2 =20ME ezt YoM FL8 JHYLE HBHE Y
HMSEIE S s §e|9 0|8 0|88 FYH|0|E2HE £
GM2 MTHE = ol 2naFo Hsof BHEICE OfF

x 12/E Of351T, OIZRE FYHTEE
#3t 85 YualFe 2 Bt 53 FXNYSIA Z
B0l o/27|7x BYEE BN HME EAYY AoM =Y
ggrozs RIEHE SANE FYNTLYS 25D I|Ee
HIEASY el & oES wmsict HIo gws o7
NYFel SAYN SN THYS F- SEH g$F Ny 2
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1. WM HESHI=] VIR

ECTD)2 AW dirte A7) 7% 5 H# 54 (noninvasive) &

sk delst Q4 Fldelth ol AAel snEd 9y
& AR ANFYGL EE XA ©FI9Y SHE €@
2 Aulel A H7E 2

AA N WA F e orE S
upz} Adie] EA A
oA HAEFozZA A fXT 5A WA FEY
3std EAY WE BX
2 3l= 7|12 dHolgHE ¥ .
FEo] FFe Zribde HE
w2l of upal oA A E & #9 < (Positron Emission
Tomography, PED)¥ ©d3A&18 w539 <(Single-
Photon Emission Computed Tomography, SPECT)Z &
gk PETeME 712"ez 'C, PN, Po, "F 53 ze
FAA A ERAZRY BHEEE Avkds A&k A
el ZHoA WeEd FHAGE AR e HeEgs goz
A AUAE dx 25k Hedl, ojd & e FHAL

H7|5t8| x| HM483H 85 19994 8E

£EHUA 511 kevel ¥ UAE e @ Ao BAE
: A

AEE F, A5 wopgddel X & e HE vt
0 dAAEY F2 zte AAACIEI R AAHo gl
Fol gL Al (4~10ns) Wl 45 wopgos 213
® g o FAute] AEE F A=F FrH3L o] 2ol
el A&7l A3 dAFAA W

“coincidence event”et sh=d], o] & o]&-3h]
APH = FA AeE FHE 4 Aok PETY Z9$ 36
0° ol 23 wL" A&V 5 7+ g %2 549 coincidence
eventE 7] E38}7] 913 FlolBE AR 180° of HA &3

#H Bxle) AgE AR 94E ATFdsHA ®h PET
ol A% AL&HE WA SEES A7 u$ #ox
2 QA FA=Hr] FHd 71578 B ARFHoloF &)
= ool oy, 4 U2 E8 7HE, =AA4AW T
o] IS 9% F8% ANAHRE AT HolA 2
S gojslo QlojA ¢ Fa3F $XE XAk i)
3, SPECTe AMgEl:= #habdEdos P, 'y,
o] 9=, o ERRY HEHE #vhd2 PETY A9¢
gy 9o 3 wgkow WEEE GdJAR o|Fo
A olvk. webd, SPECTS WA EZAZRE WEFo] &
Aol doje] dheko g ZaHE oo AXE T 3 Wt
ozt APHE FAES HEI] M HEY &

PN

7)(collimator)7t H &3}t (0.9 2). ZF7|€ 48 /49 7}
= #doz FA=HY o HER st HAdE =2
AP = FAE UL Fo SPECTY A%
olgd 2FIIE B «adoR FAE FHERE PET
ol 27 =+E coincidence eventd A& 3 A zAMA 0]
E3zy} H8 §lvh PETO H]3] SPECTY AHF9 gt
= 9o AdFH SPECTS WAMEAe w77y wig- 2
22 @Wxe BIHQ &7 glolk &4 oJEE 7Y

& BeY 4



C' S - A= (v)
iy v

gto] Falo] Fojd $ Qs Aelth & EW, PETY
A apgsEE Uce A ezt o 20589 Wbd,
SPECTS P "Tc28E WasE Fxe vz A7ie 140
kev o]il W77} oF 60241 e e, ol @ Moz
3 SPECTE dA 4% T4L EE ¥ F(regional
cerebral blood flow: rCBF)& &4 3edx /837 A&
Ha gloH4].

| Coincidence Detector |

8] 1. Positron Emission Tomography

g 2. Single-Photon Emission Computed
Tomography

2. gAgEo 22|y s ofst gt

wad 3R AE7)d £2E o 71X o8 284 4@
g ZAA Hu o] FoA HFHoZ G4 o AA
dge vXe ¥ /MK EE3F d4E PETH SPECTY
7o T2 EstH tga 2ok

