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Table 1 : Number of Patients according to Ana-

tomic Sites of Treatment

Sites of Treatment Number of Patient
Abdomen 28
Brain 13
Chest 32
Extremity 3
Head & Neck 18
Pelvis 64
Spine 6

All Sites Combined 164
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Table 2 : Number of Patient for different Posi-

tion of Treatment

Site of Treatment | Supine | Prone |Lateral

Abdomen 27 1

Brain 11 2

Chest 32

Extremity 1 2

Head & Neck 18

pelvis 53 11

Spine 3 3

All Sites combined 145 17 2
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Table 3 : Degree of Misplacement and Average
Discrepancy for Different Anatomic

Sites of Treatment

) Average
Dgree Misplaced |
. Discrepancy (%)
Sites of Treaiment
Range |Average
Smm 10mm

(mm) | (mm)

Brain 0.4-5.5 3.2 85 15
Head $ Neck 0.6-6.3 3.0 83 10
Chest, 05-83| 34 75 25
Abdomen 0.5-8.6 2.7 93 7
pelvis 0.5-8.1 2.8 83 17

Extremities(Spine)| 0.7-7.2 4.7 56 44

catel WAe FARE Atz
0.5mm-7.0mm ©] %} T}
mmo])d—o] 73TE M;q]z«)cd ox
$7b Bk meba Smol Q)
2 oy 16492 309, = 1

138

A7b 2@ Holth xRl wWE 23
YL E(FIG 3-FIG 8)o) 1}ERN Stk
o BRAIN
0 Il supive [N PRONE
ol
o1 12 20 o4 5 56 o7 13 o9
WORST(mm)
" HEAD & NECK
7 BXsoeine @ pRONE
84

WORST(mm)

CHEST

222 suping

No

PRONE

84 7

T34 4% 55 67 78 89
WOCRST mm



ABD

A
A

2. gizdoll ot

]

Lxte|

HI

No
sae] ARl ool BN® AW FFeAE
supine T PRONE
104 ol&tel A= 3.3mm, 11-204} 2.7mm, 21-30
A 2.5mm, 31-404] 2.4mm, 41-504] 3.1mm, 51-60
9 A 2.3mm, 61-704 3.5mm, 714 olAelAE 4.7
i mol itk webd dzel @2 oA WL =
8 8
. E A BAE Holx ¥Urh(TABLE 4, FIG 9).
. B e
Y |
= * | Table 4 : Degree of Misplacement and Average
= i |
! } == ! ‘/ /'_/1 discreparicy for Different Age Groups
. ¥ y . : : -'_ B Lk Average
01 2 23 34 4:’? 58 67 7-3 89 . Average _ g
WCRET(mm) Age of Patient ] Discrepancy
e 6 Discrepancy
Fig . Smm | 10mm
PELVIS -10 3.3 3 1
No 11-20 2.7 4 3
BAsupine  TEJPRONE 21-30 2.5 1
31-40 2.4 13 4
21
/A 41-50 3.1 25 5
&\\W 51-60 2.3 52 | 8
§ |' \ 61-70 3.5 31 5
—Eq 71-80 4.7 5 4
ot 134 | 30
¥ ; = —
5 Vo a2 s Va=— Vo n V-l on AGE
01 12 23 3¢ 4§ 56 67 18 89 WORST(mm)
WCRST(mm) ’
Fig 7. 84
o SPINE
BEXsupine [T PRONE
2
\\\\\\\ 1 1 1 a
| P AGE
A = W 3 Fig 9.
\ e = \
JAN 22 ) - % mn
0 v v 3 R T = Sl = T =]
01 12 2-3 34 45 56 67 78 89 3. RZApMIot A0} W MHE 2Xjof 24
WORST{mm -
i M zAA o he @it Al SUPINE 2.9m,
g .

139



Table 5 : Degree of Misplacement for Different
Position of Treatment

o Degree

Position of ) )
No. of Patient | Misplaced(mm)
Treatment
Range |Average

Supine 145 0.5-8.6 2.9
Prone 17 0.6-6.4 2.3
Lateral 2 5.6-7.1 6.3
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Table 6 : Degree of Misplacement for different

Direction of Treatment

. . Degree
Direction of

No. of Patient Misplace (mm)

Treatment

Range |Average
AP-PA 122 0.5-8.3 2.8
Lateral 42 0.5-8.6 3.3
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Table 8 : Type of Discrepancies according to An-

atomic Site of Treatmetn

Site of Treatment 1 2 3 1+3 3+4 244 1+3
Abdoment (28) 2 1 8 13 4
Brain (13) 5 8
Chest (32) 3 5 15 9
Extremity ( 3) 1 2
Heand & Neck

(18) 10 2 2 1 3
Pelvis (64) 5 16 36 6 1
Spine (6)y 4 2

Total (164) 30 1 43 66 1 6 17

2 : Field Malrotation
4 : Block Malposition

1 : Field Malposion
3 . Patient Malpositon
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