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Abstract

Size-Specific Dose Estimate (SSDE) is a crucial advancement in CT dosimetry, which corrects the
limitation that the conventional volume CT dose index (CTDIvol) fails to accurately reflect the actual
absorbed dose in patients with various body sizes, especially for pediatric patients with higher ra-
diation sensitivity. SSDE realizes individualized radiation dose estimation by calculating the size
conversion factor using effective diameter (Der) or water-equivalent diameter (Dw). Dw is more ac-
curate since it takes both geometric dimensions and tissue attenuation characteristics into account.
This technique has been widely applied in pediatric and adult CT examinations, contributing to op-
timizing diagnostic reference levels, performing patient-specific radiation risk assessment, and bal-
ancing image quality and radiation dose. Deep learning and automated tools have greatly simplified
the SSDE calculation process, yet challenges remain including calculation standardization, clinical
workflow integration, and the impact of individual pathological differences. Future efforts should
promote the standardization of calculation methods, deepen automated integration, and optimize
correction models for tissue and pathological variations, so as to improve the level of CT radiation
protection and quality management.
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1. 5|

PR Ak 0 S (SSDE) M N T LT 2 13 (CT) MR 2 i — W B E e, O RS A VT Al 2
FARGT B M EER R, CHAA MBS T IAUE R, T R R 4R S R A IR RE T B T
BB AR CT FIEFEH(CTDha) KL . CTDIo 1E2 CT SR iR RO AL I A, T3
T E RF AR EAT PP S AL AT RE JC 2 B B R AN ) A4 B B8 3 P 12 52 10 S B SR B[40 [3] . 5 it
TILE R, T BN AR TE & A 4R S B, SRS CTD o 7T RS BU™ E IR E AL, T
BRI AR ST AR [4]-[9]. SSDE HIGINIEARAN 1 FRIX— 1% 0o, J8ITHK CTDlvo 5425 B #H 5%
PR R ) e e A AR 3T, SR 1 — b SE RS A B MR R B A S ik 1] [4] [10]-[12].

2. SSDE HIBiR EM 5 5L R

SSDE % 0o 7E TR AR HEAL 1) CTDIvor (LA XK, MGy BN IE N5 B3 R A 5 A I ISR [ 1]
[10] [13]. X —RZIEMEIE 5] N—AN R T H 7 (fsize) 2B, 1% K TR U8 B3 1A AU ELAR (Derr) BRUK 24 B EL
12 (Dw) THEAT 1] [12] [14]. EAMEE =Y 2 K P22 (AAPM)FE 2011 4R KA EE 204 S, B Ik$R
7 BT AT R R AP A A2 (LAT) A R E A& R AL SR R, Bl 5 15 220 54 5 W HERE A FH K
8 H AR (Dw)VE N RGBT R FF[1] [12] Dw AMUERE T EH WU RS, BN T AL
REME, 0, TR 2 AR R S B B B X R R s ek R R AR AN R [1] [15] [16]-
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B EAZ Derr) FITHERF P K CT EUGREE T LA LRI E, W@l 5 54280 A2 45 2 10 T e R
RMEE[7] [17]. SR, X FR7E AT R JCIE e AR A B I R . A2, K45 4% (Dw)
WS T8 CT BB BT A B R 138 CT A, K L 5 7K 8 R S5 3 i BLA SR S A B 4 T 1) SR 4
A5 2 [1] [15] [18] [19]. Dw A THAR 2 Al H 38 St R AR Z AR SR EAR 73, SR e R L 5 7K R S 3 5
HEATEOAL,  MTAIAS H B8 B R Ml S B X I 2R S IRCRFAIE (1 55 0K AT B4R [15] [20] [21]. 31X Fh 7t Hod H
T[] B AR A (Lot R 0 6 A 2 4, R 2 B Tk A 4 R A7 9 3 5 A (i 375 42 5 30 CT B TH i)
HI5HL[15] -

AR, BRARNAFRSLARAL Dw FITHE 7%, B m LR A A 2GR EE[15]. B, Anam %5
NI T —FEE, B NESH 2 S EIAMIEIR CT BEH A3t Dw #1 SSDE [15]. 14, i&FH
T3/ M CT 5Efit4 (scout image/localizer radiograph)t i 5 H () Dy, X A DAFE SEBR T A TR
e RS R, NSER F LR AT BE[10] [20] [21]. XA TRIHEAE 5L Dw RS 10 T S230 1 0dE SN A
HI R K (ATCM) SR R B CE S, ATCM R AR4E B AT B A5 8 X B2 i, A mifE R IEEME
5B 1R AR A e 7 B [22]

