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ABSTRACT Dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) is a promising technology that has shown a
number of clinical advantages over conventional X-ray CT, such as improved material identification, artifact
suppression, etc. For proton therapy treatment planning, besides material-selective images, maps of effective
atomic number (Z) and relative electron density to that of water (ρe) can also be achieved and further
employed to improve stopping power ratio accuracy and reduce range uncertainty. In this work, we propose
a one-step iterative estimation method, which employs multi-domain gradient L0-norm minimization, for Z
and ρe maps reconstruction. The algorithm was implemented on GPU to accelerate the predictive procedure
and to support potential real-time adaptive treatment planning. The performance of the proposed method is
demonstrated via both phantom and patient studies.

INDEX TERMS Dual energy CT, effective atomic number estimation, electron density estimation, L0-
norm minimization, multi-domain based regularization.

I. INTRODUCTION

COMPARED with traditional radiation therapy, proton
therapy is superior in treatment of complex and re-

current tumors with maximized normal tissue and organ at
risk (OAR) sparing beyond the target. This can effectively
reduce the radiation toxicity and side effects [1]. However,
proton therapy suffers from the range uncertainty issue and
requires accurate dose calculation for treatment planning [2].
Conventionally, either analytical or Monte Carlo dose calcu-
lation algorithms employs the stopping power ratio (SPR) or
mass density that is obtained with the stoichiometric relation-
ships from the Hounsfield units (HU) of the single energy
simulation CT [3]–[6]. This category of methods relies on
linear fitting of the SPR and mass density as a function of the
planning CT HU numbers. It is susceptible to noise and fitting
errors. In addition, HU ambiguity, i.e., in fact that different
materials can have the same HU value is another issue in
determination of the SPR and mass density. Therefore, a 3%
margin is typically reserved for the uncertainty of calculated

proton range [2].
Dual-energy computed tomography (DECT) has been em-

ployed to avoid HU ambiguity and improve SPR accuracy
[7]–[9]. In general, a two-step workflow is followed: mate-
rial decomposition and generating maps of effective atomic
number (Z) and relative electron density to that of water (ρe).
With Z and ρe, SPR can be further calculated [10]–[12].
Material decomposition of DECT is typically an ill-posed
inverse problem. During the material decomposition calcu-
lation process, the noise level can be substantially magnified,
which further affects both spatial resolution and contrast. As
a consequence, fine structures and low-contrast details may
be submerged by noise, on top of the decreased accuracy of
material decomposition. To solve this problem, image based,
projection based, and iterative methods have been proposed.
For image-based methods, decomposition is performed in re-
constructed image domain by following a linear pattern [13].
Projection based methods requires geometrical consistency
and performs decomposition before reconstruction, i.e., in
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projection domain [14], [15]. Iterative methods are proposed
based on statistical models and nonlinear optimizations [16]–
[19]. By introducing nonlinear relationship and smoothness
mechanism, both beam-hardening artifacts and noise can be
effectively suppressed. For the second step, the calculation
of Z and ρe is an independent close-form process, which is
separated from material decomposition [20]–[22]. Thus, the
final results of Z and ρe highly depend on the image quality of
decomposed material images. Meanwhile, because of the ill-
posedness and deficiency of smoothness mechanism, noise
can be amplified again in the step of Z and ρe generation.

One popular smoothness strategy belongs to compressed
sensing, which searches for sparse description in some spe-
cific domain. The most typical representatives are Tikhonov
regularization ( L2-norm of image gradient) [23] and TV
regularization ( L1-norm of image gradient) [24]–[26]. Dif-
ferent from Tikhonov and TV regularization penalizing gra-
dient magnitude, gradient L0-norm punishes the gradient
existence, which has the strongest capability of sparsity rep-
resentation and is superior in edge preservation and noise
suppression. However, the counting function of non-zero
gradient leads to an NP-hard problem, which dramatically
increases the solution difficulty [27], [28]. To improve the
feasibility, an approximation method was proposed by Xu et
al [29], [30].

