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A time arrangement of ®Co sources is computed to give an optimum dose distribution in the
intracavitary irradiation of carcinoma of the uterine cervix. Simple criteria are used for the determination
of the optimum, they are:

1) Dose at any point in target volume is greater than Dy.min.

2) Dose at any point in organs at risk is less than Dc.max.

3) Making average dose to the organs at risk (Dg.ave) 2s small as possible, under the above
two conditions.

To fulfil the first condition approximately, many samplings (35 points) are done from a surface of
an area in which the target volume is assumed to be located. Similarly, samplings (40 points) for the
organs at risk are performed from the closest surface of the organs to the sources.

Since conditions (1) and (2) represent two contradictory requirements in nature, two kinds of
optimum solutions are obtained, according to whether condition (1) or (2) is most important, When

condition (1) is most important, then the obtained solution is:
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A) The solution which minimizes the value of Dc.ave with the preset wvalues of De_pay and
Dr.min. When conditions (1) and (2) contradict each other, then condition (2) is ignored.

On the other hand, if condition (2) is most important, then the solution is:

A
B) The solution giving maximum value of Di.min (Diomin) with the preset value of De_max,
up to which conditions (1) and (2) do not contradict each other.

Some properties of these solutions are examined, which result in the following conclusions:

1) To assess accurately the region of infiltration is quite important, especially to reduce the

average dose to the organs at risk.

2)  The value of ﬁ;,_mtn depends largely on the poor local configuration—i.e., the so-called hot

spot—determined by the locations of the organs at risk, the target volume and the sources.

A~
3) Although the value of Dc.ave is quite large for the solution of Dy.min, it can be greatly

reduced only by presetting Dy_mia slightly smaller than ]/)\l.-min.

&Iz

FEIR B EE CHBERNBE LTV
THY, 7¥v AEHRIT X5 RERNIBS & S8R
&R AR BERE PIE T LT 5.
—Ji i R R R X A R B LT b
L ORI EH S o255, Lk, CT 0
PRz, WHFHEEZ AR XI5 T
B, FEOIEN D LSRR e VW -2
MEC X BEEBHEC O W T oS, HENAS
T2 5 X5 inste. Lo LA 1
HEMBOPTERE F 72 S h T3,
EHRET L HEEELS L OO AERY
ANTEEENT L D EEZ HRb,

FEHitkr RET HERTELRAT B &

a) MRS OEES 7c & @ physical factor® ~®
b)) &I & B R 7 £ o biological
factor'?) ~10)13) 20)

c) i, OME, WIHERE L o patho-
logical factor'®~'®
ENRETFLRL, EERRYIET S,
NHERFHECBREOEEM Y H o T BT D
W, TEABETMBECREREY D LT LT,
—D— DB D T LR E S L 51
A5, WATEBGEC X 5BEEOHE—~SFL L
T, ¥ physical factor #EE b HIF, “Co 1Tk
% RERIRSH DB & O Bk R oy x5 5 fod D
B FHRREEL o\ THRET R R A .

COMECH LT, Hoo UHHEE Licias
MR ST R B LT H5E 2T X
CHWBRBPY, L, BLhBMHIAEHT
B B IDEDIIINCARTE T B I O F 7k o
HETAY, BEWEEoFRRY T H DI, &6
FTLb, BERITIE I,

ARGTIL, SELE C O ARl R R & P e
52T OB SR & A oAl B T T A
SERMEAIRA L, ORI LB 5h Ay
FAWT, 52 bR N BRIEOA,
KONRE, PEEROMIR, b, ) 0
T, REROREREY S ¥ TRELHRDE
HOh, BHWEN, RIEME~DOPERRFRE A &
CECTHRBMTES B EVCHMERME, Abe
-, physical factor OFF->EEM: I\ THEGE
f15.

Fio, AFETIL, tumor control LIFEHFEO
BEORED, TNTHEERITFOHKLTHS LI
FELTWHS,

L AR & RERN

WR RO BRIERRSR DAL, IR, #2230 ofE
VB Ut ZE R RO 2 2 P8 T % Fo b V{8 L
ey, AR O 3&METHS.

D RRECEALENRE S RE3sEH) To
A, FEHERARE (O Dime &T%)
LlEET5.

2)  REEMRSS LA PRI (RE40M@FT



WRFB54F 9 H25H

T ORI B PE RS i (U Demas &
T%) LT &35,

3) ki (D~ @O0 T cEis Lo
RFELTO B0 FEfE B Deave 215)
PEE T 5.