3. SSDE HEAE B EH AP AR

SSDE MR F S ) LM R N 8, BAEN ) 2 IR BEMEL RO R VR MY, R8I CT &
B %

31 )LBEE

LSO S 0 BB Iz v T RO, L B K ) TR 7 ot SR o B K PR S5 i U [4] [5] [9]-
RltE, LR CT FIEAAL — B BUH B4 A # A . SSDE 78 JLRF CT A a it B FH G N B, & AEls e iRk
TR AR AR (U0 CTD o) 7E ) L2 £ Hh DR A 28 2 S B PR 1) S VP A O 22 4] [5] [23]. Sulemana %5 A F 1
FiAl T T )LFFLES CT (1) SSDE FI/K 24 & B 42 (Dw), FEak W ILAE Al ALtk T B A 21 [4] . Sapignoli 55
NAE)LRELES CT R T AAPM TG-293 i & 37 | SSDE [ #LAUME, FFARHE Dw AT TR )2,
PLFE B3 5CHE SSDE 53k #B X ~F[23]. b4k, Deedar Ali Khawaja 25 AR AR E 20 LIEN)LE CT
ol B AR AT, DL AL SSDE (it S #E[7]. SRT, B2, Bff2 SSDE, 78 )L # B ¥
FOCHERA VR TR BERR SRR, DRI R BL Al AT BRI T JE IR R AR [8]

32. BRARBE

TERN B, SSDE (18 [RIFE A B F Bl & Mgk, JRICRIEIH - 2 CT. IHE CT 54
#rf, Akhilesh 5 N FBE T AT T 2 WIREHE - Z0k CT A& T R [FRF33E I SSDE, JFELE: T34 HE
By KYEBER VLT RIERE Z M 554 SSDE i€ [24] . Gabusi & NITERGES CT F&Efk 73 TH
RMEARFK Y EEATH N SSDE Z 5, i 1757 8 R B FZH 2R 52 s SSDE [ H 2L [16]. 7EXT
it 98 L2 I CT 4, Kidoh 28 A [22]9FAh 1 il S AL X /K 2 & B AR (Dw)~ Fe 4K+ F1 SSDE 52
W, 3™ 5T BRI R AL 1 B AR . X AR E o E SRR, SSDE i S AR B ok
B, DRAE A AR S I L R P S PR O R, M T B s TR A AR 3o T S B A AR A e R
5$[25] [26]. filn, Kidoh %5 AWFFt 7 #3444t SSDE B3t 24, LASZHLM s CT FLAR & B
BRE22],

4. BRITESRESINRME
N T SERRT S R R RER RIS A, 21k SSDE T SLTEZ ) T KA [27] [28]. RJE

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662207 171 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662207

8, Ak

FOIHOR, R RBRMA M ZE(CNN), 7£ CT BURH) B 37 #IA RS S8 B0  H R H BRI 1, A
S SSDE Y SERT H ik v B4R 13K SCRF[29] [30].

Juszezyk Z5E NHIBFFA A T — D EEAGH) . SO TR CT A& NI RS, % RGP HRE %)
PR AL B EOR SR AERE A1) SSDE [29]. 1% & S8+ 2 AE 8 I 1 O6 22 745 R AT B4R 2 R i R L 2215
2, HE DICOM kb e R 52 . Ruenjit 2 AJF & 7 —Fh3E T U-Net R 5 AR 2 4% H 5
WA EE CT Hh#% IE J& i %k B 1% (Deffcorr) () SSDE J7i%:[30] 3% 257 VA H B K Hh 4k T SSDE ff)
TR, (0 REE SE A b N I PR H 88 A, AT SE U] 4 S 701 8 ) ik B WA Ak [18] [28] - Porzio
AT Anam S B FE T R — PR, Ref8 I Dy A SSDE S 1H 5 [18] .

CTContour {£A—zK i Python T B, REMSLIlERNE CT BURH B 3ha) #1115 SSDE 1+4, it
—3B S T SSDE HBh LI K& FE[19] [28]. Payne £ Badawy (K8 7T tb 4k T CTContour 385 (1) F- 17K 24 &
HAR(WED)E S Philips S HE 1 (LR BT R B, X060 T30 UF H 246 T2 ik 1 22 ¢ B 22 [19].

