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Abstract

Effect of Intensifying Screens to Subject Contrast

In Ja Lee - Joon Huh
Dept. of Radiotechnology, Junior College of Allied Health Sciences, Korea Universily

Hong Seok Kang
Dept. of Radiotechnology, Inchon Junior Nursing College & Allied Health Sciences

Chul Ho Yoon
Dept . of Radiotechnology, Dongnam Health Junior College

It is an experimental report about object contrast according to the Kinds of screen and
obtained results as follows ;
1. In the same object radiography, use acquired the difference of the object contrast
between LT-11{CaWO, system) and G4(Gd system) screens,
2. object contrast more decreased in Gd system screen than CaWO, and object contrast
controlled by X-ray tube voltage.
3. The difference of object contrast seen clearly in 8¢ kVp,
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Table 1. Measurment of subject contrast
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Table 2. Measurment of Scattered Dose

(24 %)

KVP
60 80 100
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LT-u 0.368 0.337 0.200
G4 0.272 0.243 0.161
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