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Estimating the lung depth on x-ray images could provide both an accurate opportunistic lung
volume estimation during clinical routine and improve image contrast in modern structural chest
imaging techniques like x-ray dark-field imaging. We present a method based on a convolutional
neural network that allows a per-pixel lung thickness estimation and subsequent total lung capacity
estimation. The network was trained and validated using 5250 simulated radiographs generated
from 525 real CT scans. The network was evaluated on a test set of 131 synthetic radiographs and a
retrospective evaluation was performed on another test set of 45 standard clinical radiographs. The
standard clinical radiographs were obtained from 45 patients, who got a CT examination between
July 1, 2021 and September 1, 2021 and a chest x-ray 6 month before or after the CT. For 45 standard
clinical radiographs, the mean-absolute error between the estimated lung volume and groundtruth
volume was 0.75 liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.78). When accounting for the patient
diameter, the error decreases to 0.69 liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.83). Additionally, we
predicted the lung thicknesses on the synthetic test set, where the mean-absolute error between the
total volumes was 0.19 liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.99). The results show, that creation
of lung thickness maps and estimation of approximate total lung volume is possible from standard
clinical radiographs.

I. INTRODUCTION

Total lung capacity (TLC) describes the volume of air
in the lungs at maximum inspiration. Numerous lung
diseases, like infectious diseases, interstitial lung diseases
or chronic obstructive lung disease (COPD), which im-
pact the lung function, often present with a decrease or
increase of TLC [1–4]. Hence, TLC estimation is a topic
of interest in order to obtain information about the pro-
gression of lung diseases.

Traditionally, imaging based total lung capacity esti-
mation on radiographs was manually performed using
lateral and posterior-anterior (PA) radiographs. Hurtado
et al manually calculated the overall lung area and mul-
tiplied it by the PA diameter [2]. Pierce et al used shape
information to gain a more accurate estimate of the to-
tal lung volume [5]. More recently, Sogancioglu et al [6]
performed experiments with deep learning based TLC es-
timation. Here a radiograph was given as input to the
CNN, which then provided the TLC as a direct output.

Transferring knowledge from higher dimensional to
lower dimensional data has become a topic in research
lately: Recent work decomposed radiographs in sub-
volumes [7] using a U-Net [8] architecture. Also, several
reconstruction methods try to recover high dimensional
data from a low number of projections [9–11].

In this work, we use a CNN architecture to provide
per-pixel lung thickness estimates, which does not rely
on pre-existent template models. Furthermore, we pro-
vide quantitative results on the volume error on standard
clinical radiographs, and we aim to model the physical

process of radiograph generation, in order to be able to
apply the model on radiographs acquired on different x-
ray machines.

Compared to previous work on lung volume estimation
[6], we are able to obtain not only the total lung volume,
but also a per-pixel lung thickness map. Since such a
lung thickness map cannot be calculated from real radio-
graphs due to the missing ground truth, the training has
to be performed exclusively with simulated X-rays calcu-
lated from CT scans. Here, it should be emphasized that
we are still able to test the model on real, non-simulated
radiographs and perform an evaluation with respect to
the total lung volume. Thus, we can estimate not only
the total volume, but also the thickness of individual pix-
els of the radiograph.

Such a pixel-wise thickness estimation could give the
location and shape information of dysfunctional lung ar-
eas by providing a detailed thickness map across the lung
area. Furthermore, a pixel-wise estimation could be used
to improve contrast novel image modalities, such as x-
ray dark field imaging [12–15]. Due to the air-tissue
interfaces in the lung formed by alveoli, a strong dark-
field signal is measured in lung areas and can visualize
changes in the alveoli structure and thus, indicate lung
pathologies [15]. Here, the contrast could be enhanced
by dividing the signal by the lung thickness.
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FIG. 1. Illustrated workflow to obtain lung thickness maps and input radiographs for network training. A lung segmentation
is performed on CTs. Next, the lung segmentation is forward projected and a 2D density map is retrieved. Then, the CT scan
is split segmented into soft tissue, adipose tissue and bones in a first step. A spectrum is simulated for the desired kVp value
and using the corresponding mass attenuation coefficients, a radiograph is simulated. The CT scan is then forward projected
and post processed, to obtain the synthetic radiograph.

