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+ Abstract

A study on Phantom image of Mammography in some area

Se-Sik Kang
Dept. of Radiological Science, College of Health science, Catholic University of Busan

Purpose : The goal of this study was to survey the quality control of mammographic phantom images

in some area,

Methods @ Between May and June, 2005, I have got a total of 47 mammographic phantom images
collected from 49 hospitals and were analized about phantom score of fibrous, speck, tumor with
enlargement scope, By critic level of experimental mammographic phantom case images, classified through

the pass case that fibrous score 4, speck score 3, tumor score 3 over,

Result : It passed 33 case (70.3%), failed 14 case (29.7%) about 47 case, Passing case images showed
tube voltage 23~30 kVp, tube current 20~60 mAs, photographic density 0.48~1.77

Conclusion : It passed case about 70.3% of mammographic phantom image in some area. Optimum
range of tube voltage, tube current, photographic density have to use to get fine quality of mammographic

images,

Key Words : mammography, phantom images, photographic density
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