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Dose Contamination by Tangential Irradiation of Breast Cancer

Jong Gul Lee - Byung Jun Lee - Ho Soo Lee - Byung Je Lee
Dept. of Therapeutic Radiology, Ewha Woman's University Hospital

The use of primary breast irraditation with advantage of improved cosmesis in breast
cancer may be the potential risks of radiation for a change in the number of normal breast

cancers and lung fibrosis.

The magnitude of the scattered dose for a variety of radiation treatment techniques
from patient of breast cancer and phantom was measured by adequate dosimeters.

We can reduce the dose of the normal breast to treated with radiation by understand-
ing the factors contributing to the unwanted dose and by determining ways to decrease

this dose.
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Fig. 1 Two opposing tangential fields
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Fig. 6 Dose uniformity versus wedge angle
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Fig. 9 Port film exposure

2 F-2dAM 2em AgolA 2t oF 50%, 27
%o AFE ZaAE F Atk E ZAlorz
FH At Hol A9 E dFo] MM Fst
gor}, 6eme AU ohAl Mol FABE U
Buiglen, o= AHE Mg FA ¢
T AZFRLYE & 5 AT gt 4=
A Az HZAFE H2se] AT @
Moz Aue oz Y F 4 YA
(Fig. 10).

v. & =

Hell <l FzAe AFAFL A EA
o3 A& wedge filtere] ALS &%, A&
A