PETY A% 511 kevold 2" = Sle FA3Y 4%
g o= 3A7]A F4 (photoelectric absorption) & X
E A& (Compton scatter) 5©)
ek 22y, o]l A AuoflA LA=EE 511 kevel A<
FANNAH FFFAEL A AR F QY FETE A3
g9 A% FAst B Azl A3FHEL FozH I

Agurako] WAE L AR fUAE A Btk old B
2o #AEL AFEHEE coincidence eventZ TR H XA
23t dE7ld 71554 &ach (29 3 (@) od &
£ 7+ (attenuation)e} Fel. SPECTS] A S0l ol9} 2
#a @] e, ol FAVIH FFLd 97 A
PETY 799 2EHez gean & SPECTY A%
FE2d FAEC] QAN FFHAY 28 quAY AAE
| 22719 7t ojRuE Wgoz MAdPoz=yN 74
#A4o] Yebdth PETI SPECTY #ZA &4 HAEE H|
@&t7] A8 10cm T 2d& T35 FREY
H]-&& B PETS #$ 511 kevel A oF 4090l ol=1}
SPECT®) % 140 kevellAl oF 20%° XA et o
gA ) FAo] wXE JEL SPECT7I PETH Hi&] 4
Zraiet, AApRE B3 8% F PET % SPECT 9
Aol Ao Mg ZA FgE vAE 4av AR R
A AT o] BdE FAG AL EAY FIRE
o] vhgR-Fo B8 =% ofFA UERITH2]

0,

True Coincidence Attenuation

I ‘ I

Scatter Randoms

i

L o rlo ox

9 o
s

a3 3. PETOIA datel Holl g8 olx|le
F 2oy o
ECTAIA 9749 A 43S vXe 58 EIdY 2
E g2 g4+ FXE AF (Compton scatter) & Zpolt},

- PETO A% F3A7F A 4538& &3 vxE

U5 AdESHA HEse 3 e FAEo] 1807 R
oz APy F FEZE F32Bo g i@E F$-
¥ coincidence eventZ ZAA|H A ook a8y, I¥
3(b)oll el ulel o] Adg o|Fe] 23] YA
o=z AAH coincidence eventd ¥ #HE&HE $7}
=4, °lE coincidence event$} T8k A eventd}
3t} SPECT HS-% ol¢t fAMSHA ©d#4xte] Aafwt
o] Akt ol wWAHoEN AT YR A Bl
e 929 =F71& B3 FAT AEHE 7 Utk
PET# SPECT ¥3| ol=idt Adases FZE 43538
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7 WEHNSICSEYSZ Sl5 SHSE LN THY 4

o oz FAb uixe] ARE gods dAHgEZ 94
AdEE ZAHPEY A g8 FTE ASS 23 A
28 B9 duAEs A9 FAF2E S HEd B
zZke] oA 2o v wEbd, 1E Ald 94 olyA
4 olste] FAEE AAAF B¢ FEZE AP g
4 & dok 2, iREY B dux EaAd ol
A Aenz JGsA FZE A A3 FAETS
ALQA 71 RAeo] BoldtA] ¥t ko FA4ATAA
FZE ATEH BAO] g AL ATFAE G A
A @o] vERGTH2]

PETS 7% 9o g8 74 2 FZE AABFA 94
& e Fo EFAAe] Atk ol W (randoms) B4
024 a9 29 YERG vle} Zo] M2 TE A
AE B T A= o3 AZ FEE FRE ] $
°‘36] 180° o 4ol YAHO HEVM 7IFHE 2SS

g oulgt}

SPECTY] %% PETH= €3 3 wgto g APz 3
AES AEH] A8 28275 Agsez, A% _7\:—1‘-7]
2170 o3 AZ7]-¢Y (detector response)el] 23] 4ol
Hol AFEY AEIVSHL 54 A 2E7E E3)
AEHE Y NFE dE2SHoE FHEF AowA,
Z&719] 71818ty Fx 9 X wel FAHE space-
variant point spread function (PSF)o] Ft} o] Eﬁ’} e

7188 FALEY AFHAAN HZE7|H ol2= Ay
342 @S SPECTY B35S AAs)d, %lzé zs
Zte PSFOll 93] @4e] A9 =7t At

ol dFdE FALEY 28 ddd o dAHE
PET ¥ SPECTS 7, Atgh 94, 2 A&7 $9

o aFde G4 2L AsAT|= 848l HBE, JAA
TAA /\}--g—E]“‘ duE]Fo] olgl3 [/ANEL F&FHo=E
HAY § oA A8y 7 dueZe Aee %3
A Atk

