ERNOEFREICETEV YT OMEREDRE

MHEBEAERE 2 — B O 1= (Saito Hitoshi)
(LR NI N 7 NI = (PN VTN

[

FLEE MRS O MRS 7 11% . DERDFERT A1 2F9 755 SRE5 A0 DY —MEM B 4F72FIF (Field in ﬁeld)mé:ﬂ%
Vo285, FiFIEIL., 58 22T R IE R LRI R E 7o iR B3 — MRS S a ., A FL B ORI X <K rl e
bHHLEENTNHL?

[B8Y]
FLE RN T, HERIR A TS 7 D Oblique-On Board Imager (O-OBI) M &2 HrZ L, HER G
HNZLDZ VT O EREELAE KGR E 7Yy 7 DBIRMEIC OV TRFLT,

[x14:]
20174511 A 25201842 A £TICRkH E il:fng/y T, ﬁ{mf Tablé;a.lrg:;itr:;:i;lig?aracteristics o\l;tTe 7 patients
alues
MINZAT o To BB T4 2% T HINTEAT L7 (Table 1), AWFZEIL. BKHIE Postion (Right / Lef) 1/6
EEF A — B B2 OKRER QNS (7675), Age (Year) 65.12 % 6.99
Height (cm) 151.81 + 7.65
\ Weight (Kg) 59.32 + 9.41
[ 5ik] Field 45 (2-9)
HEIRIR & 1512, IRI 1 10 O-OBI & BINREZ L, LEm 4 s Ol Uoper 875 1-14)
45, Reference imagelZ. sHHCTIZLV{ERL L 7=Digitally Reconstructed I%Egtion Middle 3
Radiograph ; DRR) Hjf§ L. O-OBIE g L i U7, fENTE B i, 3= h%vxsr g
BREHEIEL T, 7AYo 2 =80 EF5 cm®DLiE (Upper, Lower) &, Fb wedge  Angke 15° 3
86 (Nipple) ) "7 U7 (Clip) Toh D, 7V~ & B & 1 O 8l & D FH B Angle 30° 1
- Data are presented as the mean * standard
bRFHTLIZ, deviation. or median (rance).
[ HRER= ]
ARHFZEIL . S RREEEEE (Clinac iX; Varian Medical System) & S #R 159 2 B3 & (Eclipse Ver.13.6) &

T To7-, £7-. B A 2 E (On—Board Imager Verl.6) Z T, Image Fllter 1%, 7 _TCContent Tf#
Mrid=,

[eatfiEtT]
Peason’ s correlation coefficient test or Spearman’s  correlation coefficient by rank test ZffHL . p < 0.05

AR AEEL,

[R5 3]

Table 212, HEKHRAIZ LD EHB BN HEEA 9, F7-, Table 312i1%. DRRE#EO-OBIEIZLHAL D
¥JfiEiz 797, L5H (Nipple) D AL-733.78 mmé b RKEL, RIZZY> 7 (Clip) 733.04 mmTédh -7z, Table 4ITfE
FIND & EED V7 OB EO MBI OFE 2R, Zhbdh, TAF6 N THIAEZY 7 TH E /2
BANd -7, 7R ED E TE (Upper, Lower) DA E72ABEIL. TATF 24 D HERD B,

Table 2. Results of the distance errors and rotation errors in bone match. Table 3. Results of the distance
Location Beams Distance (mm) Rotation(°) errors on skin surface.
Vit Lng Lat Degree Times Ratio (%) Uonar D'Sta;'C?eS(mm)

Vertebral 24.22 0.79 391 363 057 1557 64.67 PP '

. Nipple 3.78
Location

Data are presented as means. Lower 2.00
Clip 3.04

Data are presented as means.
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Table 4. Positive correlations between the clip errors and the skin surface as
mesured by the three locations

Patient Location Clip Corre_la_t lon Patient Indicator Clip Corre_la_tlon
coefficient coefficient
Upper n.s. 0.31 Upper n.s. 0.32
1 Nipple p <0.05 0.82 5 Nipple p <0.05 0.83
Lower n.s. 0.20 Lower n.s. 0.20
Upper n.s. -0.18 Upper p <0.05 0.57
2 Nipple  ns. -0.22 6 Nipple p <0.05 0.61
Lower n.s. 0.36 Lower p <0.05 048
Upper n.s. -0.02 Upper n.s. -0.17
3 Nipple p <0.05 0.86 7 Nipple p <0.05 0.54
Lower n.s. 0.40 Lower n.s. 0.24
Upper n.s. 0.32

4 Nipple p <0.05 0.93
Lower p <0.05 051
n.s.: not significant.

[&%2]

ARG TIT S THERIR A D, Vrtidl mmBPL FCHHI LNl DOOBHRFEIL, Off-lineffi > VC+4y&5&
Z BN, FIUCKT L CTIERIOOBIREE D J7iL. Lng, Lat, RotationZMERd TxAHDTH M2 E < On-linefii IF
WAEMEZZ BTz, £, 7V 7 130-0BIRE T\ EHKI3 mmD AL Tholz, Zivdk, HERRE CTHEGR A
EEs2ET HENIZ)y T OBFBMNS mmPANERY BIF CTho7-EE 2 H5b, LA, Seppenwoolde 5
VX0, S O MR MRS BN R EE R U7 17 C5~20 mmE L CTWDIEDD, D7)y 74 [ EEIK Al REMED B
EDIIE, A FTIE), itk ICEIK, AL TIE, H MR FICEZ2BE T mnn0 7))y 7 oL
BETL QU2 51 SIRTTEDS LR DM NN E THHEE X LD,

FLIAEZ V7 OF B72FRDFRD BV, LN E FBMENILENOZY 7 O F B BET L2035
2O, ZHIUZED TR ERF O CTHRE ORI O B By N7y 7 R0 | FLEADONLE A IE T I EHEIT20
BRI EA~ETLEZ 20N,

(2% ik - (X3E ]
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