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Fig. 1 L : Experiment of scatter effects.
R : Scatter image taken in energy window of 126~154keV.
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Fig. 2 L : Various energy windows in data acquisition.
R : Scatter images in various energy windows.

Fig. 3 L : Energy spectrum of direct y ray.
R : Energy spectrum of direct ¥ ray and scatter.
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Fig. 4 UA: Unifomity data in all photpeak window.
UH : Unifomity data in higher level of photpeak window.
PA : Acquisition data in lower and higher levels of photpeak window.
PH : Acquisition data in higher level of photpeak window.
PAU : Unifomity corrected image of PA.
PHU : Unifomity corrected image of PH.

SI: Scatter image.
PAU-SI: Subtraction image.
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