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Table 1. IMRT Tough Water RTP
cGy  

RTP (FOCUS) Farmer 
Max. dose Min. dose Ave. dose C. Point 

dose 

 
measurement 

Dev. % 
Ave. dose 

Dev. % 
Point dose 

A 354.05 301.95 331.14 334.56 324.88 - 1.98 - 2.98 
B 354.37 314.79 342.35 353.97 342.96 0.18 - 3.21 
C 329.11 267.74 304.73 305.37 300.33 - 1.47 - 1.68 
D 329.74 282.95 312.47 321.58 309.89 - 0.83 - 3.77 
E 351.89 233.00 303.02 301.23 298.21 - 3.35 - 2.74 

 
RTP (FOCUS) PinPoint 

Max. dose Min. dose Ave. dose C. Point 
dose 

 
measurement 

Dev. % 
Ave. dose 

Dev. % 
Point dose 

A 338.26 316.95 332.86 334.56 323.70 - 2.83 - 3.35 
B 353.32 342.53 352.81 353.97 347.62 - 1.49 - 1.83 
C 311.89 289.74 304.09 305.37 301.25 - 0.94 - 1.37 
D 327.26 305.05 319.19 321.58 308.37 - 0.26 - 1.01 
E 325.29 270.79 302.44 301.23 307.71 1.71 2.10 
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