In this work, we develop an iterative one-step decom-
position method with gradient L0-norm minimization to
estimate the effective atomic number and electron density
from dual energy CT. Different from the aforementioned
two-step approach, the established optimization model can
obtain material composition, Z and ρe maps simultaneously.
Moreover, we introduce multi-domain regularizers for each
searched-for variables. Thus, during the alternative solution
process, the noise magnification problem can be consistently
suppressed. Especially, gradient L0-norm is superior to tra-
ditional Tikhonov and TV regularizations in sparse repre-
sentation and edge preservation, which further benefits noise
reduction and fidelity maintenance. The effectiveness and su-
perior performance of the proposed method is demonstrated
with both phantom and patient studies.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In sec-
tion II, we review monoenergetic CT synthesization, Z and
ρe estimation, and gradient L0-norm minimization. Then,
we propose a multi-domain regularization based optimization
model, and provide the algorithm for one-step estimation of
material composition, Z and ρe maps. In section III, both
phantom and patient studies are performed to verify the
effectiveness of the proposed methods. In last section, we
discuss some related issues and conclude this paper.

II. METHODS
In this section, the mathematical models of DECT material
decomposition and monoemergetic CT synthesization are
presented, and the estimation of Z and ρe maps and solu-
tion process of gradient L0 norm minimization are briefly
reviewed. Then, by incorporating multi-domain gradient L0

norm minimization, we establish an optimization model with
multi-objectives. We also derive the iterative solution method
and summarize the algorithm.

A. SYNTHESIS OF MONOENERGETIC CT IMAGE
The basic assumption of DECT material decomposition is
the linear attenuation coefficient (µ) dependence on energy
and material can be separated. Typically, there are two ex-
planations, i.e., basis material decomposition and photoelec-
tric/Compton effect based decomposition. For the first sce-
nario, let f1 and f2 represent the composition images of two
basis materials, EL and EH low and high energies employed
for clinic DECT scan, and µ1(·) and µ2(·) the corresponding
linear attenuation coefficients of the basis materials f1 and f2
under some specific energy setting. Thus, the achieved linear
attenuation coefficient images of DECT can be described as,

µ(EL) = f1µ1(EL) + f2µ2(EL), (1a)
µ(EH) = f1µ1(EH) + f2µ2(EH). (1b)

After solving f1 and f2 from (1a) and (1b), we can
synthesize mass attenuation coefficient (µ/ρ) image under
some preferred monochromatic energy, such as E1 and E2

as follows,

µ(E1)

ρ
= f1

µ1(E1)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E1)

ρ2
, (2a)

µ(E2)

ρ
= f1

µ1(E2)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E2)

ρ2
, (2b)

where ρ1 and ρ2 are the mass density of the two basis
materials. In this study, we use energy levels at 50 keV
(E1) and 200 keV (E2), at which the photoelectric effect
and the Compton effect are respectively the dominant X-ray
interactions with matter.

B. ESTIMATION OF ELECTRON DENSITY AND
EFFECTIVE ATOMIC NUMBER
For the energy range used in clinical CT, coherent (Rayleigh)
scattering can often be neglected for standard body tissues.
Thus, the mass-attenuation coefficient can be attributed to
photoelectric absorption and incoherent (Compton) scatter-
ing, i.e.,

µ(E)

ρ
= apψp(E) + acψc(E),

where ψp(E) and ψc(E) are the energy dependencies of pho-
toelectric absorption and Compton scattering, and ap and ac
the characteristic constants of the material. The photoelectric
term can be approximated by

apψp(E) ≃ ρeCp
Zm

En
,

where ρe is the electron density, Z the effective atomic
number, and constants Cp = 9.8 × 10−24, m = 3.8 and
n = 3.2 [22], [31]. The Compton scattering part can be
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represented by electron density and the total Klein-Nishina
cross-section, i.e., ac = ρe and

ψc(E) = KN(γ) = C0

{1 + γ

γ2
[2(1 + γ)

1 + 2γ
− 1

γ
ln(1 + 2γ)

]
+

1

2γ
ln(1 + 2γ)− 1 + 3γ

(1 + 2γ)2

}
,

where γ = E
510.975keV , C0 = 2πr20 and r0 = 2.818 ×

10−13cm is the classical electron radius. Thus, (2a) and (2b)
can also be described as,

µ(E1)

ρ
= ρe

(
Cp
Zm

En1
+ ψc(E1)

)
, (3a)

µ(E2)

ρ
= ρe

(
Cp
Zm

En2
+ ψc(E2)

)
. (3b)

By rewriting (3a) and (3b) as follows,(
ψc(E1)E

n
1 − ψc(E2)E

n
2

)
ρe =

µ(E1)

ρ
En

1 − µ(E2)

ρ
En

2 , (4a)

Cp

(µ(E1)

ρ

1

En
2

− µ(E2)

ρ

1

En
1

)
Zm =

µ(E2)

ρ
ψc(E1)

−µ(E1)

ρ
ψc(E2), (4b)

we can easily obtain Zm and ρe.