II. METHODS

A. Dataset

Training data was retrieved from the Luna16 dataset
[16], which consists of 888 CT scans. Only CT scans
acquired with 120 kVp were used (N=656). Data was
split into training (N=412), validation (N=113), and syn-
thetic test set (N=131). For each CT scan 10 projections
were obtained from different angles during the training
and validation process, resulting in 4120 radiographs for
training, 1130 radiographs for validation, and 1310 ra-
diographs for the synthetic test set. Additionally, we
use a second test set of 45 CT scans with corresponding
real radiographs from our institute (Klinikum Rechts der
Isar, Munich, Germany) in a retrospective study. Here,
the timespan between CT and radiograph was below 6
months in order to avoid major morphological differences.
Inclusion and exclusion data flow is illustrated in Fig. 2.
The average age of the patients was 61.2 years, with 21
females and 24 males.

Data access was approved by the institutional ethics
committee at Klinikum Rechts der Isar (Ethikvotum
87/18 S) and the data was anonymized. The ethics com-
mittee has waived the need for informed consent. All re-
search was performed in accordance with relevant guide-
lines and regulations.

B. CT Data Preprocessing

In the preprocessing step, we perform two tasks: First,
the CT scanner patient table is removed, as it does not
appear in radiographs. To remove the patient table, for
each slice in the CT volume, the slice image is converted
into a binary mask by using a threshold, which divides
the air from the body. Thin lines due to partial vol-
ume effects between the table and volume are removed
by applying a opening filter. A connected components
algorithm is applied to find the biggest connected object,
which is the torso of the body. All other, smaller ob-
jects except the torso are removed from the slice. As a
second task, the lung is segmented to retrieve the lung
thickness later. Here we utilize an approach very simi-
lar to Sasidhar et al [17]. First, a binary mask of body
tissue is generated. Air surrounded by body tissue is
considered a lung-part and automatically extracted us-
ing a hole-filling algorithm. Next, the axial slice in the
middle of the volume is inspected. The number of pixels
on this slice is counted and all potential lung segments
exceeding 1000 pixels are considered a lung part. The
total 3D segmented volume composed of the real lung
part in every slice is then considered as the lung volume.
Using the final results of the CT preprocessing stage, we
are now able to simulate radiographs with corresponding
thicknesses for the training process.
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230 patients with chest CT in a timespan from July 1, 2021 until September 1, 2021

134 patients excluded as no chest x-ray was
performed 6 month before or after CT

96 patients included with chest x-ray 6 month
before or after CT

26 patients removed with AP X-ray

70 patients included with PA chest X-Ray

1 patient excluded as lung CT did not cover the
complete lung

69 patients included

24 patient excluded, which were acquired
with PIXIUM4600 detector

45 patients included in real test set

FIG. 2. Flow chart showing inclusion and exclusion of patients. Out of 230 patients, 45 were eligible for the test set with real
radiographs.

C. X-Ray Spectrum Simulation

For the simulation of the radiographs and its post-
processing, we set certain standard parameters of ra-
diography imaging systems. The more accurately these
parameters are determined and modeled, the more sim-
ilar the simulated radiographs will look to the real ra-
diographs. For our proof-of-concept study an accurate
setting of known values (kVp) and a rough estimation
of other values, which were more difficult to determine
(scintillator material properties of the detector, detec-
tor thickness and post-processing parameters), was suffi-
cient.

The x-ray spectrum is simulated using a semi-empirical
model for x-ray transmission [18–21]. To account for the
detector material, the quantum efficiency Q of the scin-
tillator crystal with thickness Dscint and density ρscint is
multiplied on the source spectrum:

Q = 1− exp(µCsI(E)/ρCsI ·Dscint · ρscint), (1)

where µCsI(E)/ρCsI gives the mass attenuation coeffi-
cient for caesium iodid for a given energy E. The variables
ρscint and Dscint represent the density and the thickness
of the detector material. This yields the effective spec-
trum

Φ(E) = Φ′(E) ·Q · E, (2)

which includes the aforementioned detector and x-ray
tube effects, given the simulated spectrum Φ(E)′. The
linear weighting with the energy E considers the scintil-
lation process.

