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Abstract

Background: Interstitial brachytherapy (ISBT) is an optional treatment for locally advanced gynecological tumours
for which conventional intracavitary brachytherapy (ICBT) would result in suboptimal dose coverage. However, ISBT
with Martinez Universal Perineal Interstitial Template (MUPIT), in which ~10-20 needles are usually applied, is more
time-consuming and labor-intensive than ICBT alone, making it a burden on both practitioners and patients.
Therefore, here we investigated the applicability of a combined intracavitary/interstitial (IC/IS) approach in
image-guided adaptive brachytherapy for bulky and/or irregularly shaped gynecological tumours for which
interstitial brachytherapy (ISBT) was performed.

Methods: Twenty-one consecutive patients with gynecological malignancies treated with computed tomography-guided
ISBT using MUPIT were analyzed as cases for this dosimetric study. For each patient, the IC/IS plan using a tandem and
1 or 2 interstitial needles, which was modeled after the combined IC/IS approach, was generated and compared with
the IS plan based on the clinical ISBT plan, while the IC plan using only the tandem was applied as a simplified control.
Maximal dose was prescribed to the high-risk clinical target volume (HR-CTV) while keeping the dose constraints of D2cc

bladder < 7.0 Gy and D2cc rectum < 6.0 Gy. The plan with D90 HR-CTV exceeding 6.0 Gy was considered acceptable.

Results: The average D90 HR-CTV was 77%, 118% and 140% in the IC, IC/IS and IS plans, respectively, where 6 Gy
corresponds to 100%. The average of the ratio of D90 HR-CTV to D2cc rectum (gain factor (GF) rectum) in the IC,
IC/IS and IS plans was 0.8, 1.3 and 1.5 respectively, while GFbladder was 0.9, 1.4 and 1.6, respectively. In the IC/IS plan,
D90 HR-CTV, GFrectum and GFbladder exceeded 100%, 1.0 and 1.0, respectively, in all patients.

Conclusions: These data demonstrated that the combined IC/IS approach could be a viable alternative to ISBT for
gynecological malignancies with bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours.
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Background
Interstitial brachytherapy (ISBT) is a choice of curative
treatment for locally advanced gynecological tumours
with extension to the lateral parametria and/or lower va-
ginal wall, for which intracavitary brachytherapy (ICBT)
would result in suboptimal dose coverage [1]. Accordingly,
we have been treating patients with locally advanced cer-
vical tumours and other gynecological malignancies using
in-room and in-situ computed tomography (CT)-guided
adaptive high dose rate (HDR) ISBT with Martinez Uni-
versal Perineal Interstitial Template (MUPIT, Nucleotron)
[2]. However, ISBT with MUPIT, in which ~10-20 needles
are usually applied, is more time-consuming and labor-
intensive than ICBT alone, making it a burden on practi-
tioners. Moreover, patients receiving this treatment also
must bear the hardship of keeping interstitial needles im-
planted for several days. Besides, facilities at which ISBT is
routinely performed are limited in Japan [3]. These aspects
have prompted us to explore alternative treatment strat-
egies for bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours.
The recent development of technologies in image-

guided adaptive brachytherapy (IGABT) has enabled the
integration of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) or CT
images into the treatment planning process [4-6]. This
has resulted in the adaptive target concept, with dose
volume assessment balancing constraints for the clinical
target volume (CTV) and organs at risk (OARs). In
2011, Pötter et al. reported the long-term results of 156
cervical cancer patients treated with chemoradiotherapy,
demonstrating an overall 3-year local control rate of
92% for locally advanced tumours (>5 cm) treated with
the MRI-guided combined intracavitary/interstitial (IC/
IS) approach [7]. This indicates that the image-guided
combined IC/IS approach with a few interstitial needles
could be a viable alternative to ISBT with MUPIT in the
treatment of bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours.
Therefore, here we performed a dosimetric study to ex-
plore the applicability of the CT-guided combined IC/IS
approach in patients with gynecological malignancies
with bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours, who were
actually treated with CT-guided ISBT with MUPIT.

