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A feasibility study for generation of realistic virtual nodules
based on three-dimensional spatial resolution

in lung computed tomography
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F1E
AARIZE T HEMEREIC L DT OHE 1 ALIFMAATHY, 2016 FORA A
FEME T 73,838 ATHD V. RN ADORTEEZWD ¥ D5 7-0120F, Fin
Ao DBRINFE R, - RHENERDN R IR TH Y, Mids A2 ORI TERENTIRE V.
HARD DS AR I IR R 2 S ERRIRZ 3 H Y, 2006 FIT@mE Sz T
MR IR S S MR AR A KT A v ) DIZHEC TR AMZ 3T T
LD, ZOHA RTA L THE, Mo AMEZIT LT3 a2 & LT 40 5l b
D HENTHET 2 Wi X BiRse & fabiie (B EMER) (263 2 0 X S
EVERAIIREZ O RIEN R S T D —TF, KRR Computed tomography
(CT) 1%, TECHRBAMROFEZL MW I L5HLAR 0 TH D] L) B
B, SRR E L QIR SN TE LT, EERZ & L TEMT 254612
%, IR AHATH D Z L EARFIRICOWVWTHYNIFHRAT 2 LERH D] &S
NTWD. 2O XK IR ERE CT BN A2 Ofid & L TR I T
WD, TA BT A AERRERIZEW T, AERET B 233 2 BIEAL
LE#gEER  (Randomized controlled trial: RCT) DFERNH32F SN TW o7
T ThDEMDbID. LML, KEIZEBWTITHILZ RCT Th % The National
Lung Screening Trial (NLST) 3528 2011 ARG SNER Sz, TORE
1%, BEEBEFRCHWT, SRE CT M2 217 o 7o BEIE, 8% O M X
BRI LD EAT T EL D b, DN AIC K D TERERNAREIZ 20%IK T L7z
EWVIBDTHD. ZORRZ5ZT, KE Center of Medicare and Medicaid Services
I, s A CT 2 IR ASEC IR A TH D & LT, 4 1 BIOKHR RN
HCT M2 2 NERREICE DL Z L2 RE LY. 2, 2017 FIA X2V T
DML 7 Vv — 7 0N #E L7 RCT T& 5 Italian Lung Cancer Screening Trial

(ITALUNG) O#fEHE (K1) I2BWTIE, MR A EEITA LR o7
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1. Ttalian Lung Cancer Screening Trial D45 95K 0 P51 H. (a)BEAE A L LbiaABR 2
BAA L TH D 2014 A FE TIZHE R S Mlins Ao B2 FE%L. Control group L1 2,
Active group |ZIRARENIE CT M2 21T -l RT. KA TR LICEBIIHRZ 21T -
oMM 27T, 9 AR L7 FEAIZ 3V T, Active group & Control group TX R S /-
JliAS A OBULFIRRECTH Y, AREME CT 212 X % overdiagnosis 1Z74 HAL72V.
(D) HEVEZ AL ELEGRABR 2 BHAR L T D Dy ASETS # D BAEEL. 10 4141238 T, Active
group & Control group £ ¥ & JET-H O BIHE 30% D722 E DR TE 5.



b OO, EFREME CT ME2IZ & DA A & s A LIS DIET DD D3 R X
iz, &I, EHREMRE CT #M22 T2l 7= Miias AlZ overdiagnosis 73 % 5L
ol Z N, ol BlEMIR O®R IR SN LRI Y. AT U,
~YLF—(ZEB VT H RCT TH 5 Dutch-Belgian Randomized Lung Cancer Screening
Trial (NELSON) O23FEfi S TE Y, ZOMIHEICHEENREEZ> TS, F
7=, European Union A5 7 /L — 7' 1%, (KHREME CT M2 O a1 E % n[HE7R
RO BRI T ARETHLIERE LD, 2ok HRECKkOEBZ 1D, BAR
IZBWTHIHREMET CTRZOEEENAE SN TE TR, 4%, Kk
HCT M2 d, xIREMmZ L L CTHER SN D ATREMEITm W E B 2 5.
(AR BEES CT M2 Tl AR OB AL T IED 2 &<, ik ok
IR E A KT 5 Z E N EETH S, Karabulut © L, BWAEHTLHEEZE
DR E L ASRET CTIRET 2 2 & T, REHRE & ORIHIERE ORI
DOWTHMA L. LL, TOX D RUFFRITHIRZ LS 720, FEhid 52 LITR
HCThHDH. £ T, MifEEi AT 20 OFERHVWLORD L IZhoTE T
%. Botelho © VN, M7 7 > b AOPWEIZHRE &AL U 7 EW 2 Bl L7
WERE WD Z LT, i, BRESCHEMR T LT X LSS OMH
PERBIZ B 2 D I OWTRET 21TV, Li b "% =2 v ¥ o — & TERK L 72 fififd
HizHWD Z L TRRORR Z21To7-. 2RO I 2 L—2 a3 03, ik
ARSI « PRGOS TR <, ISR O CT AR & 12 B
DT, B EDFEMNT — 2 X—=2ADBE~OFN e &, Y72 & OBEN 5
MNEZ T2 S h /N R EE 72 frghc B8 W T, FRcAF 72 TETH L . F77,
Huo & "™, filizs A CT A7 U —=2 7|Z81F % Computer aided detection/diagnosis
(CAD) system @ QA (Quality assurance) DB EMEIZHOWTIRRTEY, MifkEis

2 b—3 g UMWz CAD OPERERHII O J71EDS [future CAD QA procedure ]



ELTURSNTWD. CT BB RS « ARSI L » THEA KR E
B2 % . BEOEWVIL CAD 72 EOEBITOM BRI E L 52 5 Z L RFHbh
TED 192, CAD OVEREFFMS° QA 1X CAD i 425 (BEAT D) figkZ L1
[EA  (site-specific) 72 CT HEifg% H % Z & T, CAD O site-specific 72 HEREFEAM
BITH ZENEETHS. LaL, CAD OMEREAFMET 5 7-0121%, i 2ot
BDOMN AV DEMR N ZENEETH Y, fisg Z & ICEG (EF) 28D 5 2 &I13H
HThD. 1 ek DA TOIEGIUER R85, BIOKER T Si7z CT b
BoOTFT —2 =2 W% TR AT TV D25, BIOTERR O E DR %
CT W E M%7, #YIZ CAD OMERENFEMCTE TWRWATREER H 5.
COXIREEICHLMES VI 2=y a AN ERATHLEEEZLNS.
JfifEEiv I 2 b—a kv, CAD 2T 2lEsk THWHITWS CT
%L E U ORER 2% < INEET D Z LN TE UL, site-specific 72 CAD DIERE
RS FREL 70D, 2O X DI, MfEHiS I 2 L— g VORI ORTSIE, B
IRBFFRREIIZ 72 > TNV D

ZHETI, 3FEEOMEH Y I 2 L—YaroFEMESA TS, 19
BiL, M7 7o b A ONEICHFEE 28 L& a2 A L THWD HIET
H2H M, IR BIASHEH SN TWD HIETH D0, Bix 2R EEOR IR
ORI DEBFEEZFBT 572018, ZOEDT 7 v b AEER LT
BV, Fo, MAEEOY A X9 CT T TR, Hax 2R EHm+ 5 2
CIXREECH D, 2 0HIE, HHEED CT BGOSR ZMmE L, BloE
FOBEBIZIIAT 5 HETH D 220, Z OFER, EEioMEZ EMICHET 5
DIZERINTId 2, i U7 B Ei 2 A 2 g & 72 2 BE (Rl 22y
FRRE) DG E I T & 220, Al A G O BB IR - BRI Ko

TEITL2HDOTHY, #RE - FHRRMF DL R CT HED AT X 72 EDMT



bica, vk TITIE Szt s Eig i IFIH T <> TLE .
X5, MEEIMAA CT A2V —=2 7% Hltaxic Lo Thb RS
W, BEORER ) GHIHMRSEBREZIUEL, TNH6E2E L O T—DOOT —FX—
2L LTHAT 2 2 LIZREETH 5. 3 5HIE, 3 ©a—& TR L7 Ik

