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(54)  Aperture optimization for 3D ultrasound computer tomography

(57) At Forschungszentrum Karlsruhe a ultrasound
computer tomograph is developed for breast imaging in
3D. The aim of this project is the support of early diag-
nosis of breast cancer. The experimental setup consists
of a cylindrical tank assembled with 384 emitter and 1536
receiver elements which are grouped to 48 rectangular
transducer array systems (TAS).

It has been shown in previous work that the cylindri-
cal aperture has major drawbacks for the z-resolution.
Given a new square TAS pattern with 4 emitters and 9

U/}

Y/m

receivers a new aperture for 160 TAS is derived which
optimizes the image quality regarding three criteria.

Those optimization criteria cover the resolution of
such a 3D imaging system as well as the image contrast
and utilization of the available ultrasound energy.

An optimization with equal weighting of these criteria
resulted in a by three times increased sensitivity value
compared to the current cylindrical geometry. The reso-
lution could be improved by 40% regarding the size and
isotropy. The contrast on the other hand is degraded by
13%.
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Figure 4.4: Left: Definition of a spheroid with major axis a and minor axis
b. Right: Breast model with 42 positions of the point scatterers used for the

analysis of resolution and contrast.
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Description
Chapter 1
Introduction

[0001] AtForschungszentrum Karlsruhe a 3D ultrasound computertomograph (USCT) for early breast cancer detection
is currently under development [1]. The system setup consists of 384 emitting and 1536 receiving elements which are
arranged in evenly spaced layers on a cylinder of 18 cm diameter and 15 cm height. For 3D image reconstruction
synthetic aperture focusing technique (SAFT) is applied [2].

[0002] A previous study showed that the current cylindrical aperture has a major drawback for the vertical resolution
[3], which makes it necessary to optimize the aperture. To derive an optimized aperture regarding the image quality of
such a 3D imaging system several practical restrictions have to be considered. The number of transducers is limited
due to available number of parallel channels of the data acquisition hardware. To be more cost effective the ultrasound
transducers have to be grouped into so-called transducer array systems (TAS). The current TAS pattern (TAS pattern
1) is equipped with 8 emitters and 32 receivers (Fig. 4.1). As to the size of each transducer, there is a trade-off between
the generated ultrasound energy and the opening angle. The current transducers have an opening angle of =15 degree
at -6 dB. The image quality in ultrasound imaging is also dependent on the imaged object. Geometric attenuation, breast
attenuation and anisotropic scattering need to be considered. As a multi-static imaging system no analytical solution
exists for deriving the theoretical point spread function ([4, 5]), why a numerical approach has to be developed.

[0003] The aim of this work is to derive an optimal aperture for USCT given an alternative TAS pattern (TAS pattern
2, Fig. 4.1) regarding image quality of this 3D imaging system and also taking as much physical reality into account as
possible.

[0004] An optimal aperture for similar systems have been derived by [6, 7]. Both predicted a hemispherical aperture
to be optimal in terms of resolution. Nevertheless ideal conditions were assumed in these studies such as point sources,
no damping effects and ideal point scatterers.

[0005] For characterizing an imaging system the spatial point spread function (PSF) is typically analyzed, from which
resolution and its spatial variance throughout the imaged region can be derived. Besides that the achievable contrast
throughout the imaged region is of interest. Having finite sized transducer elements the emitted wave front of each
transducer is not spherical but directed. As multi-static imaging is applied, not only the insonification fields of the emitters
are of interest but also their intersection with the according sensing fields of the receivers, which results in a sensitivity
field for each emitter-receiver-combination (ERC). The evaluation of this sensitivity is a third criteria as it delivers the
basis of acquiring information from the imaged object. To evaluate these criteria, simulations of point scatterers in 3D
are carried out for which realistic parameters are considered like geometric attenuation, sensor characteristic, breast
attenuation and an angular defined scatterer profile.

[0006] Having 160 elements of TAS pattern 2, over 900 thousand A-scans can be recorded. The evaluation of the
optimization criteria in 3D is computational complex.