Methods
Twenty-one consecutive patients with gynecological
malignancies treated with CT-guided adaptive HDR
ISBT with MUPIT using iridium-192 source at Gunma
University Hospital between April 2008 and February
2013 were selected by IRB-approved retrospective chart
review. Fourteen of them (67%) were cervical cancer pa-
tients. The rest included vaginal cancer (3 patients),
uterine endometrioid cancer (3 patients) and ovarian
cancer (1 patient). Among them, 10/14, 1/3, 3/3 and 1/1
patients with cervical, vaginal, uterine endometrioid
and ovarian cancer had recurrent tumours. Although
these cases were heterogeneous in terms of primary
tumour site and whether they were primary diseases or
recurrences, they had the commonality of developing
bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours in the uterine
cervix or vaginal stump and/or parametrium. Hence,
they were considered to be favorable hypothetical cases
of locally advanced cervical cancer, which has the indi-
cation for the IC/IS approach in the clinic. For example,
a recurrent ovarian cancer case showed an intrapelvic
tumour with bilateral parametrial involvement predom-
inantly in the right side (Additional file 1: Figure S1).
Average ± standard deviation (SD) of high-risk CTV
(HR-CTV) in the present study was 60 ± 32 cm3, which
was similar to the values of patients with locally ad-
vanced cervical cancer treated with combined IC/IS by
the Utrecht group (66 ± 34 cm3) [8]. Moreover, in our
study, the distance between the tandem and the outer
contour of HR-CTV was 30 mm or greater in all cases.
The Utrecht group employed a distance of 30 mm as
cutoff value for adding interstitial needles to the usual
applicator consisting of the tandem and ovoids in
IGABT for locally advanced cervical cancer [9]. Accord-
ingly, the Vienna group reported that a distance of
25 mm in the plane of point A and that of 35 mm at
ring level could be covered by sufficient dose using only
the intracavitary part of the Vienna applicator [10]. To-
gether, these data suggest that the cases selected in the
current study were typical of extended tumours for
which ISBT is recommended.
Application of the tandem, an endovaginal cylinder with

MUPIT and interstitial needles was performed under in-
room and in-situ CT guidance. Detailed procedure of the
actually performed ISBT was previously described [2]. Tar-
get delineation was performed on CT images taken by an
in-room CT scanner with reference to MRI images taken
just before brachytherapy. The contours of HR-CTV, rec-
tum and bladder were delineated according to the GEC-
ESTRO recommendations [4].
We aimed to assess the applicability of a plan using

the tandem and a few interstitial needles (IC/IS plan) as
a viable alternative to the actually performed ISBT plan
using MUPIT (IS plan). For this purpose, the IC/IS plan
was generated on the CT image used for the actual ISBT
treatments in each patient using the PLATO Brachyther-
apy Planning System (ver.14.3.6, Nucletron) or Oncentra
(ver.4, Nucletron). For the IC/IS plan, the number of
interstitial needles used for source loading was set at 1
or 2, taking the burden of needle application for the
practitioners into consideration. Interstitial needles lo-
cated at the edge of the extended part of HR-CTV were
selected from needles implanted with MUPIT (9–18
needles; median, 14) based on visual inspection. One
needle was used in 17 cases with unilaterally extended
tumours, while 2 needles were selected in 4 cases with
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bilaterally extended tumours. Needles implanted in
laterodorsal positions were most frequently selected
(Figure 1), consistent with a previous report showing
95% of locally advanced cervical cancer cases treated
with the Utrecht applicator received needle implant-
ation in laterodorsal positions [8]. This suggests the au-
thenticity of the positions of the needles selected in the
current study as those used for the combined IC/IS ap-
proach. The IC plans, with only the tandem used for
source loading, were generated as simplified controls
since treatment plans with ovoids or a ring applicator
with a tandem have large diversity in the spatial dispos-
ition of the applicators.
In the treatment planning for each of the IC, IC/IS

and IS plans, the highest possible dose was prescribed to
HR-CTV while keeping the dose constraints for rectum
and bladder. Comparison of dose volume parameters for
HR-CTV between the plans while keeping the same dose
constraints for the OARs helps clarify the dosimetric
gain of the plans. We have previously investigated late
rectal complications in cervical cancer patients treated
with EBRT plus ICBT, showing that the average total
EQD2 (α/β = 3.0) for D2cc rectum in cases with late rec-
tal complications and those without was 69 and 57 Gy,
respectively. Based on these findings, here we set the
dose constraint for rectum at D2cc < 6 Gy, which results
in total EQD2 of 59 Gy when the Japanese standard
treatment regimen for advanced cervical cancer (30 Gy/15
fractions of whole pelvic irradiation followed by 20 Gy/10
fractions of EBRT with midline block and 4 sessions of
ICBT) was employed [11]. There has been no concrete
evidence so far regarding the dose constraint for bladder
using the Japanese treatment regimen. However, several
Figure 1 Frequency of interstitial needles used in the IC/IS plan
per needle location. Relative locations of the needles to the
tandem in a transverse plane were plotted in steps of 30 degrees.
Twenty-five needles in 21 patients were used.
European groups have revealed that the tolerability of
bladder to radiotherapy is relatively higher than that of
rectum [7,8]. In reference to their data, we set the dose
constraint for bladder at D2cc < 7 Gy.
D90, the most significant dose volume parameter for

