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Abstract

Backgrounds: Stereotactic Body Radiotherapy (SBRT) for doughnut-shaped spinal metastases
presents challenges due to their irregular shapes. Various treatment planning systems (TPSs)
can deliver these plans through either volumetric modulated arc therapy (VMAT) on linear
accelerator machines or robotic radiosurgery, such as CyberKnife®. However, no direct comparison
among Eclipse”, Elements®, and Precision® exists to evaluate dosimetric outcomes.

Objectives: This study aims to compare the dosimetric outcomes among VMAT plans utilizing
Eclipse® and Elements® versus CyberKnife® plans using Precision®. The focus is on the dose
gradient from the planning target volume (PTV) to the spinal cord surface, referred to as the
parameter Vinter.

Materials and Methods: Five doughnut-shaped lesions were re-contoured and re-planned.
VMAT plans using Eclipse” and Elements® were performed with identical parameters. CyberKnife®
plans using Precision® were generated with parameters similar to those of VMAT plans. The
prescription dose was 30 Gy in 5 fractions to the PTV. Primary considerations were ensuring that
at least 95% of the PTV received the prescription dose while maintaining spinal cord constraints.
Dosimetric comparisons included the dose gradient from the PTV to the surface of the spinal
cord (V_mter), plan evaluation metrics, doses to the spinal cord, monitor units (MUs), and beam-on time.
Results: All treatment plans met the PTV criteria while maintaining spinal cord constraints, except
for two plans with Precision®. V. was steeper with Eclipse” compared to Elements® and
Precision® (ther = 1.33, 1.38, and 1.78, respectively). Eclipse” achieved superior dose conformity
(inverse paddick conformity index = 1.07, 1.15, and 1.24, respectively) and more homogeneous
doses than Elements® and Precision® (Homogeneity index = 0.15, 0.26, and 0.32, respectively).
Elements® demonstrated a steeper dose fall-off, resulting in a lower gradient index compared to
Precision® and Eclipse” (Gradient index = 2.73, 2.99, and 2.99, respectively) and delivered lower
doses to the spinal cord than Eclipse™ and Precision® (Do_35CC = 20.06 Gy, 21.62 Gy, and 21.59 Gy,
respectively). Elements® also indicated lower MUs and beam-on time. Elements® also indicated
significantly lower fractions of MUs and beam-on time than Precision®.

Conclusion: Both Eclipse” and Elements® demonstrated comparable overall dosimetric outcomes

for doughnut-shaped lesions and potentially superior treatment efficacy compared to Precision®.

Keywords: CyberKnife, Dose gradient, SBRT, VMAT
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UNANga

wansuAzmANE: uzi3aunsnszngliinszgndundsiidnuay doughnut-shaped Luseslsaiil
anududonlunisnaunuaiedidsudtn feamnsanununsinudmelusunsuiildmaianisusu
AudiLUINGE MY (Volumetric Modulated Arc Therapy: VMAT) waaia3esanssadndssgaie
TUsunsum MU sinvlansdviuiniesanedaduuuna (Cyberknife®) wadslaifindngiuin
nMsnauusevendLuulaaglvinaiifian

Faquszased: lileSouiflsuusyavsammuesnsuiunsinlutheusauninsznglufinssgndunds
dnwaz doughnut-shaped fgtnALla VMAT 521313 Eclipse” waz Elements® Laghuun133ne)
489 Cyberknife® 4 Precision® lngilinguszasdudnlunisivisuiiisunisanasesusinasadain
se8lsA planning target volume (PTV) ldududssamlvdundshomsiiiines v
Fanuazdsnis: Amunseslsauzifauninszansluiinszgndundaguinsuuy doughnut-shaped
11U 5 s08lsA inTneRumella VMAT lagldnauiamesingiuunising Eclipse” wag Elements®
wagld Precision® w3y Cyberknife® fuuausinaidsd 30 st Gy) Tu 5 adsit PTV Tnefvuai
USumseen9tion 95% wad PTV Aadlasuusunussd 30 Gy Ingdninusunussdludadulssamlvdumnas
MsfnEazSeudieu Vo, FtiBeSednde, Usunsdnidulsyamludunss, USuna monitor units
(MUs) waznalunisanesd

