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[57] ABSTRACT

A method and system for detecting and displaying ab-
normal anatomic regions existing in a digital X-ray
image, wherein a single projection digital X-ray image
is processed to obtain signal-enhanced image data with
a maximum signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) and is also pro-
cessed to obtain signal-suppressed image data with a
suppressed SNR. Then, difference image data are
formed by subtraction of the signal-suppressed image
data from the signal-enhanced image data to remove
low-frequency structured anatomic background, which
is basically the same in both the signal-suppressed and
signal-enhanced. image data. Once the structured back-
ground is removed, feature extraction, is performed.
For the detection of lung nodules, pixel thresholding is
performed, followed by circularity and/or size testing
of contiguous pixels surviving thresholding. Threshold
levels are varied, and the effect of varying the threshold
on circularity and size is used to detect nodules. For the
detection of mammographic microcalcifications, pixel
thresholding and contiguous pixel area thresholding are
performed. Clusters of suspected abnormalities are then
detected.

20 Claims, 14 Drawing Sheets
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METHOD AND SYSTEM FOR ENHANCEMENT
AND DETECTION OF ABNORMAL ANATOMIC
REGIONS IN A DIGITAL IMAGE

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

1. Field of the Invention )

This invention relates generally to radiographic sys-
tems, and more particularly to the processing of X-ray
images using feature-extraction techniques.

2. Discussion of Background

Detection and diagnosis of abnormal anatomical re-
gions in radiographs, such as cancerous lung nodules in
chest radiographs and microcalcifications in women’s
breast radiographs, so called mammograms, are among
the most important and difficult tasks performed by
radiologists.

Recent studies have concluded that the prognosis for
patients with lung cancer is improved by early radio-
graphic detection. In one study on lung cancer detec-
tion, it was found that, in retrospect, 90% of subse-
quently diagnosed peripheral lung carcinomas were
visible on earlier radiographs. The observer error
which caused these lesions to be missed may be due to
the camouflaging effect of the surrounding anatomic
background on the nodule of interest, or to the subjec-
tive and varying decision criteria used by radiologists.
Underreading of a radiograph may be due to a lack of
clinical data, lack of experience, a premature discontin-
uation of the film reading because of a definite finding,
focusing of aitention on another abnormality by virtue
of a specific clinical question, failure to review previous
films, distractions, and “illusory visual experiences”.

Similarly, early diagnosis and treatment of breast
cancer, a leading cause of death in women, significantly
improves the chances of survival.

X-ray mammography is the only diagnostic proce-
dure with a proven capability for detecting early-stage,
clinically occult breast cancers. Between 30 and 50% of
breast carcinomas detected radiographically demon-
strate microcalcifications on mammograms, and be-
tween 60 and 80% of breast carcinomas reveal mai-
crocalcifications upon microscopic examination. There-
fore any increase in the detection of microcalcifications
by mammography will lead to further improvements in
its efficacy in the detection of early breast cancer. The
American Cancer Society has recommended the use of
mammography for screening of asymptomatic women
over the age of 40 with annual examinations after the
age 50. For this reason, mammography may eventually
constitute one of the highest volume X-ray procedures
routinely interpreted by radiologists.

A computer scheme that alerts the radiologist to the
location of highly suspect lung nodules or breast mi-
crocalcifications should allow the number of false-nega-
tive diagnoses to be reduced. This could lead to earlier
detection of primary lung and breast cancers and a
better prognosis for the patient. As more digital radio-
graphic imaging systems are developed, computer-
aided searches become feasible. Successful detection
schemes could eventually be hardware implemented for
on-line screening of all chest radiographs and mammo-
grams, prior to viewing by a physician. Thus, chest
radiographs ordered for medical reasons other than
suspected lung cancer would also undergo careful
screening for nodules.

On radiographs, the presence of nodules is obscured
by overlying ribs, bronchi, blood vessels, and other
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normal anatomic structures. Kundel et al. (in) Optimiza-
tion of chest radiography, HHS Publication (FDA),
80-8124, Rockville, Md., 1980, introduced the concept
of conspicuity to describe those properties of an abnor-
mality and its surround which either contribute to or
distract from its visibility. Kelsey et al. in the same
publication investigated factors which affect the per-
ception of simulated lung tumors and found that the
visibility of lesions varied with their location on chest
radiographs. Thus, a computerized search scheme
would have to be capable of locating nodules that have
varying degrees of conspicuity (i.e., nodules immersed
in backgrounds of various anatomic complexity).

Research on computerized nodule-search methods
has been limited. Of those attempted, geometry-based
detection schemes (such as edge detection methods)
were applied to the original image, or to a high-fre-
quency enhanced image, without elimination of the
structured background of the normal lung anatomy.
Basically, none of the prior methods known to the in-
ventors has been sufficiently successful to warrant
large-scale clinical trials.

Several investigators have attempted to analyze
mammographic abnormalities with digital computers.
However, the known studies failed to achieve an accu-
racy acceptable for clinical practice. This failure can be
attributed primarily to a large overlap in the features of
benign and malignant lesions as they appear on mammo-
grams.

The currently accepted standard of clinical care is
such that biopsies are performed on § to 10 women for
each cancer removed. Only with this high biopsy rate is
there reasonable assurance that most mammograph-
ically detectable early carcinomas will be resected.
Given the large amount of overlap between the charac- -
teristics of benign and malignant lesions on mammo-
grams, computer-aided detection rather than character-
ization of abnormalities may eventually have greater
impact in clinical care. Microcalcifications represent an
ideal target for automated detection, because subtle
microcalcifications are often the first and sometimes the
only radiographic findings in early, curable, breast can-
cers, yet individual microcalcifications in a suspicious
cluster (i.e., one requiring biopsy) have a fairly limited
range of radiographic appearances.

The high spatial-frequency content and the small size
of microcalcifications require that digital mammo-
graphic systems provide high spatial resolution and
high contrast sensitivity. Digital mammographic sys-
tems that may satisfy these requirements are still under
development. Digital radiographic systems with moder-
ately high spatial resolution are made possible by fluo-
rescent image plate/laser readout technology. Cur-
rently, digital mammograms with high resolution can be
obtained by digitizing screen-film images with a drum
scanner or other scanning system. The increasing prac-
ticability of digital mammography further underlines
the potential ability of a computer-aided system for
analysis of mammograms.

