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For the purpose of estimating the effect of scattered radiation in magnification radiography, its MTFs
were evaluated experimentally, and their empirical formulae were presented and discussed. It was neces-
sary to obtain their numerical data input to the computer when optimal magnification radiography was
studied with a computation by convolution of the component’s MTFs.

A. few empirical formulae on the MTF of scattered radiation in conventionl radicgraphy had been
proposed, but in magnification radiography none of them were reported since they varied with a lot of
factors, that is, the potential, the source-film distance (SFD), the thickness of scatterer, the size of radia-
tion field, magnification ratio, and so on.

MTFs of the magnification radiograms of the test object of Optiker Funk Nr. 5863 taken by a X ray
tube having a focal spot of 0.05 mm in nominal size, were obtained changing thickness of the water phan-
tom for 0, 2, 5, 10, 15, and 20 cm as a scatterer, and magnification ratio for 4, 6, 8, and 10.

In the experiment, Kyokko FS or MS intensifying screen and Fuji KX madical film were exposed
in this combination at the constant SFD of 100 cm, and in the radiation field of 4% 4 cm at the position
of 6cm from the center of the focus.

MTFs obtained experimentally were transformed into the sine-wave one by Coltman’ formula, and
then the MTF values due to scattering were calculated according to the same magnification ratio by simple

devision.
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Estimating the accuracy of MTFs, errors were smaller than4- 109, over the range of spatial frequency
v from 0.5 to 5.0 lp/mm and larger than-10% above 5.5 Ip/mm.
These MTFs were assumed as a function of spatial freqency v and thickness of the scatterer d. Frorm

the above data, the empirical formula approximated in exponential form is shown as,

Sc (v, d)=exp (—a(v)d),

when a(v) is a function of spatila frequency.

a (v) approximated linearly over the range of v from 0.5 to 5.5 Ip/mm is given, then Sc (v,d) si shown,

as follows:
Sc (v d)=exp (—(av-+B)d),

when gradient o and intercept § are constant that depended on the magnification ratio.

By using these expressions, MTF values of the scattered radiation derived from various thicknesses

of the scatterer can be calculated from one of the unit of scatterer obtained with the same magnification

ratio. These results are applicable to a computer calculation to find suitable conditions in mangifica-

tion radiography.
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Table 1. Experimental materials and conditions.
Mo | Soreen | e (o)
4 F8§ 0, 2, 5, 10, 15, 20
6 MS 0, 5, 10
8 M5 | 0, 5,10, 15
10 Ms 0, 5, 10, 15

* Film : Fuji-KX, SFD=100cm, 120kVp.
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Fig. 2 MTFs of the magnification radiographic system with [scatterer of water phantom
in various thicknesses according to the magnification ratios of 4,6,8, and 10.
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Table 2. Exponential approximations to MTFs
as a function of the thickness of scatterer. All
correlation coefficients and gradients are nega-
tive, but they are shown as absolute values. The
upper of each pair to a spatial frequency indi-
cates a gradient and the below shows a correla-
tion coefficient.

Magnification Ratio
Spatial
Frequency X 4 %6 X 8 %10
(Ip/mm)

05 |-0:0L16 [0.00563 ] 0.00485 | 0.00493
’ 0.994 | 0.969 |0.979 | 0.961
Lo [0:0198 | 0.0118 |0.00909 | 0.00814