local control in IGABT for cervical cancer [12], was used
to assess HR-CTV coverage. We previously reported
DVH analysis of ICBT for cervical cancer, in which CT
images taken just before ICBT were superimposed on
the 3-dimensional treatment plan of ICBT [13]. The
study demonstrated that ′tumour volumes′ almost cor-
responding to the current HR-CTV in GEC-ESTRO rec-
ommendations [5] receiving less than a total of 24 Gy in
4 fractions were significantly larger in patients with local
recurrence than in those with local control. Based on
these data, here, a plan showing D90 HR-CTV higher
than 6 Gy while keeping the dose constraints for the
OARs was considered acceptable.
To clearly understand the dosimetric gain of a plan, gain

factor (GF) was defined as the ratio of D90 HR-CTV to
D2cc of rectum and bladder, respectively: GFrectum = D90
HR-CTV/D2cc rectum, GFbladder = (D90 HR-CTV/D2cc

bladder) × 7/6. In the present study, 6 Gy for D2cc rectum
and 7 Gy for D2cc bladder were employed as dose con-
straints, and the plan showing D90 HR-CTV higher than
6 Gy while keeping these dose constraints was considered
acceptable. Hence, with regard to rectum, GFrectum of a
″borderline-acceptable″ plan showing D90 HR-CTV of
6 Gy and D2cc rectum of 6 Gy becomes 1.0, favorably.
However, in the case of bladder, GFbladder of a ″border-
line-acceptable″ plan showing D90 HR-CTV of 6 Gy and
D2cc bladder of 7 Gy becomes 0.86 (i.e., 6/7). In order to
make this value 1.0, the coefficient ″7/6″ was used in cal-
culating GFbladder. Together, a GF higher than 1.0 indicates
that the plan has the potential of being definitive and ac-
ceptable in terms of late toxicities for rectum or bladder.
The treatment plans were confirmed by two radiation on-
cologists (T. Oike and T. Ohno).
D98 and V6Gy of HR-CTV were also analyzed for target

coverage, while V12Gy HR-CTV was examined for high
dose volume [5]. For inter-comparison of plans with dif-
ferent dose prescriptions, V6Gy and V12Gy, the volumes re-
ceiving at least 6 and 12 Gy, were selected as alternatives
for V100 and V200, respectively. Differences in DVH pa-
rameters were evaluated for significance by paired t-test
using StatMateIII (ver. 3.17, ATMS). A P value < 0.05 was
considered significant.
Of note, in the present study, the cases were analyzed

simply as samples for dosimetric comparison of the treat-
ment plans to test the applicability of the combined IC/IS
approach for bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours.
Thus, here we do not aim to discuss the curability of
these cases in light of the actually performed treatments.
Accordingly, the clinical information, including treatment
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history, simultaneous use of EBRT and total EQD2, is not
presented.

Results and discussion
The IC plans with only the tandem resulted in insufficient
HR-CTV coverage as expected (Figure 2a-e, Figure 3a,
Table 1). D90 HR-CTV was below 100% (i.e., 6.0 Gy) in
81% (17/21). GFrectum and GFbladder were below 1.0 in 81%
(17/21) and 52% (11/21), respectively. Interestingly, the
addition of one or two needles to the IC plan (i.e., the
IC/IS plan) dramatically improved the HR-CTV coverage
(Figure 2a-e, Figure 3b, Table 1). The D90 HR-CTV,
GFrectum, GFbladder, D98 HR-CTV and V6Gy HR-CTV of
the IC/IS plan was significantly higher than that of the IC
plan (P < 0.001 in all parameters). Of note, D90 HR-CTV,
GFrectum and GFbladder exceeded 100% (i.e., 6.0 Gy), 1.0
and 1.0, respectively, in all cases. These data indicate that
the combined IC/IS approach can achieve satisfactory
dose distribution with acceptable HR-CTV coverage and
tolerable sparing of rectum and bladder in bulky and/or ir-
regularly shaped tumours for which ISBT was performed.
In our IC/IS model with a few needles, the reprodu-

