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ABSTRACT

Coronary Artery Calcium (CAC) score is a widely used indicator to determine disease sever-
ity and predict the risk of severe cardiac events. However, radiation dose associated with cor-
onary CT scanning for CAC scoring raises concerns, especially for asymptomatic patients. 
Iterative Reconstruction (IR) technique represents a recently developed image processing 
approach for reduction of image noise and radiation dose, while improving diagnostic image 
quality. Despite these advantages over conventional filtered back projection technique, ef-
fects of IR techniques on CAC scores remain unclear. This review article aims to provide an 
overview of clinical applications of IR techniques in coronary CT angiography with a focus 
on the effects of different IR techniques on CAC score assessment.

KEYWORDS: Coronary calcium score; Coronary artery disease; Diagnosis; Calcified plaque; 
Image processing; Iterative reconstruction.

INTRODUCTION

Coronary Artery Calcium (CAC) scoring is considered a reliable, noninvasive technique for 
determining coronary plaque burden, risk stratification and reclassification of risk of coro-
nary artery disease.1 CAC scoring used to be performed by electron beam CT (EBCT), but 
has now been replaced by coronary CT angiography (CTA) due to rapid technical develop-
ments of multi slice CT scanners over the last 15 years.2-4 The rationale behind CAC scoring 
is that coronary calcification represents atherosclerotic changes in the coronary arterial wall, 
thus, measurement of the amount of calcium is usually performed to estimate the amount of 
coronary atherosclerosis and consequently, the risk of coronary artery disease (CAD).5 Al-
though different calcium scoring techniques have been proposed and used in clinical practice, 
such as Agatston score, volume score and mass score, with each of them having strengths and 
limitations,6 the Agatston score is the most widely used method for quantification of CAC in 
routine clinical practice during coronary CT imaging.

	 The extent of coronary calcification has been shown to be closely related to the risk 
of major adverse cardiac events; therefore, quantitative assessment of coronary calcifications 
by coronary CTA has become a risk stratification scheme for patients with suspected CAD. 
However, image quality of coronary CTA depends on image reconstruction process. In recent 
years, iterative reconstruction (IR) an alternative to conventional filtered back projection 
(FBP) has been increasingly used in coronary CTA due to the following advantages: reduce 
image noise and radiation dose, in particular, significant dose reduction by up to 80% com-
pared to FBP, while still preserving diagnostic image quality.7 A recent systematic review 
has shown that IR serves as a feasible alternative to the standard FBP in coronary CTA with 
significant lower radiation dose, improved image quality and high diagnostic value in the 
diagnosis of CAD.8

http://dx.doi.org/10.17140/HROJ-2-125
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	 Despite these promising results of using IR in coro-
nary CTA for dose reduction and image quality improvement, 
the effect of IR on image appearance change compared to FBP 
reconstructions should not be ignored. There is concern that this 
effect may generate negative impact of coronary CTA on coro-
nary plaque characterization, in particular, quantification of high 
CAC, or severely calcified plaques. While beneficial effects of 
IR in coronary CTA have been reported to reduce blooming arti-
facts in highly calcified plaques and coronary stents,9-11 effects of 
IR on CAC scoring are contradictory and debatable. This review 
provides an overview of the clinical applications of IR in coro-
nary CTA with regard to its effects on CAC score, with a focus 
on how IR techniques affect CAC scoring and patient stratifica-
tion.