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

Accordingly, an object of this invention is to provide
an automated method and system for detecting and
displaying abnormal anatomic regions existing in a digi-
tal x-ray image.
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Another object of this invention.is to provide an
automated method and system for providing reliabie
early diagnosis of abnormal anatomic regions.

A further object of this invention is to provide an
automated method and system for selecting and display-
ing abnormal anatomic regions by eliminating struc-
tured anatomic background before applying feature
extraction techniques.

Yet another object of this invention is to minimize
patient exposure to x-ray radiation by providing an
automated method and system for detecting and dis-
playing abnormal anatomic regions based on the digital
information provided in a single x-ray image of the
anatomy under diagnosis.

These and other objects are achieved according to
the invention by providing a new and improved auto-
mated method and system in which prior to feature
extraction, a single projection x-ray image is processed
to obtain signal-enhanced image data with a maximum
signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of a suspected abnormal
region and is also processed to obtain signal-suppressed
image data with a suppressed SNR. Then, according to
the invention, difference image data are formed by sub-
traction of the signal-suppressed image data from the
signal-enhanced image data to remove low-frequency
structured background, which is basically the same in
both the signal-suppressed and signal-enhances image
data.

Further according to the invention, once the struc-
tured background is removed, feature extraction, based
on for example thresholding, circularity and size is per-
formed. Threshold levels are varied and the effect of
the variation on circularity and size is used to detect
abnormalities, such as lung nodules. Another feature
extraction technique is to test for clusters of suspected
abnormalities, such as mammographic microcalcifica-
tions.

BRIEF DESCRIPTIONS

A more complete appreciation of the invention and
many of the attendant advantages thereof will be
readily obtained as the same becomes better understood
by reference to the following detailed description when
considered in connection with the accompanying draw-
ings, wherein:

FIG. 1 is a schematic diagram illustrating the auto-
mated system for nodule detection according to the
invention;

FIGS. 22 and 2b are histograms of the original image
and the difference image, respectively, obtained accord-
ing to the invention, with the pixel value of the nodule
indicated by an arrow;

FIG. 3 is an illustration of the effective diameter and
degree of circularity of an island,

FIG. 4 is a graph illustrating dependence of island
size on threshold level for a nodule and a non-nodule;

FIG. 5is a graph illustrating the dependence of island
circularity on threshold level for a nodule and a non-
nodule;

FIG. 6is a graph illustrating variation of island circu-
larity and size for various threshold levels for a nodule
and a non-nodule;

FIG. 7 is a schematic block diagram illustrating in
more detail the automated system for nodule detection
shown in FIG. 1;

FIG. 8 is a schematic block diagram of the automated
system for detection of microcalcifications in mammo-

20

25

35

45

50

55

60

65

4

grams according to a second embodiment of the inven-
tion;

FIG. 9 is a graph providing a schematic illustration of
a contrast-reversal filter;

FIGS. 10z and 105 are respectively a histogram of an
unprocessed mammogram and a histogram of the differ-
ence image obtained from the matched filter
(3% 3)/contrast-reversal filter (n4=9, ng=3) combina-
tion;

FIG. 11 is a graph illustrating the dependence of
detection accuracy on the kernel size of a contrast-rev-
ersal filter for a matched filter/contrast-reversal filter
combination; '

FIG. 12 is a graph illustrating the dependence of
detection accuracy on the kernel size of a median filter
for a matched filter/median filter combination;

FIG. 13 is a graph illustrating the dependence of
detection accuracy on the kernel size of a matched filter
for a matched filter/median filter combination;

FIG. 14 is a graph comparing the performance of
three image-processing methods in combination with
local thresholding;

FIG. 15 is a graph comparing the performance of
three image-processing methods in combination with
global thresholding;

FIGS. 16a and 164 are graphs respectively illustrat-
ing the dependence of true-positive detection rate of
microcalcifications on local thresholding level and the
dependence of false-positive detection rate of microcal-
cifications on local thresholding level;

FIG. 17 is a graph illustrating the dependence of
detection accuracy on the contrast of microcalcifica-
tions; and

FIG. 18 is a schematic block diagram illustrating in
more detail the automated system shown in FIG. 8.

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED
EMBODIMENTS

Referring now to the drawings, wherein like refer-
ence numerals designate identical or corresponding
parts throughout the several views, and more particu-
larly to FIG. 1 thereof, a schematic diagram of the
nodule detection scheme is shown The technique begins
with an attempt to increase the conspicuity of nodules
by eliminating the “camouflaging” background of the
normal lung anatomy This is accomplished by obtaining
a single-projection digital chest image (step 10) and
creating two images from a single-projection chest im-
age: in one of the two, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of
the nodule is maximized, (step 20) and in the other, the
nodule SNR is suppressed (step 30), while the back-
ground remains essentially the same. Then the differ-
ence is obtained (step 40). The difference between these
two processed images consists of the nodule superim-
posed on a relatively uniform background in which the
detection task is greatly facilitated. This difference
image approach differs fundamentally from conven-
tional subtraction techniques (e.g., temporal or dual-
energy subtraction) in that the two sets of image data,
i.e., SNR enhanced and SNR suppressed, are obtained
from the same single-projection chest radiograph.

With the SNR-maximizing filter, the goal is to en-
hance those characteristics of a nodule which are differ-
ent from the characteristics of the normal anatomic
background. A spatial filter which is matched to the
two-dimensional profile of a given nodule is expected to
yield, upon processing, a maximal response at the loca-
tion of that nodule (the position of maximal correlation).
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However, the use of multiple filters, each matched to
one of an infinite number of conceivable nodule sizes
and shapes, is quite impractical and probably impossi-
ble. Thus, it is necessary to find a few matched filters, or
perhaps just one, which will enhance, to some degree,
nodules of various sizes and shapes. Therefore filters
were investigated, each of which was matched to the
profile of some simulated nodule; i.e., the filter was
proportional to the Fourier spectrum of a simulated
nodule of a given size and contrast. This matched filter
did not take into consideration the background noise in
the radiographic image. Three matched filters which
corresponded to simulated nodules having diameters of
6, 9, and 12 mm were investigated.