C. GRADIENT L0 NORM MINIMIZATION
Sparse optimization is widely used in image smoothness
and noise reduction. One popular preserving regularization
is total variation (TV), which penalizes large gradient magni-
tudes, possibly influencing contrast during smoothing. An-
other powerful choice is L0 gradient minimization. As a
sparse gradient counting scheme, gradient L0-norm mini-
mization is superior to TV in sparse representation without
sacrificing contrast magnitude. Assume g̃ is the obtained
noisy image and g is the searched-for noise free image. Thus,
the optimization model with gradient L0-norm minimization
can be expressed as [29], [30],

min
g

{
∥g − g̃∥2L2

+ λC(g)
}
, (5)

where C(g) = #{r ∈ Ω2

∣∣|∂xg(r)| + |∂yg(r)| ≠ 0} repre-
sents the gradient L0-norm, Ω2 the 2D spatial image domain,
λ a weight directly controlling the smoothness. Noticing (5)
is a non-convex problem, we introduce auxiliary variables
hg, vg and rewrite the optimization model as,

min
g

{
∥g − g̃∥2L2

+ λC(hg, vg)
}
, (6)

s.t. hg = ∂xg, vg = ∂yg, where C(hg, vg) = #{r ∈
Ω2

∣∣|hg(r)| + |vg(r)| ̸= 0}. Then we relax the constraints
and convert (6) to a unconstrained version, i.e.,

min
g,hg,vg

{
∥g − g̃∥2L2

+ λC(hg, vg)

+β
(
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2

)}
, (7)

where β is a relaxation parameter controlling the similarity
between variables (hg, vg) and their corresponding gradients.
Further, (7) is split to the following subproblems,

min
g

{
∥g − g̃∥2L2

+ β
(
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2

)}
,

(8a)

min
hg,vg

{
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2
+
λ

β
C(hg, vg)

}
.

(8b)

For subproblem (8a), we can derive the closed-form solution
as follow,

g = F−1
(F(g̃) + β

(
F∗(∂x)F(hg) + F∗(∂y)F(vg)

)
F(1) + β

(
F∗(∂x)F(∂x) + F∗(∂y)F(∂y)

)),
where F(·) and F∗(·) represent Fast Fourier Transform oper-
ator and its complex conjugate. Subproblem (8b) can be spa-
tially decomposed as

∑
r∈Ω2

minhg,vg E(r), where E(r) ={(
hg(r)− ∂xg(r)

)2
+
(
vg(r)− ∂yg(r)

)2
+ λ

βH
(
|hg(r)|+

|vg(r)|
)}

and H
(
|hg(r)| + |vg(r)|

)
is a binary function

returning 1 if |hg(r)| + |vg(r)| ≠ 0 and 0 otherwise. The
cost function E(r) reaches its minimum under the condition

(
hg(r), vg(r)

)
=

{
(0, 0),

(
∂xg(r)

)2
+
(
∂yg(r)

)2 ≤ λ
β
,

(∂xg(r), ∂yg(r)), otherwise.
(9)

D. OPTIMIZATION BASED ONE-STEP ESTIMATION OF
ELECTRON DENSITY AND EFFECTIVE ATOMIC NUMBER
Inspired by the estimation method of electron density and
effective atomic number from synthesized monoenergetic CT
image, we propose an optimization model with gradient L0-
norm minimization as follow,

min
f1,f2,
ρe,Zm

{
∥f1µ1(EL) + f2µ2(EL)− µ(EL)∥2L2

+∥f1µ1(EH) + f2µ2(EH)− µ(EH)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
1

+ ψc(E1)
)
− (f1

µ1(E1)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E1)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
2

+ ψc(E2)
)
− (f1

µ1(E2)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E2)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+λ
( 2∑

i=1

C(fi) + C(ρe) + C(Zm)
)}
. (10)

By introducing auxiliary variables hg, vg(g = f1, f2, ρe, Z
m)

and rewrite the optimization model as,

min
f1,f2,
ρe,Zm

{
∥f1µ1(EL) + f2µ2(EL)− µ(EL)∥2L2

+∥f1µ1(EH) + f2µ2(EH)− µ(EH)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
1

+ ψc(E1)
)
− (f1

µ1(E1)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E1)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
2

