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Peripheral vascular imaging performance of a r ne abdominal contrast scan was compared

between 80kVp+ deep learning reconstruction (DLR) imaging and 100kVp+ hybrid iterative
reconstruction (IR) imaging.

In the physical evaluation, spatial resolution was higher and noise was lower with DLR.

When compared in clinical imaging, 80kVp+DLR imaging resulted in higher CT values of peripheral
vessels and higher visual evaluation in VR images.

In the routine abdominal contrast-enhanced examination, 80kVp+ DLR had better ability to depict
abdominal peripheral vessels.
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®9 ERERERD
_EEX : 80kVp+PI 163cm 73kg 2.8mL/s 91mL (370%U%!)
Aorta:418.6HU HRFENAR - 372.4HU BIEEEIAH  17.0HU
Aorta : 405.8HU BEEEAT : 380.0HU BRREHS 1 21.0HU
TE:100kVp+iDose® 170cm 80kg 3.9mL/s 128mlL (300&4H)
Aorta:343.9HU  AF#IAR:332.4HU  HE#EIIAR 1 20.6HU
Aorta : 302.9HU EE#K: 217.0HU BRR2H5 - 24.3HU

E10 BEREFEHRQ
_EE& : 80kVp+PI 164cm 54kg 2.0mL/s 65mL (300%4%))
Aorta:3254HU  ARF#EAR:286.2HU  EiEEirfs - 12.6HU
Aorta:333.8HU  ER#RK:213.5HU  BiE : 14.1HU
TE&: 100kVp+iDose®* 160cm 48kg 2.3mL/s 77mL (300£L4!))
Aorta:324.2HU  ARF#EIR:2154HU  EiEEarAs - 20.7HU
Aorta:337.9HU  ERE#K: 177.3HU  BiEs 1 23.8HU
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