scanollA] ASIRZ-E A
CIDIvolZr& Hi1 18.52mGy(49,9%), DLPZFE Hu
328.92mGycm(49,9%) FAa3HItHTable 4).

Table 4. Quantitative analysis of dose.

Axial Helical
CTDI DLP CTDI DLP

FBP 41.14 658.23 36.99 657.02
10% 37.56 601 33.27 590.93
20% 32.22 515.14 29.57 525.18
30% 28.62 4579 25.86 45942
40% 25.04 400.66 2217 393.85
50% 19.68 314.81 18.47 328.1

p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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