HANTTANYY: PTV Yoennuaun1sinuise Eclipse” uaz Elements® liudiunassdnuiiimun
Tneddnusunasedluidulssamnlvdunddldnannms uunnsinuves Precision 313 2 wkuitlsl
Wuluaanuet uwunsSneimie Eclipse” T v fitloendn Elements® wag Precision® (v =133
1.38 waz 1.78 m1ud1eiu) Eclipse” A1utia11dngy (conformity index: IPCI) @#nd1 Elements®
WAy Precision® (IPCl = 1.07, 1.15 wag 1.24 auadu) waziladudanuaiiauevesuSuiused
(homogeneity index: HI) #in31 Elements® wag Precision® (HI = 0.15, 0.26 wag 0.32 AIUE1AU)
Elements® fimdudanuaindu (gradient index: GI) 3915901 Precision® wag Eclipse” (Gl = 2.73,
2.99 uay 2.99 auddu) Usinassdndulszavlodundslésudie Elements® doundn Eclipse”
waw Precision” (D, =20.06 Gy, 21.62 Gy, 4@z 21.59 Gy A& 19iv) WBNTNY Elements® wanesnua
MUs taziianlunisaiessdiesnin Precision®

HoaqU: unun133nwYes Eclipse” way Elements® dwiunzidsunsnszaeluiinssgndundsdnua
doughnut-shaped lénafilndifssiu uazduwliufifiussansanindununssnyives Precision®
ANEIARY: N13RNBTIFIWNR, AUAINITONTITANAIVDIUTUIUSE, n3psaneseduruna, welausu
AUULLUUNALINYY
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NANNISUALINANA

N19218598IUNAAUTIINEF (Stereotactic
Body Radiation Therapy: SBRT) tfuniisluiznis
%Jm:nQ’ﬂaEJ@J3L%WiLLWi'ﬂsszJ"LUﬁﬂ%@ﬂﬁuwﬁq
(spinal metastases) lngaeSadUTunngaLasduIL
Yoonds ($1uau 1 - 5 ady) Admnuududaluds
AoungiS Lﬁaﬁ’?mqUixmﬁiﬁﬁmm%ﬁmamqu
fiaungi3e (dose conformity) wazinisanasues
USuusednteuenieunyiieg1esinga (steep
dose fall-off) Tnefiaturzdnadeslasuusunnsed
tiouflan'”

\A30sane¥adndsugs (Linear Accelerator:
LINAC) 101 1399218538 C-arm LINAC Qﬂﬁﬁumﬁu
Wieanusaaneded@siuiinn wardszuuneufimes
MNHUNITINY (Treatment Planning System: TPS)
fanuisaldsondurslunisnsunuiaainuiom
WieaiuLA3e9a18593 (commercial TPS) #3e
BoNALISAU (dedicated TPS) 7i5095UNI5II9UNY
msefadmemalinn1suTuaNULLUUNGY L
(Volumetric Modulated Arc Therapy: VMAT)® *
Snstsanunsaldszuunmiites 2 SAuay 3 97
Tun1ssiadoumuManeusuaessd agaslsinny
C-arm LINAC fdas1dnlufirnienisidngSaans
N15UALREI1Ie non-coplanar latanIz USME6
ﬁﬁ‘[ammﬁmﬁm%ﬁam’m%’ﬁ%uﬁ’ué’ﬂwlﬁ waylud
SYUURRRUR NS sUMEane S

drupdesmssaduauna (Cyberknife® f LINAC
finaguu robotic arm Fundeuiluswhunisues
node fiagseusgithe uazansariadlsvansiiamis
WILUU non-isocentric wae non-coplanar®™ saunu
AsAARITTUUNINUNAE 2 ﬁaLﬁaQ@fﬂLmﬂiwm