S CDWEFEH L - HRAOEED S To
e EA, EER TR S THREERL E &7
B ERHAEELCWE. Tokw, AR EONM
M, RELFE L ER (b \ R e o
CETEE 2 BRAEED odT, HFE»HOMHE
BERELARE W EBLhAEMD HBEIND. [
gk OO, PUERRS L E L FEIRNOER
DET BRESRBRTRCE VT, MR
PITFEisa s txABE LTS, ZTokd,
FHOAMBENL, MCRIERRR & E L EHK (b5
W IRGERRR A T oz Eir £ 2 BB HEIED
OHT, FHFICE ST\ IR HEE RS,

(D& @EEWICHR T HHE X FF - 24
THY, EbbEREEMEERS Mk -THEL
NARENRIL S, & (DREE LSS, T
o TH % Bt Demaxy Diomin OfEZER T, 4
(D~ @xii-THORHIAALRD. &
DEE, bL (DE @QBECIEFETIE &
# @QOEBERSh, & (DE G HMMHRD
Hha. MCEt @QBLLTHEIT S & Lzl
&, BiboTEHEZ LI Demar OEX T,
(D& @)D &h:p Tz FJF Ly §ifl C,
Dimia ® L B85 BKAME (W Dinim £35)
HEHEL, §HhR®THEOLEOMNFRENS.

= =T therapeutic gain O3 7 oS o
B A RHET B, RKOBEEZEL LS.

€ =Dimia/Do-aves €=Di.mio/max {D( rep}

2D (rop) BPEMBEALOBRETHS.
g Logll, FhEh, WEMSEE SO TR
RO KR RAR B R FEE . U B oL &
HOBESBAELLTWD, Chbld, &b
TWREfe M E D K&/l i AT h D,
AT S O Fed: % J B it g,>1 Tl
s B,

847—(13)

S (DFEELSE, 8 *Th - T BE
Licd AL T 5 & 5§l (2 0%
PIRT eI L 2124 <) Db LT vk T 5
A HNA, Offul, ST B E D -
OfEE G215 v FHE b LT, RIEME
~DEEREAY B e BThD. Tkt
@)% EE Licif, 8 KW T5@NED
N5, ZofiE, BESRCEENELE, U
T Deumax LR B\ < BT H K & feifd 2 I 7E
B brTdhEbiv b To8E81T, BFEL
B 5 ko therapeutic gain 52 5, ¥, g
DIRHKAH R

go-max =Dy_min/Dc.max
PRI T ORI LT 5.

IL & & €

PR OB S ek, k=1, 2.0 Ns (cm), FD
ey Ce (CI), [RGRFMEt: (Sec) L33 E,
R ONLE r TOREIE

D ( ?)zézxk e (Ta; ),

B 1L Xe=Cy » t

i, fk(rse; r) irkEHEO ©Co HiFCH
7% KrpT o attenuation factor T 4. EE
Co <1y F (Imme x Imm)AFH\Twb S A
b e VT, tandem, JRUF ovoid PYoOFRIFIL L ~
— DO EHE & 2 LTHEER b T B0 %
OE, fe (rae; 1)=F(|Ta— 1 |) THEXB
ha. BL (] 7)) 3K T IC © *Co s
B b rem iR AfLE COMER (radfsec) 23
b, ZORPUOEEIC O WTIRIICHET 5T
ETVHH, AT 5, MR
ZEEL, £(]r|) & LT Shalek &oF &k
B L.
ﬁ%%%ﬁt%@ﬁﬁﬁ@%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁ
Ao, i=1, 2, e , Np, Tojp j=1, 2, weeee
Ne, 295 &, &4 (i

D ( -l:u)=§i]xk «f (] _f'GSk—_"‘: | Y=Dr.min

i:;], 2, ...... . N
G (@
¥

D (¥e)=EXe+f (| Tse=t |)=Do-mes



848—(14)

%k (3
1

— LD ( r ¢ )—>Minimum

Ne
i,

BIR, RRIA R, ¥ X OPERES S R OAE
BTNTHTD o THE MDD ETE L, HD
FHEG, RoFoGHitERMEL#< = L
T5.

S
EAH' Xe=By, j=1, 2, «oresy M
k=1
ng{), k:l, 2, ...... . NS
OFT
Ns
F=2Cc+ Xy

k=1
DOER/MEZ RSB, & 21T Ay, By, Ce i, Dimins

Do-maxs T ks Friy Foy ROME £ (1)) KXo
TEEHEHTHD, MG T 5544
FChs. PWHFHEMECMEIC VTR, %<
ORI EN T B, o4 EHERY I © 5
Ly V7 vy 7 AERRG, BEELHLELS
M 2 3500, SREEHE % 5/me T
5.
L. Ef&p—I

HEA~D tandem D ARSI LY Brlcl ¥
DIRDOETH 5.5 b, B OFE DTN & 85%E
L, WEMEE LTERYEA THE LR,
a) JEEER & ARIRALE

~y FEWCKECERE OFETT M vil, K5
FHECXE, &), <y FECEEHAC Zi
L% FROMBIEERTHLY, HEMIT
i% tandem 23{fifih & —F T HPEEMEL, ST
BOC—HT A BT AARE L, 1, 4
FERDG, FECHA L tandem 04 F T
%, FMERC 5 SOMIFELEE L, oveid Eo
frfE (£1.5, —0.5, 0) (cm) wfEB & L=,
b)) JEELE

tandem CHERICY) - W, WM THB &
REL, FEHADORA LM, Fig. 1 o a), b), c)
DRERTHRBEME T AD Lic. HL, i§4em
DHRRIER & T FREHEF CRIBESHE 2 P 4188

