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Abstract
The absorption coefficient of contrast media was meassured region of
diagnostic X-ray.
Relative values of absomtion coefficient was found the largest peak in the
range of 60~70kVp for sodium sulfate and 60kVp for iodine.
Increasing the thickness of contrast media and patient, the values of
ahsorption coefficient was rising.
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Fig. 1 A back diagram of experiment apparatus
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Fig. 2 Relative balues(%) of absorption coefficient for Ba(120) 0.50cc/cof
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Fig. 3 Relative values(%) of absorption coefficient for Ba(120) 1.50ce/on
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Fig. 7 Relative values(%) of absorption coefficient for 1(50%) 0.75cc/cf
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