3. 59 HIOIE 2% A [T A

Ao FAEHA A HXo
AA 7 Fob vEzE= Bl AS =
Hl-}\]./\-]‘:'é_,] }’:Eoﬂ H]Eﬂﬂ-lﬂ— E}E]—)ﬁ H]—
AFE R HErE T3 st £x3&
Aol Ax g A DA o FFe] 383 S u

EE% THH R #FYE & JEE 3= 718 o]

g3k %‘4 ECT9) 7%5& o]ah‘sk gz o]%g}

FU M EAEYY o

R EEE RS
9% x5
B ol

g 2999 oz 4
T A A

Aol 0 AR FART A5 2404 page] I
A XY BASe] 149 A TG} 2489 3
AR} $AHEZ BCTE A% G dq 7ol e
360° of @A Aol ol e} 149 £9 dolHE AL

HM2|1E5 x| H483 8% 19994 8%

sto] 22 v gAg Bt

E,—%z‘s}_ﬂz} e 2219 2dgade Ax = B8 7
S+ 2% 40 Jebd uiel o] Qoo Ak 42 FFGAR
AdE g2y e AHEeE FIHEHY ol FENHG
(Radon transform)o]2h cH4].

godH= f:o f:of(x, & xcos 8+ ysin6— Ddxdy (1)

9,1
9,0

Fny) Q

=

a8 4. 23 A5 Mg o

fllo
rn

A (DA 98 g= FoAA 4 goll tisle o] B3
TR Folxink wEbd, JAATHolF A (DA Ax,»)
£ F3le otk AAATAHE A% @& wygo
2 Filtered backprojection (FBP) wgo] gl&d, °]T‘:—
Ax,y) & 2214 FEI¥ B F(& DT g4H2 14¢Y
AME Gyw) Atole H33 2 BAAL o143 7;i°]
tH4]. '

F(E’ 77)| &= wcos 8, n=wsinf — G 0( C()) (2)

WA, A9 Puel dFalouse AgozH 47
Az, ME T8 F U o] B, Ax,»E g3 2 4
oz Fojqn

Rz 0= [ " Qu(x cos 6+ ysin 6)db, @)

A7 Qy(He

QD= f _o; Go(w) |l exp (Rrwb)dw @

2 AYH ole g (HE WBEZHE(ramp filter) |2
HEd 5 Fedass g Aotk welM, Q (S “filtered
projection”¢lgt &, 2 (3)olA @ (HE backprojectionFt
02 Ax,nE T 4 Avh. a9 5(b)= PET FA4A+
Aol 3 2 Jebd AozA 19 494 4 180° o
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) s - A=JY (V)
Segciv
AR 336 TEL +E 1915ES A de FIulHA &
4 2 APgaded o RAAYE AW A (2" Sa)
FBP#H o2 ol AT Aolth

@ ®
13 5. FBPYES ASSt PET 474
(@) FIuele (F35: AE7] ¢ 4,
%22 ZE g #%), (b) FBP 9AATH (128x128).

=3

FBP dAATAHe guelFo]l w¢ dEdta AiA
7= Hud Hova FA ekl o

g38t5o] ALEH I gt} 53], 2 49 ||l Hanning %
+ Hamming ¢5$9 22 A95% e & TP LR
A AL 44 2A2AZ & d' FHel drh Y,
FBP F4ATAAHEE FxEEe E83 - 3AF 54
olg e FASly FIHAY 78 gHs ALEst
= “deterministic” WHol2=2 FHFH WM ATHE o
el Aol w9 AF3td}. E3, backprojectionr] T o]
Hol £33 &gol 44& s 7 shbol adg A
gglo} 2 5(b)ol] Yehd ule} Zo] WALM e FE
of A G AX FAatA dvepdrh @A, ASEH dH

£ AHgste] Fee FAAY

Fgulel 7+ sk grol Aol gholM AF(bias)HE 73

of glol A%H 4L B Auel LFE AL F

i wel stk
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Z olg FIHoR BAF F 4
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AAAZE ¢t HAAEREEE BFEHE IRy e
£ WYY (random variable) N2 EEE A, N&
&1 2+ Poisson #XE w24 f@vi5]