AUNLLSILALTETUURANIUADUNLLSIVUE NS
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ane5edlelnaLAety real time'® woliuSunasd
pg1MUNEaNLaziaNLLtuglusEAU sub-
millimeter wAfidosinfiszosnansarew
finsAnefsunIn ST Uisun15 SR
mi%fﬂwﬂui{ﬂ’;&JmL%ﬁmsmalﬂﬁmz@,ﬂﬁ’wé’q
fren1sldn3esansSediunnanedu @ wugagl
JadnnalunislesanesiulunisAruiulsunusd
(dose calculation algorithm) fisaffuiienvdsuasie
nsAwaiimd venaniddinisliededle

PvUIARENINIUIa159E (Multi-Leaf Collimators:

[7,9 [3, 10, 11]

MLCs) Afuiawananeanu” ? luurenisane
MN15US8ULRUNNTINBRUAIEATA VMAT
58917719 commercial waz dedicated TPS Tag Saenz

1o JSeuLigusEing Monaco® (Elekta AB,

uazAY
Stockholm, Sweden), Pinnacle3 (Philips Radiation
Oncology Systems, Fitchburg, WI) wag Elements®
TPS (BrainLab AG, Munich, Germany) WuU11
Elements® @u15al% dose-fall off lai5auay
anUSuusadiduusramlvdunaclasuuSuused
1§RnI1 TPSs u wariuwiliuwudeafumsine
WIBULEUTENINY Eclipse” Way Elements TPS™ 'Y
Dupuis wazanz lavinnisAnwiuTeuiisusening
Monaco® way Elements® aamaila VMAT Lag
Wisuiisuiu Cyberknife® Tagld Multiplan® TPS
(Accuray, Sunnyvale, CA) Faman1sfnwamuin
Elements® & dose fall-off #i§anuazs monitor
units (MUs) fitfesnd
agr9lsAnunisAneriinaunalylavinnas
WIHUBUNTINUKUNTTIN VMAT Aleeonduwis
W Eclipse” w38 Elements® TPS fifidane3iuil
wanaafy waz Cyberknife® fild Precision®

TPS 2819@N1ELANLIENS UGN WL To8lsALUU



doughnut-shaped Faduseslsafifinnuenuay
Fudauuinlunisnaununissnen esanndu
seelsafiloudeudulssavlvdunddlneseu faiy
msﬁﬂmﬁﬁaﬁqmﬂizmﬁlﬁaﬁﬂw']l,l,wuﬂﬁ%’ﬂmma
prumAlla VMAT sewin8 Eclipse” uay Elements®
TPS wazuNun133nw Cyberknife® 714 Precision®
TPS IumL%qLL‘Wi'ﬂi::ﬁmlﬂﬁﬂsxgﬂﬁuwé’qﬁﬁgﬂéw
doughnut-shaped a1nn1sITeULBUATTEN1TaAAS
99eUsudadan PTV luiituinvendudszam
Tydundedeussifiuanmisifimesiadretulng
GEA sudwiide dadnuarUSunasde iy
dneylndiAealasu (Organ At Risks: OARs) ledean
optimization wileuriulunn TPSs vaufiaien dose
calculation algorithm filn&iAesfuiietunusuld
wasfunwamslunsdeniianiesaneeduay TPS
Fumnzauiudnuazsesisai