cible placement of needles to the most appropriate posi-
tions of HR-CTV is required to achieve favorable dose
Figure 2 DVH parameters in the IC, IC/IS and IS plans in all patients. (
CTV, (f) V12Gy HR-CTV. D90 and D98 HR-CTV were described in “%”, where 6
distribution. For this purpose, the Vienna (I) and Utrecht
applicators dedicated to the combined IC/IS approach
would become effective tools [10,14], although the lat-
eral dimensions of the extended isodose lines are limited
after adding needles. Furthermore, exploration to iden-
tify the optimal treatment plan (i.e., optimal number and
position of needles) for balancing satisfactory dose distri-
butions and clinical burden should be conducted in the
near future.
Our data and those of others indicate that needles in

laterodorsal positions are most frequently used for
source loading in the combined IC/IS approach (Figure 1)
[8]. Meanwhile, laterodorsal contours of HR-CTV tend
to be overestimated by CT compared with MRI, which
is a major advantage of MRI in discrimination of tu-
mours and adjacent normal tissue [5,15]. In this regard,
it can be said that our study has a limitation in compar-
ing the target coverage in the laterodorsal directions
between ISBT with MUPIT and the combined IC/IS
approach. Thus, an analysis in the same way as the
present study and using MRI-based treatment plans
should be carried out. Thus, to validate our results
of the MRI-guided combined IC/IS approach, we are
preparing to introduce a treatment planning system in
a) D90 HR-CTV, (b) GFrectum, (c) GFbladder, (d) D98 HR-CTV, (e) V6Gy HR-
Gy corresponds to 100%. NS, not statistically significant.



Figure 3 Representative dose distributions in transverse planes (a-c) and DVH curves (d-f) provided by the IC plan (a, d), the IC/IS plan
with 1 needle (b, e), and the IS plan (c, f). The case is a 55-year-old patient with newly diagnosed cervical cancer, FIGO stage IIIB, treated with
concurrent chemoradiotherapy using weekly cisplatin. (a) Source loading via only the tandem shows insufficient coverage of HR-CTV (D90, 4.6
Gy; D98, 2.9 Gy; V6Gy, 81%). (b) Addition of source loading via 1 needle (arrow) in expanded tumour in the left laterodorsal direction improved
HR-CTV coverage (D90, 6.3 Gy; D98, 5.1 Gy; V6Gy, 93%). (c) Usage of the tandem and all 12 needles for source loading further improved HR-CTV
coverage (D90, 7.6 Gy; D98, 6.5 Gy; V6Gy, 100%).
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which MRI images can be directly registered onto CT
images, which should further improve the identification
of HR-CTV.
The IS plans achieved more conformal coverage

of HR-CTV than the IC/IS plans, leading to further
improvement of HR-CTV coverage and GFs compared
to the IC/IS plans (Figure 2a-e, Figure 3c, Table 1). The
D90 HR-CTV, GFrectum, GFbladder, D98 HR-CTV and
V6Gy HR-CTV values of the IS plan were significantly
higher than those of the IC/IS plan (P < 0.01, P < 0.01,
Table 1 DVH parameters in IC, IC/IS and IS plans

HR-CTV

D90 (%) D98 (%) V6Gy (

IC plan 77 (20) 53 (15) 77 (14)

IC/IS plan 118 (22) 97 (18) 95 (3.5)

IS plan 140 (25) 115 (25) 98 (2.1)

Averages (SD) are shown.
P < 0.05, P < 0.01 and P < 0.001, respectively). In fact, a
previous study has pointed out the existence of cases
with extremely bulky and/or irregularly shaped tumours
in which even the combined IC/IS approach resulted
in insufficient coverage for HR-CTV [8]. Together, ISBT
with MUPIT can still be advantageous for such cases.
The number and geometrical distribution of interstitial

needles affect the conformality of HR-CTV coverage.
Therefore, the conformality of HR-CTV coverage is of
particularly high importance in the combined IC/IS
Gain factor

%) V12Gy (%) Rectum Bladder

39 (12) 0.8 (0.2) 0.9 (0.2)