DIAGNOSTIC VALUE OF CORONARY CTA IN HEAVILY CALCI-
FIED PLAQUES

Coronary CTA has been widely accepted as a less invasive im-
aging modality with high diagnostic value in coronary artery 
disease. The very high negative predictive value (>95%) of 
coronary CTA allows it to serve as a gatekeeper for excluding 
patients with suspected CAD.12-17 However, diagnostic value of 
coronary CTA is affected by presence of high calcification in the 
coronary artery disease, and this is manifested by the limited 
specificity and positive predictive value (PPV) due to high per-
centage of false positive rates.18-21 These studies have shown that 
diagnostic performance of coronary CTA decreases significantly 
with the increase of CAC score. This is mainly because of the 
blooming artifacts from heavy calcification in coronary plaques 
which result in overestimation of coronary lumen stenosis; thus, 
leading to low specificity and PPV. Figure 1 is an example of 
coronary CTA in a patient with heavily calcified plaques in left 
coronary artery showing significant lumen stenosis but invasive 
coronary angiography confirms stenosis of less than 50%.

	 The limited diagnostic value of coronary CTA in the as-

sessment of severely calcified plaques can be addressed by two 
methods: use of image post-processing to minimize or suppress 
the effect of heave calcification for improvement of coronary lu-
men visualization, and use of IR techniques in either raw data or 
image space for reduction of image noise. Although only a few 
studies are available in the literature, use of image post-process-
ing algorithms in calcified coronary arteries has been shown to 
be effective with promising results reported. Tanaka et al studied 
11 patients with inclusion of 55 calcified coronary segments by 
comparing subtracted images with coronary CTA images, with 
invasive coronary angiography as the standard method.22 At per-
segment level, specificity of subtracted coronary CTA was im-
proved from 48.7% (from standard CTA) to 59%. The area under 
curve (AUC) by receiver-operating characteristic (ROC) was 
also increased from 0.741 to 0.905. We reported our early expe-
rience of using different image post processing methods for as-
sessment of calcified coronary plaques with resultant improved 
visualization of coronary lumen when the image post-processing 
“sharpen” algorithm was used compared to other algorithms.23 
This technique has been further verified by our recent report in 
50 patients with calcified coronary plaques.24 All coronary CTA 
data were post processed with “sharpen” and smooth reconstruc-
tion algorithms in comparison with the original coronary CTA 
data with the aim of determining the effects of image post pro-
cessing on reduction of blooming artifacts. Diagnostic value of 
coronary CTA in CAD was compared at per-vessel assessment 
with invasive coronary angiography as the reference method. 
While the sensitivity and negative predictive value of coro-
nary CTA remain unchanged among these coronary CTA data, 
the specificity and PPV were 66% and 57% with application of 
“sharpen” algorithm to coronary CTA data, which were signifi-
cantly higher than 33% and 41%, 44% and 44%, corresponding 
to the original and coronary CTA data with use of smooth algo-
rithm, respectively (Figure 2). The AUC by ROC analysis also 
showed significant improvement for >50% coronary stenosis is 
assessment in the left anterior descending artery when compared 
to the other two approaches (Figure 3).

Figure 1: (A). Curved planar reformatted coronary CT angiography (CCTA) shows extensively calcified 
plaques (arrows) at the left anterior descending (LAD) coronary artery in a 55-year-old man. More than 
50% and 90% stenosis was noticed at the proximal and mid-segments of LAD and about 50% stenosis at 
left circumflex (LCx) on CCTA. (B). Less than 50% stenosis was confirmed in LAD (short arrows) and LCx 
(long arrow) in invasive coronary angiography.
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Figure 3: Areas under the curve by receiver-operating characteristic curve analysis demonstrate the diagnostic performance of coronary CT angiog-
raphy (CCTA) original (CCTA_O), with use of image sharpen (CCTA_S) and smooth algorithms (CCTA_OS) in the detection of significant coronary 
stenosis when compared to invasive coronary angiography at left anterior descending (LAD), left circumflex (LCx) and right coronary artery (RCA) 
(A-C). Reprinted under terms of Open Access article from reference.24