5. SSDE #TEESIFIP S REEEPHER

SSDE )2 R AMXARZ A 1 R {3k 5 e B (70 B Al 5, eI AR R S 7 37 R i 8 B T A% 5 R
BRI

5.1. 2WiEEKFE(DRLs)RIEIL S

2 Wi 2% KF-(DRLs) 2 H TV AL CT S 7 R EZE T H, BATIE S L CTD o A7 & 2 Ife
FUDLP)IE N RIN[13]. SR, 5 58 3 3 A B0 SEBR IR ISR B I 54, K SSDE 48 N\ DRLs [ 7 Al
Fedrt, AEfg AT Bl AR A S ME A )8 2% . Benmessaoud 45 A 7E BEVS BF 227 1) LRHIE 7 CT A0 il
W CT A2 W 25 /K F(LDRLs), ' SSDE MIPFli /&t T B A M ER[31]. IXKH, @Eids
4 SSDE, DRLs Aef% 01 i b e e S8 SRR 2 (77 &, T 4R 5 BRI MU AR A UG WAL, % S 77 B 44
& “HHEATREMI” (ALARA)JEII[2] [3].

5.2. BERRMERR T

SSDE 1E MM TR FE bR, VPl 838 TR S AH O ARG AR AL T T IR S R Atk . @it 454 SSDE F5¢
R R BRI v, BN G BE S A0 B R R e 2 B I 7 B R E XU [9] . Franck 28 AR T —Fhilf IR
SR, FFAAED)URMK T CT A6 2 b & e e 8% B T A& A T IR KUK (LAR), Herf SSDE 7E 3 1
PriE 1 OCHE A 9], b4k, Burton A1 Al-Ward [ 5 AHRTT 12T /K M &R B AR 1) SSDE X £ A8 VA ER JXU
(LAR)F#BUBE[10] o SR EEHF 7T 5mH T SSDE LEMS 4 AL AR 5 KUK P-4k o A
5.3. B RESHENE

1E CT Bufg b, MG 5 58 5 77 & 2 (A7 72 [ A A7 [32] [33] - SSDE Jd i 4t 58 v s i 1) =45 5.
{45 I b AL A5 e S RS B RS 404k o o2, B3 FifG SSDE FH-45 i B S (A IR A A L), W]
DITEARFFIZ W G R R RTIE T, A RO PR S & [22] . (KFI& CT AR EREEAR(R) &Nk &
7] [R5 PR 5 BB P R s [33]-[36] -« SSDE FRIE fff 1tk A5 B B8 o) 2 1 A 3k 1 751 B SR G ) 52
PRECR, #fRAE A 2 DAL Wik e AR
6. SSDE WG BEIE S5Ekk

R SSDE MR 7 H R, BT T BHEAONIGRF S iE, WRAERTE. F
BRI, ANREINSEALRGEEZ AR, ARG M.
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6.1. AT RIEFESHEL SR

SSDE DI BeAE I RIS f 1308 A =R, e WE SR, BV CT Hili& Rk SSDE H ik H ik
RNEOERIE G ECE @G %, AT EA LR HE ., mRSRE, HrE ATCM S5 IR
WkZh, SRAETHIEZ N “BAEY , AR RSB E SR, BRESR VAL . PACS BU5
AbFE TAESEHEAE, WA PACS FiEUEME P 51T 5 SSDE, 5 45 M RIS iRk, et A BEMA T
T RS IR AEA VF 5, ELI R DAy S SR 43 A, DA S I 486 A0 T o 3 90 6 A IR A
11 Radimetrics. DoseWatch /¢ teamplay Dose %5, H &5 & &K ER AR /1, P44 SSDE 1E NiZ L e brif
ITRPEHD M Z RO EE, EFERS AR RISIPACS AR A 4 142 1 i 7.

6.2. SSDE #iEmElaKR PRI SR EHED

TH5PTS SSDE AN E M 77 B UM BHEE T . 50 J2 BE PR, 77 REA B IR PR TR 5. 4
HEFF TR M T S R R A, AR & S A A (S« 38 Z0) 80K 410 & i Tiifli SSDE 5
SRR BUA B8 DRL A LLEL, AEHMAE S H T B A W S H0k B R R S B IX(A] . /£ PACS i i 4
S, SEAACTRI R AR AT BT iZ U B ) SSDE 5 g SERISRAE A A il 2k, D9 ERIMPPAG A A U S 41
%, AN, IR SSDE Ba N EBE RN L aME, MIREHEZ CT E Rk EH (WhmbE . 18
P ), AR SRR TUE