(digital nodule) % BE DOEBRIZFHAT 5 HIETH S 106D = 0 FFIEITEEN
W2 EFLD 2 DOFEOBERZRT HZ ENRETHS. LL, THET
2 472 digital nodule D2 < 1%, HLREAIICEERO MRS EEE & P45 &
INNEED T 4 VB ) U THEOET Y 7 &L Ty 101610 CT 28 22
M REEIZIE SN2 NA 372 b D Th 7=, FilH 51 digital nodule D722
TERRTIEDBIF 2D TN D 2729, Z D FETIE, TENO CT #EE CHIE S
FUTZ ZER S FRREIZ FE D T, SR BE %K (object function) 2> > digital nodule (virtual
nodule) Z1ERT 5. ZHITKY, ENENOHEED CT HEE TRy S5 ks
Hitg L [R5 D22 M5 fiffE 2 49 5 virtual nodule 2452 Z E N A[ETHDH. 2D
728, Z O virtual nodule IZHE3E D digital nodule LV HENT-HIETHD EE X
5. UL, ZHE TIlEAbEI O object function & L CTHEFEN —RE7RERIAZ 40T L
TH Y 309, RY— TR R EBRO MG L IIRE BRD2bDTHo72. &
Y EEIRAIZ2REHC T, EERORREEIHERIITY, R — TR e fifid o
object function DIER A MLEARI R TH 5.

AAFIETIL, EBEOHFEET CT B2 D object function (212495 Nodule-like
object function ZH H3 5 FiEEIE T 5. Z D Nodule-like object function 7> 5,
FNENORE THEH IS CT 2EE CHIE L7222/ 0 fiFRBIZ LD X, realistic
virtual nodule Z#1Eik 32 (X 2). ZHIZ XY, site-specific 72 ik Hits 2 1ER 7
HZEMAREL 72D, £, CTT AN 7 b AICEEND B —REDRIKE

FHV T, Nodule-like object function & realistic virtual nodule ™% H{#E 2 FRGE L



77, WIT, KRB —TAREIE L 725 L 9B U= ks & 2 FHU N C, realistic virtual
nodule DE HFEEDRMRIEZITVY, TRRIEOKFH~DO e 2 Mt L7-.

Nodule-like Realistic

e[l Dz objectfunction virtual nodule
Deconvolution > Convolution >

.~ FIPSF{]
O\ _FISSP]

-

0 0.5 \1 1.5 00 0.5 1 1.5
spatial frequency spatial frequency

2. HREEOMEMEIX. Scanner-1 T L7-ifif5#Ei#4 (Original image) % Scanner-1 ®
Point spread function (PSF;) & Slice sensitivity profile (SSPy) (2L > TTFa RV = —
= L, Nodule-like object function Z % {9 %. Z#UIZ Scanner-2 @ PSF (PSF,) K&
UNSSP (SSP,) % EEFM/yT 5 Z & C, Scanner-2 DZER /3 iREEZ 4T 5 realistic virtual
nodule ZH 3 %.



F2E ik
2-1 (AR LR - BHERS:

CT 2E@EIZ1E, 45 CT 28 (Asteion; WE AT 4 VT AT LA, KHK, H
A) (LAKE, Scanner A &%), 3204 CT (& (Aquilion One; B2 AT 4 1)V
VAT LA) (LARE, Scanner B &%), 384 (192x2) %I CT %£i& (SOMATOM
Force; Siemens Healthcare, Erlangen, Germany) (LAf%, ScannerC &3°%) @ 3 jff
W, R - BRI AR LITRT. 2RO DORMTH 2 =D 2-3,2-4 B
LR 2-5 DETORFHIBWTH—LTHEASL TV,

A% v U (x,y) 1231 % 2 RIC Point spread function (PSF) 38 X OMA ¥ ¥
RN TREL AN T (z) (2381 D Slice sensitivity profile (SSP) & i ZFi
O CT HE@E CHIE L7z, HAEREI% FC52 (ScannerA), FC14 (Scanner B), Bf44d

(Scanner C) (Z3531F % PSF OHIEIZIL, FEEMGEELE S PSF JIE L 3539% H
W, WTRO CTHEES AT A AE ITmm ZHVWTEHY, SSP ORIEICIT~ A
rmad 7y b GUEEE, W, BA) vz, 3O CT E#E 12

1T % PSF £ XSSP @ Modulation transfer function (MTF) %X 3 |2/,



* 1. HEB LOEMT

Equipment
Scanner A Scanner B Scanner C

Model Asteion Aquilion One SOMATOM Force

odel name (Toshiba) (Toshiba) (Siemens)
Acquisition
Detector rows 4 80 96
Tube voltage
(kV) 120 120 120
Tube current
(mA) 200 300 198
Rotation time
(s/rotation) 0.75 0.5 0.5
Pitch 1.375 0.8125 0.9
Image
reconstruction
Field of view
(mm) 200 200 200
Slice thickness 1 1 1
(mm)
Slice interval
(mm) 1 1 1
Reconstruction High-resolution Standard Standard
kernel (FC52) (FC14) (Bf44d)
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3. A% v MBI D PSF @ MTF (F) LAl mic31F7 5 SSP & MTE ().




2-2  Nodule-like object function 33 & U realistic virtual nodule @ % H 5754
CT I3 2EE [E A D2 fREE A L TW\W5A. 5D CT Zi&E (Scanner;) THF

SAVTEIFEET D CT Hig Ly )l FH (D) TRT ZENTE D LIUET D 740,

I (x,y,z) = [0(x,y,z) *x PSF1 (x, y)] * SSP,(2) (1)

Z 2T, O(x,y,2)i% object function TV, BH DMFEEH OWRE - IR A R L T
%. %72, PSFi(xy) & SSPi(2)iZZ 24 Scanner; O 2 YKt PSF & SSP TH 1,
Iz EN 2R E 1 REDEERMSERT. ALV UTOXZES Z
EINTED.

R F[Il(x,y.Z)]
O(x; vV, Z) =F {F[PSFl(X,Y)]'F[Sspl(z)]} (2)

ZIT, FEFIEhEh 7=V 2Bl —) 2 Z]MTHY, XQITLD
HEETa R a—var EAETHD. ZDOXHITPSF & SSPEHWS Z
& T, JfEEI O Wi A5 object function ZE T H Z ENARETH D.
AHFFETIE, Scanner; & LC Scanner A ¥ J O Scanner B & flV 7z, —fil & L
C, Scanner A @ F[PSFi(x,y)] & F[SSPi(2)]B L8, b Dz X 4 1R,
A)DEMUTTRT L 91T, K(2)ITHT D FIPSFi(xp) DEN Y BTN E R Bl
FHR & 72D, ZAUZE, F[PSFi(ep)] 08 JEREL O @ W EIRIZ 8T 0 IZUTV ME & 72
L2720 THD (M4@a). K512582)2 L% object function B H i 277"
B 5,7, 10 mm OERIRD CT {4 Li(x,y,2) (K 5() 7°5, PSFi(x,y)& SSPi(z)%
AW TR@)IT X > TEH L 7= object function 23X 5(b)DEIE T 5. Li(x,y )l

ENDHABBOEE S EE TR S, &R A X e G ATEER LD

10



TENHERRTE D, ZO X ) RREERNT 5729, F[PSFi(xy)]! (X 4(c)) DJA
W HL D i ORI A FR BT L o TR S8 7. BEBE W ann WIZIT R

|Z7%9" Hann window % 7=

1.0 (w <wyp)
Wyann(wW) =1 0.5 + 0.5 cos WA_‘:“ T (W <w<w)+Aw)
0.0 (wy + Aw < w)
3)
w = Vu? + v? (4)

I Tu b vidEnEivx &y OFMICHIGT HERBEEE G THY, ulv
T E RN -T2 T T IVHIICEBT D2 2= MER 2 w &35, wi s awld
BB DOFENT A =2 TH Y, ZOREALDFIEICOWTIEE 2 F 2-3 [Z8 W
TE,kT5. £/, 4GB IO@IREND X 91, RBFFECTHW= CT Wi
DRERIT B D F A F A NEFEEITEN 729, F[SSPi(z)]! ~D EEIE D 1L
WL Z X T, 2T A ARIFR2Y 1mm LA EOHE B Z W2 55121%, 74 F A
N &I EK0E 0.5 cycles/mm LL R CT&H Y, F[SSPi(2)]! (& &k D REE L IERIHE & 72
HAREMEITIZE AV EEZ BN D, K(2)IZ Hann window Wyg,,, (W) % FH
5HZ & TIRAEET.