Figure 2: Curved planar reformatted coronary CT angiography (CCTA) shows multiple calcified plaques at the left anterior descending coronary 
artery (LAD) in a 59-year-old man. CCTA original data (CCTA_O) shows 69% stenosis in LAD due to the heavily calcified plaque, while CCTA 
with “sharpen” algorithm (CCTA_S) demonstrates 45% stenosis, and 68% stenosis as shown with CCTA with original data integrated with out-
come of smoothed image subtracted from the original (CCTA_OS) (A-C). Invasive coronary angiography confirms mild stenosis of 28% at LAD 
and 44% stenosis at LCx (D). Long and short arrows refer to the stenosis at LAD and LCx, respectively. Reprinted under terms of Open Access 
article from reference.24
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	 While image post-processing methods need to be con-
firmed by more studies, the current literature seems to favour the 
use of IR techniques in coronary CTA. The use of IR has become 
a common practice in latest multi slice CT scanners mainly be-
cause of significant dose reduction when compared to the con-
ventional FBP. By the end of 2011, IR techniques are available 
in all four major CT vendors.7 Although IR is widely accepted as 
an effective alternative to FBP for radiation dose reduction and 
image quality improvement, mixed results are reported in the lit-
erature with regard to its effect on the assessment of extensively 
calcified plaques in the coronary arteries. The following section 
will focus on detailed discussion of these studies in relation to 
the use of IR in coronary artery calcium assessment.

EFFECTS OF IR ON CORONARY CALCIUM SCORES

	 Extensive calcifications cause blooming artifacts which 
lead to over estimation of coronary stenosis, and this often re-
sults in unnecessary examinations such as invasive coronary an-
giography or myocardial perfusion imaging studies.25,26 This in-
herent limitation in FBP image reconstruction can be overcome 
with use of IR techniques.

	 Renker et al in their prospective study compared IR 
with FBP reconstructions in 55 patients with an Agatston score 
of more than 400 (indicating severe calcification in the coronary 
arteries).9 Specificity and PPV were significantly improved by 
using IR on a per-segment (91.2% and 61.1% for FBP, 95.8% 
and 76.9% for IR, p<0.001) and per-patient level (66.7% and 
78.9% for FBP, 79.2% and 85.7% for IR, p<0.05) for diagnosis 
of significant coronary stenosis with invasive coronary angiog-
raphy as the reference method. Their results also showed that IR 
enabled reclassification from false positive to true negative find-
ings in 4% of coronary segments and 5.5% of patients, respec-
tively. When compared with FBP, IR resulted in significantly 
lower calcium volumes.

	 The effects of IR on CAC scores are inconclusive ac-
cording to the current literature, since some studies reported 
no effect, while others demonstrated significant impact which 
could change patient reclassification.27-37 IR techniques include 
either image-based such as iterative reconstruction in image 
space (IRIS), or raw-data based such as Adaptive Statistical It-
erative Reconstruction (ASIR) or sonogram-affirmed iterative 
reconstruction (SAFIRE), or hybrid approaches such as I-Dose.7 

While results of an in vitro phantom study showed mixed find-
ings of using IR in relation to the corresponding effects on cal-
cium measurements,28,29 results of some in vivo studies showed 
no significantly reduced calcium score measurements. 

	 Matsuura and colleagues compared hybrid IR with FBP 
in 77 patients with suspected CAD, and their results showed no 
significant effect of using IR on assessing the calcium score, 
with percentage difference between FBP and hybrid IR being 
20.7%, 20.7% and 27.1%, respectively corresponding to the 
Agatston, volume and mass scores.30 Hecht et al tested standard 

CAC scoring protocol using I-Dose level 3 and low-dose pro-
tocol of using I Dose level 7 in 102 consecutive patients. Ag-
atston, volume and mass scores were measured and compared 
between these two protocols. There was excellent correlation 
in Agatston, volume and mass scores between the standard and 
low-dose protocols (p<0.001), with the mean differences in 
Agatston scores between these two protocols being 17.4±25.8. 
There were no significant differences in Agatston scores, except 
for the right coronary artery, or for aortic calcification.31 These 
findings are further confirmed by a recent in vitro and in vivo 
study.32 Schindler et al evaluated IRIS and SAFIRE techniques 
in a cardiac phantom and 110 patients for calcium scoring. Both 
IR techniques had excellent agreement with FBP for Agatston 
scores, while the patient’s risk reclassification was less than 3%, 
indicating no significant effect on Agatston assessment.

