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Reconstruction of tomographic image
based on Bayes approach

SHO YaMamoTo™! and HAYARU SHOUNOT?

The technology to reconstruct an image from observation data has been ap-
plied as technique of nondestructive inspection in various fields. When we could
get reliable observation data, method based on Maximum likelihood estimation
is effective, and ML-EM method comes to be used in medical field. However,
when observation data were low quality, A signal is buried among noises, and
there is the case that I cannot reconstruct well. MAP-EM method which used
idea based on Bayes approach is interested because we may reconstruct high
quality image from such data. We simulate reconstruction method ML-EM
and MAP-EM and consider improvement of MAP-EM in this paper.
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1. FLC®IC

FERERIZH T2 X BEERE e ETIGH I TV A WEHE (tomography) Hifiid A
ROWIHEIR &\ oz, —IRDORFER 72 BREFEER CIXBUS T X 22\ o O % FERR NI L
BT 2 DICESLOEM TH 5. B A PR 2 H 151, BUSROIMAIT, BN S %%
WL CEEFRELHIIL, ZOEZLOMERNTHOEE 2 RTEREHET 52 & TTF
bihs.

R OFHERZ1T 2 58, WEt e FiE L U O bfEER (ML #%:Maximum likelihood
estimation) &2 6N 5. L, RALHEIEICESWTHEZIT I 5E, BEmGROH
BUREEE I, BT — 2 DD BONDIME I NEVIRMTELEND Z ENE.
LinL, X#CT A% v DX S ICARITHES e L2 IR T 256, 20 X<AMRER
BN END 20, TEXDHETHEROBIIDZRNI ENEE LY. Z0k i, Mt
MOEEDIRT DL, FEEVBUAIRFICKRET D /) A X EOREELZ T30, Bl
TN ) AR TLE - TIELL W2 Efk Xl R 5ABH 5.

FO XD BRIEMERESZH L THREEREBROFMNEITAD L0 R FIEbRESN
TEEY. KT 20 ROBIER, MLLOHRNHHE LTHLN LD >TWT, HE
FET N THRIBRTEDDOTHIVUE, FHROTVITY X L8EZOFEET IV ETHET L Z
EMTED., DXL LTIE, A XOARDSENN D HEMEEDE 2 4 B
W7z MAP-EM ¥ (Maximum A Posteriori estimation-Expectation Maximization) 7% &
v, BHILESNRME TH-Th, FFIMDOEIRIC Lo TV, @l 2O i
RAEMFTE S, AHZETIE ML-EM ¥, MAP-EM iE&x Wit = I L— 3 >
2TV, FREREGROBENEHEL, £7- MAP-EM EICB L THBZMA b D ERE
L, HHROBENCONTERT S.

2. BERDETIV

AW CIIEBRE £ T HRDET IV E LT Shepp&Logan OAEE L7-fERET L% H
W5 HD LT %Y. 11T Shepp&Logan OREE L= EFAOBMARK 277, £, WRET
LR QW 2 ERSTIRICKE) Y, Sz & LTEZD. S%ITE % OV %
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Fig.1 Illustration of model which Shepp and Fig.2 Illustration shows how parameter ¢,

.

Logan assumed. assumed.
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p(@nl{znk}) = 6(zn

I T _RTORANEDEFORM z, ETHERODEIITHEZD

=D ant) (1)

k
ZIZT) IR ur ey I—DT VK THDH. CANLREETDER 2o LBV k THE
FHETDNTA—Z N WSS RT VMWD bOLREL, £/, Bt
OPERMRICE DB LT EDRT A—H cpp ZEAT D, cp IR 2 DL I ICENVDHE
e, BV omiEs» DI LmERICERE N U T &V O B HES OmfE & DT
25, UEOFEHEDOS E, 2o OFHERSAITIROLIITEZD.

an)\an
e 2
e exp (—CnkAk) (2)