6.3. ARRIINSEREEHIER

FRIVFAL B AT RN R IR GERE I 3500l i BELA% SSDE 54448 CTD o X, ZEHEANA] 52 25
XS D T AIREIR, JFREAR YIS SSDE CGRAL 51, £ “FfIE - G HRE" BUE T REEM L. & HR
BUE LIS o U AR TS BE RS AR S AT B AR S Th i) SSDE {52, O S R v R A KU O
AR o B2 ZE WV BR TN 5 97 ST A SSDE 5% HUSRAIE 5 IR HE , LK S BEFT A M 5 T SSDE ) DRL.
Jo AR ) AR OB A I AR HE R AR B8 1 B AL TR0 Dy THRORS B, M2 AN [R50 1R] SSDE fin
2k, LR W b A B i B CSE T e ) SSDE 24T HE0IE -

6.4. Fdl{Ls RIS ARGRT SSDE HESIVR

AT E DAL R R G O R R A T SSDE iR IhRE. L Radimetrics i, i@t
M DICOM K& [ a7 FI & FE, tH5 Dy JF B AR 2K SSDE, vl #2447 /) 2 4 i DRL ¥
Ltk . DoseWatch #i1 teamplay Dose JREHEIRITIRE, FE4EA HIRTE 5 B S A A0 B 4 AR08
HZIULECAH N SSDE % Vull. XS RGMMAET BEMEE R XREZ) mks, (HHAMEE
WENEA, AP E S WA, W0 R IEERRE T AR T SSDE Tl Thae,
DMEER R MG ATRN S s E . Aok k a2 Hish R4 SSDE T MbrikEfe 5 BRIEH:, A
[FIBLR s B A RT LR, D22 whoC B TR0 X kP 711 JE of (1 4 7 B 5 Al

7. HATHbR S RRRE
JE SSDE 15 CT IR LS 1 AR, BRI PRS0 V2 I P T 2
7.1 WHEIREL S EiR

SSDE Wt S 75iEZ M, BfETARER. KUARER, ULARKZHIEE A HAR[1] [6]. AR
TH5LJ5 AT RE 20 SSDE 45 RAFAEZE T, XA . BN R LR R 1 HkAR[19]. AR TAEH
Fit— D HER) SSDE THE 5 ik MbRAE L, FFERTH TR 2R 48 18] (1 L3 A5 [37] [38].
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7.2. ISR IERIEES

REHREZIAME ML TR EERTT SSDE Wit HIEE, (B H LA ERIEKR T/ERETIH
8% 71[18] [27]. HEAH[Y) SSDE RGN iZAEH S SRPUE Z ARG S, IFHE CT BT st 2 8 3hf
B S H[10] [22].

7.3. MEERSHIEFNT

BEWMEESR, SRR (EN . DUA . BEELLG)) . FERRA R . A B s A8) &5 rl B
B A 2 T2 DR, BRI B0 Dy A1 SSDE IR PE[26] . A SR I 7T 75 B 8 IR N MR R IX B[R & % SSDE
FISEI,  FFIF R B S AR IR AR T

74. BR5£ A SSDE BIXE

FEFLEREOLN, O T THR, SSDE W REANE: T8 )= CT BUR#EAT A 5 [17] [39]. AT, H.)Z SSDE
542580 SSDE Z A v BEAFTEZ 7, JUI /RS Bl K BB AR B AN I 5 4 R [39]. Wil 28 A
BRSBTS B R SSDE, &R EHE— BN TR, Boos S AW A4l T WA OJZ T
SSDE MR, I AR5 &R E S RAERNF LEHE Z T BF A — 2 W2 [17].

M, ETHBERAKUEHAN) SSDE HIEIESETT CT HaHt 7l S VT A% (1 v i P A SE L5 &= 14
W7 A [ R E R RE[1] [24] [29]. BEAE H B0 L RANREE 22 S HOR AW K g, SSDE A B iz Hi W
F TGRS, AT ZERF PR 12 W7 o0 5 (%) (RN, e RBIR BE Hb FARAIG A8 3 P S XIS [ 18] [28]-[30]» 2R, AsifE
Wt ST %%%;%ﬁi‘cﬁllkﬁimﬁ%%u&sii**éﬁiim%?/\ﬁ%fﬁnf HER, AR SSDE W7t
8 B T ] [27]. W BRI S RS AE, SSDE N CT EUAS f 4R S 7 47 A0 J5 548 B Aty SR o v M 1y
A

SE
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