Pr(N=pn)= _p_"g%'(_—_n)_ 5)
A B)el A PrN=n)& AN B¢ BEd A A
47t nd FEL JYedH, o)W Hogol x¥E UEhd
oy, a#eg, Fetua e @d fE 229 A Aattice)
2 388 A% 54 AA (5, )M MAAHEAY F&
f: 5 4 G pd AHFHC

2 404 Bl HEVY SANAX 2 HEHE A
AEL EYHolmz, Eguolg e FANAE HAMHE
ECT *1299] likekhood X84 Poisson #HHAH 02
BAEE 33 BE-AEe o2z RYH fEHo b
728 %9 Poisson EXFTE £HAT6]

-— Ly -
g exp(— g
gtﬁ!

Pr(G=gf) = 1;[ ®)

4 NN gui(1LHE FAHE 53 D20 &7
A Ao A% F 59 @oln, 2.5 54 127 (40
o 249 B2} A BRGoA ket go] Felwr),

gu= Z]th’, il (7)

=%, Gt 59 @ g9 A¥9= ol

likelihood (ML) FA¥<ldl, ol& ©&3 £2& o2 2%
=

7= afg}m Pr(G=glf) ®)

Z likelihood (Pr(G=gl/)& FMssts 78 FHF
24 Hstuz st 94 FE dE Fojth 1, 4
6)2.2 #FHFE likelihoodE 2 Hdiztsl= Aol A9
B7bsslez 7|digt Hdisk (Expectation Maximization,
EM)E %3l zbgdoz 2 (N9 3 78 T3shs Wil
2 ABE AT oo I A7t FHo] s My
o] skt <o)y WHS ML-EMeolg} 3, ¢]& Shepp #
Vardi[719] 918 ECTE 93 G3AFAAZEok] 85U
. ML-EM< tA® #AFEE AHE37le w$ %%
dua|Foer FASH FAATAHA o F-E5H
L4532 ok
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g Y=

—

J O

gHo2 8 73 “9A"(complete) Hlo)E C o s
713k EcllogPr(C=clHIG=g,71& A5
DHAOR likelihoodE HEsld 2] (8)9 &%l
Ttk 97, #EE Sl BaHdsits 9
o 4e JEhd uwiel go] RgdleleE A
(¢, OlM] g MZ thE AANZRH BEFE 79 3
2 #32"E gt AR 1,y HELY] A= YA
toll B3 ARrb ojn] FAHASS YeERIT
dolEet 32 x, y U SEHAA(x, y)ollA FA}
st A&7 EAHAA (4,0 =28 A& YyE
P‘W o8& ofwgt}. wakA, ¢ dloly ¢
{ ®¥o| M55t EM gugFe AHEE F 9l
HAZ BHol 7}% olth. ML-EMelA &=

é , BE5E F9doly g9
18 AR F

S
o
=]

-

al

L
L

l

B~ o N
mlo e

=

l

zs]-T‘:—

N
oE =
ﬂ-‘{N‘

to f £ N o
rr

P

d (7110 A A
EEV‘—*' oqulE £

(update equation)e Tt

ML-EM ¢} 7T54+24
o leB 047]/‘1‘“
2 % ML-EM €&
7 2k

L.
=]

& wH vy

gH”’"J g ;HtHkl "

}.n+l (9)

4 (9l - vy, F dA @
=5 ;Hﬂ?kl f"E A vlaste aHA AltE
E3 ol 7’7‘1‘7:;}1&/«# T2 R

29 v g,

ne 4w
9
72l projection®] th.
ste] 4 (9)F A

.?- n
i
Zt Htt?,ii

g

n+l= . P9 el
}). ;HW,U[ ¥

)
10

|

4ol A %H il 80l E 81/7w e “backprojection”
of sizeh weld, ML-EM ¢undZdAE 4,2 Ta
71 $1¥ projection®  Huilgw/rp]S AME AT
ANe 23 & & Ak

o=

backprojection ] ‘i‘lﬁ

ECT 92A74% ¢l ML-EMEES A48 39
Aol Poisson £4¢] U2 BEF W olldl 4 (9)
o Hyp,o ECTS Zt% Belx 549 338 4$ FBP
A4 27HE 2Ee Bed A4S A% nANY ol