	 Contrary to the above-mentioned studies, most of the 
recent reports support the statement that IR has significantly af-
fected the CAC scores which could change patient’s risk strati-
fication.33-39 These studies can be summarized into three groups 
based on the use of IR techniques: use of ASIR or SAFIRE for 
image reconstruction, use of I-Dose with different levels and use 
of iterative model reconstruction (IMR). A number of studies 
have reported the effects of using ASIR or SAFIRE on calcium 
score measurements with results showing significant reduction 
in Agatston score and volume scores.33-36 These findings gener-
ally indicate that the mean calcium scores decreased with the 
use of IR or increased SAFIRE degrees, with up to one third of 
patients being reclassified to a lower risk category with IR in 
comparison with FBP. Furthermore, increased IR level such as 
high-grade SAFIRE has been shown to result in a negative cal-
cium score as reported by Kurata et al.34 Similarly, use of I-Dose 
levels leads to reduction in Agatston, volume and mass scores, 
with reclassification of patient risk up to 15%.37,38 Szilveszter et 
al in their recent study applied IMR and hybrid IR techniques in 
63 symptomatic patients and 504 asymptomatic individuals. Use 
of IR techniques resulted in significantly lower CAC score with 
the median values of CAC score being 147.7, 107 and 115.1 for 
FBP, hybrid IR and IMR, respectively. No significant difference 
in CAC score was found between these two IR techniques; how-
ever, the main difference was noticed between FBP and IMR 
reconstructions with difference of 7.3%. Authors found that the 
IMR led to 2.4% of individuals reclassified with modest effect 
on the actual risk classification.39 These findings raised concerns 
about use of IR techniques in CAC scoring, although further 
larger prospective studies are needed to confirm these results.

SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

There is no doubt that IR techniques are replacing the conven-
tional filtered back projection in coronary CT angiography due 
to significant image noise and radiation dose reduction and im-
provement of image quality. However, the effects of IR tech-
niques on coronary calcium scores remain to be further clarified 
since these reported findings should be interpreted with caution. 
It should also be noted that CAC scoring not only depends on 
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the use of imaging reconstruction techniques, but also relies on 
different vendors. Significantly different CAC scores were re-
ported among different CT scanner types with resultant reclas-
sification of patients in up to 6.5% of cases.40 Further studies 
are warranted to assess the effects of different IR reconstruction 
techniques with use of different types of CT scanners in larger 
population groups.

REFERENCES

1. Greenland P, Bonow RO, Brundage BH, et al. ACCF/AHA 
2007 clinical expert consensus document on coronary artery cal-
cium scoring by computed tomography in global cardiovascular 
risk assessment and in evaluation of patients with chest pain: a 
report of the American College of Cardiology Foundation Clini-
cal Expert Consensus Task Force (ACCF/AHA Writing Commit-
tee to Update the 2000 Expert Consensus Document on Electron 
Beam Computed Tomography) developed in collaboration with 
the Society of Atherosclerosis Imaging and Prevention and the 
Society of Cardiovascular Computed Tomography. J Am Coll 
Cardiol. 2007; 49(3): 378-402. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2006.10.001

2. Arad Y, Spadaro LA, Goodman K, Newstein D, Guerci AD. 
Prediction of coronary events with electron beam computed 
tomography. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2000; 36(4): 1253-1260. doi: 
10.1016/S0735-1097(00)00872-X 

3. Greenland P, LaBree L, Azen SP, Doherty TM, Detrano RC. 
Coronary artery calcium score combined with Framingham 
score forrisk prediction in asymptomatic individuals. JAMA. 
2004; 291(2): 210-215. doi: 10.1001/jama.291.2.210 