In particular, the effect of the three matched filters on
a 512X 512 section of a chest image containing two real
and seven simulated nodules (ranging from 6 mm to 15
mm in diameter and from 35 to 65 in contrast in terms of
digital pixel value) have been examined. It was found
that the SNR-maximizing filter that was matched to a 6
mm diameter nodule was too sensitive to small, high-
contrast portions of rib edges and thus yielded many
false-positives. On the other hand, the filter that was
matched to a 12 mm diameter nodule did not have a
sufficient high-frequency content, and thus small nod-
ules were missed in the detection process. Therefore, an
SNR-maximizing filter that was matched to a 9 mm
nodule was used.

The SNR-suppressing filter is intended to reduce the
predominance of the nodule in the image while produc-
ing a background similar to that obtained with the SNR-
maximizing filter. The “SNR-suppressed” image is pro-
duced from the original digitized chest image by means
of a two-dimensional spatial-smoothing filter (linear or
non-linear). Linear filters examined included uniform
rectangle functions (which correspond to sinc functions
in the spatial-frequency domain) and Gaussian functions
having standard deviations of 6, 9, 12, 24, and 36 mm.
Non-linear filters examined included median filters and
modified median filters. The modified median filter
differs from the conventional median filter in that the
pixels which are used in determining the median value
about some pixel location are not immediately adjacent
to each other, but rather lie along a circumference at a
given radial distance from the pixel location in question.

With the SNR-suppressing filters, it was found that
uniform rectangle and Gaussian functions with the same
rms size yielded similar results. The modified median
filter and the conventional median filter appeared prom-
ising in that thresholding of the difference image
yielded many islands which corresponded to nodules.
However, the resulting islands in the difference image
had jagged edges which gave misleadingly low circu-
larity measurements. The combination of the 9 mm
matched filter with the 12 mm by 12 mm uniform rect-
angle function yielded the highest number of nodule
islands and the lowest number of non-nodule islands
during thresholding of the difference image.

After the two filtered images are obtained from the
original image, a difference image is computed. In one
evaluation performed 512X 512 portion of an original
chest image was used. A 10 mm simulated nodule was
positioned in the middle of the lung field and partially
overlapping a rib. The difference image was obtained
using a matched filter corresponding to a 9 mm nodule
with a contrast of 65 in terms of digital pixel value for
maximizing the SNR of the nodule. Both filtering oper-
ations were performed in the frequency domain with
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6
the aid of a fast-Fourier-transform (FFT) algorithm.
The conspicuity of the nodule in the difference image
was thereby increased and the complexity of the normal
lung background was reduced, although the overall
structure of the lung was still visible.

Histograms of the original image and of the differ-
ence image above described are shown in FIGS. 2(a)
and 2(b), respectively. Since only one quarter of the
chest is analyzed, the range of the histogram, i.e., the
dynamic range, of the original chest image is only ap-
proximately 500 pixel values. The pixel value of the
nodule is indicated by an arrow on the histograms. In
the original image, it is apparent that the pixel value of
the nodule is comparable to those of other lung struc-
tures. If the location of the nodule is varied relative to
the other lung structures, then the pixel value of the
nodule may vary within the dynamic range shown.
However, the pixel value of the nodule in the difference
image is always located at the high end of the histogram
and is isolated from most of he other structures. Also,
the histogram of the difference image is very narrow.
These histograms demonstrate that, with the difference
image approach, one can successfully eliminate the
effect of the unwanted anatomic background.

Next described are feature extraction techniques in-
cluding circularity, size and growth tests (step 50) em-
ployed to detect a lung nodule (step 60), schematically
illustrated in FIG. 1.

Once the difference image is obtained from the
“SNR-maximized” and “SNR-suppressed” images, fea-
ture-extraction techniques are used to isolate possible
nodules while disregarding other structures. Because of
the difference in the spectral contents of the SNR-maxi-
mized and SNR-suppressed images, the backgrounds
resulting after filtering are not identical, and thus the
“structured noise” is not completely eliminated in the
difference image. However, the conspicuity of the nod-
ule is increased, and therefore extraction of the nodule
from the simplified background becomes easier than
that from the original, complex anatomic background.
The nodule is extracted by thresholding the difference
image and performing tests for circularity and size and
evaluating their change with variation of threshold
level; the latter being referred to as a “growth” test.

Thresholding on the difference image is performed at
various pixel values (threshold levels). The pixel values
above a given threshold level correspond to a specific
upper percentage of the area under the histogram. For
example, the threshold level corresponding to the upper
49 of the histogram area in FIG. 2(J) is 525. It should
be noted that, as the percentage increases, the threshold
level decreases.

Pixel values below the threshold level are set to a
constant background value, giving rise to an image of
“islands.” As the pixel threshold level is lowered so that
a greater number of the pixel population as a % of the
histogram exceeds the threshold, i.e., as the histogram
percentage is increased from 4% to 8%, the islands
grow and their shapes vary. The invention utilizes the
way in which the various islands grow with decreasing
threshold levels as a means of characterizing and distin-
guishing between those islands that result from nodules
and those that arise from non-nodules (i.e., normal lung
structures). At each threshold level, the islands are
loaded automatically with simple computer searching
techniques and then submitted for shape and size test-
ing.
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FIG. 3 schematically illustrates the measures for the
size and circularity of a given island. The area of the
island corresponds to the number of connected pixels at
and above the threshold level. The effective diameter is
defined by the diameter of a circle having the same area
as that of the island. The degree of circularity is defined
as the ratio of the area of the island that lies within the
equivalent circle, which is centered about the centroid
of the island, to the area of the island.

The growth of each island is monitored at discrete
intervals of the threshold level. FIG. 4 demonstrates the
dependence of island size on the threshold level for a
nodule and a non-nodule. The threshold level is varied
in increments of 1% of the area of the difference image
histogram. The size of the island is expressed in terms of
the effective diameter in mm. It should be noted that, as
the threshold level decreases, i.e., as more pixels are
included in difference image displayed, the nodule is-
land gradually grows in size as compared to the non-
nodule island. The sudden increase in the effective di-
ameter of the non-nodule island, which is caused by a
merging of the island with another non-nodule island, is
typical of non-nodules in the peripheral region of the
chest. A typical example of the non-nodule is a rib edge.

FIG. 5 illustrates the dependence of island circularity
on the threshold level for a nodule and a non-nodule.
The circularity of the nodule island remains above ap-
proximately 0.85 as the threshold level is changed over
a wide range. However, the circularity of the non-
nodule island decreases. The sudden decrease in circu-
larity for the non-nodule island indicates the merging of
the island into another island.