SICT() A~ BEECH D, BB EUET S L, BIES {e.) LEEADD
RSN BIER {2nn) PRKAIE

Hp Tl {20k })P(2nk | Ak i) (3)

p(an |)\k7 an) -

p(x, z;A) =

EMTHZ L _iﬁé. T OMEEET & D TEIT — % R {zn) 5 RBOEIE A
EWET D Z L CHGHREREIT) Z LN TED.
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3. #EF &

— BN T — 2o RBEORWHEEREZRD DL L TRAHEEENH D
Shepp&Logan O FAERET /WK L CRAHEEIEZ AT 5720120, Bl —2 5 {mn},
KEINTHDHEBEONT A —2F] {\}, TDICEFBEOELALDL n FEHOE B S
HAEERI {znn)} 2EZDUENRDD. ZOL X z, [T L THEROE LS OEROM
LD, 2k X7 E LTRSS TR LT, HobHEE OB IR B ISR A %K
ok BELTEERD. ZOEIIL, BNEHEGUMEETANLDOWE L R2D12D, i
FHEEZATHIZIE, MO OE TRNEREZHET DLERDDH. DO DOMMENI2TFik
& LT EM # (Expectation Maximaization) 23&F b aY . LLIFTIE, EM &4 v
EHEEICOW T Z R~ D.

3.1 ML-EM &

EM {EIBENEE ZFFOET ANG T A =2 OREHEEMEZ RD DD OHEE HIETH
%. WG OBGERR T, RAHEEIC EM 25 L FiE S LT ML-EM 3£
N5, EEIE, JAHEEED X5 IR EREZ EER (LT 500 I, Qs
BEIEAL D S FE DO St ft E IFFE A KD 2 2T » 7 (E-step) &, Q BDOERILT 57
T A= ERDDBAT v 7 (M-step) ZZZHIHV KL TWOLSMYVIRLT NV ITY XATH 5.

ZZC, WEEgIcH LT ML-EMEEZEH L TALZEEXD. £7, ML-EMIET
D QB E Qur LRI T 5. E-step TIEETHREAEREEICOWT, RBEKICEL T
MRHEA L 22 LIk o T QBHAERD ZHIEELTTS.

QurAAY) = B, [log p(z, z; X)) (4)

= LB E L 70T A ZRE L TEL MLERH ST, T 2Ty 2 m A® 23

WLTWD. EEHIC Q BIIFRAD L HITkES.

Z Z log Ak xncnk);\(t) Z Z Cnk Ak + const (5)
no k

HEIERE CTHELT 2 A I LW EHIETH S, —TF, M-step T Q
BB O RILE B Z H0T, M IZBELT QB AEMS L, R0 EEE2E25.

QML )\|)\(t)

Z 2T, const X
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OQur(AA®D) 1 Tncnp Al
=7 ) = D Crnk (6)

BRI Tl 2 fd D5y 5p1E 2 — o chnig ko,

JYR— Zmncnkkg) (7)
k chnk - Zlcnz)\l(t)
THIZEY A OFEFHRSKED. 270, AP, EHCEDEERETHLIOT, Hb
SlRE o7 A 2 A & LTHOTHEIEEZTTS. LLEOFIEE % L HT, ML-EM 5T
(XLLF O FIE CHER PR 217 5.
(1) t—0&7%.
(2)  AO iES ARE 2 T .
(3) UUFOEHATAD 2HHT 5.