GIATH BN o5 AT + A& 2 el 3

t}. o) Hudson® Larkin[8]€ #EANEL g3 =
ML-EM W& 15314717 ¢8 F9dolHE 2 719

EE02 UFo ESTIE projection®} backprojectionS

H7I&t8 X H48H 88 19994 8@

AL}

At E 5
orshgl

= “ordered subsets” EM (OS-EM) ¢iL@]
o a2y, gxugEe T‘!@—’:\-Eé‘ F71A17]
Hoj

ML-EM< ¢4 H oA
AYgH o oFdo od4e AFse
a3 doh. a2y, ML FHH
HY A E A7) H8) wrEALe] AE
e & @Hol gtk &, ML-EM %%ZH
B3l oy A ol*Jol g 43¢ dueFo] walsle
2 olufiE Aol o] FAF] Zio}%h:}. gz Fe) &
2 4218 71EA o2 Poisson likelihoodS Hd)83o 24
Poisson =°] NHE34E AFEFE SEH o G

A&
%

o

=2
=

FueolHEzRE FAATEE FaHoz EAstd
“ill-posed problem”®] #FHEH, olE RrbAA AgzxA
ol 9l& A% M7t ELAst dsks A vk

%, ML-EM°| A= Poisson #2222 E&E+E likelihoodE
Hdgleln2 BEI5TE o o) FrAA AE Al
& (£, Poisson F5)o.2 el&] )7} waksls Aol

5. Bayesian YATA

Bayesian #H2 ML-EMe| #FZgozx Fozxozm
ill-posed el ML-EM Lxzg]Eo] <A 2K stabilizer) S
F7tgto 2 JdAlT/dE “well-posed problem”’oE ¥
8% Aolty. FoulolEe AEE=E GEslz, BY3ln

z} o}% 9 9’3 (underlying image)?| WHI=E Fa &
¥, =3 22 Bayes #AIAE & 4 JtH9,10,11].

Pr(G=glF=f)Pr(F=f)
Pr(G=

Pr(F=AG=g)= 10

2 (10AM  Pr(G=glF=/+ likelihood, Pr(F=f)&
prior, Pr(G=g)©v #=3 5F9dolgle] SEEE ot} &
g, 4 (100914 Pr(G=g)t #3Zd F9dlga2y o
ozl golng 2 e e Ad4do] @k Likelihood
ol oA 2 10 )9 zo]HL& ML-EMS Z$ &
L3tz st G4 fF 7 APFE =7} obd ¥k, Bayesian
e B ol APIE=ER HFEE Aold.
likelihood #efl f oAl f o AFH= F 7} ALEHT °]“
Bayesian WolA H938 1z sl 94 AAE dyds
2 RAdyFo A 4G4 B3 ALAA R (prionE FER

EgF Pr(F=HZ B8] dFolh

A
A

2] 3%;]

ML-EMOIA & likelihood 38 HW33t= ¥, Bayesian
WelAE 4] (10022 ¥ = posteriorE Hoistg oz
A fE F3ts Zoldh wabx, A310)9] FHo -logE H

o] HUlstE H43E WYsto] ohx) 29
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Q S - o=HL (V)

7= arg;“ax Pr(F=£AG=g) . an

~ AEMN [ log Pr(F=/1G=2)]

- afg;“i“ —[log Pr(G= g|F= f) +log Pr(F=f)]

7t Ak A 109 A5 Pr(G=gt fo #F 571
opym g & (110l AAHA 4 (112 posteriorE #
3}slE Ao|EE ol maximum a posteriori (MAP) &
Aol ZArt MAP Hddl oA /Mg 8¢ 32 A
AARE FH3E= pror doltt &, 4 (ADYA] prior &
S ML-EMejAe] 4 (8)o] F714<Q dezx ML-EM9
AL A7 A A ggE vt AAH
ol#g|d HARE XT3t Bayesian FAATE L
AHEE 3¢ ML-EM# g @537t F718ke

g4 gt u$ HPHA HE 2L F ek

2

o o e r
z N
£ o

i
=

Bayesian W'#olA FZ AMEEE prior FEREZESF
Markov AP ES] AT Gibbs BEFF2ZA ol 2
stz ale gHAAS 231 dAddcE FE8E BS o
EA Aao gho] AT FustAod FAIGE Adz
o2 gt} Gibbs 2X8+E A4 prior FERETSF
o-g3 o] Folzirh

oA i

Pr(F=f)= —% expl — AEp(f)] (12)

7N, Z= prior FEEZIFY H 7 2 A&
ol 1] HEE 3l o)y, 1 &9 ¥, 2"
Exf)E QAL A Ael2 A% prior A ZA
gt Fejo] oA e ohed Ze] 3ddnh

Ep(f) =§ (fi,j+l_fi,j)2+ (fi+1.j—fi,f)2] 13

Z, Gl &gl WA A old Hi £, F
2 4, 8 3, ¢4 e AP shae @& Zelvt
Z7tetd  El(f)7 Z7heh webAd, A (12)9 (13)& A
Al Y3t gL 2L A g HAdse 3
gz dd.

