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Abstract

Bone age assessment has been widely used to
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measure the ossification in pediatric radiology. For
the assessment, first bone age of each epiphyseal
plate is estimated using DCT/LDA, then the bone
age of a patient is calculated by using the median
of 9 estimations. For some patients, however, due to
various reasons such as X-ray image quality or the
pose of fingers, it is common to miss couple of

plates in automated systems. In this paper, we
investigate the relationship between the number of
detected

assessment.

plates and the accuracy of bone age
the

confirmed the similarity between bone age assessed

In experimental  results, we

using more than 7 epiphyseal plates and that

assessed using 9 epiphyseal plates.
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