In the simulation model, we used the detector values
ρscint = 4.51g/cm3 and Dscint = 0.6mm. To calculate
the incidence spectrum on the detector, we assume the
x-rays transmit a 3.5 mm aluminum target.

D. Material Segmentation

To attribute correct attenuation properties to the dif-
ferent tissue types in the human thorax, the CT scan is
segmented into soft tissue, adipose tissue and bone vol-
umes. The bone masks are generated by thresholding
of HU values above 240, soft tissue masks are retrieved
from HU values between 0 and 240, and adipose tissue
voxels are extracted from values ranging from -200 to 0
HU. These values are in the ranges described by Buzug
et al [22] and are slightly adapted to prevent overlapping
or missing HU ranges.

For each material and each voxel we calculate the at-
tenuation value for a certain energy, based on the de-
scriptions for a model used for statistical iterative recon-
struction [23]. In our simulation model, the attenuation
values are calculated according to

N∑
i=1

ρ′
µi
ρi

(E), (3)

where N is the total number of materials. The energy-
dependency of the material i is given by the mass attenu-
ation coefficient (µi/ρi)(E) and ρ′ labels its actual mass
density.

As basis materials do not have the same density
throughout the body (e.g. cortical and trabecular bone),
it is of interest to introduce a relative scale factor: from
the definition of the Hounsfield unit,

HU =
µ(ECT)− µWater(ECT))

µWater(ECT)
· 1000 (4)

and the definition of the linear attenuation coefficient

µ(ECT) =
µ

ρ
(ECT) · ρ′ (5)

we can solve for ρ′:
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ρ′ =
HU
1000 · µWater(ECT) + µWater(ECT)

µ
ρ (ECT)

, (6)

where ECT does not depend on the simulated target X-
ray spectrum, but rather the spectrum of the origin CT
scanners. For 120 kVp CTs, we assume a mean energy
ECT of 70 keV.

This allows use to calculate the relative density ρ′i for
each voxel and for each material. These density volumes
are forward projected using a cone-beam projector, as
described in the next section, in order to obtain the pro-
jected density maps di for each material i.

In our simulation model we account for the energy de-
pendence of bone, adipose tissue and soft tissue. Hence
the number of materials is three (N=3). Material infor-
mation was retrieved from the NIST database [24] us-
ing the xraylib [25] framework. Tissue keys to retrieve
mass attenuation coefficients from were ”Bone, Cortical
(ICRP)”, ”Tissue, Soft (ICRP)” and ”Adipose Tissue
(ICRP)”.

E. Forward Projection

To generate forward projections from the density vol-
umes we utilized a cone-beam projector with a source-
to-sample distance of 1680 mm and a sample-to-detector
distance of 120 mm. We rotate the sample between
−10 deg and 10 deg and create 10 projections for each CT
scan at 2deg steps. The detector size is set to 512 x 512
pixel. Beside the density volumes, we forward project
the corresponding ground-truth lung segmentation for
each CT scan. Therefore we retrieved projections di of
the density volumes and its corresponding 2-dimensional
ground-truth lung-thickness map.

F. Radiograph Generation

From the projected thickness maps di for each mate-
rial we calculate the final intensity of each pixel in the
radiograph according to:

I =

K∑
E=1

Φ(E) · exp

(
N∑
i

ρ′
µi
ρi

(E)

)
(7)

given the energy dependent mass attenuation coeffi-
cient µi(E)/ρi, the number of photons Φ(E) for a given
energy E, a kilo-voltage peak K and the number of basis
materials N . Moreover, flat-field images are calculated
using

F =

K∑
E=1

Φ(E) (8)

In a last step, the negative logarithmic normalized in-
tensity is used to retrieve the radiograph in conventional
clinical depiction (high transmission depicted as low sig-
nal),

I ′ = − log(I/F ). (9)

Using the described method, we are able to simulate
the contrast between bone, adipose tissue and soft tissue
for different kVp settings (Figure 3).