[0007] To make this optimization problem solvable, the positioning of the TAS are restricted to a spheroidal base
shape, so that only the according semi-axis are considered.

[0008] In the next section the methods are described for evaluating the imaging performance. Section 2.4 describes
the constraints in more detail that were applied for making this optimization problem solvable followed by the optimization
results.

Chapter 2

Optimization criteria

[0009] The aperture for the next generation of the USCT should be optimized with respect to isotropy and size of the
3D PSF, reduction of artifacts in the reconstructed images and overall sensitivity of all emitter-receiver pairs. To evaluate
the resolution and reconstruction artifacts, i.e. the signal-to-artifact contrast, simulations of point scatterers are performed.
2.1 Simulating measurements

[0010] The analysis of the point spread function depends on the applied image reconstruction. With SAFT each

recorded A-scan A;  is backprojected to the image volume | and summed up for each emitter é’,- and receiver 7] from
the set of all emitter-receiver-combinations Sgre:
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where X denotes the currently regarded voxel and v the speed of sound.

[0011] Thus, the 3D image of a point scatterer is formed by a summation of spheroidal hulls of different widths and
amplitudes.

[0012] The simulation of a point scatterer for one emitter-receiver-combination (ERC) begins with an initial pressure
amplitude p, of the wavefront generated by the emitter. By traveling through space and interacting with the imaged
object this amplitude is damped. The most important parameters are the beam profile of the assembled transducers,
geometric attenuation, breast attenuation and reflection profile of the point scatterer.

[0013] For the geometric attenuation the solid angle Q is calculated regarding the covered distance z of the echo and
the radius r, that denotes the scatterer or voxel radius, respectively:

Q=2-7r-(1—cos%),w=2-arctan(£) (2.2)

[0014] The angle dependent beam profile S(a) is approximated by the Fraunhofer approximation using the Fourier
transform of the square transducer aperture of size d and wavelength A of the emitted pulse [8]:

S(a) = Si“)((X ) x = T d-sinfa) (2.3)

[0015] The attenuation factor of the breast calculated by the distance z’ within the breast and a damping factor of 0.8
dB/cm/MHz (approx. 0.09 nepers) for the damping coefficient o(w):

p(2') = py - e (2.4)

[0016] The reflections from a point scatterer are material dependent, especially the size of the point scatterer compared
to the wavelength determines the angular scatterer profile. These parameters are regarded by using an implementation
of a model proposed by Faran [9].

[0017] For evaluating the resolution and contrast performance several positions throughout the breast are analyzed.
To determine the sensitivity, the whole breast volume is analyzed at a coarse resolution with each voxel taken as point
scatterer.

2.2 Resolution

[0018] The resolution is evaluated by means of the 3D PSF, which is analyzed in the principal planes using the 2D
full width at half maximum (FWHM) profile (Fig. 4.2). The PSF is determined geometrically as described in [3] for the
2D case and in [10] in 3D. A small and isotropic PSF is desirable. The measure to be minimized can be defined as the

mean size p (small PSF) and the standard deviation o, (isotropy) of the 2D FWHM profiles Pxy Pxz and Pyz along the
principal planes:

ReSepa = P+ Ops P = {pzya p:cz,pyz} (2'5)

2.3 Contrast

[0019] While the PSF analysis for the resolution evaluation is carried out only locally (local PSF), the contrast is
assessed by reconstructing images of point scatterers for the whole breast (global PSF, Fig. 4.3). The spatially varying
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artifacts of a point reconstruction are analyzed in the rest of the image. The measure for the contrast is calculated by
comparing the mean amplitude of the reconstructed point wpge to the background artifacts evaluated as the mean pgg
and standard deviation 655 via the following contrast function, which is to be maximized:

SDNR = HPSE— #BG (2.6)
%

2.3.1 Sensitivity

[0020] The sensitivity assessment quantifies the acquired amount of information of a regarded volume. The ultrasound
transducers are of finite size, so the insonification of one emitter is restricted by its opening angle in the direction of the
emitter normal. For a receiver of finite size its beam profile describes a sensing field from where it receives echoes. To
determine the overall sensitivity using all ERCs, insonification fields E; from the emitters and sensing fields from the
receivers Rj are computed in 3D regarding the implemented attenuation parameters. For each ERC these fields are
multiplied resulting in a sensitivity field, which are summed up for each ERC:

sens= »  E;-R; (2.7)

(3,5)€SERC

2.4 Constraints

[0021] For the further analysis in this work the angular reflection profile of the point scatterer is set to be uniform to
reduce the parameter space. Phase aberrations caused by missing calibration or time-of-arrival detection are also
neglected.

2.5 Semi-spheroidal region of interest

[0022] The evaluation of the optimization criteria is restricted to a semi-spheroidal region of interest (ROI) shaped like
a breast (Fig. 4.4 left). This has the advantage that the traveled distance for each ERC and point scatterer can be
calculated by line intersections with the spheroid. The major axis o of the ROl is set to 10 cm, the minor axis b to 5 cm
which corresponds to a breast volume of approx. 0.5 ('B’- to 'C’-cup).

[0023] For the contrast and resolution assessment 42 point scatterers are uniformly distributed throughout the breast
volume (Fig. 4.4 right).

2.6 Data set reduction

[0024] The evaluations for the local and global PSF are very time consuming, as for every of the 42 positions the
whole data set of approx. 900,000 ERCs has to be considered. As recommended in [6] not the full data set is processed
with multi-static SAFT as this blurs the image. Because of this and also to speed up the calculations the data set for the
local PSF analysis is reduced to one third, resulting in a computation time of approx. 90 s per point scatterer position
(Pentium 1V, 3.2 GHz). The image reconstructions for the evaluation of the global PSF are even more computational
expensive as each A-scan is projected to every voxel. Having a voxel size of approx. 0.4 mm about 200,000 voxels
have to be considered for all three imaging planes. So the data set for this evaluation is reduced to 30,000 A-scans. In
order to use the most significant contributions those A-scans are chosen which have the highest amplitude.

2.7 TAS positioning

[0025] The calculation of the three measures in 3D is computational very expensive. These have to be carried out for
each alteration of any TAS position or orientation. Thus the parameter space for possible TAS positionings is restricted
to a spheroidal shell. The spheroidal shape as a generalization of the hemisphere gives much variety of possible apertures
such as a bowl-shaped as well as cone-shaped one. This reduces the search space to two dimensions (two semi-axes).
The TAS elements are equally distributed for each size of the spheroidal aperture.

[0026] Due to the beam profile of the transducers the normal of the TAS has to be optimized. This is done automatically
for each point in the parameter space (Fig. 4.5). Initially beginning from a TAS normal defined by the spheroid all possible
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normals which hit the breast are analyzed. Each normal is evaluated in terms of maximizing the insonification of the
whole ROI. Crucial parameters which influence the amount of insonification within the breast are the beam profile and
its orientation as well as the incident angles.

Chapter 3
Results
3.1 Parameter space evaluation

[0027] A first coarse evaluation of the parameter space has been carried out for each optimization criterion (Fig. 4.6).
Beginning from the minimal size of o (10 cm) and b (5 cm) determined by the breast size, apertures for different semi-
axes were evaluated at 2 cm steps up to 35 cm. This gives an overview over the trend for each of the optimization
criteria. The extrema are used to normalize the results for the regarded parameter space. For comparison the plane
mesh plot shows the evaluation of each criteria for the current USCT setup. High negative values are of interest as all
optimization criteria are minimized.

[0028] For a high resolution the spheroidal aperture should be significantly larger than the imaged breast (> 20 cm
for each semi-axis). Compared to the current cylindrical aperture the measure is up to 44% better showing the improved
resolution.