! _ -1 F[Il(x'yvz)]

Z ® O’(x,y,z)% Nodule-like object function & 3 %.
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4. ZE[EJE SR EICF5 1) D Scanner A @ PSF & SSP. (a) F-&RkBI%k FC52 @ PSF.
(b) A7 A AJE 1 mm @ SSP. (c) PSF(a)D Wiz EA Ty F7z, PSFa)DWfif Lt &
BAEL Witann(w) & DFE ZHHR TRT. (d) SSPOYDWEL. F 1 IR TRETIRE SN -l
BDF A XA NEPEEIL, x-py HHTIE 1.28 cycles/mm, z 6] TiX 0.5 cycles/mm T

2.

12



5 mm 7 mm 10 mm

Ii(x, 3 2)

(a)

O(x, v, 2)

(b)

5. Q)% CT Ef&IZEH L-—f6. (a) B S mm, 7 mm, 10 mm OERIKZHRE L7z
CT Ef% Li(x,y,2). (b) ULV L(xy ) BHEH L7 O(xy.2).

WIZ, #7025 CT 4E&E (Scannerz) O Z4EET % . Nodule-like object function

BN L - THifg h(xy)EHHT 5.

I;(x,y,z) = [0'(x,y,2) ** PSF;(x, y)] * SSP;(2) (6)

Z 2T, PSFaxy) & SSPa(z)iXE4LZ 4L Scanner, @ 2 It PSF & SSP THh 5.
L(x,y,2)I%, Scanner; & N CTHrEE L 72 iifs 81 O i & RSO ZEM e x a3 5.

ZDOEHZLTELNT h(xy,z)% realistic virtual nodule &3 %. AKFEEH

13



T, % CTHEEIZ L - TH LN ML EiIE 2> 5 Nodule-like object function %
BHLT =2 _R—25HHE+ 52 12XV, Z D Nodule-like object function D5
—HR—=2nG, Bips CT MEEIC K - TIRE S D MRS E R m Y45
realistic virtual nodule Z1Ep% 35 Z &N A[RETH .

2-3 WEEORHIEAL

X B)IZBIT % Hann window Wygn (W) DFRFE/RT X —H w, 4w &b 5
=D, mar b7 ARNCT T A M7 7> b (MHT-Type; RABEFF) ZfEH L
Tz, ZO7 7 r bAE, RS M E TR S 2B 2,3,5,7, 10
mm O MAEREEMEOFICHEDIAENTND, 77> FAERE L CT
B A 6 2T, HEED z filihm & FATE 2D KO ICEE L, Scanner A &
Scanner B THgi L7z, CT BRI & HEE TH 5728, MAEDE G D= 55 fiF
REIL SSP ITITKAFET, 2 ¥kt PSF OAIKAFT D728, A()IFKATES Z
LINTED.

I (x,y) = 0(x,y) *+ PSF(x, y) (7

22T, heey)ZMHEDO CTHEEBTH Y, O@x,y) LM D object function ThH 5.

ZoEx, AGEFRAXD L HiIcRkRSND.

! _ -1 F[Il(xfy)]
0 (x; y) =F {F[PSFl(x,y)] WHann(W)} (8)

Scanner A (Z331F % Hann window OFHEE/NT A —H v, Aaw OIiwfb.O—5 %X 7

\ZoRT. EHA22,3,5,7, 10mm OFAED CT W8 Li(x,y) % X T(@UIZRT. ZiubH D

14



Efg) 5, H(8)IZ L - T Nodule-like object function Z & H L (X 7(b)), ER{KD
BEA DOEAER L O CT MBI DWW TER L 72 BB 72 object function (X 7(c)) &
Lb#sz U 7=. Nodule-like object function 7> object function % J# 5 L 72 i % [X] 7(d)
T, FEOERERE 7 DR EZ TN T 572012, TNENDOELRT LIZX 7(d)
\Z~ 3 U 7 4R D Regions of interest (ROIs) %% L, Root mean square error

(RMSE) &% L7=. 550 RMSE O F-#fE4% ¥ RMSE & LT, Nodule-like
object function & object function D =R A FHMT DFEE L Lz, wilL 0.1 225 1.5
cyclessmm % T 0.05 cycles/mm [HET, 4w 1% 0.0 205 1.5 cycles/mm % T 0.05
cycles/mm [FIfR CTEAL S, &2 TD wi & Aw OFAADEITISV T object function

B L, W RMSE /b2 olz b & D wy, dw ZRcEE & T 5 (K 7(e)).

Scanner A & Scanner B {Z-DV C, Hann window OFH¥E/ ST XA —X w & Aw Dy

WA . Z1T>7=. Scanner B (231 B i b OfE B2 X 8 12/~ .

6MHT 77> FA®D CT EE. BEA200mm D7 7> hohxHy MY FLICEE L
B L7-. B£%2,3,5,7,10mm @ 5 FEO MM () IXZRBEHOFE TG A —2 D
e bIZBE R L7z, A2 5,7, 10mm O 3 FEEORE (=/A) 135 2= 2-5 THHATS.

15



Scanner A T, wi = 1.0 cycles/mm, 4w = 0.3 cycles/mm @D B2 /D -] RMSE
23 166.9 Hounsfield units (HU) T& >72. Scanner B TiL, w; = 0.85 cycles/mm,
Aw = 0.6 cycles/mm DFFITH/ND -] RMSE 725 177.1 HU Td > 7-. Scanner A O
HiE L 2472 Hann window (X 9(a)) & JEIEHEIIZ 31T 5 PSF OWifi & DOFF

(B 9(b)) 1%, JAPEEO BRI BV TR BT 5 = L SR TS 5.
Scanner B D[RIEEDRE R A X4 9(c), (d)IZ-7T.

PRRETITAG)ITRT X 912 Hann window Z £ L7278, OO &
L T Hamming window Wyamming(W), Blackman window Wiggckmann (W) D1 F O

AREMEIC OV T bR 21T o 7c. TN T OB Z LT O TR

WHamming (w) =
1.0 (w <w;p)
0.54 + 0.46 cos W_Vtvl T (W <w<wp+Aw) 9)
0.08 (wy + Aw < w)
Whiackmann (W) =
1.0 (w <w;p)
0.42 + 0.5 cos WA_MVfl 7 + 0.08 cos 2 WA_xl (wi <w <w; + Aw)
0.0 (wy + Aw < w)

(10)

FNENOZEBEAEIZIE Hann window & [RIER DFHFE /N T A — & wy, Aw HEXITT-.
(8)?® Hann window Wy gn, WIZARE ¥, Hamming window Wiygmming (W) % FHV

T, MAEEBO O'(xy)E B L, Hann window & [RIERD FNECTHIE AT A —X

16



wi, aw Dig b 247> 72 (1X10,11). [FEEIZ Blackman window Waigcrmann (WU
DOWThREEZITo72 (K12, 13). Aibfk U7 B & AR EGEEIC B 1T 5
PSF D% & ZB8%DFE % X 14 (Hamming window), [X 15 (Blackman window)
(RT. GEANT A = il LTZBR O RMSE DIEZ K 2 ICFE &0 5.
WP OB, ¥ RMSE (X[FRRE OfE & 72 > 7-. Hamming window &
Blackman window %, &5 5O bIERIE~OBEHANFRETH L LB HNDHM, K
WFFEClE, —Mery72 78B4 C & % Hann window % 2 & & L7z,

17



2 mm 3 mm 5 mm 7 mm o
LI
5 0 190
g 2 180
c =
SZ ol o
= ©
160 | .-
125
1
% tw (cycles/mm)
(e) |

[X| 7. Scanner A (Z31F % Hann window OFHIE /T XA —X TH B wy & 4w O, (a)
Ty NAZEEND STEREOMEL Y L THE LI CT B, (b) Ef@»HHEH
L 7= Nodule-like object function. (¢) FEAJIZIERK L 7= EEAEAY 72 object function. (d)
Nodule-like object function (b)7> & BAHK) 72 object function (¢) % 5\ 72 EifR. (e)iiFE X F
A= wi, Aw \THEAFS % 4 RMSEs O /Ml & RFT TR,
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7 mm 10 mm