JaauazIsnIs
1. msidenngugUae (Patients Selection)
nsAnwilldfunisenifannamznssunis
239555UN153981UAN AMEUNNEAIARSAS Y
NYWIA wInedeniing lagihyadeyaninain
\sesenustReuiamess1aensine (Computed
Tomography simulation: CT simulation) wag
A wagyieuluguuwivan (Magnetic Resonance
Imaging: MRI) mawjﬂaamﬁqLst'nizam"LUﬁﬂiz@n
Fundssnou 5 Mefimeldsunisanedadsae SBRT
Plsanenunafssvsyingd 2555 - 2565 Usznaudne
seelsAfinsegndundsaiune (cervical spine) $1uu
2 918, @1uan (thoracic spine) MU 2 578 Lag
@707 (lumbar spine) $1u7u 1 Tefifidnvuy

5U319 doughnut-shaped wargUiennsieazegly

vrusunarslunszuirunisiivdeyaninain
NTEUIUNITINRBINNTING ﬁqﬁaﬂmﬁaﬂﬂeju@ﬁw
ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?zﬂis@ﬂﬁumﬁdqu (vertebral compression
fracture), fin1zidudszamlydundignnaviv
(spinal cord compression) waglasunisuidniins

Halaneiinseandunas (metallic implantation)

2. NMIIMAVBULAYRINBUNZIS ATz dNeAe
(Targets and Normal Organs Delineation)

1 image fusion seWiNayAnN CT simulation
fifianumuvesdlas 2 Sadwmsiunim MRI 1ugsd
T1-weighted with Gadolinium dieldlunisan
YoUwATeIfauLSwMasESE T2-weighted wieldlu
AsAveURvBLdulsTEmlvduna

919159UNNESIETAY 1 AUNINITINAVBULIA
voefeunzEdlndiamuanazdvundy clinical
target volume (CTV) 1u Eclipse” Taga1a CTV
Ladifin 3 Udeavesnsegndunas wasviin1siinung
YBUATBY planning target volume (PTV) 31nANS
81898 UWe 2 dadiunslaesou CTV @un1511a
o¥ezdhafseduarld MIM Maestro® $u 7.2.3 (MIM
Software Inc., Cleveland, OH) Tagiin1smnsi9adau
AUYNABIINBINTEUNNE T E W IAUFEINY
ADUBUTNTINLNUNNSS T

3. N199NUNITINYT (Treatment Planning)
3.1 BHUNISSNEIREINATA VMAT (VMAT
treatment planning)
dmSuiadesane$ed Varian TrueBEAM®
(Varian Medical Systems, Palo Alto, CA) ﬁi% high
definition multi-leaf collimators (HD-MLCs) wazdl
0 leaf Tisunie isocenter Yun 2.5 Jadiuns
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MARUNTSNERemaila VMAT 1955d Photon
WANIU 6 MV FFF uag dose rate 1400 MU/

MNTINURUNTS NP 8N Eclipse”
TPS Sq'u 16.1.0 (Varian Medical Systems, Palo Alto,
cA) wieldiduununisdnedunuy in1sadis ring
structures Tarug inner ring %1491 PTV 4
3 Uadlueg, 10 Jadung, tag 20 ﬁaammﬂﬁamw}m
USuau%edd 30 1nsd, 15 158, wag 10 wnsd
PINEIRU A1UUAIIUIU 3 full coplanar arcs
Iﬂamuiwdw 179° wag 181° LLazﬁmuqumaﬁ
collimator 71 10°, 350°, waw 90° funUSinasad
f18 Acuros XB algorithm wagnivum dose grid
resolution 2 fiadluns laenly jaw tracking

AIUNTTINIURNUNITTN 1A NAUIS
Elements® TPS ju 3.0 ¥11n15a31¢ template
1Ay MINUATIUIU arc haEyUYDY collimator
ULRYIU Eclipse” dmsutuneunsAnaUiinn
$58v09 Elements® 9u13u8 Pencil Beam (PB)
algorithm nou 91ntfuld Monte Carlo (MC)
algorithm Wty dose optimization Wag calculation
Tpenuua dose calculation uncertainty 2% Way
dose grid resolution 2 fadtuas d@msulun1sdne
i Lallgl433ms arc duplication tilesndesnis
Anwimuausavesudas TPS Lianivun
‘W’mﬁma%ﬁlﬂé’lﬁmﬁ’umﬂﬁqm

