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(a) CT (b) MRI (c) MRA (d) SPECT
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lume Graphics 7}&

—Multiplanar reconstruction
—Object-order volume rendering
—Image-order volume rendering

—Transmission-oriented methods
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2. Interpolation ¥

—Linear interpolation, bilinear interpolation, trilinear
interpolation
~First oder interpolation, higher order interpolation
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3. Maximum Intensity Projection
(MIP)
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23 3-3. Maximum intensity projection
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2) Directional Interpolation
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3} Closest Vessel Projection{CVP)
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