)
3
3
w
3
3
3
3
3

(a) -
(b) n
. -
(d) Iﬂ

EN

c 2

G 0

O y—

= ©

w; (cycles/mm) 0.75 N _
: 0.25 Aw (cycles/mm)

(e)

8. Scanner B |Z351F % Hann window OFRFE/NT A —2 TH D wy & 4w OE L. (a-
eI 7 LFERTH 5.
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10 ¢ I"FHmm {:H’r}
F[PSF (x, 3]

|

FIPSF(x,v)]"

1 1Dl: 1 1
1 15 0 05 1 15
{b] Spatial frequency (cycles/mm)

0 05
(a] Spatial frequency (cycles/mm)

1 -
— ‘_IE 10 Ir'1"{'-1!]:2?: n {:“'r}
E % | FIPSF(y)]
=05 ™
(=
7))
= a, )
L
) , o 10 , A
0 05 1 15 0 05 1 15

Spatial frequency (cycles/mm) (d) Spatial frequency (cycles/mm)

(c)

9. (a) Scanner A {233\ T fl X 4172 Hann window. (b) Hann window(a) & &} 58
iz 31T B PSF(FC52) D%k & OFH. (¢) Scanner B {235\ Tl S 4172 Hann window.
(d) Hann window(c) & JE £k 12351 5 PSF (FC14) Dififk & OF.
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125 N
1
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10. Scanner A {23517 % Hamming window DOFHHE/NT A —Z ThH D w & Aw DFcii
b, (@)X 7 LR TH 5.
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EN

c 2

G 0

O y—

= ©

w; (cycles/mm) 0.75 N _
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(e)

11. Scanner B {2351} % Hamming window D /N7 A — % T 5 wi & Aw D ik,
(@a-e)l XX 7 LFEETH S.
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(d) IEE
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c =
SE 0]
= ©
160 | .-
125 N
1
w; (cycles/mm)
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(e) °

12. Scanner A (Z351F % Blackman window D3/ XT7 A —XTH D w & Aw DI
b, (@)X 7 LR TH 5.
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EN

c 2

G 0

O y—

= ©

w; (cycles/mm) 0.75 \ _
: 0.25 Aw (cycles/mm)

(e)

13. Scanner B |2351F % Blackman window D FHIE 5 A —F Th D w & Aw Ok
fb. (a-e)IZX 7 LRI TH 5.
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14. fi#{k < 4172 Hamming window. (a-d)I%[X 9 & [RIEECTH 5.
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15. f il 2472 Blackman window. (a-d)IZ[X 9 &R TH 5.
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F< 2. el U 72 BB A VTR 0> 5 5 L 72 Nodule-like object function & B
FEM) 72 object function O L.

Window function Hann Hamming  Blackman

Smallest mean

RMSE for Scanner A 166.9 166.8 166.8

Smallest mean

RMSE for Scanner B 177.1 179.8 177.2

2-4  ¥J—ER{R% H V72 Nodule-like object function O FR AL

R(5IZ £ - T 5415 Nodule-like object function DFEE ZFRAET D722, &
I 7ARNCT7TARNZ7 7> hA (MHT-type) (& ENDHERES, 7,10 mm O
—RERRERIR A L2, 207 7 > b AT Hann window OFRTE/ ST A — & D
Wi (B2823) IHEALIELDLFE—DbLOTHD. ERIKOBIE Scanner A
& Scanner B @ 2 #§fE D ME{E THUS: L72. Scanner A THIE L7 PSF & SSP % H
VY, Scanner A TH O N B ELEDEKKEER S, ZHLHDERAED Nodule-like
object function %% H{ L7=. Scanner A ¥ T8 Scanner B Ol E 6 HH L 7=
Nodule-like object function %z Nodule-like object function A 35 X OF Nodule-like object
functionB &4 %. IZ, 5D CT & (Scanner C) @ PSF 38 LT SSP & W\ T
H(6)IZ L - T, Nodule-like object function A 35 J2 OF Nodule-like object function B 7>
5, EILEID realistic virtual nodule 2 & L7z, K ELDEKILMEIZ, Nodule-like

object function A 7> 5 % L 7= realistic virtual nodule & Nodule-like object function

B 75 B H L 7= realistic virtual nodule D #2170y, D74 RMSE IZ X > CTE
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wIZFHMIG L 7=. Nodule-like object function A & B D ZH (L, Z 1D Nodule-
like object function 7> & B L 7= realistic virtual nodule 7B S5 .

Nodule-like object function A & B 23 L < B TE 7255121, 2 OO realistic
virtual nodule IZ—E T % LB X L5720, realistic virtual nodule O 7 # O FFA

%479 Z & T, Nodule-like object function DF5EMRFEEZ T > 7-.

2-5 Realistic virtual nodule ¥ R FE
2-5-1 ¥J—ERIR % 72 realistic virtual nodule O 1 FEFR AR

% 2 B 2-4 |28V T, Scanner C @ PSF & SSP % HV T, Nodule-like object
function A 35 &2 T" Nodule-like object function B 725, 7 7 >k AERIKD realistic
virtual nodule D% %475 7=. Realistic virtual nodule D¥5E & MREET 5 72 DI
Scanner C T7 7 & b AERIRZ R L TH 547 CT Wit (realistic virtual nodule
DOBEEL T HEE) LHEH L7 realistic virtual nodule O ATV, ZDE%E

RMSE |2 X » CEEMICFMM 21T~ 7-.

2-5-2  HEMLEREET & I\ 72 realistic virtual nodule 005 FERRFIE

Realistic virtual nodule D EEE TOFRH O R REMEZMFET 272012, REY—TA
I 7 5 SO BYERSER i 2 FHEL THW. CT E239-800,-600 HU 0 2 Fli%H
DK 1% A K —ICRE G DR T 5 >0 A VEFHEEE (Case 1-5) Z1ERL L 7= (X
16(a)) . HFREFEHI O CT EIZEER 2N K 512, CTEOIERWERE HWTH
RS A AT 12— LD —ZAZEE L7 (4 16(b) . FIEATF =2—/LD
fr—2% CTEEOA Y R U HLMCEWZEIC, 5 >0 AEEEREE N T Y
HUL2 6 80 mm AN OB LE ST DBE & Lc. BIFEEEREE e Ny 7 77

7R (2ER) EDOCTE=aY BT A MEKI 200025 400HU Th b, £i7-, %
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WOBONESDEORAEL LT, BEAFTE—LOr—ADIMIIZ 5 SDD4
R ZEE Lz (K 16(c). 7—AICWHEE L7ceE i 2 BENZ, (EGDOEZ1T
VY, R IR TERMICE VT Scanner A & Scanner C T L7=. Scanner A |2 X
o> THRE L7 BIERERSET O CT 8 (Case 1-5) %X 16(d)IZ7~" 7. Scanner A C
5 5 372 2 75> 5 Nodule-like object function % % Hi L 7=. Scanner C @ PSF & SSP
% T, Nodule-like object function 7>, R(6)& U realistic virtual nodule % %
H L7=. Realistic virtual nodule & Scanner C C#F 5 4172 H {EREHERE Hi O MR % Lt

#: L, RMSE (2 XV E&EMICFHEEIT 7.