3.2 WNUN155NU89 CyberKnife (Cyber-
Knife treatment planning)

Tun15919uRUNIs S nwIdInsuLAdoq

Cyberknife® Tngld InCise™ MLC fifwuin 3.85
TaBLUATUATYIINITINUNUALE Precision® TPS
U 3.3.1.2 (Accuray, Sunnyvale, CA) ¥n15a319
ring structure WuLRBAiU Eclipse” 1dan VOLO
optimization Fadu algorithm Twailu Precision®
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Tnenns optimization aumisUsInaSduas
nalunsaeddlundeutu Wetiwannaiszwing
optimization aﬂLﬁaLﬁauﬁU Sequential optimiza-
tion daudu algorithm 1Hu™*" wag VOLO optimi-
zation HANWALAITANUAAT constraints SEWI
optimization TnalAesiu Eclipse” 19598 Photon
WHWIU 6 MV FFF Wag dose rate 1000 MU/W1il
fmungIuaL node gegndl 90 nodes uaziden full
path fuaaUsIasSsaae MC algorithm waziad
dose calculation uncertainty 2% wazl% high dose
grid resolution
W& NaEunsshwlulsas

TPS uan %‘Vf’m’li‘wﬁm optimization dlewnu
ns¥nenduluaunanildlunisusziiuaes
nsfnuniifoUsinuied 30 Gy Tu 5 adieseunqu
PTV TnefivSunassdvendulssamlodundsly
‘v;ﬂLmumi%ﬂmwéfaachummmmé?ﬁﬁﬁmumLLaz
USunsvee PTV oe19ties 95% agmadlasuusunu
$98 30 Gy (PTV V30Gy = 95%) luunensdifiile
MINITIURULAY WAUSHuSsdveudulsean
Todurdslaidulununaet 3saunsaan PTV V30Gy
Tngazdaslisng 90% dmsunsimunUiunased
LazUSNINTVDIDT828919ABI01989R Y Timmer-
man R Fauanslunisned 1
4. ansUsfiudsu1usedilasu (Dosimetric
Evaluation)

wHuN1sSnwaglasunsilseuiisunisnsyane
¥a9USu10u598 (dose distribution) wag dose-vol-
ume histogram (OVH) Tagld MIM® Faumenduag
nanslunsSeudisuUinnadsd Wsanlenatiaz
WNAAILLANAIURINTITILERIA1US IS E luumay
TPS
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19799 1 MINNUAYIUIUSIENDI8IZEN ﬂﬂ.ﬂaLﬂENbL@TUﬂ’]‘VITUﬂqﬁqqﬂLLNuﬂqiiﬂ%ﬂ spmal SBRT SLU";\]’]U']U

<

5 ASq

Serial organs Volume Volume dose Max point dose

(cc) max (Gy) (Gy)
Wuuszamludunas (spinal cord) <0.35 22 28*
wduuszammedn (cauda equina) <5 30 31.5%
#a8AINNT (esophagus) <5 32.5 38*
A (heart) <15 32 38*
aanau (trachea) <5 45 50*
alddndaudu (duodenum) <5 26.5 35
aldian (small bowel) <30 24 34.5*

Parallel organs

Critical volume

Critical volume

(co) max (Gy)
Uonmagnudnenazauen (bilateral lungs) 950 12.5 V13.5 Gy < 37%
$iu (liver) 700 21.5 -
Taasudneuayduen (bilateral kidney) 200 17.5 -