HABSERERESME $40% $o%

(b) ()

e -

\;,7 v < 2 s,j
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Table I Dependence of solutions givining g,.m.x on tandem source locations and shapes of lesion.
Here depth means the tandem length inserted in the cervical canal. The source number and it
location are shown in Fig. 4. These solutions are obtained by presetting De.max=1000 rad, and

FREFEHRMRFEQMERE 408 HoF

AN
the values of Dy_p;, are correct within 0.5% of Dc_max, i.€.,7+5 rad.

Source Intensity (Ciesec)

Depth Ovoid Tandem Dc.ave | Da-ave f)\x._mi o | gomax
(em) 1 2 1 2 3 4 5 (rad) | (rad) | (rad)

0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1892 675 967 250 | 0.250
1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1946 684 | 1242 310 | 0.310

1.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1953 671 | 1465 79 | 0.379

2.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1952 648 | 1555 469 | 0.469

2.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1957 619 | 1468 590 | 0.590
~| 3.0 91 91 245 0 0 0 | 1791 678 | 1300 729 | 0.729
~ | _35 211 211 450 0 0 n | 1692 742 | 1186 902 | 0.902
&40 0 0 | 1032 132 0 0 | 1597 302 | 113 | 1081 | 1.081
| 45 0 0 908 576 95 13 | 1424 361 277 | 1207 | 1.207
5.0 322 322 581 269 539 86 | 1207 900 | 1877 | 1254 | 1.254

5.5 306 306 599 373 461 358 999 900 | 1870 | 1256 | 1.255

6.0 311 311 599 418 479 483 897 900 | 1364 | 1252 | 1.252

5.5 251 251 695 488 472 667 710 899 | 1362 | 1249 | 1.249

7.0 316 316 609 547 485 | 1084 i 809 | 1371 | 1251 | 1.251

0.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1892 675 967 336 | 0.336

1.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1956 688 | 1248 435 | 0.435

1.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1955 672 | 1467 558 | 0.558

2.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1955 649 | 1558 736 | 0.736

2.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 | 1956 619 | 1467 961 | 0.961

~1 3.0 0 119 0 44 4 0 | 1893 611 | 1275 | 1177 | 1.177
|35 0 | 1050 0 0 141 322 | 1255 794 | 1336 | 1241 | 1.241
&[40 0 975 0 0 779 117 | 1006 821 | 1423 | 1254 | 1.254
| 45 0 981 0 0 917 217 818 816 | 1420 | 1256 | 1.256
5.0 0 939 0 0 | 1115 0 947 813 | 1401 | 1252 | 1.252

5.5 0 | 1047 0 0 | 1049 718 0 795 | 1352 | 1248 | 1.248

6.0 0 954 0 470 810 690 0 825 | 1403 | 1248 | 1.248

6.5 0 942 0 618 807 613 0 830 | 1413 | 1247 | 1.247

7.0 0 972 0 593 | 1053 307 0 821 | 1396 | 1245 | 1.245

0.5 0 923 0 0 0 41 742 549 706 | 1782 | 1.782

1.0 0 889 0 0 0 9 933 622 946 | 1809 | 1.809

1.5 0 871 0 0 7 | 11209 0 652 | 1050 | 1811 | 1.811

2.0 0 888 0 27 | 1009 0 0 624 953 | 1810 | 1.810

.5 0 857 0 62 | 1150 0 0 673 | 1123 | 1809 | 1.809

~1 3.0 0 813 0 15 | 1465 0 0 746 | 1378 | 1803 | 1.803
© 1 3.5 0 904 0 955 0 0 0 602 880 | 1805 | 1.805
&40 0 889 0 | 1039 0 0 0 625 959 | 1809 | 1.809
| 4.5 0 871 0 | 1136 0 0 0 625 | 1051 | 1811 | 1.811
5.0 0 853 8 | 1227 0 0 0 679 | 1145 | 1809 | 1.809

5.5 0 832 1 | 1358 0 0 0 713 | 1264 | 1808 | 1.808

6.0 0 811 0 | 1489 0 0 0 749 | 1388 | 1803 | 1.803

6.5 0 798 57 | 1497 0 0 0 764 | 1441 | 1790 | 1.790

7.0 0 790 127 | 1457 0 0 0 769 | 1457 | 1776 | 1.776
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Fig. 10 Dependence of Dc.gye on Dp_min. Here
shape and location of lesion are same as that
used in case 3. Results are obtained by set-
ting De_jnax=1000 rad and 2c¢cm in length of
tandem source insertion.
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