28



AL L L]

(d)

16. MlifsE 24 U= B VEREEASEN. (a) 5 DO B VEREREED (Case 1-5) O4MEL. (b)
AT 1 —/L & A, fi58 THEREREE 2 EE. (¢) AT v —/VIZEE L7AL
EADEHOERE. (d) BEEEREH (Case 1-5) @ CT Hifg (axial Wrif) .
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H3E A
3-1 #J—ER{K% 7= Nodule-like object function 0¥ & #GIE

Scanner A CHgH L7 EAR Smm OERIED CT ®i#% (X 17(a)) #>5, Nodule-like
object function A DH HA1T->7 (IX 17(b)). Nodule-like object function (2% / A
AREENTWED, WER ORI B30 72 <, —#7% CT EAFF oA (FA4R
172 object function) @ X 9 725 Td - 7=. Scanner C ® PSF & SSP % T,
Nodule-like object function A 7> realistic virtual nodule Z % L7= (X 17(c)). [
KEDTFNET, Scanner B Tl L72ERIAD CT @i (X 17(d)) »>5, Nodule-like
object function B Z % [ L (X 17(e)), Scanner C @ PSF & SSP % H\ T, realistic
virtual nodule Z % H L7= (X 17(f)). Nodule-like object function A 7> & H Hi L7
realistic virtual nodule ([X] 17(c)) & Nodule-like object function B 7> & % H{ L 7= realistic
virtual nodule (4 17(f)) 121%, ZE A EERITALNRD T2, 2 DOEBEDZE
i (K17(g) & CTHEZr 77 A0 (K17G) »Hb i —HLTnWbZ
& DHER T E 7 AR 7, 10 mm D ERIKDO RO R Z T NLHIX 18, 19 1T
%72, Nodule-like object function A, B 75 HiH L 7= realistic virtual nodule ¢ 7 %
ZRHI L7= RMSE 23K 3 (CR3 7. BKIKD CTIE L Ny 7 7T 0 RO CT D =
Y F 7 AR (F674HU) 2T 5 &, RMSE DHIT/NISVWEEZ NS, 2
? realistic virtual nodule (Z& TH K< —FHL, ®£As CT EENLLHEB LK

Nodule-like object function D—EH AR5 Z L N TX 7=,
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(d) (e) (f) (g)
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© © 250t 8
= =
< ©
z = f\—— _
(@)
_7598 _é I I I I I é 8
x- posmon (mm
5 o I
= <
_3% g -250p .
g £
© 2 s00p .
(@)
7505 2
(h) ‘-posmon (mm)

X 17. (a) Scanner A THgiZ L7= 5 mm ERD CT ®if&. (b) Ei{&(a)h HHEH L7 Nodule-
like object function. (¢) [Hif(b)7A> 5 HH L 7= realistic virtual nodule. (d-f) Scanner B (233
F D (@)X T DR, (g) Bifg((D DI (c) &SI\, (h) Hifg(c) D ARk
WZBITD CTHET e 7 7 A4 V% Ky MR, BBROOERIZH T D CTIHT e 7 7 A V%
FEMT/RT. Hif4(a-HiT Window level = -600 HU, Window width= 1200 HU T v, [Hjf4
(2)1% Window level = 0 HU, Window width =200 HU T&% 5.
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7% 3. Nodule-like object function A, B 7> & %} L 7= realistic virtual nodule ™ RMSE.

Diameter of phantom sphere

5 mm 7 mm 10 mm

RMSE 13.3 13.7 12.4

3-2 BJ—Ek{K % 7= realistic virtual nodule O F% FERRRIE

EAE 5 mm DEK{RD Nodule-like object function A 7> 5 1ERk L 7= realistic virtual
nodule (X 20 (a)) & Scanner C D@ (X 20(b)) DL ZAT-7/2. 2 DD
DZEEE (K 20(c) & CT a7 7 A4 (¥ 20(d) 725, realistic virtual
nodule & ScannerC DEEN L —H L TCWAHZ ENERTE 72, EA 7,10 mm
DERIRDOFE R AKX 21,22 127579, Realistic virtual nodule I%, W3 HLD ELEDERE
IZBWTH, Scanner C DEG L DZAERITIZE A EHR LI N> T2, Nodule-like
object function B IZ31T 2 FEIERDME R Z X 23-25 (1277, £z, T HD RMSE
DIEZ R 4 1R,
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Axial

Sagittal

Axial

Sagittal

(a) (b) (c)
— 0_ B
2
L
3 -2501 A
[0}
=
6 -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
T"5(-)8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
X-position (mm)
— 0_ 7
2
L
8 -250r .
[0}
=
o -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
T"5(-)8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
(d) z-position (mm)

20. (a) EAE 5 mm D ER{AD Nodule-like object function A 7> 5 % L 7= realistic virtual
nodule. (b) Scanner C CTHRE L 72 EAL S mm OERIKO M. (¢) Hif(a)n> 5 Hi(b)% 5]
W2 2555 . (d) i ()D SRRICBITS CTIEY 0 7 7 A V% Ky BT, HiEb)DS
MBI S CT BT a7 7 A VEFERTRT. E(, b)iE Window level = -600 HU,
Window width = 1200 HU CT& ¥, #if%(c)i% Window level = 0 HU, Window width =200 HU
Thb.
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Axial

Sagittal

(a) (b) (c)
— 0_ B
2
L
= 9 -250F .
ER
6 -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
T"5(-)8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
X-position (mm)
— 0_ 7
— 2
£ L
@ 9 -250r .
A 9
o -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
T"5(-)8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
(d) z-position (mm)

21. B 7 mm OEKIKD Nodule-like object function A 75 FH L 7= realistic virtual
nodule OFER. (a-d)ILIX 20 L FEETH 5.
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Axial

Sagittal

Axial

Sagittal

(a) (b) (c)
— 0_ B
2
L
3 -250 A
[0}
=
5 -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
T"5(-)8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8
X-position (mm)
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L
@
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[0}
=
'_
(3}
(d) z-position (mm)

22. EAE 10 mm DOERIKD Nodule-like object function A 2> 5 i H L 7= realistic virtual
nodule OFER. (a-d)ILIX 20 L FEETH 5.
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Axial

Sagittal

Axial

Sagittal

(a) (b) (c)
— 0_ B
2
L
3 -2501 A
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— 0_ 7
% )
8 -250r .
[0}
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o -500f .
_ [ | | | | | |
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(d) z-position (mm)

23. HEE 5 mm DEKIAD Nodule-like object function B 7 HH H L 7=

nodule OFER. (a-d)ILIX 20 L FEETH 5.
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Axial

Sagittal

(a) (b) (c)
— 0_ B
2
L
= 9 -250F .
ER
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24. HEE 7 mm DERIAD Nodule-like object function B 75 H H L 7= realistic virtual
nodule OFER. (a-d)ILIX 20 L FEETH 5.
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K
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L
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25. HEE 10 mm DER{RD Nodule-like object function B 7> 5 & L 7= realistic virtual
nodule OFER. (a-d)ILIX 20 L FEETH 5.
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#% 4. Nodule-like object function 7> & i L 7= realistic virtual nodule & Scanner C TER{K
Z it LT 5 O RMSE.

Diameter of phantom sphere

5 mm 7 mm 10 mm
RMSE for Nodule-like
object function A 10.8 t.1 12:5
RMSE for Nodule-like 15.9 16.8 16.5

object function B

3-3  EEMHRE S 2 72 realistic virtual nodule O 4 FERRFIE

Scanner A THii L 72 Case 1 @ BAEMiFEET DB (X 26(a)) Z £ FH L T, Nodule-
like object function Z % H L7= (X 26(b)). Scanner C ® PSF & SSP # T,
Nodule-like object function 7> 5 % H{ L 7= realistic virtual nodule ([X] 26(c)) % Scanner
C THr L7- BIEMRS S o it (X 26(d)) & Fbig L 7=, Realistic virtual nodule |3,
Scanner C DE|f} & L HEHEIL, 2 SOEBOESSER (X 26(e) & CTET =
Z7AN (K26(f) B, TO—HEMHETDHI LN TED. Case2-5 DGR
#2730 129, F2, THHD RMSE &% 512K
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(a)

Axial

Sagittal

(f)

(b) (c) (d) (e)
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S -800f .
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-1000+ .
-10 -5 0 5 10
x-position (mm)
~ -600+ .
2
=
3 -800f -
(]
=
o
-1000+ .
-10 -5 0 5 10

z-position (mm)

26. (a) Scanner A THgiZ L 72 Case 1 @ BEFHEASHIO CT Hif%. (b) Hifg(a)n> 5 HEH
L 7= Nodule-like object function. (¢) Scanner C ® PSF & SSP % f T Nodule-like object
function 2> 5 B H L 7= realistic virtual nodule. (d) Scanner C THg L 7= Case 1 O H {EE
FEREEI OmIR. (e) Mg (c)h bR &SIV Iz . () Hifg(c), (d), (a)DRFRICIS
05 CTETe 7 7 A VEZNEN Ry b, FER, SRTrRT. Wi (a-d)lE Window
level = -750 HU, Window width =500 HU T& v, [Hi{#(e)i% Window level = 0 HU, Window
width=200 HU TH 5. iz, 2 TOMEIIF CHEEER 7 —V T&RR L.