+ ψc(E2)
)
− (f1

µ1(E2)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E2)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+λ
∑

g=f1,f2,
ρe,Zm

C(hg, vg)
}
, (11)
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s.t. hg = ∂xg, vg = ∂yg(g = f1, f2, ρe, Z
m). By relaxing

the constraints, (11) is converted to a unconstrained version
as follow,

min
g,hg,vg,

g=f1,f2,ρe,Zm

{
∥f1µ1(EL) + f2µ2(EL)− µ(EL)∥2L2

+∥f1µ1(EH) + f2µ2(EH)− µ(EH)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
1

+ ψc(E1)
)
− (f1

µ1(E1)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E1)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+∥ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
2

+ ψc(E2)
)
− (f1

µ1(E2)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E2)

ρ2
)∥2L2

+β
∑

g=f1,f2,
ρe,Zm

(
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2

)
+λ

∑
g=f1,f2,
ρe,Zm

C(hg, vg)
}
. (12)

We split (12) to the following subproblems,

min
f1,f2

{
∥f1µ1(EL) + f2µ2(EL)− µ(EL)∥2L2

+ ∥f1µ1(EH) + f2µ2(EH)− µ(EH)∥2L2

+ ∥(f1
µ1(E1)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E1)

ρ2
)− ρe

(
Cp
Zm

En1
+ ψc(E1)

)
∥2L2

+ ∥(f1
µ1(E2)

ρ1
+ f2

µ2(E2)

ρ2
)− ρe

(
Cp
Zm

En2
+ ψc(E2)

)
∥2L2

+ β
∑

g=f1,f2

(
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2

)}
, (13a)

min
ρe

{
∥
(
ψc(E1)E

n
1 − ψc(E2)E

n
2

)
ρe

−
(µ(E1)

ρ
En1 − µ(E2)

ρ
En2

)
∥2L2

+ β̃
(
∥∂xρe − hρe∥2L2

+ ∥∂yρe − vρe∥2L2

)}
, (13b)

min
Zm

{
∥Cp

(µ(E1)

ρ

1

En2
− µ(E2)

ρ

1

En1

)
Zm

−
(µ(E2)

ρ
ψc(E1)−

µ(E1)

ρ
ψc(E2)

)
∥2L2

+ β̃
(
∥∂xZm − hZm∥2L2

+ ∥∂yZm − vZm∥2L2

)}
, (13c)

min
hg,vg,

g=f1,f2,ρe,Zm

{λ
β
C(hg, vg)

+
(
∥∂xg − hg∥2L2

+ ∥∂yg − vg∥2L2

)}
. (13d)

From subproblem (13a), we can derive the closed-form solu-
tions as follows,

f1 = F−1

({
F
{ ∑

i=L,H

µ1(Ei)
(
µ(Ei)− f2µ2(Ei)

)
+

2∑
j=1

µ1(Ej)

ρ1

[
ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
j

+ ψc(Ej)
)
− f2

µ2(Ej)

ρ2

]}
+β
(
F∗(∂x)F(hf1 ) + F∗(∂y)F(vf1 )

)}
/

{
F
[ ∑
i=L,H

µ21(Ei)

+
2∑

j=1

(µ1(Ej)

ρ1

)2]
+ β

(
F∗(∂x)F(∂x) + F∗(∂y)F(∂y)

)})
,

f2 = F−1

({
F
{ ∑

i=L,H

µ2(Ei)
(
µ(Ei)− f1µ1(Ei)

)
+

2∑
j=1

µ2(Ej)

ρ2

[
ρe
(
Cp

Zm

En
j

+ ψc(Ej)
)
− f1

µ1(Ej)

ρ1

]}
+β
(
F∗(∂x)F(hf2 ) + F∗(∂y)F(vf2 )

)}
/

{
F
[ ∑
i=L,H

µ22(Ei)

+
2∑

j=1

(µ2(Ej)

ρ2

)2]
+ β

(
F∗(∂x)F(∂x) + F∗(∂y)F(∂y)

)})
,

where F(·) and F(·)∗ represent Fast Fourier Transform oper-
ator and its complex conjugate. It is noticeable that subprob-
lems (13b) and (13c) are based on the equivalent conversions
of (3a) and (3b), i.e., (4a) and (4b). Thus, to eliminate the cost
difference caused by the substitution, relaxation parameter β
is replaced by a variant β̃. Furthermore, electron density ρe
can be solved from subproblem (13b) by

ρe = F−1

({
F
[(
ψc(E1)E

n
1 − ψc(E2)E

n
2

)(µ(E1)

ρ
En

1 −
µ(E2)

ρ
En

2

)]
+β̃
(
F∗(∂x)F(hρe ) + F∗(∂y)F(vρe )

)}
/

{
F
(
ψc(E1)E

n
1

−ψc(E2)E
n
2

)2
+ β̃

(
F∗(∂x)F(∂x) + F∗(∂y)F(∂y)

)})
.

