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savings (<10%) compared with the doses shown in Table 9 where the current selections were used. These find-
ings suggest that the current AEC design is close to optimal in terms of beam quality selection. The AEC design
allows for three dose levels to be used. The two higher levels clearly pass the requirements of the NHSBSP
and European protocols, while the lowest dose level is close to the limit for acceptable image quality.

5. CONCLUSIONS

This system is capable of producing excellent image quality for a relatively low radiation dose. As currently
set up, the AEC will be satisfactory for most types of breast in standard and low dose modes. The system
met the main standards in the NHSBSP and European protocols. The system should be evaluated clinically
by the NHSBSP.
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