4. Taylor AJ, Bindeman J, Feuerstein I, Cao F, Brazaitis M, 
O’Malley PG. Coronary calcium independently predicts inci-
dent premature coronary heart disease over measured cardiovas-
cular risk factors: mean three-year outcomes in the Prospective 
Army Coronary Calcium (PACC) project. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2005; 46(5): 807-814. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2005.05.049

5. Sun Z, Ng KH. Multislice CT angiography in cardiac imag-
ing. Part II: clinical applications in coronary artery disease. Sin-
gapore Med J. 2010; 51(4): 282-289. Web site. http://smj.sma.
org.sg/5104/5104ra2.pdf. Accessed March 30, 2016.

6. Alluri K, Joshi PH, Henry TS, Blumenthal RS, Nasir K, 
Blaha MJ. Scoring of coronary artery calcium scans: history, 
assumptions, current limitations, and future directions. Athero-
sclerosis. 2015; 239(1): 109-117. doi: 10.1016/j.atherosclero-
sis.2014.12.040

7. Beister M, Kolditz D, Kalender WA. Iterative reconstruc-
tion methods in x-ray CT. Phys Med. 2012; 28(2): 94-108. doi: 
10.1016/j.ejmp.2012.01.003

8. Al Shammakhi A, Sun Z. A systematic review of image quality, 
diagnostic value and radiation dose of coronary CT angiography 

using iterative reconstruction compared to filtered back projec-
tion in the diagnosis of coronary artery disease. J Med Imaging 
Health Inf. 2015; 5(1): 96-102. doi: 10.1166/jmihi.2015.1364

9. Renker M, Nance JW, Schoepf UJ. Evaluation of heavily 
scalcified vessels with coronary CT angiography: comparison of 
iterative and filtered back projection image reconstruction. Ra-
diology. 2011; 260(2): 390-399. doi: 10.1148/radiol.11103574

10. Leipsic J, Heilbron BG, Hague C. Iterative reconstruction for 
coronary CT angiography: finding its way. Int J Cardiovasc Im-
aging. 2012; 28(3): 613-620. doi: 10.1007/s10554-011-9832-3 

11. Ebersberger U, Tricarico F, Schoepf UJ et al. CT evalua-
tion of coronary artery stents with iterative image reconstruc-
tion: improvements in image quality and potential for radiation 
dose reduction. Eur Radiol. 2013; 23(1): 125-132. doi: 10.1007/
s00330-012-2580-5

12. Sun Z, Cao Y, Li HF. Multislice computed tomography angi-
ography in the diagnosis of coronary artery disease. J Geriatr Car-
diol. 2011; 8(2): 104-113. doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1263.2011.00104

13. Sun Z, Choo GH, Ng KH. Coronary CT angiography: current 
status and continuing challenges. Br J Radiol. 2012; 85(1013): 
495-510. doi: 10.1259/bjr/15296170

14. Sun Z, Lin C. Diagnostic value of 320-slice coronary CT 
angiography in coronary artery disease: A systematic review 
and meta-analysis. Curr Med Imaging Rev. 2014; 10(4): 272-
280. Web site. http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ben/
cmir/2014/00000010/00000004/art00008. Accessed March 30, 
2016

15. Sun Z. Cardiac CT. Imaging in coronary artery disease: 
current status and future directions. Quant Imaging Med Surg. 
2012; 2(2): 98-105. doi: 10.3978/j.issn.2223-4292.2012.05.02

16. Pelliccia F, Pasceri V, Evangelista A, et al. Diagnostic ac-
curacy of 320-row computed tomography as compared with in-
vasive coronary angiography in unselected, consecutive patients 
with suspected coronary artery disease. Int J Cardiovasc Imag-
ing. 2013; 29(2): 443-452. doi: 10.1007/s10554-012-0095-4

