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quantitative methods to evaluate how imaging slope -

variables - such as tissue density, breast Results T .
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thickness, and dose, affect iodine detectability.
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Figure 3: Linear regression and LOD estimation for BR- to contact us via email.
GLAND across varying thicknesses: (a) 20mm, (b)
40mm, (c) 60mm, and (d) 80mm. The LOD metric
iIndicated that the system’s i1odine detectability
performance iIs highest (lowest LOD value) at
60mm and lowest (highest LOD value) at 80mm.

The LOD metric was estimated from CEM
recombination images to assess Iodine
detectability using following equations’:

Note: This study was
conducted at Duke.
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