And effective atomic number Z is the m-th root of Zm,
which can be obtained from subproblem (13c) by solving the
following quadratic model,

min
Zm

∥∥∥{C2
p

(µ(E1)

ρ

1

En
2

−
µ(E2)

ρ

1

En
1

)2
+ β̃

(
∂∗x∂x + ∂∗y∂y

)}
Zm

−
{[
Cp
(µ(E1)

ρ

1

En
2

−
µ(E2)

ρ

1

En
1

)(µ(E2)

ρ
ψc(E1)−

µ(E1)

ρ
ψc(E2)

)]
+β̃
(
∂∗x(hZm ) + ∂∗yF(vZm )

)}∥∥∥2
L2

Subproblem (13d) can be solved by the same strategy for sub-
problem (8b), i.e., by using (9). Combing all the derivations,
the iterative algorithm is summarized in Alg. 1.

III. RESULTS
In this section, we applied the proposed method to two
phantom studies and one patient study respectively. The
employed phantoms are presented in Fig. 1. All the data
were collected by a Siemens SOMATOM Definition Edge
scanner using TwinBeam protocols with 120 kV. The x-ray
tube current is 210 mA for tissue characterization phantom,
655 mA for multi-energy phantom study and 261mA for
patient study. Slice thickness is 0.5 mm with a reconstruction
diameter of 500 mm. We compared the proposed method with
direct two-step decomposition [32] and estimation method
[22]. For visual evaluations, we also magnified local patches
and extracted line profiles for detail comparisons. Moreover,
for phantom-based quantitative assessments., three numerical
image quality measures are employed, i.e., peak signal-to-
noise ratio (PSNR) [33], normal mean absolute deviation
(NMAD) [34] and structural similarity (SSIM) [35].

A. TISSUE CHARACTERIZATION PHANTOM STUDY
First, the Gammex tissue characterization phantom model
467 (Gammex Inc., Middleton,WI) was scanned, which in-
cluded 16 insert locations with human reference tissues. In
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Algorithm 1 Iterative algorithm of optimization model (10)
Input: images µ(Ei)(i = L,H), energy parameters ψc(Ej) and µj(Ei)(i = L,H, j = 1, 2), mass attenuation coefficients

µ1(Ej)
ρ1

and µ1(Ej)
ρ1

(j = 1, 2), smoothing weight λ, parameters β(0), β(max), and rates τ and κ.
Output: f1, f2, ρe, and Zm

Initialization: f (0)1 = µ2(EH)µ(EL)−µ2(EL)µ(EH)
µ1(EL)µ2(EH)−µ1(EH)µ2(EL) , f (0)2 = µ1(EL)µ(EH)−µ1(EH)µ(EL)

µ1(EL)µ2(EH)−µ1(EH)µ2(EL) ,(µ(E1)
ρ

)(0)
= f

(0)
1

µ1(E1)
ρ1

+ f
(0)
2

µ2(E1)
ρ2

,
(µ(E2)

ρ

)(0)
= f

(0)
1

µ1(E2)
ρ1

+ f
(0)
2

µ2(E2)
ρ2

,

ρ
(0)
e =

(
µ(E1)

ρ

)(0)
En

1 −
(

µ(E2)
ρ

)(0)
En

2(
ψc(E1)En

1 −ψc(E2)En
2

) , (Zm)(0) =

(
µ(E2)

ρ

)(0)
ψc(E1)−

(
µ(E1)

ρ

)(0)
ψc(E2)

Cp

((
µ(E1)

ρ

)(0)
1

En
2
−
(

µ(E2)
ρ

)(0)
1

En
1

) , β̃(0) = τβ(0), k = 0.

repeat
With g(k), solve for h(k)g and v(k)g (g = f1, f2, ρe, Z

m) in (9).
With h(k)g and v(k)g , solve for g(k+1) (g = f1, f2, ρe, Z

m) with:
f
(k+1)
1 = F−1

({
F
{ ∑

i=L,H

µ1(Ei)
(
µ(Ei)− f(k)