* MUUAUSUINTN < 0.035 T3

nsRnwiiiingUsrasiudnlunisnisUssdn
aytin1sanasveslIuinsadann 30 Gy d 22 Gy
90 PTV Seflufinveaduiseamladunds (dose
gradient) Inga319USunsgouYiU (volume intersec-
tion: V__ 55udneUiinnsannnsuene ueuiunues
PTV aum 7 Jadiunslagsouiunsaeneveunlag
souvouduUsramladunas 5 Taduns laglisiu
fuUsunsfiszor 1 Hadwnsnelududszam
Tudunds uandlunwd 1 uwasfuaainaunisi 1

Dose gradient (ther) =V

inter 22 Gy

inter 30 Gy .
aunsi 1

_ AaUsunnstauiunlasuusuiused
mtelr 22 Gy )
= & a v aa Y o [y

22 Gy Fadulsinausdndulssamlvdundaansa
Suldmuneasinay Ve, AoUSunmstauiunlasu
USuaussd 30 Gy FaluuSunaadnnvunves PTV
Tagan v N8 WARIDNIDMNIINTTANAIVDIUTUIN
$9d9n PTV gidudszamludundiliognsinga

11AN3
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AN 1 EuATNRUAD PTV, duawnefe dulszanivdunds, dudduns PTV v81890Unvuin 7 Jaans,

udvunfe dulszamlvdundweigvevnwuin 5 Tadwes, fle7me dulssamlvdundaianvuin

1 fadaswrunaulu wazdi@e v NNFTIUNUVBINTVYLVBULA PTV IU1A 7 DAALUAT Wagn15veIe

YaUAUBLEUUsTA AU LIR 5 Daduns webisuiulsinnsisyey 1 Sedwnsaelududssamlvdunds

FoudieSsdadaildlunsusyduununisinm
oA Andivtiannandgy (inverse paddick conformity:
IPCI), ArdwiiauatnturesUTuiussd (gradient
index: GI) wazAdrinuaiLaLoeUTINNS R
(homogeneity index: HI) auiaunnsii 2411
IPCl = (TVxV ATV?) aunsii 2

TV AeUsunnsveatvang, v Ao USunasiilasy
USHeused 100% uay v, AoUsunsvetuung
Flasuusunassdaudismun (@ 1PCl laAu 1.2
Fudunasifveusuldvesarvrivrsedsne
T59n81U18A351%)
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USHNUSa@nnnum way A AaUsumsnlasuUsuu
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yenanivimsissudisuUinasdfie sy
IraAgelasunIuAILULIIDs PTV Tagsunis
Cervical spine ldun n&uilousiimnaves
(constrictor muscles), #aan1115 (esophagus),
nasudes (larynx) wagasunn (oral cavity) AL
Thoracic spine laun “aene1s, #ila (heart)
wazvaanau (trachea) WazAILAUI Lumbar spine
IguA lavradnudneuaze (bilateral kidneys), anld
(bowel) wagtduUsza1vn19Ln (cauda equina)
srudensiUTeudiousiuau MUs Tuusazadedi
a1ouazafildlunisaisded (beam-on time)
WwitimsUsvananadildlunisane$edly Elements
anunITSnwlUg Eclipse WiefuInmIa1an
m’mﬁﬂumwymaﬂ gantry, dose rate hazdnwy
n3uéfures MLC ieaninluiiagiu Elements
Falallaunldassfianvivnedsnet Tsaneuia
#5519 Fedililansaussfiunaildlunisanesed
[ECREER

5. @afTidnagaU (Statistical analysis)
%mﬁzﬁsﬁa;ﬂamaaﬁaﬁmmﬁlﬁﬂmmmmmu
M35nw1938lUsuNTa IBM SPSS Statistics $u4 29.1.0
(IBM, Chicago, IL) WoSsudisuusunasedann
‘1?12\1 3 TPSs 1agld Friedman’s two-way ANOVA
AvuaszRuAIIdesufl 95% (p < 0.05) waz
sreunaildiuaads (mean), AGER (Max) uag
A1san (min) uenanfiluieuieuauuaneis
ag1alidedAgyneadfsynineglasld Pairwise
comparison post hoc $7uAU Bonferroni’s correc-

tion

NaN15ANY

Tunsfinuildmnisausunissnelugiae
ugiSauninszareluiinsegndundsiidsusig
doughnut-shaped 91u7U 5 AU lagilauiauaz
fums fauandluansiedl 2