17. Sun Z, Lin CH, Davidson R, Dong C, Liao Y. Diagnostic val-
ue of 64-slice CT angiography in coronary artery disease: A sys-
tematic review. Eur J Radiol. 2008; 67(1): 78-84. doi: 10.1016/j.
ejrad.2007.07.014

18. Meijs MFL, Meijboom WB, Prokop M, et al. Is there a role 
for CT coronary angiography in patients with symptomatic an-
gina? Effect of coronary calcium score on identification of ste-
nosis. Int J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2008; 25(8): 847-854.  doi: 
10.1007/s10554-009-9485-7

19. Meng L, Cui L, Cheng Y, et al. Effect of heart rate and coro-

Page 141

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0735109706024636
http://content.onlinejacc.org/article.aspx%3Farticleid%3D1126689%23tab1
http://jama.jamanetwork.com/article.aspx%3Farticleid%3D197989
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0735109705012672
http://smj.sma.org.sg/5104/5104ra2.pdf
http://smj.sma.org.sg/5104/5104ra2.pdf
http://www.atherosclerosis-journal.com/article/S0021-9150%2814%2901662-1/abstract
http://www.atherosclerosis-journal.com/article/S0021-9150%2814%2901662-1/abstract
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S112017971200004X
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/asp/jmihi/2015/00000005/00000001/art00015
http://pubs.rsna.org/doi/10.1148/radiol.11103574%3Furl_ver%3DZ39.88-2003%26rfr_id%3Dori:rid:crossref.org%26rfr_dat%3Dcr_pub%253dpubmed
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-011-9832-3
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs00330-012-2580-5
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs00330-012-2580-5
http://espace.library.curtin.edu.au/cgi-bin/espace.pdf%3Ffile%3D/2012/02/06/file_1/171936
http://www.birpublications.org/doi/abs/10.1259/bjr/15296170%3Furl_ver%3DZ39.88-2003%26rfr_id%3Dori%253Arid%253Acrossref.org%26rfr_dat%3Dcr_pub%253Dpubmed%26
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ben/cmir/2014/00000010/00000004/art00008
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ben/cmir/2014/00000010/00000004/art00008
http://qims.amegroups.com/article/view/629
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-012-0095-4
http://www.ejradiology.com/article/S0720-048X%2807%2900336-1/abstract
http://www.ejradiology.com/article/S0720-048X%2807%2900336-1/abstract
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-009-9485-7


                                  HEART RESEARCH

Open Journal
http://dx.doi.org/10.17140/HROJ-2-125

Heart Res Open J

ISSN 2377-164X

nary calcification on the diagnostic accuracy of the dual-source 
CT coronary angiography in patients with suspected coronary 
artery disease. Korean J Radiol. 2009; 10(4): 347-354. doi: 
10.3348/kjr.2009.10.4.347

20. Park MJ, Jung JI, Choi YS, et al. Coronary CT angiography 
in patients with high calcium score: evaluation of plaque char-
acteristics and diagnostic accuracy. Int J Cardiovasc Imaging. 
2011; 27(2): 43-51. doi: 10.1007/s10554-011-9970-7

21. Vavere AL, Arbab-Zadeh A, Rochitte CE, et al. Coronary 
artery stenoses: accuracy of 64-detector row CT angiography 
in segments with mild, moderate, or severe calcification–a sub 
analysis of the CORE-64 trial. Radiology. 2011; 261(1): 100-
108. doi: 10.1148/radiol.11110537

22. Tanaka R, Yoshioka K, Muranaka K, et al. Improved evalu-
ation of calcified segments on coronary CT angiography: a fea-
sibility study of coronary calcium subtraction. Int J Cardiovasc 
Imaging. 2013; 29(2): 75-81. doi: 10.1007/s10554-013-0316-5

23. Sun Z, Ng C. High calcium scores in coronary CT angiogra-
phy: effects of image post-processing on visualization and mea-
surement of coronary lumen diameter. J Med Imaging Health 
Inf. 2015; 5(1): 110-116. doi: 10.1166/jmihi.2015.1366

