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Clinical application of phase-contrast mammaography and computed radiology: a preliminary compar ative
study
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Objective To compare the image quality of mammogram between PCM and CR. M ethods Twenty-four patients exposed the affected breasts on PCM or CR at random on one projection (CC/MLO),
and the same side on the other system and the other projection. Thirty health examinees exposed one side of breasts on PCM or CR at random on both CC and ML O projections, and the other side on the
other system on both projections. The manifestation of anatomy and lesions in details of the image were scored by radiologists. The differences of image quality of mammogram were compared between
PCM and CR. Results For mammograms of 24 patients with different lesions, the articulation of lesion margin, the inner structure manifestation and the articulation of calculation marginin PCM were
better than those in CR (P=0.0003). For mammograms of 30 health subjects, the sharpness, contrast and the noise level in PCM were better than those in CR (P<0.05). Conclusion The image quality and
the manifestation of detail of lesionsin PCM are better than those in CR.

A BAEIREEE FEPDFE

152 536334048 £i7 1)y o] 4
WA s (T E B GEAR) BT
TERAL: PEBZER BN PEBSEG AT
Hihtke JEstniiE e K AL PUPR G 215 KR EE5025 Ipegifi. 100190 e 010-82547901/2/3  f:3f. 010-82547903
111CP£.12000849-1
ARG AL AR R AT RO W it




