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ACR Phantom evaluation. Phantom scan performed using AOP Mode (Target Rh, Filter Ag, 34kV). Red dot line of
Fibers 5, Specs 4, Masses 4 refer limiting value in Japanese guideline

2D Images: 2D STD 29mAs 1.33mGy, 2D STD+ 40mAs 1.81mGy

DBT Images: DBT STD 28.6mAs 1.31mGy, 2D STD+ like 40mAs 1.72mGy
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