E(f)=Ef)+AEf) (14)

714 Ep(f) £ ML-EMOA AH8d 2145 71oidt Ecl - ]
o &8 ¥ Exf)=-Ecl -1 °lth °] %% ML-EM
o 71z Aoiste duA HAEAZ M. oA,
Bayesian W& AHEE FAATEL 4 14)9 Bojd A
A AARAGSF EHE ALt f € ok Aolth A
(19X A=09 B Ex(/) e Haglsteg o= ML-EM
o2 d&Fdoh W, 47t WS 2 F§ A WD ELS)
o HFe] AXNER AFHE 4L priord] AFH 2
g z#sA Aok &, 4 133 22 priorg HEA A7t

8

o] & 2 A9 ATAHE FA4L oversmoothH o] wiAlEEo
g 2eFRst AL 2 5 vk wA, Bayesian 374
A FAEA e priord Mg B o}zl likelihood®t prior
o] HPL zAstE= A 19 A

g2 JFgL nXBR olF AFo

A= W Fastilz]

@ Ago] G Aol

A
2 2o Wy B

Bayesian o A= MAPe] 278 AAouzle] i
3} ztgo] HEAolr), Likelihood ol slBEE ExH)E
IE(f)

f;

2 3o FHEZE convex ©|BE @3] =po2

e 44 7¢ 7€ 4 Atk 22, o| P9 priord
Abgshoel mak AR (4 14)e HAbsh el
ARAY. F, 4 (13)7 2L quadratic [13] B9 prior=
BN —og Akl Azt sbseh, o) A% G

9 PRz Fa% FAlledge)d T FR7F EHHY
A}, @8, AAREY 750l 94 nonconvex [10,11] 3
B9 priorZ AFEE A$ 2 (149 A AURAE HA3
3= Aol folstx] &t = nonconvex FENQ e
o4 Fge T e geg nEoE HAFRES 2SS
4 2tk o] A% simulated annealing[9] =+ deterministic
annealing(1015& E8) 23U Fgkol ofd AHAATr<
Higdl 22 o 4 Qe d@xe] duelFo] Bast
2o, o3 tES Bestr] 93 priore] FEH7t convex
o] nonguadraticy! 48 Aoz FAAREF B of
Uzt FHisle] Loldx FAld] 1#HF convex-nonquadratic
(14] Fei9 priorel @& AFAA7} LAEHT Yok

a3 6. PET =daAiT4el 8|

(a)FBP (Hanning window Z-4&), (b)ML-EM (30 iterations),
(c)Bayesian (quadratic prior &&), (d)Bayesian (convex-
nonquadratic prior &)
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I3 62 GE Advance PET scanner® Ab&3te] g4k
ATFAHE Bwd Aolth, FBP 449 2% Hanning
windowZ A459 2% E73n FAAHE S Fgo
FAEAN AR AEHA JEpd B ol mAREY o
SrofrlZd SAIEA A w8 A=t ML-EMe] 7
3039 REBAMNG & A & oz Mg HEE 3
o] dejxon FBPY Aol uis] WALAFH S Fe
A gz Fodu e AAEHAT A, Bayesian W 5
quadratic priorE &3 7% Poisson F-&°] @43 74
Huaou vz AAFRS 4% 9, convex-
nonquadratic priorE 483 7% Poisson {&< #AiLge
EE AF2ATY AASE 453 REFYT

AT ES AT GPATHS I 9 3

B ool FHA AYdA o 43 J4e ATEE
Aoz 4HA Qo). 53], Bayesian B2 backprojection
A9l & smoothing©] obd A A YA e Fgd4a
715g AFEEE FBPAA feiHe staghel AIZAY
o7 3 2 /FE dA3) 7FAAFE & Yk

°|1% Bayesian FEATHHS] A= Bt

A AA Aol FBPHol F2 AMHI e d9de

H

Bayesian el ¢ vEALE 23122 FBPo H] &
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