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Mass Atten. Linear Atten.
Material DenSItf’ Coefficient Coefficient
(gm/ml) Author C. Revak Author C. Revak
Calcium hydroxyapatite 3.00 0.3264 0.3124 0.9793 0.9372
H,0 1.00 0.1878 0.1930 0.1878 0.1930
100 mg/100 ml K:HPO4 1.68 0.2606 0.2580 0.4378 0.4380
Normal cortical bone 1.95 0.2584 0.2545 0.5038 0.4963
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