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Dosimetric Study of Conventional Radiotherapy and Three Dimensional Conformal
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#OE: [ H] b Bof B E T (conventional radiotherapy, CRT) 5 = 4k & JE i
J7 (3-dimensional conformal radiotherapy,3DCRT) Y # X M fis X # B (organs at risk , OAR) 7 &t 43
fiki o (D15 14 1 b T B 480 B 2R H =1 3DCRT #4538 07, A Wl — 3R 97 1l
Z 4t (treatment planning system,TPS) BLHLHI T =% CRT, FH 7 it /& #LEH Kl (dose-volume
histogram , DVH) PE A AS [i] B 5 47 R (19 5 X OAR BE S AR 5 308 X 3% & B 45 %X (conformal
index, CI) 8 X 5] & A 35 29 $ 45 £ (homogeneity index, HI), 754347 1) 22 57 % I EC X ¢ K56
[455 ] 3DCRT Ml CRT % CTV B-F- 351453 58 63.59+1.17Gy .63.49+1.23Gy(1=0.539;
P=0.599); PTV (1 °F- ¥ 5l it 43 5 24 59.27+7.57Gy .62.89+1.23Gy(t=-0.919;P=0.383); HI {4 43 5
7 1.220.1,1.320.1(t=-1.217;P=0.246) ; Z=fili Vs 53508 9.79%+2.93% .19.31%+7.99%(t=—4.872;
P=0.001); 17 ifi V3o 53514 6.94%+5.2% .11.85%+6.91%(1=—3.74;P=0.002) ; # §6 £ K32 1t 50 5 0
20.85+7.64Gy ,26.70+7.17Gy (t=-3.065;P=0.009), :L> Bt V4 53 51 4 19.49%+10.07% .30.72%+
13.57%(1=-3.358;P=0.005) ; CI {5351l & 0.60+0.04 ,0.45+0.02(1=10.712;P<0.001) , 1% F i1 1] iy
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(gross tumor volume,GTV) & OAR, GTV I F&¥ 3~
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EF =5l 2O MLC) S, 2K 95%
PTV {RFUEE3Z 100% LA - i b 77 7] 4 RG22 il Vi<
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Fl 4S8, 45 . CTV Dmax ,CTV Dmin ,CTV
Dmean .PTV Dmax .PTV Dmin .PTV Dmean . Jifi
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T2 Vi NHE AR, Ve 0275 4550 1 207
LGRS X AR B Vi S 575 55 ) ik 26 BT A 68 1) BT
A XA, CIBUEFE 0~1 Z 8], CT #3E I T 1 ¥
W RGEE B lr . 2% ICRU62 SHRE1Y, Dy, fhl
Doss, 739 K 5% 1 95%PTV 1A R 32 3] i 18 5 50 4,
HI (B BEZ T 1 8R4 HI BB R BEHH PTV P 57 3 43
A AT 51
1.4 SitZaemE

N SPSS 17.0 Geit 84 b, it vk St
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2.1 3DCRT 5 CRT it HEXRHFI =S
2.1.1 3DCRT #= CRT %] CTV PTV # & % rb 4
3DCRT 1 CRT 3% CTV 1 fie K5 i 43 5l
68.62+1.41Gy .69.21+1.45Gy (1=—1.041,P=0.317), fit
INFI 9 37.73£9.51Gy \34.15+7.76Gy(1=1.634,
P=0.126), - 35 & 73 51 K 63.59+1.17Gy ,63.49+
1.23Gy (t=0.539, P=0.599); PTV 14 & K 5 & 43 5 4
68.80+1.27Gy .69.61+1.60Gy(t=1.516 , P=0.153), f /]’
5 318 30.61+5.55Gy \27.10+4.68Gy(t=1.759 , P=
0.102), -F 3150 & 43 % N 59.27 £7.57Gy .62.89 +
1.23Gy(1=0.919, P=0.383), Fiflil%l+ CTV PTV
G | /N R 2R R TG R
(Table 1),
2.1.2 3DCRT #= CRT 3+ x| CI.HI b4k
3DCRT A CRT 3% 7 CI A 434 0.60+0.04
0.45+0.02(t=10.712, P<0.001) ; HI {43 5 4 1.2+0.1 .
1.3£0.1(=-1.217, P=0.246) , 5. }}] 3DCRT 14 i 1 [X.