2 µ2(Ei)
)
+

2∑
j=1

µ1(Ej)

ρ1

[
ρ(k)
e

(
Cp

(Zm)(k)

En
j

+ψc(Ej)
)
− f(k)

2

µ2(Ej)

ρ2

]}
+β(k)

(
F(∂x)

∗F(h
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this experiment, the 16 inserts consist of 13 materials. The
material list and the reference valuse of ρe and Z are shown
in Table 1. The basis materials are chosen as SB3 cortical
bone and CT solid water. The decomposed material images
and maps of ρe and Z are presented in Fig. 2. Results of
estimation accuracy are provided in Table 1. Image quality
assessments are shown in Table 2.

From Fig. 2, the zoomed-in local patches of the proposed
method clearly demonstrated the superior performance in
noise suppression and edge preservation, which also can be
found from line profile comparisons. Moreover, the results
of Table 2 quantitatively verified the proposed method out-
performed in image fidelity and smoothness. Noticeably, the
proposed method accurately estimated ρe and Z maps (see
Table 1), of which the relative error is consistently smaller
than 0.24 for ρe map and 0.59 for Z map.

B. MULTI-ENERGY PHANTOM STUDY
We also scanned Gammex multi-energy phantom model
1472 (Gammex Inc., Middleton,WI). The phantom includes
15 inserts with various materials. The material list and the
reference valuse of ρe and Z are shown in Table 3, where the
reference Z valuse are calculated with Mayneord’s power-law
method (Z = n

√∑
i αiZ

n
i ) with n = 2.94, where Zi is the

atomic number of element i and αi is the fraction of the total
number of electrons associated with element i [36]. Calcium
and CT solid water were selected as basis materials. Fig. 3
illustrates the decomposed material images and maps of ρe
and Z. Estimation accuracy and image quality assessments
are shown in Tables 3 and 4 respectively.

It is obvious, this study is more noisy than the previous
one because of larger phantom size, but the proposed method
stills works well for the severe scenario (see Fig. 3). More-
over, the estimation accuracy of the proposed method is still
reasonable. The relative error is consistently smaller than
0.27 for ρe map and 0.48 for Z map. Both phantom stud-
ies consistently demonstrate the superiority of the proposed
method in noise reduction, and accurate estimation.

C. PATIENT STUDY
For the patient experiment shown in Fig. 4, the two basis
materials are selected as cortical bone and soft tissue. From
the bone comparisons, we can figure out the proposed method
well preserves the edges and concentration, but the direct
method performs inferior. From the soft tissue images, we
can also find the direct decomposition image suffers from
obvious noise, but the proposed method can effectively sup-
press it. The same conclusion can also be made from ρe and
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Z comparisons.

FIGURE 1. Phantom illustrations.

IV. DISCUSSIONS
Conventionally, the estimation of ρe and Z maps is based
on the decomposed material images from DECT, i.e., the
estimation and decomposition are independent processes.
However, in this work, we effectively combined the two steps
within an optimization model and simultaneously achieved
material composition, ρe and Z maps. The theoretical su-
periority lies in two aspects. First, the searched-for material
composition, ρe and Z maps are efficaciously connected by
the proposed model. During the iterative solution process,
each map is alternatively updated according to the constrains
from the others, i.e., mutual correction. Thus, all the maps are
continuously optimized in a consistent manner. Second, we
introduced smoothness mechanism for each inverse solution
to overcome the illposedness of both decomposition and
estimation processes. Thus, the noise can be remarkably
suppressed for all the searched-for maps.

In tissue characterization phantom study, results in Tables
1 and 2 demonstrate the improved ρe and Z estimation accu-
racy of the proposed method for most of the materials, espe-
cially for high Z materials, such as cortical bone, CaCO3,
and inner bone. Although the estimation performance of
the proposed method is very similar with the image-based
method for low Z materials, i.e.,liver, brain, water, breast,
adipose and lung, the standard deviation of the proposed
method is much smaller, which reveals the effectiveness of
noise suppression and smoothness mechanism of the pro-
posed method. In multi-energy phantom study, although the
noise is severer than the previous study, the proposed method
can still obtain reasonable ρe and Z estimation results (see
Tables 4 and 5) compared with the image-based method.
Remarkably, the standard deviation of Z estimation by the
proposed method is consistently smaller than the image-
based method for all the materials. Same conclusion can also
be drawn from ρe estimation with low Z materials, such as
blood, brain, water and adipose. In addition, for both studies,
the image quality assessment indexes of PSNR, NMAD,
and SSIM shown in Tables 3 and 5 confirm the superior
performance of the proposed method in signal to noise ra-
tio and image structural similarity. It is worth noting that