The variation of island circularity and size for various
threshold levels is shown in FIG. 6. These growth char-
acteristics of islands, as demonstrated in FIGS. 4-6, are
used in accordance with the invention in order to distin-
guish between nodules and non-nodules. An island is
rejected if the size and circularity do not remain at
predetermined levels for a certain number of consecu-
tive threshold levels (in increments of 19 of the histo-
gram). The inventors have used a two-choice criterion
that an island had to satisfy in order to be considered a
nodule. The island must either (1) have an effective
diameter between 3 and 18 mm and a circularity of at
least 0.85 for 10 consecutive threshold levels or (2) have
an effective diameter between 9 and 18 mm and a circu-
larity of at least 0.75 for 4 consecutive threshold levels.
The two-choice criterion was used in order to detect
both small and large nodules; the first criterion being for
small and medium-size nodules and the second criterion
for large nodules. Usually, non-nodule islands are small
initially, grow relatively quickly because they merge
with other non-nodule islands, and have a low degree of
circularity when their effective diameters become
greater than 9 mm. However, in order to detect very
small and very large nodules, a multiple-test criterion
has been used.

It should be noted that once the original digital chest
image is input to the computer, the nodule detection
process is totally automated. After the distinction be-
tween nodules and non-nodules has been made automat-
ically, the detection results can be presented to a radiol-
ogist for the final decision.

FIG. 7 is a more detailed schematic block diagram
illustrating the system of the invention. Referring to
FIG. 7, x-ray measurements of an object are obtained
from an image signal generator 100, for example, the
output of the television camera in a fluoroscopic system
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or the film digitizer for digitizing clinical film images,
etc. The image signal is applied to a first memory 103
where an original image can be stored.

The digitized image signal is applied in parallel to a
SNR-suppressing filter 105 referred to as a median filter
which is a non-linear spatial filter for replacing each
pixel value with the median of the pixel values within a
kernel of chosen size and shape centered at the pixel of
interest, and a SNR-maximizing filter 107 referred to as
a matched filter for enhancing those characteristics of
the suspicious abnormal regions which are different
from the characteristics of the normal anatomic back-
ground.

Subtraction device 109 takes the two filtered images,
the SNR-suppressed image and the SNR-enhanced im-
age, and provides a difference image, in which the con-
spicuity of the suspected abnormalities is increased and
the component of common structured background to
those two images is reduced, which is stored in a second
memory 111,

Using the histogram a predetermined threshold level
is set in a threshold determination device 115 according
to several methods. One is a global thresholding method
in which the computer retains a pre-selected percentage
of pixels with values at the high end of the histogram of
the difference image, the other is a local thresholding
method in which the computer determines the local
statistics within a square kernel centered at a pixel of
interest.

In a thresholding device 117 a thresholding operation
is performed on the difference image at a given thresh-
old level which is determined in the thresholding deter-
mination device 115 corresponding to a specific area of
the calculated histograms. The pixel value is retained
only if it is larger than the mean pixel value by a pre-
selected multiple of the standard deviation.

The difference image stored in a second memory 111
is binary-coded by comparing each pixel value of the
difference image with the threshold level and based on
the comparison writing either ““1” or “0” into plane
memory system 119. Plane memory 119 has the same
number of addresses as the second memory 111. For
example, if the pixel value is equal to or above the thre-
sholding value, “1” is stored, on the contrary, if the
pixel value is below the thresholding value, “0” is
stored in the plane memory 119 at the pixel address. The
thresholding results in forming “a threshold image” in
the memory 119, which contains group of pixels with
values above the thresholding superimposed on the
absolutely uniform background.

The threshold image formed in the memory 119 with
the suspicious abnormal regions on the radiograph is
subjected to the feature extraction techniques. In case of
extracting lung nodules in digital chest x-ray images,
tests for circularity and size are performed on the
threshold difference image of the chest radiograph, and
in case of extracting microcalcifications in digital x-ray
mammograms, discussed in more detail hereinafter a
clustering technique is used to identify clusters of pixels
exceeding a threshold within a pre-selected diameter.

In FIG. 7, “Island” detection device 121 generates an
image of “islands” which are the groups of “1” pixels
juxtaposed with ore another on the plane memory 119.
The islands are located automatically with simple com-
puter searching, for example, repeating procedures of
checking pixels surrounding the pixel with “1”, and
clustering each group of the “1” pixels issuing a particu-
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lar identification for each island and the addresses of the
1> pixels in the memory 119 as incidental information.

After locating and clustering the islands in the island
detection device 121, arithmetic circuit 123 carries out
the measures for the size and circularity of a given
island in the manner in which the area of the island at
and above the threshold level is determined and dis-
played, the effective diameter is defined by the diameter
of a circle having the same area as that of the island, and
the degree of circularity is defined as the ratio of the
area of the island that lies within the equivalent circle,
which is centered about the centroid of the island, to the
area of the island as shown in FIG. 3.

The calculated factors in the arithmetic circuit 123
are applied to abnormality determination circuit 123
where determination is made whether the given island is
abnormal, i.e., whether or not it is a nodule, by compar-
ing with a predetermined value.

The above mentioned procedures take place at
threshold levels which are varied in increments, with
the variation increasing with the percentage of the dif-
ference image histogram under consideration. As the
threshold level is varied, the islands grow and their
shapes vary. The characterizing and distinguishing op-
eration are performed on those new born islands, and if
the island successively results in a determination of
abnormality regardless of variation of the threshold
levels, the island is confirmed and recognized as a nod-
ule.

The result from the thresholding and growth tests are
also applied to display system 129 so that the output
signal represented by the island of the nodule in the
difference image is superimposed on the original image,
and displayed on the screen of the display system 129
comprising monitor 131. Alternative indication of the
island which is distinguished as a nodule can be ob-
tained by using an indicator, such as box, circle, cursor,
or arrow etc., to be displayed on the same screen of the
monitor 131 on which the original image is displayed.

