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Abstract

The 42 patients with carcinoma of the cervix, performed intracavitary radiotherapy, were
:analysed the doses at points A and B comparing to the mghr prescription.

The doses at points A and B were calculated by PC-12 computer planning system.

Correlation coefficienty between doses at points A and B and the mghr prescription are 0. 82
«(p<0.001) and 0.90 (p<C0.001) respectively.

The slope of the point A line is 0.70 and the slope of the point B is 0.21.

Therefore, the dose at point A is approximately 3/4 the mghr prescription and the dose at
point B is approximately 1/4 the mghr precription.
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Fig. 1. Comparision of calculated doses at point

A and B to mghr prescription. (Linear,
least-square regression).
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