[0029] The results for the contrast evaluation are ambivalent compared to the current cylindrical aperture. For minor
axes below 10 cm the spheroidal aperture is higher rated than the cylindrical, but degrades fast for larger apertures.
[0030] According to the sensitivity the aperture should be significantly larger than the current cylinder and shaped like
a bowl (oo = 0.11 m, b = 0.20 m). This is due to the small opening angle of the equipped transducers. The greater the
distance between breast and transducer, the better the insonification of the breast.

3.2 Gradient-based optimization

[0031] An optimization run using a gradient-based optimization scheme and equal weighting of the optimization criteria
resulted in parameters oo = 23.7 cm and b = 17.0 cm (Fig. 4.6 bottom right). Regarding the resolution, the size and
deformations of the PSF throughout the ROI is reduced by 40% with this new spheroidal aperture. The sensitivity
throughout the breast volume is almost 3 times higher than for the current cylindrical aperture. The contrast on the other
hand is degraded resulting in an increase of the reconstruction artifacts by 13%.

[0032] Artifacts in the reconstructions are caused by the fact that both presented apertures are sparse. Backprojected
echoes sum up at the locations of the point scatterers while causing artifacts in the rest of the image. These artifacts
are reduced by destructive interference of backprojections arising from nearby transducers. TAS pattern 1 is locally
denser than TAS pattern 2, so more neighboring elements are available.

Chapter 4
Discussion and future work

[0033] The proposed restriction of the TAS positioning to a spheroidal shell makes this high-dimensional optimization
problem solvable. An additional optimization in the vertical TAS orientation automatically ensures a good sensitivity.
Compared to the current cylindrical aperture, the spheroidal aperture has major advantages regarding the resolution
and insonification of the breast. By a non-equal weighting of the optimization criteria, an aperture can be derived which
complies with the desired requirements, e.g. an aperture, that mainly decreases the reconstruction artifacts or mainly
causes smaller and more isotropic PSFs.

[0034] So far no phase aberrations are considered that are caused by a missing calibration of the aperture, time of
arrival detection, incorrect speed of sound within the breast and the water, etc. To improve the simulations further,
parameters can be included in the optimization process such as transducer size, phase aberrations and non-equal TAS
distribution. For the evaluation of the resolution and contrast a larger data set needs to be considered or the effects on
each measure for reducing the data set remain to be studied.
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Claims

Method of aperture optimization for 3D ultrasound computer tomography, USCT, for breast cancer detection con-
sisting of the following steps:

A. Simulating measurement:

- with synthetic aperture focussing technique, SAFT, each recorded A-scan A(,-J-) is backprojected to an
image volumel and summed up for each emitter é',- and receiver Fj from the set of all emitter-receiver-

combination Sgre:

) g - x| +[F, - %|
B= Y 4, e, =+, =] |

(1./)eSgrc v

- the simulation of a point scatterer for one emitter-receiver combination, ERC, begins with an initial pressure
amplitude p, of the waveform generated by the emitter,

- for the geometric attenuation a solid angle Q is calculated regarding a covered distance z of an echo and
a radius r, that denotes the scatterer or voxel radius, respectively:

Q=2-7r-(1—cos§) , @w=2-arctan(r/d),

- an angle dependent beam profile S(o.) is approximated by the Fraunhofer approximation using the Fourier
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transform of the square transducer aperture of size d and wavelength A of the emitted pulse:

_ sin(X)

S(a) ,X=%-d-sin(a),

- an attenuation factor of the breast is calculated by the distance z' within the breast and a given damping
factor for the a damping coefficient a(w):

-a(w)z'

p(z)=p,-e :

B. Resolution:

- a measure to be minimized will be defined as a mean size 3 small point spread function, PSF, and the
standard deviation O isotropy of the 2D full width at half maximum, FWHM, profiles Pxy Pxz and Pyz along
principal planes:

Reseval =ﬁ+o-p? pz{pxy’pxz’pyz} *

C. Contrast:

- a measure for the contrast is calculated by comparing a mean amplitude of a reconstructed point wpge
to background artefacts evaluated as a mean pgg and standard deviation 6 via the following contrast,
to be maximized function:

SDNR = Hese — Hac ,
036

D. Sensitivity:

- to determine an overall sensitivity using all emitter receiver combinations, ERC, insonification fields E;
from the emitters and sensing fields from the receivers R/- are computed in 3D regarding implemented
attenuation parameters, and for each these fields are multiplied resulting in a sensitivity field, which are
summed up for each ERC:

sens = ZE, ‘R, .
(i.1)eSerc

Method according to claim 1 consisting in that for further analysis the angular reflection profile of the point scatterer
is set to be uniform.

Method according to claim 1 or 2 consisting in that an evaluation of the optimization criteria is restricted to a semi-
spheroidal region of interest, ROI, shaped like a breast.

Method according to claim 3 consisting in that for contrast and resolution assessment point scatterers are uniformly
distributed throughout the breast volume.

Method according to one of the claims 1 to 4 consisting in that for a data set reduction not the full set is processed
with SAFT.
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Method according to claim 5 consisting in that the data set is reduced to a given number of A-scans.

Method according to claim 6 consisting in that to use the most significant contributions A-scans which have the
highest amplitude are chosen.

Method according to one of the claims 1 to 7 consisting in that for a transducer array positioning, TAS, the TAS-
elements are equally distributed for each size of spheroidal aperture.

Method according to claim 8 consisting in that the normal of a TAS will be automatically done for each point in the
parameter space, initially beginning from a TAS-normal defined by a spheroid all possible normals are analyzed,
which hit the breast whereas each normal is evaluated in terms of maximizing the insonification of the ROI.
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Figure 4.1: Experimental 3D USCT and different TAS patterns. The
left image shows the current cylindrical USCT setup equipped with 48 TAS.
A schematic of the current TAS pattern (TAS pattern 1) is shown in the
middle with 8 emitters and 32 receivers. An alternative TAS pattern (TAS
pattern 2) is shown on the right consisting of 4 emitters and 9 receivers.



EP 2 056 124 A1

104"

08"

!

06"

R LTI

Z /mm

0.4 \':

024"

02
0.1 X/mm

02

0.1

Y/mm

Figure 4.2: Assessment of resolution and contrast in the principal
planes: Local point spread function. The resolution is evaluated by
means of the shape and size of the 2D FHWM profiles (black lines) of the

3D PSF.
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Figure 4.3: Assessment of resolution and contrast in the principal
planes: global point spread function. The contrast is evaluated by
global reconstruction of the global PSF.
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Figure 4.4: Left: Definition of a spheroid with major axis a and minor axis
b. Right: Breast model with 42 positions of the point scatterers used for the
analysis of resolution and contrast.
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Figure 4.5: Automatic TAS normal alignment. Left: Initially the beam

profile is aligned with the normal of the spheroid. Middle: Possible nor-

mals for the current TAS; each normal is evaluated in terms of maximizing

the insonification with the given beam profile and incident angles. Right:

Realignment of the TAS after optimization.

13



EP 2 056 124 A1

Resolution evaluation Contrast evaluation

normed local PSF eval
normed global PSF eval

normed sensitivity eval

< -- “/‘0/1
ST 005 ¥
/0/
3 -0

01 005" x/m

Figure 4.6: Parameter space evaluation and optimized aperture.
Shown are the evaluations for each optimization criteria over the parame-
ter space a € [10,35] cm and b € [5,35] cm at steps of 2 cm. The resulting
values are mapped to the domain [—1,0]. The plane mesh plot indicates the
evaluation values for the current USCT setup in this domain. At the bot-
tom right the optimized aperture for an equal weight of the criteria is shown
(e =237 cm, b=17.0 cm).
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Figure 4.4: Left: Definition of a spheroid with major axis ¢ and minor axis
b. Right: Breast model with 42 positions of the point scatterers used for the
analysis of resolution and contrast.
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