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ABSTRACT

There is a difficulty because of classifying the anatomical structure in the neck CT scan by the beam
hardening artifact no more than disease and it including the 6, 7 number cervical spine and intervertebral disk.
In case of enforcing the neck CT scan cause of the inner diameter of beam artifact tried to be inquired by the
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image evaluation according to the change of the image evaluation according to the direction of the shoulder
joint applying the variation method of a posture and location and Kernel value and it was most appropriate, the
lion tax and Kernel value try to be searched for through an experiment. Somatom Sensation 16 (Siemens,

Enlarge, Germany) equipment was used in a patient 30 people coming to the hospital for the neck CT scan. A

workstation used the AW 4.4 version (GE, USA). According to a direction and location of the shoulder joint,

the patient posture gave a change to the direction of the shoulder joint as the group S it gave a change as

three postures and placed the both arms comfortably and helps a group N and augmented unipolar left in the

wealthy merchant and group P it memorized the both hands and ordered the eversion and drops below to the
utmost and enforced a scan. By using a reconstructing method as the second opinion, it gave and reconstructed
the Kernel value a change based on scan data with B 10 (very smooth), B 20 (smooth), B 30 (medium
smooth), B 40 (medium), B 50 (medium sharp), B 60 (sharp), and B 70 (very sharp). By using image data
which gave the change of the examination posture and change of the Kernel value and are obtained, we
analyzed through the noise value measurement and image evaluation of. The outside wire eversion orders the

both hands and the examination posture is cost in the neck CT scan with the group P it drops below to the

utmost. And in case of when reconstructing with B 40 (medium) or B 50 (medium sharp) being most analyzed

into the inappropriate posture and Kernel value and applying the Kernel value to a clinical, it is considered to

be very useful.

Key Words : Beam Hardening Artifact, Kernel, CT noise
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