Many of the principles above described are also appli-
cable to the analysis of digital mammograms. FIG. 8
indicates the general scheme of the mammogram com-
puter algorithm. Once again, an input digital image, in
the form of a mammogram is obtained (step 10) and
subjected to spatial filtering to obtain signal-enhanced
image data (step 20) and signal-suppressed image data
(step 30). Subtracting the two image data results in
difference image data in which the structured back-
ground is removed (step 40). Once again, it should be
noted that the difference image obtained is fundamen-
tally different from a subtraction image obtained from
techniques such as digital subtraction angiography in
that the two images being subtracted to obtain the dif-
ference image are derived from a single image. Grey-
level thresholding (step 70) and signal-extraction pro-
cessing (step 50") based on the known physical charac-
teristics of microcalcifications are then applied to the
difference image to isolate the signals from the remain-
ing noise background. The output of the computer algo-
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microcalcifications on the mammograms (step 60°).
For the purpose of signal enhancement (step 20), a
spatial filter approximately matched to the size and
contrast variations of a typical breast microcalcifica-
tions is employed. This spatial filter, referred to as a
matched filter in the following discussions, is different
from a conventionally defined matched filter described
by Pratt, Digital Image Processing (Willy, New York,
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1978), in two respects. First, it does not take into ac-
count the frequency content of the correlated noise in
the image background. Second, since the size and shape
of microcalcifications vary, it is not possible to design
filters that exactly match each different microcalcifica-
tions. A simplified model in which a matched filter
having an nXn square kernel, where n is an odd num-
ber, therefore is used and applied to an entire image.
The dependence of detection accuracy on the kernel
size of a matched filter was then studied. Furthermore,
based on an analysis of the two-dimensional profiles of
some typical microcalcifications, the contrast variation
of microcalcifications was approximated with the fol-
lowing weighting factors for the matched filters. When
n was equal to 3, the 8 outermost weighting factors of
the filter response function were assigned a value of 0.75
and the central weighting factor was assigned a value of
1.0. When n was greater than 3, the outermost
weighting factors were assigned a value of 0.5, the sec-
ond outermost weighting factors were assigned a value
of 0.75, and all other weighting factors were assigned a
value of 1.0. These simplified matched filters provided
an output measure of the correlation between the filter
response function and the spatial variation of the image.
Therefore, at the locations of microcalcifications, the
peak values of pixels in the filtered image were in-
creased relative to the pixel values of random noise or
structured noise, which tend to correlate less with the
filter response function.

To produce a signal-suppressed image(step 30), two
types of filters, median filters and contrast-reversal fil-
ters were evaluated. A median filter is a non-linear
spatial filter that replaces the value of a given pixel with
the median of pizel values within a kernel of chosen size
and shape centered at the pixel of interest. A median
filter with properly chosen kernel size can virtually
eliminate microcalcifications from the image and also
smooth the noise without changing the global back-
ground. Because of the relatively random shapes and
orientations of microcalcifications, median filters with a
square kernel were used. The dependence of detection
accuracy on the size of the filter was studied.

In order to enhance the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
while removing the structured background in the differ-
ence image, a second, alternative approach to signal
suppression was investigated. A contrast-reversal filter
was developed to selectively reverse the contrast of
microcalcifications while maintaining the low-fre-
quency structured background and suppressing high-
frequency noise. These functions can be accomplished
by a filter having optical transfer factors (OTFs) of the
form:

Fu)={2F 4(u)—1]Fp(u),

in which F4(u) is a low-pass smoothing filter and Fp(u)
is a filter that suppresses high-frequency noise. A con-
trast-reversal filter is illustrated schematically in FIG. 9.
If the parameters of F4(u) and Fp(u) are properly
chosen, the resulting filter F(u) can have a large nega-
tive component in the frequency range that contains
most of the frequency content of the microcalcifica-
tions.

In a study in development of the present invention
filters A and B with simple square kernels in the spatial
domain were employed. Filter A had weighting factors
similar to those of the matched filters described above.
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Filter B had uniform weighting factors regardless of its
kernel size, np.

In the mammographic application of the present in-
vention, once again a difference image is obtained by
subtracting a signal-suppressed image from a signal-
enhanced image. Since the low-frequency structured
backgrounds are basically the same in these two images,
this component will be removed from the difference
image. In order to compensate for the loss in the back-
ground level, a constant value of 512 is added to every
pixel of the difference image for display purposes.

Further grey-level thresholding is applied to the dif-
ference image in order to isolate microcalcifications
from the remaining noise background. Two types of
grey-level thresholding were studied. One was a global
thresholding method in which the computer retains a
pre-selected percentage of pixels with values at the high
end of the histogram of the difference image; all pixel
values below the threshold are set to a constant. The
other was a local thresholding method in which the
computer determines the local statistics within a square
kernel centered at a pixel of interest; the pixel value is
retained only if it is larger than the mean pixel value by
a pre-selected multiple of the standard deviation (S.D.).
The kernel size must be sufficiently large to give a good
estimate of the local background noise fluctuation and
was chosen to be 51 X 51 pixels in this study. Grey-level
thresholding results in a “threshold image” in which
groups of pixels with values above the threshold are
superimposed on an absolutely uniform background.

In performing signal extraction, the computer ex-
tracts the signals from the threshold image in the fol-
lowing manner. A boundary detection program is ap-
plied to the unprocessed mammogram to determine the
breast region. Signal search is then performed in the
breast region of the threshold image to determine the
location, area, and contrast of each point. An area-thre-
sholding criterion is subsequently imposed on the de-
tected signals to eliminate points having an area smaller
than a pre-selected number of pixels. Finally, a cluster-
ing criterion is used to identify clusters which contain
more than a pre-selected number of signals within a
circular region of pre-selected diameter. These pre-
selected values were determined from the clinical expe-
rience of radiologists and empirically by processing a
number of test mammograms with known microcalcifi-
cations. Typically an area threshold value of 2 or 3
pixels was used, and a cluster was required to inciude 3
or more signals within a region ! to 1.5 cm in diameter.
The latter criterion is in keeping with clinical experi-
ence which requires that a minimum number of mi-
crocalcifications, usually between 3 and 5, must be pres-
ent before clusters are considered suspicious enough to
warrant biopsy.

The above-noted clustering test is performed in soft-
ware by first searching for two closest islands surviving
area thresholding. The centroid of the two island loca-
tions is then used as the center of a circle of a prese-
lected diameter for searching the next closest island
within the circle. The centroid position is then updated
for the three islands and is used as the center of the
circle. The process continues until no new islands can
be found within the circle, and the group of islands
within the circle is defined as a cluster.