both methods cannot accurately estimate all the materials,
which is owing to the decomposition rationale. In this inverse
problem, we collected two data sets from DECT scan, but
we need to estimate ρe and Z maps for 13 or 16 materials,
which is essentially under-determined. Actually, each map
is expressed by the combination of the two selected basis
materials. This linear representation mechanism inevitably
limits the estimation accuracy of some specific materials.
To further overcome the limitation, we will improve and
develop the proposed method to a multiple-basis-material
based version. In this way, each material can find its optimal
expression from the large basis material pool.

Although the proposed method has some superiority and
novelty in terms of theoretical model, it still has some limita-
tions confining its direct application. First, there are a lot of
parameters need to be determined by an automatic selection
strategy. However, up to now, we just experimentally opti-
mized and chose them, but we still did not have some clear
rules or indicators. Basically, the regularization and relax-
ation parameters highly rely on the quality of acquired data
and specific structures of searched-for maps. If the collected
data is very noisy, then we may prefer larger smoothness
parameters. However, if the searched-for maps contain very
fine structures, we may sacrifice the smoothness to preserve
image details. To improve the application value, we need
to provide experimental parameters for common scenarios,
propose general rules for parameter optimization, and further
develop robust auto-selection strategy.

V. CONCLUSIONS
In this work, we propose a one-step iterative estimation
method for ρe and Z maps with multi-domain gradient L0-
norm minimization. The employed gradient L0-norm, as a
smoothness regularizer, directly and effectively suppresses
noise and reduces artifact in the decomposition domain. The
proposed method does not rely on X-ray spectra, i.e., extra
spectrum estimations can be avoided. Moreover, it can be
accelerated by parallel computing and converge very fast (all
the experiments can be finished in 2 minutes with single GPU
(NVIDIA GeForce GTX 960M)). Both phantom and patient
studies demonstrate the superiority of the proposed method
in material-selective reconstruction, noise removal, artifacts
reduction and accurate estimation of ρe and Z maps.

The clinical meaning of this work lies in more accurate
estimation of Z and ρe, which can be further employed
for SPR calculation for proton therapy [6]. Moreover, we
can synthesize monoenergetic images for dose verification
or ROI contrast enhancement. In the future, we will extend
this method for multiple material based decomposition, and
develop automatic parameter optimization strategies.
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FIGURE 2. Material decomposition of tissue characterization phantom study by using classic image-based method and the proposed method.
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FIGURE 3. Material decomposition of multi-energy phantom study by using classic image-based method and the proposed method.

[31] B. Heismann, J. Leppert, and K. Stierstorfer, “Density and atomic number
measurements with spectral x-ray attenuation method,” Journal of applied
physics, vol. 94, no. 3, pp. 2073–2079, 2003.

[32] P. Granton, S. Pollmann, N. Ford, M. Drangova, and D. Holdsworth,
“Implementation of dual-and triple-energy cone-beam micro-ct for postre-
construction material decomposition,” Medical physics, vol. 35, no. 11, pp.
5030–5042, 2008.

[33] Q. Huynh-Thu and M. Ghanbari, “Scope of validity of PSNR in im-
age/video quality assessment,” Electronics letters, vol. 44, no. 13, pp. 800–
801, 2008.

[34] Y. Zhu, M. Zhao, Y. Zhao, H. Li, and P. Zhang, “Noise reduction with low
dose CT data based on a modified ROF model,” Optics express, vol. 20,
no. 16, pp. 17 987–18 004, 2012.

[35] Z. Wang, A. C. Bovik, H. R. Sheikh, and E. P. Simoncelli, “Image
quality assessment: from error visibility to structural similarity,” IEEE
transactions on image processing, vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 600–612, 2004.

[36] C. J. Schaeffer, S. M. Leon, C. A. Olguin, and M. M. Arreola, “Accuracy
and reproducibility of effective atomic number and electron density mea-
surements from sequential dual energy ct,” Medical Physics, 2021.

VOLUME 4, 2016 9



Qian Wang et al.: One-step Iterative Estimation for Dual Energy CT

TABLE 3. Electron density and effective atomic number comparisons of multi-energy phantom study.