45 (16) 1.3 (0.3) 1.4 (0.3)

50 (21) 1.5 (0.3) 1.6 (0.3)
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approach using less needles than ISBT. Meanwhile, sev-
eral indices such as the conformality index (COIN) to
evaluate the conformality of target coverage in brachy-
therapy have been proposed [16]. Interestingly, in the
setting of the current study where maximal dose was
prescribed to HR-CTV while keeping the dose con-
straint for the rectum (6 Gy) and bladder (7 Gy), COIN
becomes identical to V6Gy HR-CTV. As shown in
Figure 2e, V6Gy HR-CTV in the IC/IS plans has been
dramatically improved compared to that in the IC plans,
nearing that in the IC/IS plans. These data indicate that
the IC/IS approach improves its conformality compared
with the IC approach, and is close to ISBT in terms of
the conformality of HR-CTV coverage in bulky and/or
irregularly shaped gynecological tumours.
On the other hand, there was no significant difference

in V12Gy among the three plans (Figure 2f, Table 1). Al-
though V150 and V200 are recommended as DVH pa-
rameters for the high dose volume by GEC-ESTRO [11],
the clinical significance of the high dose volume has not
been elucidated by various IGABT techniques, which
certainly warrants further investigation.
The present study has limitations. First, the study de-

sign of employing ICBT with a tandem alone as a con-
trol is weak and is not suitable for clinical use in locally
advanced gynecological tumours. However, there are
many types of applicators for ICBT used in combination
with a tandem, including ovoids and a ring applicator. In
treatment planning using these applicators, large num-
bers of variables such as three-dimensional spatial dis-
position of the applicators and dwell time setting make
it difficult to standardize the scheme for optimization of
a control ICBT plan among patients, leading to the diffi-
culty of evaluating the pure dosimetric gain of additional
needles. Furthermore, dosimetric study comparing a
combined IC/IS technique using tandem, ovoids and a
few interstitial needles with ISBT in the same patient is
almost impossible because ovoids are not usually used in
ISBT in the clinic. Thus, if we aim to perform such dosi-
metric study, comparison of the two methods using dif-
ferent patients with different anatomical characteristics
in terms of tumours and OARs is inevitable. Such a
study design also results in a weak conclusion. Upon
taking these issues into consideration, in the present
study, we employed the IC plan with only a tandem as a
control. The optimal number and spatial disposition of
needles in combination with a tandem and other appli-
cators including ovoids should be further investigated.
Second, the present study was carried out based on the
assumption that the anatomy among the IC, the IC/IS
and the IS approach remains the same. However, in the
clinical setting, the anatomy, in particular the 3D-
configuration of HR-CTV, can be different among the
three methods according to the number and distribution
of inserted needles. This issue should be carefully con-
sidered in the clinical application of the combined IC/IS
approach as an alternative to ISBT with MUPIT.

Conclusions
Here we have demonstrated a treatment plan consisting
of a tandem and at most 2 needles, which is a simplified
model for the combined IC/IS approach, achieving our
dose prescription criteria (i.e., D90 HR-CTV > 6.0 Gy,
D2cc rectum < 6.0 Gy and D2cc bladder < 7.0 Gy per frac-
tion) in all 21 consecutive patients with gynecological
malignancies actually treated with CT-guided ISBT using
MUPIT. This indicates the potential of the combined
IC/IS approach as an alternative to ISBT with MUPIT
in CT-guided adaptive brachytherapy for bulky and/or
irregularly shaped gynecological tumours. Further re-
search to assess the clinical feasibility of the combined
IC/IS approach should be carried out with an optimal
number and spatial disposition of needles in combin-
ation with a tandem and ovoids, and also anatomical
change by the insertion of a tandem and needles should
be taken into consideration.

Additional file

Additional file 1: Figure S1. Representative CT image of an implant for
the recurrent ovarian cancer case. The tumour shows bilateral parametrial
involvement predominant in the right side. An intrauterine tandem and
11 interstitial needles (white dots) were applied.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
The study conception and design: T. Oike and T. Ohno. Acquisition, analysis
and interpretation of data: T. Oike, SEN, HK, KA, KS, TT, YT, HS and T. Ohno.
Drafting of manuscript: T. Oike, TT and T. Ohno. Critical revision: SEN, HK, KA,
KS, YT, HS, and TN. Final approval: T. Oike, T. Ohno, SEN, HK, KA, KS, TT, YT, HS
and TN. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
We thank Tomoaki Ogano and Daisuke Ozaki of Gunma University Hospital
for technical assistance. This work was supported by Grants-in-Aid from
the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science for Scientific Research (C)
KAKENHI [26461879].