42




Axial

Sagittal

(a)

Axial

Sagittal

(f)

(d)

~ -600} |
2
=
S -800} |
(]
=
3
-1000} |
10 = 0 10
x-position (mm)
. -600} |
2
=
S -800f |
(]
=
3
-1000} |
10 = 0 10

27. Case 2 O H {EBHEEAERI OFE R, (a-HIZX 26 LFAETH 5.

=-position (mm)
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28. Case 3 O H {EBHEEAERI OFE R, (a-HIZX 26 LFAETH 5.

=-position (mm)
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29. Case 4 @ H {ERHEREE DAL R

z-position (mm)

. (@hHiEX 26 LFEETH D.
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Sagittal

Axial

Sagittal

(f)

(b)
~ -600} |
2
=
S -800} |
(]
=
3
-1000} |
10 = 0 5 10
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. -600} |
2
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=
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30. Case 5 O H {EBHEEAERI OFE R, (a-HIZX 26 LFAETH 5.
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F< 5. Nodule-like object function 7> & i L 7= realistic virtual nodule & Scanner C THg#
L 7= B RHEEERS i O 1% 0 RMSE.

Laboratory-made physical nodules

Casel Case2 Case3 Cased4 Case5s

RMSE 8.2 6.9 8.6 8.1 6.2
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plih

HAFE E

ABFFETIE, CT EED PSF BL VN SSP W eTF a R a—a /T &
>, JfifEEiO CT WifgH> 5 Nodule-like object function Z % H L, H/25 CT %
& D PSF 35 LN SSP # H-&EFE4r 7 % Z & T realistic virtual nodule Z % 7%
%% LTz, Scanner A THiZ L 72 ERIA D & Scanner B Tl L 7 BIfgIZ,
i H4EE A L PSF/SSP MR 572012 (K3), ZEMIMRAEIC K & 72225
DA 5372 (¥ 17-19) 73, Nodule-like object function A & Nodule-like object function
BITIE, RERERIIHA LN o7, £, THZ 11D Nodule-like object function
7> 6B L7z realistic virtual nodule 73 2 < —# L, Nodule-like object function A &
BO—HzMRTHIENTE. Zux, BRI object function (ZFELL L7
Nodule-like object function WHHTX 772 LB 2 L, T A —HF O
{b.% £ 9 Hann window % fV>% Z & C, Nodule-like object function 73 FiAE EE CH
HT&7mZ 2R LTS, E5IZ, Nodule-like object function A, B 2> 5 HH L
72 realistic virtual nodule |%, #4722 CT %&(&E (Scanner C) D[ E b L < —&HL
7z (K20-25). ZHUZLY, &5 CT HE Tsg S 7ol s 2> 5 Nodule-
like object function Z%LH L, Z @ Nodule-like object function 7>&, 7225 CT #&
D2 53 iRRE A AT 5 realistic virtual nodule & {ERLT 2 &\ 9 #REED 2 Y M
7R E 7=, Nodule-like object function (% CT HEECHRE « RSO R D
B ORER HIEET 5 Z LN TX 5. Nodule-like object function % 1EAL T LI,
TNTNORE THEM LTS CT HEDZERDMFREZ AT 2 realistic virtual
nodule Z{ERT 2 Z LB HEETH L. 7205, EEOMRSHIIIEE L 72581 %
H L7z, site-specific 72 filifbHitE 2Rk T2 Z L3 FIHE L 72 5. FREIERIT, 1ERD
FfGHEI S R 2 b— a3 COREEA 0BB 2R TEX 5 HETH 5.

REZIEZ L - T, Bhagk THEH LT\ CT Eifg & [F U2 s fgne 2 A3 2 Ml
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FEEiY I 2 L—va v EAfEL 95 2 & T, CAD O site-specific 72 PERERFAM 23 7]
REERDEEZDBND. —fXIZ CAD OBRFEHIR T E 1L, FFED CT 2EES
i - RS IED CT BB OT —# X—2ARHNLND. ZD7=dH, CAD %
WMATDHERIC, ZOMTHEMRLTWAD CT B OEE & CAD OB - HT
BIZHN NI T —F RXR—=ZADEE R R > TWEHEITIE, CAD OMEREs +
I TEROATREEN H D . CAD 2 AT HBRICIE, ZOMisk o CT Hiff
ZHWTZITANRBRZIT) ZENEETH L. LvL, Mgk Z & IR G
GEER]) ZINET D Z LITKREREETH D, BEEIC L - T, Mk Ty
7GR O CT it 7> 5 Nodule-like object function ZHH L, Mgk CT
CTHIE L7 PSF, SSP % & &/ L T realistic virtual nodule ZH 4 %5. ZD X
H 2 LT BTz realistic virtual nodule % M gk CHiti L7 Mol CT B2 A
L T CAD ORI VD 2 & T, RGO D G7 ) %48 &, Hb)72 CAD
PEREREAM 2 5232 2 LN AlREIC e D L HIfff S 5.
EHDONIRETN—T T, ThE T HERIR 2GRS S L TAR L
virtual nodule ™ CAD DPEREFEAT~ D ] 4 #4 L72 *3). Virtual nodule % V%
ZLicky, MHEioRE I ERE (ACT) IZEAFT 5 CAD Ok IR % B
PCTDHIENTEZ. ZO—F1%K 31 12T . CAD IZ L D5 % 58
BEREZLITRTZLIZE T, BHRAZIIRLIEFRTH D, ZOREMN
5, FlZIE 5 mm BLEOFEEIRRHIZIZACT 239 200 HU LLETH D Z & AN E
EWVWH T ENE XD, Virtual nodule DR E IRCREALREICRETE DL &0
5, ZOXDRFHIENE IR L I o7, £72, virtual nodule [ZFiNOTE
DOALEIZHRATE, fEIEICE D CAD OMHFHEZEET L2 & TE 5.
Z O 32 1R, MEICE R HALEIZ R A S U7 virtual nodule (3 CAD
IZ X DA R DA o0y, MENGHETZ LIk TSNS Z L
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Rhnd . EFRICHW CAD IXIMEICER D (T 2) (MEICH D ER OB
HEEDMEWERRER S D b D EHEHI STz, 2D X 51T, FEEORE IRREL &
OB 2T B E -« %6 T & 2 virtual nodule 1%, CAD Ok & 7245 HiFFM:
A IRNT T 5 2 LN TE D5 REHD, 7D site-specific 72 CAD DPERERT
iz & L TEHTE 5.
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%] 31. Virtual nodule ® CAD OPEREFEAL -~ 3. IS OEE%Z 4 775 8 mm,

R (ACT) % 100 2>5 700 HU O#iH CAL &, HERE L ACT D& TOMAE
O CARK L7 virtual nodule % g3 CT Mifg (24 A LT, CAD TENT 1T 7.
MLV BRI D SR OB & ACT DA G HOE TIL, CAD ICX D IR
HAFRETH D, T KDY, WMREEHiOER L ACT IT{&FF L7z CAD O HRA
P LMNE L.

32. Virtual nodule Z i A4 2 filiNALE & CAD @*ﬁtﬁ%&@*ﬁ%ﬁ ¥, KAICTRT
ALiE 24 A L7 virtual nodule 13 CAD CTHaHH S dno 7. MUE IR > Tz, =
i (“A7 TRINGE) ITHAMIEZZLS TGS CAD TRl Enho7z
2, MENGEENALE (@7 T/RIALE) 14 A L7Z virtual nodule (34 H S H
7o ZHUZ XY, FEBRTHWZ CAD O HRHEN TGS O EIKAFT D 2 &M
HonEeoTz.
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L22L, T E T virtual nodule (ZB9 24FFE TI, object function & L T
JEM—RRIRERIRZIEE L T D A — TAREIE R EZROMGEH & 1T R 560
Thol-. I THRMLTIE, EHRKD virtual nodule DA TIEEJLE L, FEEE

Dt i 2 HZ realistic virtual nodule Z RS 28T LWFIEDZ R~ L ORIT 7.
AHFGECIIMET Lo 7273, realistic virtual nodule [3% DIRESLCKE SOLH
(BRI ZEHUT & DHEK - ffi/ I L ONREFEE) NAEL TH Y, AT 5 IHALE
BIERICRETE S, Led> T, ZHETO virtual nodule Z AW 72t (K
31, 32) IZ realistic virtual nodule Z AW CTHEET 25 Z LN TE, KVBEEFRLE
ME LGBV RDREOND b D LW END.

