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ESTIMATED MEAN EFFECTIVE DOSE OF DENTAL CBCT

AND OTHER IMAGING MODALITIES

Small FOV 5- 552 uSv
Mhesciam FOAY - 560 uSy
Lange FOV 461,073 uSv

7-527 uSv

Mot - Lenpa FOV 13- 769 usSy

Figure 1.

Radiman and CBCT The peeval king-termn nsk to a pahent flam

@ procedure such as.a CBCT soon is best estimated by cakwileting the
affective dase aumockated with o particalar seanmng protoco! ang
equpment b dental CBCT, the effective dose varies considomble
among machines. This ahle provides reported effective dose manges in
CBCT compored to ather cornrman sources af rachation, FOY = freld of

W LS = MICrosieverts.
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