0.997 |0.989 | 0.980 | 0.983
15 |0:0268 |0.0170 |0.0185 |0.0107
0.996 |0.996 |0.968 |0.993
5 |.0:0335 |0.0216 |0.0177 | 0.0150
0.996 | 0.999 | 0.961 | 0.990
5.5 |.0:0400 |0.0265 |0.0213 | 0.0170
0.995 10.999 |0.954 | 0.990
30 |0:0489 ]0.0319 [0.0233 [0.0181
0.996 | 0.999 | 0.956 | 0.995
55 |.0:0563 |0.0362 |0.0259 | 0.0202
0.995 | 0.999 |0.944 | 0.996
4.0 |0:0869 |0.0417 |0.0294 |0.0214
0.995 |[0.999 |[0.952 | 0.996
45 |0:0762 |0.0477 |0.0330 |0.0229
0.991 |0.999 | 0.950 | 0.994
5.0 |-0:0780 |0.0556 |0.0374 | 0.0284
0.920 10.999 | 0.942 | 0.997
-~ |0.0950 |0.0634 | 0.0416 | 0.0344
°° [0.978 |0.989 |0.953 |0.994
6.0 | 0184 |0.0718 |0.0483 |0.0452
0.962 | 0.999 |0.946 |0.995
65 [|0:156 |0.0892 | 0.0610 | 0.0579
0.967 |0.999 |0.946 | 0.983
70 |0:182 [0.101 |0.0757 |0.0820
0.966 |0.999 |0.954 | 0.979
;5 [0:180 10.125 |0.100 -
0.982 | 0.999 | 0.941 —

*x4 0.5 lp/mm---4.0 lp/mm, Scatterer-thickness :

0,2,5,10,15,20cm.

4.5 Ip/mm, Scatterer-thickness :
0,2,5,10,15cm.

5.0 Ip/mm and 5.5 Ip/mm, Scatterer-thickn-
ess : 0,2,5,10cm.

6.5 Ip/mm---7.5 Ipfmm. scatterer-thickness :
0,2,5¢cm.
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Fig. 3 Semi-logarithmic plots of MTFs of the
scattered radiation for four-fold magnification
according to thickness of the water phantom(cm)
as a scatterer, when the spatial frequency is kept:
constant. Each line is normalized to the MTF
value when the scatterer is not added.

AKX 560 MTF (e DkEr 2z L,
4 fEIRRC DU TR ZE I R P 55 1p/mm [J | C,
MTF {EOBEEMLI0%% 8z, 8{Ehk it
5.5 Ip/mm [J |-, 1084 ¢1%6.5 lp/mm ) ¢
ERCO@MA L 5. 6 kT ER L -5

02
E " ®
g
]
§u‘1-
w
: ey
w ,"'/
WP vy
B e
- ‘
L i i
0 "-’ﬁ? il M ] n L L 1 4 L
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 7.0

SPATIAL FREQUENCY  vo/ms
Fig. 4 The ahsolute values of gradient as a fun-
ction of spatial frequency for the magnification
ratios of 4,6,8, and 10. Solid curves for four-
and eight-fold magnification and dashed curves
for six- and ten-fold magnification.



968—(58)

P D 222 R BUR CHEBBIEGR B Az L T
5. BiZ%E LT OFEUSAKT SO,
zefslEpE e 5.5 Ip/mm BEEE CTHL LY.

o O FEF A 5.5 Ip/mm LUF o 72 B0
T, BERO MTF Lk B d &2
Wk v OIRBEIE TN D C LTRSS .
Fie, fFRO KXo RES O xS
<, BBk okE &, HElimoEaEnsd<
Bz EEEDLLTWS.

Fig. 41L& RS0\ C S OHpE & A7
Bigic ot ey FLAELOTHS. Sl
Vi P R BB O X Sk ¥ < T B ST (LN
WL e D AR R o o B
Lie B Bz 5535.5Ip/mm LUF Ok CLLE
Be Ao ke o, cofifio MR
¥, X a0y 8% Table Jiciit.

Table 3. Linear apprpximations to the absolute
values of gradients as a function of spatial freq-
uency over the range from 0.5 Ip/mm to 5.5
Ip/mm for magnification ratios of 4,6,8, and 10.
The correlation coefficient, gradient, and inter-
cept are tabulated for each magnification ratio.

Magnification| Correlation | Gradient | Intercept
Ratio Coefficient o re]
1 0.994 0.017 —0.00173
G 0.996 0.011 —0.0005
3 0.997 0.0070 0.0024
10 U L9080 0.0051 0.0029

* The range of spatial frequency is from 0.5
Ip/mm to 5.5 lp/mm.
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