Table 1 Dosimetry parameters comparison for CTV and PTV between CRT with 3DCRT (x+s)

Method CTV Dmax(Gy) CTV Dmin(Gy) CTV Dmean(Gy) PTV Dmax(Gy) PTV Dmin(Gy)  PTV Dmean(Gy)
3DCRT 68.62+1.41 37.73+9.51 63.59+1.17 68.80+1.27 30.61+5.55 59.27+7.57
CRT 69.21+1.45 34.15+7.76 63.49+1.23 69.61+1.60 27.10+4.68 62.89+1.23

t —-1.041 1.634 0.539 1.516 1.759 -0.919

P 0.317 0.126 0.599 0.153 0.102 0.383
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WY BB OE T CRT v, {0 P b i3] % 58 X 59) 4t
Gr A B 25 R W] Gk (Table 2),
2.2 3DCRT 5 CRT it%l# OAR WFIEH T
3DCRT Y5 CRT 3Rl Ze fifi Vo 43514 17.09%
+7.68% .25.95%+9.29% (1=—-7.602 , P<0.001), V5, 43 5]
M 9.79% +2.93% 19.31% +7.99% (t =—4.872,P <
0.001); A fili Vo 5051 K 15.44%+3.89% 21.44%+
6.39%(t=-3.674, P=0.003), V3, 55l & 6.94%+5.2% |
11.85%+6.91% (1=—3.74, P=0.002) ; & # fix K 5% 1 4>
A 20.85+7.64Gy . 26.70+7.17Gy(i=-3.065 , P=0.009),
347 45430 R 5.47+1.80Gy .6.60+1.99Gy(1=—5.286,
P<0.001); 0> IE Vi 53518 19.49%+10.07% .30.72%=
13.57% (t =-3.358, P =0.005), Vs, 4> %l N 7.95% +
3.67% .20.37%2%9.67%(t=-5.553 , P<0.001)(Table 3 .4),
5 CRT # t& ,3DCRT Z i Vi Vs 45 B3 2 T
8.86% .9.52% , 41 il Vi Vo 73 5080 T 6% 4.91%,
H R K% 5 V¥ 2550l T 5.85 Gy 1.13
Gy, L ME Vi Vs 20 5108 2> T 11.23% .12.42% ,
3DCRT ¥4 FIF X} OAR B9,

v

3o #

B —HT S R B =B AR RO IR R R R

B 8 W MUY i 28 SR MY SR F AR
PLENL, T LAE B4 15 5 R B i ki A gl
BT RO BE L HOR g Mo MR AL EARJU R EE i
TE TP U = 2 3 ok £ A 3 5 0 o IR KA R R
SR 5 i AE BB S AT CT 34, IE7E CT Wi )28 )2
2] I DX AR g R, A BROAR s BRI XS PTV
3R K | X OAR A7) PR 45 i 1T 07 14l
AT Ao 8 X3 5 B8 B, DA 20 1 X6 Ji] il A o 2
U M5 . ABF5E 3DCRT 33 CL{E K 0.60+0.04,
CRT 141 CI {6} 0.45+0.02(P<0.001), % 8] 3DCRT
RYT MR B R R S TR ISR, (HEEIX
FHE oA (9 24 23 (B HID %8 CRT 78 91 2 e
X5 TN R, WIERN T A
fiff TR S D) B 53 A A X ) PR IR, B S 1 R ST
AR 1 JE 5 58 5 4 I T (intensity modulated radia-

tion therapy , IMRT) A 45 DATE Il K )32 i T &
TG 7 B8 i 1) R0 R 1 PR 3R 2 il F
HE . IR AE IS A BV o 2 I AR il A%
AWM ETERZ — ., Ramella 550NN  7E 4>
il Vao<<31% Vo< 18%175 5 T 1T W] 58 Wi AR il S5 4 A
RE A AT PRS2 8 T R 14 191 5825 XUl
Voo Vi BITE [ 38 2 2% B 5 [ 4 (Table 3),{H CRT 4
FIZENT Voo, Vao B 1E TR S50 ] 45 2R R i B
TS AE PR3P il 2 207 T4 BT B Ry

