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Fig. 1. System block diagram illustrating the components and interrelationships of our digital

subtraction angiography apparatus
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(a) Digital Subraction Angiography’
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Fig. 2. Digital subtraction angiography of bifurcation
area of abdominal aorta. Both common, inter-
nal and external iliac arteries are well-visua-
lized
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Fig. 3. Hepatic glucose balance during IVGTT in
four clinical groups. (positive values for
glucose output and negative for glucose
uptake)
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Fig. 4. Respiratory flow (upper) and mouth pressure
(lower) waveforms with the applied Ioad.
Load was applied for the duration between
two arrows
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