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1
3 1
ICRP 2007
3 4,000 mGy
2 3% Table 1
3
11 26% 5 13%
4,000 mGy Table 2
ROC 2,672+1,473 mGy 21+24
1,666+1,602 mGy 30+19
1,177£735mGy  14+21
ROC 14421
Fig. 1-3
3
Table 1 Dskinmaxest ;1
**2 Gy 3Gy
Dskin max est Dskin max Dskin max falalal Gy
2 Gy est est Dskin max est
3Gy 4 Gy
cases (%) cases (%)  cases (%) cases (%)
95 81 (85) 12 (13) 2(2) -
(n = 534) 64 58 (91) 4 (6) - 2 (3)
375 369 (98) 6 (2) - -
Table 2 Dskin,max,est ;3
Do **2 Gy 3Gy
sian - max Dskin max Dskin max falalal Gy
est
2 Gy est est Dskin max est
3 Gy 4 Gy
cases (%) cases (%)  cases (%) cases (%)
43 18 (42) 7 (16) 7 (16) 11 (26)
(n=302) 39 25 (64) 7 (18) 2 (5) 5 (13)
224 191(85)  31(14) 2 (1) -
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4. IVR
/
A 7 CAG EVT ABL
A 11
253.0+13.2 puSv 257.0+43.1 uSv
3.0£0.35 mSv
3.5mSv 124.8+6.9 pSv
135.6+23.4 uSv 1.540.22 mSv
1.9 mSv 50.4%
48.0%
63% 40.6%

80.2%

39.6
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1 2
3 4
5 5
A
10
40
X
Table 1
C
CAG193 9 -28
PCI16.9 13 -22 EVT13 0
-4 ABL2.1 0 -5
39.6 28 -50 Figure 2
CAG 1135 42
155.3 PC1299.1 188.7 -401.8
EVT49.4 0 -2555 ABL60.3

0

Table 1

Bqg, Gy, Sv
X
34-1 A
-153.1 522.3 3225
-965.7 Figure 3
CAG 1135 42-155.3 PCI
299.1 188.7 -401.8 EVT49.4 0
-255.5 ABL 60.3 0 -1531
522.3 3225 -965.7
Figure 3
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412.3 pSv
3.0 mSv 3.1 mSv 3.05
mSv 50.4%
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5 2 18.2%
6 11 8 88.9%
79 6 545% 10 1 11.1%
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1 3 11
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4~64£F 9 (81.8)
7T~94F 0
108U & 0
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n=11
HH % (%)
BRI E O MR R DS MO H & HY) 9 (81.8%)
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IVR X CT

1 1

5

0.07 mmPb HF-350R
DOSIRIS
Sn
GD-352M RPLD
5
IVR CT 3
DOSIRIS 08mSv 0.2mSv 09mSv 0.9 mSv

05mSv 0.1mSv 0.5mSv 0.6 mSv
3.7mSv 10.1mSv 13.3mSv 3.2 mSv
DOSIRIS
CT
12 168 mSv
32%

CT
IVR




IVR
CT
B IVR
Table 1 IVR
RPLD-325Sn  RPLD-325Sn Finger Finger
Chest Head and neck DOSIRIS VISION (External) (Internal) N
Left | Right Left | Right (Left) (Right)
Hp(10) mSv Hp(10) mSv Hp(3) mSv Hp(3) mSv mGy mGy Hp(0.07) mSv Hp(0.07) mSv
Dr. 02 1.2 0.8 0.5 0.94 035 0.45 [ 0.32 37 0.4
RT.1 ND 0.1 ND ND 0.14 | 0.12 0.12 | 0.09 0.1 x
RT.2 ND ND ND ND 0.13 | 0.09 0.11 | 0.09 0.1 x
ND:RIERFLLT, x @ RAE
Table2 X CT
RPLD-325 Sn RPLD-325 Sn Fi
Chest Head andneck  DOSIRIS VISION (External) (Internal) ;:’gf‘;"
Left | Right Left | Right (Left)
Hp(10) mSv Hp(10) mSv Hp(3) mSv Hp(3) mSv mGy mGy Hp(0.07) mSv
RT.3 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.1 0.38 | 0.38 02210.19 10.1
RT.4 0.3 1.0 0.9 0.5 1.07 | 1.10 0.58 | 0.57 13.3
RT.5 0.2 1.4 0.9 0.6 1.05 | 1.07 0.50 | 0.50 32
1 2 CT DOSIRIS
3 6
2022 7 1 2022 RPLD
8 5
12
0.07 mmPb
HF-350R
22-4
DOSIRIS
Sn C
GD- IVR CT
352M RPLD Table 1
Table 2
5 DOSIRIS PRPD

1



cm 3mm
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mSv 0.4 mSv
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3
0.ImSv 0.3
mSv 0.2 mSv 0.3
mSv 1.0mSv 1.4 mSv DOSIRIS 0.2
mSv  0.9mSv 0.9 mSv
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Figure 1 IVR
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1 N=371
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87
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5.1

232
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380 340
R2-039 89.5%

N=340

29 70 20.6
30 39 128 37.6
40 49 84 247
50 59 53 156

208 61.2
129 37.9

166 48.8
78 229
34 100
17 5.0
39 115

6 18

B =0094 p=0042 H
2 A B K B=0134 p=0004 |
M 0.65 B=0179 p=
A L 0.001 J B=0146 p=
0.006 K B
=0.354 p<0.001 3



A 0.396™
B 0.405™
C 0.378™
D 0.390™
E 0.411™
F 0.364™
G 0.379™
H 0.483™
| 0.541™
J 0.520™
K 0.550™
L 0.636™
** p < 0.01
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