Received: 28 August 2013 Accepted: 26 September 2014

References
1. Nag S, Erickson B, Thomadsen B, Orton C, Demanes JD, Petereit D: The

American Brachytherapy Society recommendations for high-dose-rate
brachytherapy for carcinoma of the cervix. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys
2000, 48:201–211.

2. Saitoh JI, Ohno T, Sakurai H, Katoh H, Wakatsuki M, Noda SE, Suzuki Y,
Shibuya K, Takahashi T, Nakano T: High-dose-rate interstitial brachytherapy
with computed tomography-based treatment planning for patients
with locally advanced uterine cervical carcinoma. J Radiat Res 2011,
52:490–495.

3. Tomita N, Toita T, Kodaira T, Shinoda A, Uno T, Numasaki H, Teshima T,
Mitsumori M: Patterns of radiotherapy practice for patients with cervical

http://www.ro-journal.com/content/supplementary/s13014-014-0222-6-s1.pdf


Oike et al. Radiation Oncology 2014, 9:222 Page 7 of 7
http://www.ro-journal.com/content/9/1/222
cancer in Japan, 2003–2005: Changing trends in the patterns of care
process. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2012, 83:1506–1513.

4. Haie-Meder C, Pötter R, Van Limbergen E, Briot E, De Brabandere M,
Dimopoulos J, Dumas I, Hellebust TP, Kirisits C, Lang S, Muschitz S,
Nevinson J, Nulens A, Petrow P, Wachter-Gerstner N: Gynaecological
(GYN) GEC-ESTRO Working Group: Recommendations from
Gynaecological (GYN) GEC-ESTRO Working Group (I): concepts and
terms in 3D image based 3D treatment planning in cervix cancer
brachytherapy with emphasis on MRI assessment of GTV and CTV.
Radiother Oncol 2005, 74:235–245.

5. Pötter R, Haie-Meder C, Van Limbergen E, Barillot I, De Brabandere M,
Dimopoulos J, Dumas I, Erickson B, Lang S, Nulens A, Petrow P, Rownd J,
Kirisits C: GEC ESTRO Working Group: Recommendations from
gynaecological (GYN) GEC ESTRO working group (II): concepts and
terms in 3D image-based treatment planning in cervix cancer
brachytherapy-3D dose volume parameters and aspects of 3D
image-based anatomy, radiation physics, radiobiology. Radiother Oncol
2006, 78:67–77.

6. Charra-Brunaud C, Levitchi M, Delannes M: Dosimetric, clinical results of a
French prospective study of 3D brachytherapy for cervix carcinoma.
Radiother Oncol 2011, 99:S57.

7. Pötter R, Georg P, Dimopoulos JC, Grimm M, Berger D, Nesvacil N, Georg D,
Schmid MP, Reinthaller A, Sturdza A, Kirisits C: Clinical outcome of protocol
based image (MRI) guided adaptive brachytherapy combined with 3D
conformal radiotherapy with or without chemotherapy in patients with
locally advanced cervical cancer. Radiother Oncol 2011, 100:116–123.

8. Nomden CN, de Leeuw AA, Moerland MA, Roesink JM, Tersteeg RJ,
Jürgenliemk-Schulz IM: Clinical use of the Utrecht applicator for
combined intracavitary/interstitial brachytherapy treatment in locally
advanced cervical cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2012, 82:1424–1430.

9. Georg P, Lang S, Dimopoulos JCA, Dörr W, Sturdza AE, Berger D, Georg D,
Kirisits C, Pötter R: Dose-volume histogram parameters and late side
effects in magnetic resonance image-guided adaptive cervical cancer
brachytherapy. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2011, 79:356–362.

10. Kirisits C, Lang S, Dimopoulos J, Berger D, Georg D, Pötter R: The Vienna
applicator for combined intracavitary and interstitial brachytherapy of
cervical cancer: Design, application, treatment planning, and dosimetric
results. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2006, 65:624–630.

11. Kato S, Linh TDN, Ohno T, Nakano T, Kiyohara H, Ohkubo Y, