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Amplitude parameters (A, C, E) were fit to a decaying exponential vs distance. no apparent change in resolution between all three
Width parameters (B, D, F) were fit to a linear function vs distance. CDR models, consistent with the fact that all three
Phantoms —— E— incorporated the same geometric response. (Fig.3)
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between models G, SP1 and SP2. Profiles through the point source (lower plots) between the heart wall and ventricle improved with addition of septal penetration to the CDR model as well as TEW scatter . .
Projection data was reconstructed using 3D-OS-EM with attenuation correction Simﬁaﬂ%’ ShOWid ft_llo Cﬁli‘ffirence ifiie?lu;lionf altgoluéh models SP1 and SP2 produced ' oL oo ction, The percent CNR increase due to scatter correction
. . . . t : .
(AC), using each of the 3 CDR models, and with/without TEW scatter correction PRATS O COTTIRIEITY TS ATpIHAS S moes alone (SC+model G), was approximately the same
The point source phantom FWHM and FWTM was evaluated as a function of CDR function (Table 6).
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