In order to evaluate the detection accuracy of our
computer algorithm, Monte Carlo methods, as de-
scribed, for example, by Rubinstein, Simulation and the
Monte Carlo Method (Willy, New York, 1981), were
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employed to simulate microcalcifications that were then
superimposed on normal mammographic backgrounds.
The location, size, and contrast of these simulated sig-
nals were thus known and could be used as a definitive
standard for comparison with the computer detection
results.

In order to evaluate detection accuracy of the com-
puter detection algorithm, six normal mammograms
that manifested typical variations in density and struc-
ture and did not have microcalcifications were selected
for the superimposition of simulated microcalcifica-
tions. A section of the mammogram having an area of
700 1000 pixels was used in order to conserve image
processing time. For simplicity, the section of a mam-
mogram will be referred to as a “mammogram” in the
following discussions. The Monte Carlo program was
then employed to generate ten non-overlapping clusters
of microcalcifications in each image with each cluster
containing eight to ten simulated microcalcifications.
The size and contrast of the simulated microcalcifica-
tions were chosen based on the experience of radiolo-
gists. Generally, calcifications due to malignancy are
less than 0.5 mm on a side when roughly equidimen-
sional, or less than 0.5 mm in the short dimension when
linear. The input probability distributions of the size,
contrast, and location of the simulated microcalcifica-
tions on the six mammograms were fixed to form one set
of test images.

The computer detection program with user-selected
image-processing and signal-extraction parameters was

. applied to each set of test images. The computer output
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included the locations of the detected individual signals
and the detected clusters. The computer then compared
the known locations of the simulated microcalcifica-
tions to the detected signals in order to determine the
true-positive and false-positive detection events. The
detection accuracy was evaluated by means of a perfor-
mance curve, defined as the relationship between the
detection rate of true-positive (TP) clusters and the
number of false-positive (FP) clusters detected per
image at various grey-level thresholding levels. The
dependence of the computer detection accuracy on the
image-processing and signal-exiraction parameters, as
well as on the physical characteristics of the microcal-
cifications, can then be determined by comparison of
the performance curves.

Histograms of unprocessed image data and difference
image data are plotted in FIG. 10(a) and 10(b), respec-
tively. For the unprocessed image, the pixel values span
almost the entire 10-bit range, and the two clusters of
microcalcifications are superimposed on anatomical
backgrounds with widely different densities. By com-
parison, the histogram of the difference image is very
narrow and quite symmetrical with a standard deviation
of about 8 pixel values; the microcalcifications are lo-
cated at one end of the histogram. These results demon-
strate that the difference-image technique can remove
structured background very effectively.

The dependence of computer detection accuracy on
the kernel size of the contrast-reversal filter is shown in
FIG. 11. When the kernel size of filter B, np, is fixed at
3% 3 and that of filter A, ny, increases from 5 to 9, the
TP detection rate increasés for FP detection rates
below about 2 clusters per image and decreases slightly
for higher FP detection rates. However, as n 4 increases
further to 11, the detection accuracy begins to decrease.
The effect of fiiter B is demonstrated by increasing ng
from 3 to 5 at a fixed nq of 11. The TP detection rate for
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np=>5 is lower than that for ng==3 at all FP detection
rates. These results therefore indicate that a contrast-
reversal filter with ng=9 and np=3 provides negative
OTF components in the frequency range that includes
most of the frequency content of the microcalcifica-
tions, for the filter combinations and size distributions of
the microcalcifications under study. It was attempted to
increase the effect of contrast reversal by applying the
33 matched filter to the image processed by the con-
trast-reversal filter with n4=9 and np=3. The resulting
performance curve was almost identical to that without
the additional matched filtering, however.

The dependence of the accuracy of computer detec-
tion on the kernel size of the median filter is shown in
FIG. 12. For a given FP detection rate, the TP detec-
tion rate increases rapidly as the kernel size increases
from 5 to 7. However, when the kernel size increases to
9, the TP detection rate increases further at FP detec-
tion rates below 2 clusters per image but decreases
slightly at higher FP detection rates. Additional in-
crease in the kernel size to 11 appears to reduce the TP
detection rate at essentially all FP rates.

The effect of the matched filter kernel size used for
signal enhancement on detection accuracy was studied
by varying the size from 3 to 7. For the matched filter/-
contrast-reversal filter combination having ng=9 and
np=3, it was found that the performance curves remain
basically unchanged for all 3 matched filter sizes. For
the matched filter/median filter combination, however,
the detection accuracy depends strongly on the
matched filter size. The performance curve worsens as
the matched filter size increases from 3 to 7 for a fixed
7%7 median filter, as shown in FIG. 13. A 3X3
matched filter was therefore used for most cases in this
study.

The effect of the area threshold value, i.e., the size of
an island qualifying as a candidate for subsequent evalu-
ation of island clustering, used for the signal area in the
signal-extraction process by varying the threshold from
2 to 4 pixels was also assessed. Both the TP and FP
detection rates increase as the area threshold value
decreases for a given grey-level threshold level. How-
ever, the performance curve has relatively weak depen-
dence on the area threshold values for both the matched
filter/contrast-reversal filter and the matched filter/-
median filter combinations, even though different grey-
level threshold levels are needed to achieved the same
detection accuracy. For the original/median filter com-
bination, the detection accuracy increases as the area
threshold increases, especially when global threshold-
ing is used. The stronger dependence on the area thresh-
old value for the original/median filter combination is
probably related to the low SNR in its difference image.
A large number of random noise points remain in the
threshold image in this case and are detected as FP
signals if not excluded by the area-thesholding criterion.

The detection accuracies of the linear and non-linear
filtering methods are compared in FIG. 14. The
matched filter/contrast-reversal filter with ng=9 and
np=3 is comparable to the matched filter/median filter
with n=9 (FIG. 12). Both can achieve a TP detection
rate of approximately 80% at a FP detection rate of
about 1 cluster per image. On the other hand, the
matched filter/median filter with n=7 provides a
higher TP detection rate at high FP detection rates. The
effect of the improved SNR achieved by matched filter-
ing is apparent when the curves for the matched filter/-
median filter and the original/median filter are com-
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pared. The detection accuracy obtained with the
matched filtering is generally higher because of the
increase in the SNR in the signal-enhanced image.

