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Fig 3. The results of Dose Volume Histogram
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The comparison of treatment planning between stereotactic
radiosurgery planning systems

Ki Hwan Kim', Moon June Cho’, Jun sang Kim’, Jae Sung Kim"
Kyo Chul Shin, Jhin Kee Kim', Young Kee Oh®, Dong Hyeok Jeong'
Jeung Kee Kimﬂ, Hyong Geun YunT, Hyoung Cheol Kwon'

In Kyu Park®, Sun Rock Moon", Won Joo Hur”

Department of Therapeutic Radiology, College of Medicine,
*Chungnam National University Hospital, Taejon, Korea
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T Chonbuk National University Hospital, Chonju, Korea
S Kyungpook, National University Hospital, Taegu, Korea
”Wonkwang University Hospital, Tksan, Korea
1]Dong-A University Hospital, Puasan, Korea

We analyze the relation of dose volume histogram, conformity index and
homogeneity index based on RTOGS005 for treatment planning result between framed
based stereotactic radiosurgery(SRS) system and frameless SRS/T system to verify
the difference of two systems in the intracranial target. There is same treatment
planning result by two treatment planning systems.

Key words: Stereotactic radiosurgery, Conformity Index, Homogeneity Index
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