G. Postprocessing

X-ray imaging systems usually apply several postpro-
cessing steps in order to increase the image quality. In
our simulation model, two postprocessing steps are ap-
plied, namely a Look-up table (LUT) is used to alter the
final intensities and a Laplacian pyramid processing is
used to enhance high-frequencies in the radiograph. For
that, 9 pyramids for a radiograph of 512 x 512 pixels are
generated, whereby for each pyramid image Pi a lower
index i refers to a higher frequency pyramid. To recon-
struct the image P0 and P1 frequencies are boosted by
a factor of 2.0. Afterwards, a s-shaped LUT is applied
similar to [26, 27]. For radiograph intensities, left clip is
set at 0 and right clip at 8. Toe and shoulder parameters
are set to a quadratic function to avoid hard cut-offs of
the exposure scale.

H. CNN Architecture

For lung thickness estimation, we utilize a U-Net [8]
architecture. The detailed architecture can be found in
the supplementary material. As the output is an absolute
value, it is important to use a linear activation function
for the last layer. The loss function applied during train-
ing is of crucial importance for training the model and its
ability to apply the model on real data later. A simple
approach is the estimate of a groundtruth pixel yi and a
predicted pixel pi to be calculated using a mean absolute
error

MAE =
1

N

N∑
0

| yi − pi | (10)

However, as the total lung volume estimate is of impor-
tance, we weight higher thicknesses more by multiplying
the ground-truth thickness (yi) on the loss function:

LLUNG =
1

N

N∑
i=0

| yi − pi | ·yi · wDEPTH (11)

This will focus the network on lung structures only, as
extrathoracic structures have a groundtruth-depth of 0.
However, it requires the use of an additional lung segmen-
tation network, as outside predictions are not penalized
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FIG. 3. Simulated spectra for various kVp values (A). Synthetic 120 kVp radiograph with low bone-to-soft tissue contrast
(B). Synthetic 70 kVp radiograph with stronger contrast between bones and soft tissue (C). Please note post-processing was
not applied yet, which enhances contrast between bones and soft tissue further.

anymore. This is a desirable behaviour as the network
later is not confused by a different patient pose in real
radiographs (e.g. arms stretched down instead of up).
As used by Alhashim et al [28] for image depth estima-
tion, we further add a loss term for the derivative of the
ground-truth:

LGRAD =

N∑
i=0

(| ∇x(yi, pi) | + | ∇y(yi, pi) |) (12)

In a last step, extrathoracic pixels are penalized

LEXT =
1

N

N∑
i=0

| yi − pi | ·I?(yi) · wEXT (13)

with the indicator function I? returning 1 for thicknesses
equal to zero:

I?(x) :=

{
1 if x = 0,
0 if x > 0.

(14)

The wEXT = 10 assigns extra-thoracic thickness esti-
mation errors the same weight as errors on 10mm deep
lung tissue. Also wDEPTH = 2 was empirically set. This
results in the final loss function

L = LLUNG + LGRAD + LEXT (15)

Previous work on lesion segmentation indicates a
rather large tolerance for sensitivity parameters in a seg-
mentation loss function [29]. CNN training was per-
formed for 80 epochs. Learning rate was set to 10−4.
Kernel initializers were set to the default value (glorot
uniform initializer). The final model was selected from
the epoch with the best validation loss.

I. Inference on Real Data

The model trained with simulated data can be applied
on real radiographs. Due to the design of the loss func-
tion, there will be some extrathoracic pixels marked as
lung pixels, which are removed by multiplying the pre-
diction with a lung mask. To obtain the lung mask, we
utilize a U-Net lung segmentation network trained with
JSRT dataset [30] and JSRT mask data [31], similar to
[32]. Small connected segmentation components (area
smaller than 4100 pixels), which are usually extratho-
racic segmentation predictions, were removed from the
lung mask. The value 4100 was chosen empirically and
is below the size of a lung lobe in the validation set.
To maintain thickness estimations between the two lung
lobes, the convex hull around the predicted lung mask
segmentation is used to mask the thickness estimation.