The effect of different grey-level thresholding tech-
niques is shown by comparison of FIG. 14 and FIG. 15.
It can be seen that detection accuracy is higher with
local thresholding than with global thresholding for all
three filter combinations. However, the improvements
in detection accuracy for the matched filter/contrast-
reversal filter and for the original/median filter combi-
nation are much greater than those for the matched
filter/median filter combination. This difference was
observed also- for the other filter parameters studied.
Analysis of the histograms of the difference images
revealed that the matched filter/median filter combina-
tion generally results in a less noisy difference image
than the matched filter/contrast reversal filter combina-
tion, while the original/median filter combination yields
the noisiest difference image. The local thresholding
technique thus appears capable of isolating signals from
a noisy background more effectively than the global
thresholding technique.

The dependence of the TP and FP detection rates on
the local thresholding level for individual microcalcifi-
cations is illustrated in FIGS. 16(a) and 16(b), respec-
tively. At a threshold level of 4 8.D. (standard devia-
tions), about 50% of the individual microcalcifications
and about 15 false signals were detected in each image
(700< 1000 pixels ) when the matched filter/median
filter or the matched filter/contrast-reversal filter com-
binations were used. At this threshold level, the TP
cluster detection rate is about 90%, with a FP detection
rate of about 2 clusters per image (FIG. 14). Since each
cluster of microcalcifications in the input test images
contained about 10 individual microcalcifications and,
in the signal-extraction process, a detected cluster was
determined as a region containing a minimum of 3 sig-
nals within a diameter of 1.2 cm, the results in FIGS.
162 and 165 indicated that similar cluster detection rates
can be obtained for clusters containing 6 or more mi-
crocalcifications, when the same image-processing
techniques and signal-extraction criteria are employed.
The detection accuracy for clusters containing different
numbers of microcalcifications can be estimated in a
similar manner for other image-processing techniques.

The dependence of the accuracy of the computer
detection algorithm on the contrast of the microcalcifi-
cations also was studied. Results for the two filtering
methods in combination with local thresholding are
shown in FIG. 17. Microcalcifications having maximum
contrasts of 20, 30 and 40 pixel values correspond visu-
ally to very subtle, moderately subtle, and obvious clini-
cal microcalcifications. Detection accuracy increases
rapidly when the contrast of the microcalcifications
increases from 20 pixel values to 30 pixel values. The
TP detection rate is close to 100% at a contrast of 40
pixel values. The performance of the two filter combi-
nations is similar for low contrast signals, whereas the
matched filter/contrast-reversal filter combination pro-
vides a higher detection accuracy at FP detection rates
below about 2 clusters per image when the signal con-
trast is moderately high. If global thresholding is used in
these detection tasks, detection accuracy decreases for
both filter combinations and for all signal contrasts. The
decrease is largest when the low contrast signals are
processed with the matched filter/contrast-reversal
filler combination. With global thresholding, the
matched filter/median filter combination is superior to
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the matched filter/contrast-reversal filter combination
for all signal contrasts, though this difference diminishes
as the signal contrast increases. These comparisons
further indicate that local thresholding is more effective
than global thresholding in extracting signals from low
SNR images.

The performance of the computer detection program
for clinical mammograms was examined in a prelimi-
nary study. Clinical mammograms containing a cluster
of real microcalcifications of moderate subtlety, corre-
sponding to a signal contrast of about 30 pixel values,
were chosen. A matched filter (3 X 3)/contrast-reversal
filter (n4=9 and np=3) pair in combination with local
thresholding was used. Similar results were obtained
with the matched filter (3 X 3)/median filter (7X7) com-
bination. One of the mammograms evaluated contained
an obvious cluster and a moderately subtle cluster. Both
clusters were detected and marked by the computer
with circles on the threshold image and also on the
original image. No FP cluster was detected in this case.
Many isolated points in the threshold image were not
included as possible microcalcifications because they
did not satisfy the area-threshold and clustering criteria
used in the signal-extraction process. For the limited
number of clinical cases studied, the TP cluster detec-
tion rate was 100% at sufficiently high threshold levels,
and a FP cluster was detected in about } of the cases.

FIG. 18 shows a more detailed block diagram of a
system for automated detection of microcalcifications in
digital x-ray mammograms using the clustering tech-
nique as described above. The elements of FIG. 18
which correspond to elements shown in FIG. 7 are
denoted by the same reference numeral designations.
The feature extraction elements 121, 123, and 125 in
FIG. 7 are replaced respectively with area thresholding
circuit 133 in which small area groups of pixels having
values above the threshold level are eliminated by com-
paring to a minimum predetermined number of pixels
per predetermined area, and another abnormality deter-
mination circuit 135 for identifying clusters of the area
groups remaining after area thresholding as being mi-
crocalcifications, based on the number of such area
groups, represented by islands in the plane memory 119,
which exist within a circular region of pre-selected
diameter. This is best accomplished by determining the
distance between islands identified by the area thre-
sholding, and then determining if the determined dis-
tances indicate a predetermined number of islands
within a predetermined area.

In the abnormality determination circuit 135 the clus-
ters are determined to be sufficiently suspicious based
upon the number of the islands per predetermined area,
and video signals corresponding to the location of the
clusters on the mammogram are supplied to the display
system where the indications of the clusters are super-
imposed on the original mammogram in the same man-
ner as described above.

The operations of the circuits 133 and 135 in accor-
dance with the invention are above described. After
forming threshold image stored in the plane memory
119, the threshold image is searched and processed so
that an area thresholding criterion is used by the circuit
133 to eliminate islands consisting of a small number of
pixels, for example, below two pixels, as background
noise. The remaining islands are then subjected to clus-
tering criteria by the circuit 135 to identify microcalcifi-
cations based on the characteristic that microcalcifica-
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tions are present in the form of clusters within a prede-
termined circular region.

In a hard-wired system the circuit 135 can automati-
cally measure the distance between islands surviving
area thresholding. Based on the result, clusters are iden-
tified based on predetermined criteria, for example, a
predetermined number of islands each being spaced
apart from each other by a predetermined distance in
other words, being within a circle of predetermined
radius, for example If the predetermined criteria are
met, it is determined that the cluster represents mi-
crocalcifications in a breast lesion.

Obviously, numerous modifications and variations of
the present invention are possible in light of the above
teachings. It is therefore to be understood that within
the scope of the appended claims, the invention may be
practiced otherwise than as specifically described
herein.