24. Sun Z, Ng KC, Xu L, Fan Z, Lei J. Coronary CT angiogra-
phy in heavily calcified coronary arteries: Improvement of coro-
nary lumen visualization and coronary stenosis assessment with 
image post processing methods. Medicine. 2015; 94(48): e2148. 
doi: 10.1097/MD.0000000000002148

25. Raff GL, Gallagher MJ, O’Neill WW, Goldstein JA. Di-
agnostic accuracy of noninvasive coronary angiography using 
64-slice spiral computed tomography. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2005; 
46(3): 552-557. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2005.05.056

26. Zhang LJ, Wu SY, Wang J, et al. Diagnostic accuracy 
of dual-source CT coronary angiography: the effect of av-
erage heart rate, heart rate variability, and calcium score in a 
clinical perspective. Acta Radiol. 2010; 51(7): 727-740. doi: 
10.3109/02841851.2010.492792

27. Naoum C, Blanke P, Leipsic J. Iterative reconstruction in 
cardiac CT. J Cardiovasc Comput Tomogr. 2015; 9(4): 255-
263. doi: 10.1016/j.jcct.2015.04.004

28. Funabashi N, Irie R, Aiba M et al. Adaptive-iterative-dose re-
duction 3D with multi sector-reconstruction method in 320-slice 
CT may maintain accurate-measurement of the Agatston-calci-
um-score of severe-calcification even at higher pulsating-beats 
and low tube-current in vitro. Int J Cardiol. 2013; 168(1): 601-
603. doi: 10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.01.230

29. Blobel J, Mews J, Schuijf JD et al. Determining the radia-
tion dose reduction potential for coronary calcium scanning with 

computed tomography: an anthropomorphic phantom study com-
paring filtered back projection and the adaptive iterative dose re-
duction algorithm for image reconstruction. Invest Radiol. 2013; 
48(12): 857-862. doi: 10.1097/RLI.0b013e31829e3932

30. Matsuura N, Urashima M, Fukumoto W, et al. Radiation 
dose reduction at coronary artery calcium scoring by using a 
low tube current technique and hybrid iterative reconstruction. 
J Comput Assist Tomogr. 2015; 39(1): 119-124. doi: 10.1097/
RCT.0000000000000168

31. Hecht HS, de Siqueira MEM, Cham M, et al. Low- vs. stan-
dard coronary artery calcium scanning. Eur Heart J Cardiovasc 
Imaging. 2015; 16(4): 358-363. doi: 10.1093/ehjci/jeu218

32. Schindler A, Vliegenthart R, Schoepf UJ, et al. Iterative im-
age reconstruction techniques for CT coronary artery calcium 
quantification: comparison with traditional filtered back projec-
tion in vitro and in vivo. Radiology. 2014; 270(2): 387-393. doi: 
10.1148/radiol.1313023

33. vanOsch JAC, Mouden M, van Dalen JA, et al. Influence of 
iterative image reconstruction on CT-based calcium score mea-
surements. Int J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2014; 30(5): 961-967. doi: 
10.1007/s10554-014-0409-9

34. Kurata A, Dharampal A, DedicA et al. Impact of iterative re-
construction on CT coronary calcium quantification. Eur Radiol. 
2013; 23(12): 3246-3252. doi: 10.1007/s00330-013-3022-8

35. Gebhard C, Fiechter M, Fuchs TA. Coronary artery calcium 
score influence of adaptive statistical iterative reconstruction 
using 64 MDCT. Int J Cardiol. 2013; 167(6): 2932-2937. doi: 
10.1016/j.ijcard.2012.08.003

36. Takahashi M, Kimura F, Umezawa T, Watanabe Y, Ogawa 
H. Comparison of adaptive statistical iterative and filtered back 
projection reconstruction techniques in quantifying coronary 
calcium. J Cardiovasc Comput Tomogr. 2016; 10(1): 61-68. doi: 
10.1016/j.jcct.2015.07.012

