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Jaw setting (cm)  Irradiated field Equivalent  Average Y
Field description Field number dimension (cm) of irradiated  value, Y
X Y Width  Length &2 (cmR
Rotated square 1 8.5 8.5 6 6 6 4.3
2 14.1 14.1 10 10 10.0 7.1
3 212 21.2 15 15 15.0 10.6
4 28.3 28.3 20 20 20.0 19.1
5 38.2 38.2 27 27 27.0 19.1
Diamond 6 6 10 5.5 5.0
7 6 15 6.3 7.5
8 6 25 7.5 12.5
9 6 40 8.1 20.0
10 15 10 8.6 5.0
11 25 10 10.6 5.0
12 40 10 12.0 5.0
13 10 15 8.6 7.5
14 10 25 10.6 12.5
15 10 40 12.0 20.0
16 25 15 13.6 7.5
17 40 15 16.3 7.5
18 15 25 13.6 12.5
19 15 40 16.3 20.0
Rotated rectangle 20 11.3 11.3 6 10 7.5 5.3
21 14.8 14.8 6 15 8.5 6.1
22 219 219 6 25 9.2 6.8
23 325 325 6 40 9.5 74
24 17.7 17.7 10 15 11.9 8.5
25 24.7 24.7 10 25 13.6 10.1
26 354 354 10 40 14.1 11.3
27 28.3 28.3 15 25 18.2 13.3
28 38.9 38.9 15 40 19.5 15.4
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TaBLE 1I. Measured and calculated relative output factors at d,, (1.5 cm) of

& %1‘%1[5 T 57201, a & MV beam for the same MLC-shaped test patterns as outlined in Table L.
Calculated values are based on Eq. (3)
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| 0.958 0.965 0.057 0.7 —0.1
%z@g@ 5.0cm @ﬁ’:ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%jﬁrﬁ%bh 2 0.995 0.999 0.990 0.4 —0.3
3 1031 1.032 1.031 0.1 0.0
4 1.057 1.054 1.053 —03 0.4
< , 18MV @ PSF % BIJR

b % 5 1.074 1.072 1.071 —02 —03
6 0.939 0.958 0.960 2.0 2.2
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e . . 8 0.974 0.977 0,983 03 0.9
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2.6% & +3.4%LIHN T EERE % 15 1009 1013 1.022 04 13
16 1017 1.023 1.012 0.6 ~05
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20 0.973 0.976 0.971 03 —0.2
FITIT TR LTV, Palta, 21 0,983 0.985 0.981 0.2 —0.2
2 0.9935 0.992 0.993 —0.3 —0.2
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