CAD DFFPEIZ Ko TiE, FEEI O HREDSFEEI O MALE CHEFI O JE D OMRAE
(& M BE 72 & O JEDAEEY) & OALE BFRCHEALOIRRE) \TIKAFT 5%

& % . Realistic virtual nodule Z ifiPIZHfiIAT HERIC, MESLMBEIZTHE S 5 UM

—IELDMEICTHA LTS AICIZCADIC X AMHENME T T4 2 &b PRES
% . Realistic virtual nodule Z i A4~ (L& 13 CAD OPEREFAT Ol I 5283
HERD—> L 725 WHENMEN$H 5. Realistic virtual nodule % T CAD DHEE
A 24T 9 BRI, &Mk CHME O J7ik - FUET realistic virtual nodule % i IZFF
A LT AIZIE, EOMAFTEIET LTod MR R & 72 0, fEix T ol ds ¢
ERWVEERERDbDEZZBND. 41, realistic virtual nodule % v 72 CAD

PEREREANE Z 1R ER 72 CAD @ QA D72 DOF{EE L THENLT D72 DITiX, iy
OFFANLECFATIEICET 2R B3nEt L 72 %,

Realistic virtual nodule iR B IZ 31T 2 EEEOMFEEiG A it L, #0022
SfEREZ 72D CT EITIT 2 Eig D22 53 iRRE DRFMEIC AT 5 Z LI &
STHEREND. FEEHOME NV—T"TIXIZ OEGHIZHE ST, K33 I1TR-T X
T, EEIRIEI{GOZE M FRE R Bre 2 CT SEEIZ I 1T 2 G D 22 [ /0 iR hE O Rebk:
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[CEWS D FIEOBRFEZED TE - . ZoFETIE, KRBT 5 Mk
fitg oM ITAT OIS, #Hi2 S MG RO ER RN AR SN D, £
D— B2 X 34 (ZRF . ZERIDFRREDN AR S AU ifg Y, 272D CT MEE TR
L7-Hifg (BEE) & OEITFEAEHLLNR. FifEHTEROERICE N THIZE
b RIS, BRBENRESW ERb0 5. ZOTFIETIE realistic virtual
nodule DAERIE L 1T H2 0, FEHIG OIS KON ~OFANIAETH L. i
R IZ 3BT D REEI O ECARETIOE » OfREE (I CHBE e & o D EY
& ONLE BRSO O AR AE) 132 O F FHERF S NLTIRAE T, 22 fRRE D ZE LAY
fTond. ZOFEZFIHT L LICLY, sk THRE S fifEfio CT
%7 B tiax o CT Wg D ZEM i RRE DRFMEICZEHL L CAD ORI VD Z & 23
TX, site-specific 72 CAD OPEREFHMI 23 AIBE & 72 5. Realistic virtual nodule D
B LR Y, Ak TR BB Z NIRRT 2 RER RN LD, fi

T T 5 Z L O TE HMERERMEF NGO D LB 2 HiL5. CAD D QA
DD DFER IR FIEO—DIZ7 D Z ENWIRFEND. 12720, ZOFETIINM
FEEIE ORI 21Tl =0, FEEOKRE SPRER L OFAT 2 i E o
I« FHEITEE L. BIR O virtual nodule Z FW A RRETRE R (X131, 32) ~o

WX TE .
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Realistic
virtual nodule

Nodule-like
object function

33. CT B 2R D ZE M /3 ifRE 2 2549 5 J71E 39 Clx, MifsEiofhi - fiAZ1T
D, AR L OEIEEY R E OB RE £ OF RIS 5. Mk TR LT
FEFI OBG A, 22 RREDFFED B IR D & DICEH L THWDL Z LN TE
D AMFRORRZEIET, il TR S G O RS ET 2l L, 225 fEne
%5 ¥R L CHS B AL7- Realistic virtual nodule % B fax OEEICFEA L THWS. 2%
%1%, Nodule-like object function DK & & « JREEDZET R, realistic virtual nodule M
FRANLE 2 LS D Z & T, CAD O 4 B 2 SEIciitr 5 Z LT &
%
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(HU)
50

-50

(a) (b) (c) (d)
34. CT E{R AR DI fRHE 2 25483 5 Ik 300 —F. (a) FEHER) 72 FEHE R Y
B O TR L7zlitg (BE) . (b) S0 fRRE 72 PR B BE X 2 VW CRIRK L
7o, (¢) ZEMOMRREOERIZ LY, ifg(b) % Biff(a) D/ fFREI 2L M L 7o Bifh.
(d) Hifg(c) & Hifh(a) DA A,

CAD O site-specific 72 EREREAMEE & L C, virtual nodule®® & 7213 realistic virtual
nodule % VN2 k&, BE CT BiQ 2RO ZER /fithe 2 B3 5 051k 0 b
%, WAL, HEOKRE SOWRER L OMAT DMNALEOLEE - HEEZIT,
CAD Dtkx IR 2 3 T T 2 5 8IS T 5 FIE L B b D, B’E
iX, CAD ® QA D7D DIFHERIRFIECRVGEL b DL TERIND.

KON D22 JE A E THO PSEF B L OSSP IC L 2% (Far RV =
—a ) 1F, —REREGREESUE (Hoo) LREROAETH S, —ikIZ, T
VARV a—va A RITBUETH Y, A REIRO BB E fERT 2 2 &
WECTh 5. R TIX, /A XOWEREIKRT 572012, A(3)-G)ITFV\T 2
SOHEI T A—4 %24+ 2D Hannwindow ZEHA L7z, LinL, K17-19 (£h
TNOKNZEB T HO)EE)ICRLIEL I, /A XEZERIRETETELT,
Nodule-like object function (Z7CD CT Hifg (X 17-19 12K 1F H(@)Ed) £V b,
%< D) A REENTND. —J5 T, Nodule-like object function 7> 5 1B S 7=
realistic virtual nodule IZFHE4L 5 /A XiddbE D L <2\, ZiE, Nodule-like

object function (Z PSF X SSP ZHEFH /DT 5 Z L IZ XK > T realistic virtual
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nodule % H 3 5B T, BEEMSY OMBEAS, w22 JE ek c 1 5 2 4
RS E LT =N AT g NV EDOERFNZRIZLTWLEDTHS. MR L
THF BTz realistic virtual nodule 1%, / A XA 72 <, Scanner C D4 & [F]4 T
otz (4 20-25). PEROBEEEESAL - uALERX, Nodule-like object function
(ARG T DR i e B L, BRIRZErCE OO E &FHEICH WD Z L&
HEgE LTW27edlz 4, ) A AOMERARET 2 0E R o7, LarL, Kif
72D HAYIE, Nodule-like object function 7> 5 realistic virtual nodule % %9 % Z &
T 5728, Nodule-like object function (Z351F 5 / A X DOHEFRITIRIEIZ 72 5720,
REREE, TR 2—v a3 U2 Ko TH B 47z Nodule-like object function 7>

