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1. Purpose :

30 patients with uterine cervical cancer who had been treated at Departrment
of radiation Oncology of Korea university Hospital from June,1, 1994. to Dec-
ember. 31, 1994, were analyzed to the radiation field accuracy using verification
films.’

2. Methods and Materials :

30 patients were divided by 6 groups, 5 patients respectively :
Group @ : Standard physique, supine not-fixed
Group (@ : Standard physique, supine fixed
Group (@ : Obesity physique, supine, not-fixed
Group @ : Obesity physique, supine, not-fixed
Group (® : Obesity physique, prone, not—fixed
Group (® : Obesity physique, prone, fixed

All groups were taken verification fimls during the whole treatment period,
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and it compared with simulation films and portal fimls,
3. Results :

This results suggest that all patients should be immovilized and especially
obesity physique patients should be treated by prone position in order to reduce
radiation field discrepancy.

In addition, this results should help to prescribe appropriate safty margins for

patients simulation.
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o2 Fgel (FE 1o 2ol BAE 1) EFAA supine position A4 1A A ‘\’%% 2) ¥%
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supine position AH] 1A 5) ®]%F XA prone position A TASHA] %L 6) HT XZF prone
position 2 19 6Fo2 Tl 7tz sy oz o] Frisgt

NUMBER OF
GROUP CLASSIFICATION PATIENT A-P THICKNESS
1 Std physique supine p.none fixed 5 18cm-20cm
2 Std physique supine p.fixed 5 18cm-20cm
3 Obs physique supine p.none fixed 5 above 20cm
4 i Obs physiqde supine p.fixed 5 above 20cm
5 Obs physique prone p.none fixed 5 above 20cm
6 Obs physique prone p.fixed 5 above 20cm

{& 1) patient’s group
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B Qo] AT A=
1. Linear Accelerator =Clinac-1800 (VARIAN)
2. Simulator = Thosiba sLx-30A
3. Film =Kodak X-ray film(AX)
Kodak X-omat V-film
4. Cassette = Kodak X-omatic cassette
5. 32k 324717 = Mev-Green
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