A = Ly e
>, Cnk — 3 cnl/\l(t)
(4) FEHMEAIETIUTKRT, LaWgEAIdt —t+1 & LTHEFEHITD

3.2 MAP-EM %

ML-EM &2 L CR_A RFEROEZICE SO THEINMOEALEEZ-TELE LT
MAP-EM #4238 5. MAP-EM Tl MAP HEEIC EM 2@ A L FIET, 5L
DIRT A=K @, 2, X\ BREREL L B 2 CRIRDAG p(e, 2, A) ZROBEICRDES.

p(®, 2,X) = p(x, z[A)p(A) (8)
ZDLE p(A) BERISAMEMD, HET DT A —ZITKH L COREEHERET VO T
KHLEZLOTHD. ERINMAIIZ—FICL>THEASNDLOTHY, 2—HFRET T
EOHDERENEND ZLEMEET N TR T 5700, HETHZEICL-THIEEED
S/N RN L S RIREEE 2T — 2 6 THRBED LWV TE D AERERH 5. TR
IZZDET VT EM Ex#EH L7354, ML-EM ¥ & [FEEIC, BE-step TQ B¥kAERD 2 &

Quap(AXY) = E.[logp(a, z|A) + log p(\)]
= Qur(AAY) +logp(N) (9)

L7225, M-step TH ML-EM & & RIERICE X B &,
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Fig.3 Illustration shows GMRF simply.
0Quar(AX?Y) _ 0Qur(AAY) | dlogp(N) _ (10)
a/\k a 8)% a/\k B
= S TR p(N) ITDNTE LS. EHAT IR ORI S CEAS 2 %

VHDHD, —HRIITITEEHRVOT, —RREBGOEELEATLZL52E2D. — K
7R TIE, TEOERITER Lzl &, BETIEELIIVEREL & 558050,
& 2T, FRISAAICIESCR 6) THUW BTV D GMRF(Gaussian Markov Random Field)
WK TEZD

| _eET T, (o)
P = 2oaexp (=532, Z(z ) = )% ()

TIT Yy B B Ol ICHLTRE L DHEEEARLIEbOL L. ZOHRH
%ﬁzt/fatwmﬁﬁ IXILT, IEFEOEANLZIT AR EBERT XN —EETHD.
IZEDL L WVIEFEEROEEE T H0ERTHIBEINRT A—2Thd. ZOFRFNMERAN
786 O MAP-EM VETOD A\ ICBET 2 EHAOFRRAIIRO L 5 I1TKkES.

0= L1 chnki\\(t) chk+az X — k) (12)
!

(k,5)

X (12) OFEFIDAOHOMMEK A B 3 1T~d. ZOHE, THRMNIEHRTZE S HFEA L 72
0, FHEICIEFICTFRRND. %@f:&)FJII%iG) T, FEOHELO IR/
HOED N % XD CEEMZ D 2L TERLLTHERS 23 RELTBY, ROHEHE
i AN AYA)
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Z xncnkkg)
n Z cn /\(t)
)\;t+1) _ 1 i (13)
(t) (t)
Do Cnk — @ E(k,j) 7 =7

LrL, BISOFETIEAD BEoBEgEofIsmo L 5 2k, > JHRIcs 0T
IHAAE TIRE LS UURT 5 2 E N RAEN D2, A OESICE L Y bEh & T
WD LR RE S R B D

33 REXF &

BJIS O MAP-EM JEICBET AR AZ BT 5 Z & 25 %, AWFZE CIEZEaio4i DHEIC
ML, HARLVOEFEEREZTEERL, RORXEFANTITIZ L2525,

1 InCnk A](:) (t)
O_Exkhkw’z%”“Zdeﬁ (14)
n 1 Enly n (k,5)
-’Encnk/\g) )
=) I D) et o Yy (A =) (15)
w2 e n (k.)

o MYy A — M) OEICBILTE R 5 &, EHFLEREFRICHLTOMTHY, i
BEOBm LT B L, AN OZROBUCBI LT —a-mA%, A OHIF X Y, ) A &R
T&5DT

®
TnCnk A

(e m)AE = (@ DAY =3 e = Y R =g (16)
(k.5) n w2 enA

FHRUT, 0 N IHET D 2 FRAEMS Z L TRED.

