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Fig.1 Comparison of partial volume effect and pixel size by heart-liver Fig.2 Comparison of myocardial SPECT
phantom. Upper images are FBP, middle images are 2D— OSEM between reconstruction difference and

pixel size. This patient is angina with
RCA stenosis. SPECT start acquisition
time at bmin after injection with
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and lower images are 3DOSEM reconstruction.
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