Electron density Effective atomic number
Reference Mean Standard Relative Reference Mean Standard Relative

Value Value Deviation Error Value Value Deviation Error

Calcium 300 mg/mL Image-based Method 1.4500 1.6441 0.0991 0.1338 12.2100 12.3824 0.2364 0.0141
Proposed Method 1.6504 0.1117 0.1382 12.3724 0.0723 0.0133

Calcium 100mg/mL Image-based Method 1.1900 1.2225 0.0144 0.0273 9.8700 9.0083 1.3748 0.0873
Proposed Method 1.2254 0.0461 0.0297 9.2112 0.3935 0.0667

Calcium 50mg/mL Image-based Method 1.1300 1.1469 0.0268 0.0150 8.8000 6.7705 2.1205 0.2306
Proposed Method 1.1489 0.0390 0.0167 7.1021 0.8801 0.1929

Iodine+HE Blood Image-based Method 1.0400 1.0708 0.0184 0.0296 9.3400 8.7101 1.8018 0.0674
4.0mg/mL Proposed Method 1.0750 0.0482 0.0337 9.0606 0.4016 0.0299

Iodine+HE Blood Image-based Method 1.0400 1.0594 0.0324 0.0187 8.4700 6.4151 2.1010 0.2426
2.0mg/mL Proposed Method 1.0606 0.0362 0.0198 6.6707 0.8492 0.2124

Iodine 15mg/mL Image-based Method 1.0100 1.2650 0.1241 0.2525 12.4900 12.3921 0.2761 0.0078
Proposed Method 1.2758 0.1302 0.2632 12.3529 0.1122 0.0110

Iodine 10mg/mL Image-based Method 1.0100 1.0991 0.0116 0.0883 11.2500 11.4684 0.5295 0.0194
Proposed Method 1.1096 0.0405 0.0986 11.4268 0.1869 0.0157

Iodine 5.0mg/mL Image-based Method 1.0000 1.0425 0.0107 0.0425 9.6500 9.0884 1.2136 0.0582
Proposed Method 1.0491 0.0382 0.0491 9.2008 0.3066 0.0466

Iodine 2.0mg/mL Image-based Method 1.0000 1.0282 0.0272 0.0282 8.3700 5.8977 1.8065 0.2954
Proposed Method 1.0302 0.0284 0.0302 5.6042 1.1703 0.3304

HE Blood 100 Image-based Method 1.1000 1.1309 0.0779 0.0281 7.2600 4.9398 1.1733 0.3196
Proposed Method 1.1288 0.0397 0.0262 4.0157 0.6750 0.4469

HE Blood 70 Image-based Method 1.0700 1.1143 0.0879 0.0414 7.3400 5.1408 1.4103 0.2996
Proposed Method 1.1122 0.0439 0.0394 3.9316 0.7626 0.4644

HE Blood 40 Image-based Method 1.0300 1.0795 0.0863 0.0480 7.4200 5.1449 1.3658 0.3066
Proposed Method 1.0777 0.0432 0.0463 3.8966 0.8010 0.4749

HE Brain Image-based Method 1.0200 1.0981 0.1185 0.0765 7.4200 5.0935 1.2363 0.3135
Proposed Method 1.0957 0.0615 0.0743 4.0788 0.7598 0.4503

True Water Image-based Method 1.0000 1.0431 ,0.0762 0.0431 7.4200 4.9276 1.1237 0.3359
Proposed Method 1.0404 0.0380 0.0404 4.0875 0.5796 0.4491

CT HE Solid Water Image-based Method 1.0000 1.0578 0.0954 0.0578 7.2400 5.0767 1.1944 0.2988
Proposed Method 1.0570 0.0493 0.0570 4.0840 0.6466 0.4359

HE General Adipose Image-based Method 0.9400 1.0417 0.1023 0.1082 6.4400 4.8484 0.6123 0.2471
Proposed Method 1.0411 0.0551 0.1076 4.7153 0.2434 0.2678

TABLE 4. Image quality assessments of multi-energy phantom study.

Electron Density

PSNR NMAD SSIM

Image-based Method 36.0653 0.0703 0.9891
Proposed Method 36.7651 0.0706 0.9906

Effective Atomic Number
PSNR NMAD SSIM

Image-based Method 29.3859 0.2069 0.9785
Proposed Method 29.4807 0.2046 0.9830
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FIGURE 4. Material decomposition of patient study by using classic image-based method and the proposed method.
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