(a Z(kaj) )\y) o Zn Cnk) \/(a Z(k,j) /\E-t) - Zn cnk)? + damhy,

)\’(:H) - 2am (17)
ZZ7T
(t)
TnCnk\
A=) B (18)

n Zl C”l)‘l(t)

FHRUZOWTIE, EE EDLGELME LDLAD ZOFETH I L5, —NICiE
QB¥E L VRRICT A HFEHAT 223, SENXEEROBFMAICBE L TIT 5720, HEME
THHIEBEITTRTELEZTND. #Er L DEATIE, #HEENADEL & 5 RED
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B4 77 bamig
Fig.4 Phantom image.

HHDOT, FEkLDGEOEFREHND.
4. FHEBERER

FHEMEERR T, BUAIRIS & U TR 2L A CAKRONER 24 L CTIERR L 72 64 X
64pixel D7 7 > b AWGE AV CEIEEMER OV I 2 L— 3 Y &E1TH. EBRTIE, B
KGRl D 77 PAEBO Y T A MNEBEEEDSZLICLY, BREESORTEERE
L, /A RXOEEOHRL R DEFOFNGEL, WIIEELZ T K RIEERRVEGE
ISk DRI OBV EHME L-. F— 2 OB L CiE, [0,7) QDT 64 S
L& &2 OFMIZOE 1 ETOBMET — X Z S L THEMREZIT>7. Bz L Tt 64
HO' D2, BT L—2ANE L0 L, Y 1D 1 DO S M
FERTRVERUBICERE L. BT —2IZBE LT, 77 > b AEBROE R Z /L
ETDRT Y UEHBERCCTAER L. BH T2 XLAOPHEE LCOE2EFRES 1 Th
5&35. £ MAP-EMETOHIHINT A —4 o I L CEFEHTRET H2LERH Y,
a=10"%q=0,1,---,5) OHPFETEL S, LLEOZMETML-EM, MAP-EM, #%
FIETENEIWERR A I T 5. Hli7ik & L TiL PSNR(Peak Signal to Noize Ratio) %
FAVN TR RN 00 R % B4 L 7.

FHERL DT V3 Y XA L CTONRSGM %2 LT OHEXRDOERBITTIT 72

A<t+1) o A(t>
“3<&m (19)

k
A

TOEMIZ b A, EOEHMEF 0ICEVE ZATHIRTAHEAITR Lz AR L
AP <0120 A0 < 0.1 OEMFEEHETHAIIRE L. &5, A 0 R CIUR
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Table 2 This table show reconstruction image from low contrast object for each method’s.

50 T 50 T T T T
"ML-EM" ——— "MAP-EM" ———
"MAP-EM" "Our-method"

40 "Our-method" - 40 - 7

B 30T _— 1 8 s0f .
o _— 74
zZ _— zZ

n 20 E 20 | -
[2 o

10 B 10 1

0 1 Il 1 1 1 1 1

100 1000 le-05 0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1 1

contrast a
5 =22 M7 A MEICHT HETFIEO PSNR HO 6 o k¥ 2 MAP-EM D PSNR ED 2 7 7.
7 7. Fig.6 This graph plot PSNR using MAP-EM for

Fig.5 This graph plot PSNR value for various various « value.

contrast.

®1 M5z TEREROaY FTAMETO o Off
Table 1 This table show « value for various contrast in Fig.5
a7 AR 10 24 47 93 139 185 236 471 941
BINSOFkE 1] 01| 0.1 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.001 | 0.0001
TRETFIE 1] 01| 0.1 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.01 | 0.001 | 0.0001

L6, FREREBROEZEMIZ 0L ETHDEBEXTHEOT, WHMEIX0 &AL,
F7o, HEHEHED 1000 FEZB I HETETEZET L, BERN CEhol 35, £
Bk L LT, B 5 ICHBREEO PSNREZ/RL, #£ 1 Tid MAP-EM iE& W= —>
DFETD a DfEEZRLTND.