What is claimed as new and desired to be secured by
Letters Patent of the United States is:

1. A method for automated detection and indication
of an abnormal anatomic region using a digital image,
comprising the step of:

generating a single digital image of an object;

storing said single image;

filtering said stored single image to remove anatomic

background derived from normal anatomic struc-
ture and thereby to enhance in the resulting filtered
image an abnormal pattern corresponding to an
abnormal anatomic region;

searching said filtered image to determine a region

having said abnormal pattern in said digital image;
and

indicating the position of said abnormal anatomic

region in connection with said digital image.

2. The method as defined by claim 1, wherein said
step of filtering the stored digital image includes a step
of signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) suppressing filtering of
said stored image signal, and a step of SNR enhancing
filtering of said stored image signal, a step of producing
a difference image between said SNR-suppressed image
and said SNR-enhanced image.

3. The method as defined in claim 2, wherein said
searching step comprises:

determining which of the pixels of the difference

image exceed a predetermined amplitude threshold
value;

identifying contiguous pixels determined by said de-

termining step as discrete islands;

determining at least one of the circularity and the size

of said islands; and

identifying an abnormality by comparing at least one

of the circularity and size of said islands against
predetermined criteria.

4. The method as defined in claim 2, wherein said
searching step comprises:

determining which of the pixels of the difference

image exceed a predetermined amplitude threshold
value;

identifying contiguous pixels determined by said de-

termining step as discrete islands;

determining which of the identified islands include at

least a minimum predetermined number of contigu-
ous pixels; and

determining whether the islands which are deter-

mined to have at least said minimum number of
contiguous pixels meet predetermined clusteriza-
tion criteria.
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5. The method as defined in claim 2, wherein said step
of searching comprises:

determining which of the image pixels of the differ-

ence image have a value exceeding a predeter-
mined threshold value;

measuring predetermined features of contiguous

image pixels identified in said determining step; and
identifying the abnormal anatomic region based on
the features measured in said measuring step.

6. The method as defined in claim 5, wherein said
measuring step comprises:

measured predetermined geometric parameters of

said contiguous image pixels identified in said thre-
sholding step.

7. The method according to claim 6, wherein the
predetermined geometric parameter measured in said
measuring steps include circularity and size.

8. The method as defined in ¢laim 2, wherein said step
of searching comprises: :

determining which of the image pixels of the differ-

ence image have a value exceeding a predeter-
mined threshold value;

repeating said thresholding step at varied predeter-

mined threshold values;
measuring, for each performance of said determining
step, predetermined features of contiguous image
pixels identified in each said measuring step;

determining variations in said predetermined features
as a function of variation of said predetermined
threshold values; and

identifying the abnormal region based on the varia-

tions in said predetermined features determined as
a function of variation of said predetermined
threshold values.

9. The method as defined in claim 8, wherein said
measuring step comprises:

measuring predetermined geometric parameters of

said contiguous image pixels.

10. The method as defined in claim 9, wherein the
predetermined geometric parameters measured in said
measuring step include circularity and size.

11. A system for automated detection and indication
of an abnormal anatomic region from a digital image of
an object, comprising:

means for generating a single digital image of said

object;

means for filtering said single digital image to remove

anatomic background derived from normal ana-
tomic structure thereby to enhance in the resulting
filtered image an abnormal pattern corresponding
to an abnormal anatomic region;

means for searching the filtered digital image to iden-

tify said abnormal pattern in the filtered digital
image; and

means for indicating the location of the abnormal

anatomic region based on the location of a region
of the filtered digital image in which the abnormal
pattern is identified.

12. The system as defined in claim 11, wherein said
filtering means comprises:

first means for producing a signal-to-noise ratio

(SNR)-suppressed image;

second means for producing a SNR-enhanced image;

and

third means for producing a difference image based

on the difference between said SNR-enhanced and
SNR-suppressed images.
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13. The system as defined in claim 12, wherein said
searching means comprises:
means for thresholding image pixels of the difference
image to identify all image pixels having a value
greater than a predetermined threshold value; and

means for measuring predetermined features of con-
tiguous image pixels identified by said thresholding
means; and

means for identifying the abnormal anatomic region

based on the features measured by said measuring
means.

14. The system as defined in claim 13, wherein said
measuring means comprises:

means for measuring predetermined geometric pa-

rameters of said contiguous image pixels identified
by said thresholding means.
15. The system as defined in claim 14, wherein said
measuring means includes means for measuring circu-
larity and size of said contiguous image pixels identified
by said thresholding means.
16. The system as defined in claim 12, wherein said
searching means comprises:
means for thresholding image pixels of the difference
image to identify all image pixels having a value
greater than a predetermined threshold value;

means for repeating said thresholding at varied prede-
termined threshold values;

means for measuring, for each performance of said

thresholding, predetermined features of contiguous
image pixels identified in each repeated perfor-
mance of said measuring;

means for determining variations in said predeter-

mined features as a function of variation of said
predetermined threshold values; and

means for identifying the abnormal anatomic region

based on the variations in said predetermined fea-
tures determined by said determining means.

17. The system as defined in claim 16, wherein said
measuring means comprises:

means for measuring predetermined geometric pa-

rameters of said contiguous image pixels identified
by said thresholding means.

18. The system as defined in claim 17, wherein said
measuring means includes means for measuring circu-
larity and size of said contiguous image pixels identified
by said thresholding means.

19. The system according to claim 16, wherein said
searching means comprises:

means for determining which of the pixels of the

difference image exceed a predetermined ampli-
tude threshold value;

means for identifying contiguous pixels determined

by said determining step as discrete islands;

means for determining which of the identified islands

include at least a minimum predetermined number
of contiguous pixels; and

means for determining whether the islands which are

determined to have at least said minimum number
of pixels meet predetermined clusterization crite-
ria.

20. An apparatus for automated detection and indica-
tion of an abnormal region in an object, comprising;:

image generating means for generating a digital X-ray

image signal of the object;

storing means for storing said digital image signal

generated by said generating means;
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first processing means for filtering said stored digital
X-ray image signal and producing a signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR)-suppressed image;

second processing means for filtering said stored
digital X-ray image signal and producing a signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR)-enhanced image;

third processing means for producing a difference
image between said SNR-suppressed image and
SNR-enhanced image;
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means for searching said difference image, and ex-
tracting and determining abnormal regions in the
difference image,

locating means for locating said determined regions
with abnormal features, and producing a location
signal corresponding to the abnormal region in said
digital X-ray image signal; and

indicating means for displaying the indication of the
abnormal region responsive to said location signal

in connection with said original X-ray image.
* * * * *
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