Journal of Chinese Oncology,2018,Vol.24,No.8

ZEREEERENSHETPIEMRENMR

Study on Set-up Errors in Intensity-modulated Radiotherapy for Elderly Patients with Esophageal Cancer
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Table 1 Comparison of 30 elderly patients information
between the two groups

Group A Group B
frems N R
Gender 0.240 0.624
Male 12(80.0)  13(86.7)
Female 3(20.0) 2(13.3)
Age(years) 0.159  0.690
65~ 10(66.7) 11(73.3)
75~85 5(333)  4(26.7)
Height(cm) 1.292  0.256
>170 4(23.7) 7(46.7)
<170 11(73.3) 8(53.3)
Weight(kg) 0.144  0.705
>60 6 (40.0) 5(33.3)
<60 9(60.0) 10(66.7)
KPS Score 0.370  0.543
60~80 1(6.7) 2(13.3)
>80 14(93.3) 13(86.7)
Tumor Location 0.886  0.642
Upper 5(33.3) 3(20.0)
Middle 9(60.0) 10(66.7)
Lower 1(6.7) 2(13.3)
Clinical stages 0.556  0.456
I~1 5(33.3) 7(46.7)
m~1v 10(66.7) 8(53.3)
Comfort degree 1.392  0.499
I 5(33.3) 7(46.7)
I 9(60.0) 8(53.3)
1 1(6.7) 0(0)
v 0(0) 0(0)
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Figure 1 Thermoplastic masks and vacuum
cushion system

Note: Comfort degree: | —comfortable, Il —relatively comfortable, Il
—uncomfortable , but tolerable , IV —intolerable
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Table 3 Comparison of interfractional absolute translational

errors and MPTV between the two groups(cm, X =0 )

Groups Directions > o MPTV  Author
A X 0.31 0.18 0.89  Martins et al®
0.15 0.11 0.46 Bai et al®
0.23 0.10 0.65 Qin et al
0.22 0.18 0.68  This study
Y 0.21 0.22 0.67 Martins et al?
0.17 0.10 0.51 Bai et al®
0.24 0.13 0.69 Qinetal®
0.22 0.18 0.68  This study
7z 0.20 0.18 0.61  Martins et al @
0.12 0.08 0.37 Bai et al®
0.22 0.06 0.59 Qin et al™
0.18 0.11 0.53  This study
B X 0.52 0.22 145 TLietal®
0.18 0.16 0.56 Baietal ¥
0.21 0.16 0.64  This study
Y 0.41 0.28 1.22  Lietal®
0.22 0.15 0.66 Baietal B
0.23 0.19 0.71  This study
7 0.46 0.25 1.33 Lietal®
0.19 0.13 0.57 Bai et al®
0.20 0.12 0.58  This study

MPTYV indicates margin of CTV to PTV
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Table 4 Comparison of intrafractional absolute transla-

tional errors and MPTV between the two groups (cm, Y =0 )

Groups Directions > o MPTV  Author
A X 0.11 0.12 0.36  Shang et al®
0.10 0.08 0.31  This study
Y 0.12 0.10 0.37  Shang et al®®
0.11 0.11 0.35  This study
/4 0.12 0.10 0.37  Shang et al 1
0.09 0.06 0.27  This study
B X 0.11 0.10 0.36 Lietal?
0.10 0.12 0.33  Rico et al”
0.15 0.11 0.45  This study
Y 0.13 0.13 042 Lietal?
0.13 0.14 0.42  Rico et al”
0.15 0.12 0.46  This study
Z 0.16 0.14 0.50 Lietal?
0.12 0.11 0.38  Rico et al”
0.13 0.09 0.39  This study

Note : MPTV indicates margin of CTV to PTV
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Figure 2 Variation tendency of systematic errors
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Figure 3 Variation tendency of random errors

Pl T 23 U AR 1% 22 7 20min Y677 IR 8] 9 242
AR,

3o ®

PSR FCHR YT (intensity—modulated radiothera-
py,IMRT) & il & B 07 Y R —  E1E
DX AR 3T E A 2 1) IR i A R Y 5 4 B

M2 2018 45 24 %% 8 H

0.30+ B
E 1K
S 0.20-

[}

By

% 0.104

<

E

£ 0.004

f -
£

~0.10-

-0.20 . ; : .

1~5 5~10 10~15 15~20

Treatment time(minutes)

Figure 4 Variation tendency of intrafractional setup errors
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