5 FLHY U7z realistic virtual nodule D2 BRI E T 5 2 & T, — KAV T =R
Ja—alloTHELD A ABEROMBEE L LI HETHLEERD
no.

CT B DR 7] L VA % v sk 3 2 22 M EE o F 1 F 2 KA
WEx, AT A AMKER L O Field of view (FOV) (512x512 O~ kU 7 24 A
) ko T, ETNFNITHRE SN S. Nodule-like object function D)1 A k
JE 43, Scanner A, B T#3 b 472 CT 436 X UF realistic virtual nodule 07 &
Z MNEAEBLERIETH L. ZRETICHE SN TE I, BEDOME CT B b
JiTi st i 2 fih e U TR D s CT BRI 2 HERS, a0 B a—2 TR LTz
Fififit B 2 B CT BRI AT 5 71T, it © U < IEFERk L 7= fififs &l (digital
nodule) %, FEFRDHREZFOWEIIEA L CTHEH L TV 5. Digital nodule (%, #fiA
HeTHLIME CT BOR T A AR L v 7 2L A4 X (FOV/~ F U 7 2%)
PELWGS (54 %2 MNEEENS LWES) 1, MEICEB~FAT L L
MNARETH D, ZD7=, digitalnodule DT 1 F A kAL EE CT gD b

DXV @mWEEIZIX, digital nodule Z 95 CT BB LRI AT 4 AL 7 &
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NP AXTEG 7Y 7 LT 7w, —J5, digital nodule DA
X A NEREE B CT B0 b O X W IKWGEEIZIE, digital nodule D7 > 74
YTV TRMETHS. LinL, Ty 77U v 3 LB TH Y,
digital nodule DZE/I S EREDN LT DRI B 572, digital nodule DT > 74
YV TIHAT O RETEHAR. ZD7®, digitalnodule 27 v YT T
T 52 &<, BRa R CT BHGIZHIARTRE & T2 720121, +oilmni A
X X MNEWE A A LT digital nodule Z1ERT 208D H 5. AWFZEIZIBWT,
i3 /v CT #2231 2 s CT Eifg (realistic virtual nodule % A7 2 Eif4)
1%, —MiZ, A7 4 AREE2 1 mm LA E, FOV 23 200 mm 2L ETH B E4HE L
2. 2Ok, A7 A4 AR 1 mm, FOV 200 mm C&LI, F4 %A MEK
B3I CT B4 2> & Nodule-like object function D& H 1T - 72, Z
— R 72 ME CT BRI B T 2 b @V A %2 MNEEHA A L realistic
virtual nodule DERAFIRETH H Z L 2R LTV D, Z OREEZ BN AT
LH720IZiX, BRD X 972 A T A AR E FOV ORFINAMNATH Y, mul7esk
Hob & THENATLLENDS.

Nodule-like object function D ¥ 125U T, Nodule-like object function A 35 J2 T8
B 72 b HH L7z realistic virtual nodule % i ™2 Z & TR EEMGEA AT o 72, 7B
Mokt (523 2-3) THWEXOIT, BMERIIER L 7= AR 72 8k 5K BY
%L Nodule-like object function & DN LD o o FIOVRRGHEFIETH H B3, #i

DHEEIH D K DT, AWFFEO HEYIE realistic virtual nodule DIEKTH D,
Nodule-like object function M8 fl TIE72\v Y. & 512, Nodule-like object function 13
TarAR)a—ra il oTEL OB A X&E&ATEY, Nodule-like
object function & HEARNY 2 EIREBASL 2 b3~ 2356, EitR ) A AOEEIZ L -
T, BIRDOERERE 5 DB OFZER 2 EfEIC T 5 Z LIXR#ETH H. 2 b
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H1725, Nodule-like object function A & B 7> & Hi L 7= realistic virtual nodule ¢
—HE &G4 5 Z & T, Nodule-like object function D ¥5ERRGEZE 1T - 7.

ABFIETIE, BRI 7 > P AR B EMRSEI 250 CTEE TiRE L. 20
72, 120 CT & (Scanner A X° B) T#5 5 4172 Nodule-like object function 7>
HAERL L7 realistic virtual nodule %72 % CT 24& (Scanner C) TH3 H V72 #ifE
EHET D 2 ENTE, EEOHRAFIH O REMEZREET 2 Z LN TE . #2
FRiEL, M2 AT 5 8FOBKIBE~bHEISTETH LS. L, BF O
PR 2 F O CIRBEDRRFEZAT O 7290121, O CT EE I L 2 npngE L
720, BESOHWEORENS, TOEIIFAETHD. S HIT, BEORKE
B&EHWDEAITIE, B CT E#E 2 A iREicksn e, B (k) o
WYY a = T DOENDOAEFOBEELA CALTEET 5 Z &N TE 2. Uk
DX D REERN G, AR T 2 B ARF I AT 72 MREEIC 38 TREIR E {5
O RITEY) TIERWE WL, 77 FAZHWD Z & T, EEORGEZT
> 7.

RREZE, WSO ITFT—rarndbd. 1 DBIE, BS540
RENTND R TH S MERK L7z B AFEEERG i 1X, ground-glass nodule <2 part-solid
nodule 23 & N TV, £7o, BFEHEESEIITZERP TEREL TWD 2D/ Yy
77Ty RIRE—Toh Y, EEEOKE CT B ORI NNy 7 7T 0 RI3ARY)
— IR TORFHI I TV, BT, CT EECREY - PRSI RS
NTWTeTod, BRa 223 - IRBLTHET 21T 9 2 LIC X o T, REEDEIRF M
~OAREMEE KV FEMICEHME T2 2 E R FREIC R D B A bbb, 2 2RI, &
LN ZE D IREEIC D A F5-3\ T realistic virtual nodule 25 H L TR Y, flio%
K (B 21X, EERSCEEL) 25EB L TWRVWEATHD. 3281, R(6)DT

VR 22— 3 SICBWT, REERBAEFE 28T 5 72912 Hann window
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B L7 Th 5. AMFSETlE Hamming window & Blackman window (290>
THMRFEITV, 3 MOBBBICKE RERNL LN o T272D, —K72
Hannwindow Z 8 L7=. LanL, #2245 - BAERSECIL, Fai 72 B
BT DMENAE LD AREERB X bivd. S 5T, Hann window DFHFE /<
A =B OEELICIE, VAT T 4 v 7 REE I OWT B REORHNH Y,
SHBROMETH 5. 4 DHIL, PSF ONEERMFETH 5. #251ETIE, PSF 1L
B ONEIZ L > TEL LW D EB X 7203, PSF ITIINLERFENH D 2
ENM BTN D AL T, BRI SOV E VERR RS i 2 B Wi o0 F 0 B
#9780 mm DANOALEICELE L7, D X 5 725 FTiE, PSF ONLEEIFIE

HERZEN, realistic virtual nodule DIERIZ G- 2 550 BT HTINTHLHLEZAD
% . B W O H L BEEN T ALE OFEET Z2 B BT D HAICE, T OMEICE
\7% PSF OREZAT O MER D D H LIV, Fi4IZ, #EZRIEIL, ScannerA,
BZHHY 9% CT HE DR - F#ASME Z L2, Hann window DFHEE/ T A —
Z Db B ETH R THD. FEDELITZEDOHE, bz 1TH72<

N ERANCYANAR
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N7

H5E e

JfiA5 SO CT HRIZ CT 2EE D PSF BL OSSP T7Farv AR =2—va 35
Z & T Nodule-like object function Z & H L, ZAUCHE/R % CT ZEED PSF B LW
SSP % BG4 5 Z & T realistic virtual nodule Z1ER9 2 HiEAIRR LT-. &
HH S 4172 realistic virtual nodule 1, Jigk = & 28725 CT & D22 4 fiRBE D FF
PWEEHRTS LN TE S, BREICLY, EREoOFSoOMELHE L, ik
EICEA (site-specific) 7% realistic virtual nodule Z1/EK 92 Z & NATRETH 5.

PEZRIEIZ X > CTHERR L 7= realistic virtual nodule (%, CAD OYERERHIZA H TH
HLBEZBND. CAD OEY)ZRPEREFHE D72 D121%, CAD ZAE M4 2% ik Tk
¥ L7 CT Wi & H\ T, site-specific Z2PEREFHMZ1TH Z ENEETHH. L
L, Z® & 9 72 site-specific 72 CAD OVEREFEMIZIL, £k~ 72D Ml A3 A i %
ZLWETHREND Y, TOEMBIRENETHD. 20 X5 BRI
I, IRBEOHEAPHENTH D EEZ HND . FREIEIC L > THERK L= realistic
virtual nodule Z V% Z & T, WIFNODNiZ TH, site-specific 72 CAD DPERERE
iz i 52 ENARRIC D EHIfFEND.
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