Table 2 Comparison for CI and HI between CRT with 3DCRTG=s)  VE(P<0.05)

Method 3DCRT CRT ; P B R M BRI AN, AR LR TT L
CI 0.600.04 0.45+0.02 10.712 <0.001 IT TR R Vis<0%, B 86 Y7 &1
HI 1.2+0.1 1.320.1 ~1.217 0.246

9~21Gy Z [, A5 H 3DCRT Fl CRT

Table 3 Dosimetry parameters comparison for lung between CRT

with 3DCRT(xxs)

T3 A 8 i AR i K1 150 B S AR B AR R
R N, XA RE S PR A2 BT

Left lung V,  Left lung V5 Right lung Vy

Right lung V3,

3DCRT #¢ CRT B &} 1 (P<0.05).,

Method
(%) (%) (%) (%) N N
i Jea ] L 4 1F B ZH 4 . RS R LR P
3DCRT  17.09+7.68 9.79+2.93  15.44+3.89 6.94+5.20 o ) s o . H
CRT 25954929  19.31+7.99  21.44+639  11.85+6.91 AN T 38 G b, 25 52 8 — 5 ) ek S A 14 SR
t ~7.602 —4.872 -3.674 -3.74 TR S0l BRE . O BEREE 47
P 0.000 0.000 0.003 0.002

AR, BT A D R 52 BRSARAR, ER

Table 4 Dosimetry parameters comparison for heart and spinal

cord between CRT with 3DCRT(x+s)

WA REZ 0, O NESZ B —E ) R AL
F4 RS AN T Ol S, SR AT 5 |

Method Eardiac Vy, Eardiac Vs, Spinal marrow  Spinal marrow e FEW TR TR R A RO
(%) (%) Dmax(Gy) Dmean(Gy) [14] e
Vi <40% ~50% "', A fff 58 # 3DCRT H1
3DCRT  19.49+10.07 7.95+3.67  20.85+7.64 5.47+1.80 T e
CRT  30.72+13.57  2037:9.67 26704717  6.60+1.99 CRT PRI UL E Vi 5393124 19.49%10.07%
t -3.358 -5.553 -3.065 -5.286 1 30.72%+13.57%, YA€ L 55 5 FR | v
P 0.005 0.000 0.009 0.000 B PN, fE X O 1) 52 B 32 & 1fi 7, 3DCRT
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BCRT W] & A (P $9<0.05).

WF5IN A 3DCRT 734t , Ham W73t T4
FURCTT | W91 5 R AT T8 MUY, (B R 7 R
TR 1 SRR AR M & KR m b 5587,
AWFFE 45 R B 3DCRTR 198 X 1E 1 5 0H 2 4 T
CRT, X} OAR Ay 4 48 CRT W1 & Ak, #iW
3DCRT iR97 Mg T~ B s 4 = iRy s e B,
T U AR T A FBLIE R AL 2UER R, DA (0 X 3R A
g 7 1 B G BCA PTRE . 9T AL 3DCRT B Y &
FEAIS T BT, FR YT e WOy 2 KA AR 02 R
WAREME K, 5 Ll RITBOWE 7955 ) — 2,
Je o A N A & 11 S TR AT R 5 5 o A A A B AR
RKFR AR IMRT 7RG K2 IF e F . B
FUAS [F) S, A B0 D) ), RBP4 22 0 AR AR B R
255 X HERL S BIAE SO R 25 R B A%
TR FE 45 A R T 2l  RHEEARTR A,
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