M5 LY MAP-EM {EDF 245212 T A hETML-EM L Y b0 PSNR 2R LT
BY, FIEZVPHRNAEE Lz, BRGROBEBRO 2 T 2 MNEMEWEGE CIdsF
WCRERENAEFEN TS, FRERLERIZ PSNR OZENEDL BWNEEL TWHE R 572
HE 2 ICEBICHEE TELNEBREZ T L. 208 & Kar b X BB SD
PR AT CTHI20, FKEE LK T X P TRICK K RS0, BEBROEFEED
HP LNV EZNEIEROMHIZERE LTV D.

WIZ MAP-EM {EIZBWT, BIILOTELBETFEICBVT a OEEEb S & &
@ PSNR OZ{bEBIZEL, B6 TR L. BEdGo7 7 bAEBRO = M7 R MU
236 DL DOERAE. BIISOFEOE LT a = 1,0.1 FFEHEAEGOICRITES,

EN YA 10 24 47 93 139
ML-EM
RIS DT
REFIL
8e+07 8e+07
1081 ——— "Ml ———
7e+07 |- “10n-2" - 7e+07 "10n-2 -
o 6e+07 [ "107-3" oo - o 6e+07 "10A-3" e -
> SUUUSEUEESS— =] S
T ser07 | E T Se+07 E
= 4e+07 + / ‘ E = 4e+07 E
RS / o
5 3e+07 | / ! g 3 3e+07 g
c / c
2 20407 - g S 2e+07 | -
O 1e+07 -/ 4 O te+07}/ .
o s oFf -
-1e+07 : -le+07 '
1 10 100 10 100

iteration count

iteration count

8 MERFIETO Q BEOMOUTKOMKT
(=10"1,1072,1073).

convergence @ func-

method (o =

7 RISOFHET Q BEDEDIERDET
(«=10"1,10"2,1073).

Fig.7 This graph plot convergence  function Fig.8 This graph plot

method (a = tion value using our

1071,1072,1073).

value using Ogawa’s et al.
1071,1072,1073).

BOFBRILTE o7z, TDH, PSNR OERELNRN- T2, 77 71237

2y b LTWRY., —F, BEFIETIEIETO a OE TEMKEERE DL,
FHERRODAT Z T2 Rs AT 22 o el LR DENZ B 57200, RIS OFE, BEFHETO
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QEENEDE I REDFENELTNDIDONERTAHLZD a=10"1,10"2,10° DL ED
Q PI%kfiE & BT 100 M TRIZL, B7, B8ITRT. 20T ETEa=10"210"°
TIIEER U & 5 IGURREZ R LTS, a=10"" o & &, B)ISOFETIHIONS
FROBH T Q MEOENEIIL 2R L, ROEHRHIC Q BEOMEAHEH L TLEN,
RS & UCHBOEMBIIIT A otz —0F, BEFETT a=10"" O L ETHIERN
Aoh, EBEOFHERICE L CHMBR AT, HRORERICEW TR OF
LIV LER TS ENZ D,

5. % & &

[RARBE 72 BRI 21T 5 72012, AMFFETIiX Shepp&Logan @ V7= 7 & 14 0 FA# A%
ETNTHEET VEHOCTHEHBHERESZ 2. TOHT, XA XOAXPHEEHE
N5, FHRIEEEDE X 7w Ve MAP-EM k2 W5 Z L 2% %, Filisnfilcid GMRF
RS2 V-, SR ETOY 23 b—ya CORBRIZEWT, IR IRE 2 i
L, BT — 2 MERAEIZR s TLE) ZEEBELZGATH L mEEICE B O
FHERTZ D E I MITONTZ EZRL, RIS OFEIE LT, HEEAE Lo
URICBE LT B 21T 2T &N T&E . SENTFRIOMICBE LT, Hl#NF A —4% o 2B
L THERICRO TS0, HEHHEETHOLS N TN D A 78— TF A—ZHEE % AN T
ELWRT A= ERETDHIENTENE, LV EEE 2B SREMHRSEFTE 5.
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