J. PA Diameter Correction

As radiograph thickness was sometimes underesti-
mated, we conducted an additional experiment to de-
termine the thickness of outliers more accurately. While
in the first experiment, the CNN directly yields the abso-
lute thickness for each pixel, in this experiment, we only
use the relative thickness distribution predicted by the
CNN. The relative thickness is then multiplied with the
lung diameter, which itself is derived from the measured
patient diameter, in order to retrieve the absolute lung
thickness.

For inference on the real test set, the posterior-anterior
(PA) diameter PA was determined from the CT scans in
out experiments. The PA diameter can also be calculated
on patients without a radiological modality (e.g. tape
measure) on the approximated intersection between the
first upper quarter and the second upper quarter of the
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lung.
Afterwards the CNN predicted thickness map of the ra-

diograph is normalized: here, the maximum pixel value
on the intersection line between the first upper third and
the second upper third of the lung is obtained as a ref-
erence value. All thickness pixel values are then divided
by this reference value. This yields a relative thickness
value Rp for each pixel.

To derive the lung diameter from the body diameter
we introduce a correction factor D′, which corresponds
to the diameter of the lung divided by the patient’s di-
ameter. This yields the absolute lung thickness Dp for
each pixel p of the thickness map:

Dp = D′ ·Rp · PA (16)

The correction factor D′ is set to 0.67 and was deter-
mined automatically from the mean of the diameters frac-
tions of the first 50 CT scans in the training set: Here,
for a CT scan, an axial slice in the upper third of the
lung was chosen and the lung diameter on this slice was
divided by the overall body diameter on this slice.

K. Implementation

The x-ray spectrum was simulated using SpekPy [18–
21], Machine learning models were implemented using
Tensorflow [33] and Keras [34]. Cone-Beam forward pro-
jection was performed using the Astra toolbox [35]. Sig-
nificance testing for correlation metrics was performed
using Scipy (2019, Version 1.4.1).

III. RESULTS

Quantitative results of the total lung volume estima-
tion are presented in table I for the synthetic test set and
in table II for the real test set. Quantitative results on
the synthetic test set were better than on the real test
set: on the synthetic test set, the mean-absolute error
was 0.19 liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.99). On
the real test set, the mean-absolute error between the es-
timated lung volume and groundtruth volume was 0.75
liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.78. When account-
ing for the patient diameter, the error decreases to 0.69
liter with a positive correlation (r = 0.83). Hence, quan-
titative results on the synthetic test set were better than
on the real test set. PA diameter correction did provide
better results for the mean absolute error (MAE) and
mean squared error (MSE) metrics than the prediction
without correction.

Qualitative results are shown in Fig. 4 for the syn-
thetic test set and in Fig. 5 for the real test set. For
the real test-set the thickness distribution between the
groundtruth and the radiograph looks similar. How-
ever, higher thicknesses were underestimated for some
cases. For the synthetic test set, we were additionally

Without PA Corr. With PA Corr.

MAE 0.75 0.69

MSE 0.91 0.78

Pearson 0.78 0.83

P-Value (Pearson) 3.82 · 10−10 1.98 · 10−12

TABLE I. Quantitative results on real radiographs for enabled
and disabled PA diameter correction.

Without PA Corr.

MAE 0.19

MSE 0.05

Pearson 0.99

P-Value (Pearson) 2.65 · 10−104

TABLE II. Quantitative results on synthetic test set.

able to calculate the pixel-wise difference between thick-
ness prediction and groundtruth. Here, higher differ-
ences tend to occur in thicker areas of the lung. Pre-
diction and groundtruth lung volume of individual scans
is further shown in a scatter plot (Figure 6) for both test
sets. Here, for the synthetic test set, differences between
groundtruth and prediction tend to be smaller than for
the real test set.

IV. DISCUSSION

In this work we trained a model for per-pixel lung-
volume estimation using synthetic radiographs and ap-
plied the trained model on real radiographs. Here, both
quantitative and qualitative results obtained on synthetic
and real radiographs were promising.