37. Obmann VC, Klink T, Heverhagen JT, et al. Impact of hybrid 
iterative reconstruction on Agatston coronary artery calcium 
scores in comparison to filtered back projection in native cardiac 
CT. Rofo. 2015; 187(5): 372-379. doi: 10.1055/s-0034-1398850  

38. Willemink MJ, den Harder AM, Foppen W, et al. Finding 
the optimal dose reduction and iterative reconstruction level for 
coronary calcium scoring. J Cardiovasc Comput Tomogr. 2016; 
10(1): 69-75. doi: 10.1016/j.jcct.2015.08.004

39. Szilveszter B, Elzomor H, Karolyi M, et al. The effect of iter-
ative model reconstruction on coronary calcium quantification. 
Int J Cardiovasc Imaging. 2016; 32(1): 153-160. doi: 10.1007/
s10554-015-0740-9

Page 142

http://www.kjronline.org/DOIx.php%3Fid%3D10.3348/kjr.2009.10.4.347
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-011-9970-7
http://pubs.rsna.org/doi/10.1148/radiol.11110537%3Furl_ver%3DZ39.88-2003%26rfr_id%3Dori:rid:crossref.org%26rfr_dat%3Dcr_pub%253dpubmed
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-013-0316-5
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/asp/jmihi/2015/00000005/00000001/art00017
http://journals.lww.com/md-journal/pages/articleviewer.aspx%3Fyear%3D2015%26issue%3D12010%26article%3D00010%26type%3Dabstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2005.05.056
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0735109705013148
http://acr.sagepub.com/content/51/7/727.long
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1934592515001379
http://www.internationaljournalofcardiology.com/article/S0167-5273%2813%2900290-8/abstract
http://journals.lww.com/investigativeradiology/pages/articleviewer.aspx%3Fyear%3D2013%26issue%3D12000%26article%3D00006%26type%3Dabstract
http://journals.lww.com/jcat/pages/articleviewer.aspx%3Fyear%3D2015%26issue%3D01000%26article%3D00020%26type%3Dabstract
http://journals.lww.com/jcat/pages/articleviewer.aspx%3Fyear%3D2015%26issue%3D01000%26article%3D00020%26type%3Dabstract
http://ehjcimaging.oxfordjournals.org/content/16/4/358.long
http://pubs.rsna.org/doi/10.1148/radiol.13130233%3Furl_ver%3DZ39.88-2003%26rfr_id%3Dori:rid:crossref.org%26rfr_dat%3Dcr_pub%253dpubmed
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-014-0409-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs00330-013-3022-8
http://www.internationaljournalofcardiology.com/article/S0167-5273%2812%2901017-0/abstract
http://www.journalofcardiovascularct.com/article/S1934-5925%2815%2900232-4/abstract
https://www.thieme-connect.com/DOI/DOI%3F10.1055/s-0034-1398850
http://www.journalofcardiovascularct.com/article/S1934-5925%2815%2930004-6/abstract
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-015-0740-9
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%252Fs10554-015-0740-9


                                  HEART RESEARCH

Open Journal
http://dx.doi.org/10.17140/HROJ-2-125

Heart Res Open J

ISSN 2377-164X

40. Willemink MJ, Vliegenthart R, Takx RA, et al. Coronary ar-
tery calcification scoring with state-of-the-art CT scanners from 
different vendors has substantial effect on risk classification. Ra-
diology. 2014; 273(2): 695-702. doi: 10.1148/radiol.14140066

Page 143

http://pubs.rsna.org/doi/10.1148/radiol.14140066%3Furl_ver%3DZ39.88-2003%26rfr_id%3Dori:rid:crossref.org%26rfr_dat%3Dcr_pub%253dpubmed

	_GoBack

