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Abstract

ority of utility value.

Estimation of Image Quality of the Radiographs by Hawlet Chart

Joon Huh, Chang Kyun Kim, Hong Seok Kang*
Dept. of Radiotechnology, Junior College of Public Health and
Medical Technology, Korea University, Seoul, Kcrea

There are various kinds of methods to estimate the image quality of x-ray film. The
Hawlet-chart is one of the methods to estimate the depiction power of x-ray film image.

Authors made a test using the Hawlet-chart in clinical field and demonstrated the superi-
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Fig.1, Hawlet chart
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Fig.2, Radiographs of Hawlet chart and resolution
test chart
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Fig.3, Relative sensitivity of screen and image quality
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Fig. 4. Relation betwen image quality and
distrimination
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Fig.5. Relation between basic density and image quality
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Fig.6. Relation between tube voltage and image quality
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