Transferring knowledge from CT scans to radiographs
presents several hurdles: usually the pose in CT scans
and radiographs is different. In CT, arms are positioned
above the head, while in chest x-rays arms are positioned
next to the body. We could effectively solve this problem
by targeting the loss function on the lung area only and
performing a lung segmentation, which was trained on
real radiographs, afterwards.

One other obstacle in this project was the vendor spe-
cific post processing. These parts are typically closed
source and not available from the vendors of the imaging
platforms. Hence, it would be a great benefit if ven-
dors would either provide the post-processing algorithm
or supply a non-postprocessed version of the radiographs.
Previously demonstrated methods that aim at training
on synthetic data and application on real data, used
histogram-equalization [13] to circumvent this problem
as this usually results in a higher contrast between air
and tissue and therefore makes the real data more adap-
tive to the synthetic data.

When looking at the results (Fig. 6), lungs with larger
TLC values were underestimated a bit. We tried to solve
this problem by multiplying the relative thickness with
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FIG. 4. Qualitative results of various cases of the synthetic test set. Simulated input radiograph (A), predicted thickness (B),
groundtruth thickness (C) and absolute difference between groundtruth and prediction (D) for various cases. The colorbar for
B and C indicates lung thickness in mm. The colorbar for D indicates the per-pixel estimation error in mm.
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FIG. 5. Qualitative results of various cases in the real test set with enabled PA diameter correction. Real input radiograph (A),
predicted thickness using the real radiograph only (B), groundtruth radiograph synthesized from CT scans (C) and groundtruth
thickness values derived from CT scans (D) for various cases, where each column represents one case. To compare the predicted
thickness (B) of an input radiograph (A), the groundtruth CT scan and it’s lung segmentation was forward projected (C and
D). Patient posture differences (e.g. arms up or down) between (A) and (C) are apparent. The colorbar indicates lung thickness
in mm.

the lung PA diameter derived from the PA diameter of
the patient. Here, overall results did improve with en-
abled PA diameter correction.

When comparing the results of the real test set with the
synthetic test set, there is a clear difference in accuracy in
predicting lung volume. In the real test set, a difference
of 0.69 liter between groundtruth and prediction should
not be underestimated, given the mean groundtruth vol-

ume of 4.07 liter. This difference may be due to multiple
reasons: Beside morphological differences between simu-
lated and real radiographs, such as the aforementioned
post-processing routines, this may also be due to the dif-
ferent patient postures. Also, different inspiration lev-
els in CT and CXR can play a role, as discussed in [6].
In addition, neglected physical effects such as Compton
scattering could also account for differences between real
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FIG. 6. Prediction (y-axis) vs. groundtruth (x-axis) on the real test set (A) and the synthetic test set (B). On the real test,
the PA diameter correction was optionally enabled.

radiographs and simulated radiographs. The results on
the simulation data, however, strongly indicate that in
case of a proper consideration of these physical effects a
much lower lung volume prediction error can be achieved.

When comparing the results to Sogancioglu et al [6]
our method shows a slightly higher error on the CT de-
rived groundtruth (0.69 liter MAE vs. 0.59 liter MAE).
However, our method offers one advantage: While still
being able to infer the network on real X-Ray data, we
train our network using only simulation data. This allows
us to determine the lung thickness per pixel, while with
Sogancioglu’s method, only a determination of the total
volume of the lung is possible. Such thickness maps make
it easier to understand the results of the prediction and
provide additional applications for imaging techniques,
as described in the introduction. Both methods could be
combined in a way, where the normalized thickness map
of our method is multiplied by the scalar prediction of
their method.

Future work should investigate the additional use of
lateral radiographs for training the thickness estimation
network and try to improve the network architecture.
Next, certain improvements could be made to the cur-
rent model: For example, an U-Net based segmentation
for the different tissue types instead of HU thresholding
could be used. However, this would require a lot of
additional annotation effort. Additionally, spectral
CT data in the training set could also improve the
quality of the segmentations used for material masks.
Furthermore, future work could investigate the use of
transferring knowledge from simulated radiographs to

real radiographs to detect various pathologies or gain
additional information for these pathologies.
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