P o ° I I3 ] q' o 1%
M139N 2 aﬂ“t%u%ﬁ@EJI‘EWLL@%]’IU’JUQU’JEJ&J%LS&LLWSﬂi%ﬁ]WﬂiﬂWﬂi%ﬂﬂﬁUMaﬁ

50813A gt U311A5984 PTV (cc): Aade (AAgn, Angegn)
Doughnut-shaped 5 107.45 (85.80, 134.75)
PTV locations
- Cervical spine 2 (40%) 111.30(108.48, 114.11)
- Thoracic spine 2 (40%) 110.28 (85.80, 134.75)
- Lumbar spine 1 (20%) 94.09
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dlofinnsandednsnissiunasi (passing rate)
YoIn19imesluliazunun1sin®) wuImn
W51 TLRO5UBIUNUNITE NI Elements® uay
Ectipse” {Julumuinasinnsty luvasiinisfines
PTV V30Gy wag IPCl U09lNUN1SSA¥I918 Preci-
sion® WULNUTILNES 60% (311U 3 Tu 5 W) way
40% (113w 2 Ty 5 wat) mudeu egnalsinulid
ANUUANFTENlitidARyTs passing rate lunn
Wdwes faandunisied 3

A15N5EYUSUIUSIFVBINUNITTAYING 3 TPSs §19

LERILUNINT 2 WaRasanaavealsunusdluliay
a & al a a o X

N1510MeSN T UNTU T ULARS I UA15199 4 fadl

1. msanasvaslsunaied Dose gradient (V)

NNSAIA VWU LHUA15EN 8101
W Eclipse™ uag Elements® TPS fuwalduad
ANuannsalunisanasveslsuusedn PTV 4

A91991 3 BRTINTHIUNUTVD AR NI TIALADITVBILKNUNTINY Eclipse”, Elements® uag Precision® TPS

p-value® (Post hoc with Bonferroni’s correction)

" Precision: Elements: Eclipse:  Global
IO y y y A Precision wag Precision Elements wag
(508@2) (So8az)  (So8@z) p-value
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PP AN

Afe Global p-value fldannisiuseutisumnuuanitsedeiivedifgnisaifvosns 3 TPS 6ag Friedman’s

two-way ANOVA (p < 0.05)

Bfie uand p-value MldvnnisiwSsuiisuanuuandtegefifod1Aynieaifisendnegdae post hoc with Bonferroni’s

correction (p < 0.05)

Anga: PTV: planning target volume, V30Gy: U350 5TleEused 30 138, IPCL: inverse paddick conformitiy index, Gl: gradient

index, Dxx cc: USunausadnusunng xx cc lasu
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(1226.62 to (-2074.34 to
(5844.62, (197600, (3674.40, 0.007 (3167.09 to T187.12)
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[0302) 0302)
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Afe Global p-value #lgannisissuiiisuauuanatses1eiiteddgnisanfvesis 3 TPS @ag Friedman’s two-way
ANOVA (p < 0.05)
Ao WasARAyduyTallazdInTeiu 95% 91nn15lY repeated measures ANOVA
Ao uans p-value MildannisiSeuiiisumnuuwanasegadiieddynisadfseninegde post hoc with Bonferroni’s
correction (p < 0.05)
Ada: PTV: planning target volume, V30Gy: USinsasilasussd 30 1nsd, IPC: inverse paddick conformitiy index, Gl: gradient

index, D : US1nauSa@nusuns xx cc a3y, Hi: homogeneity index, MU: monitor unit
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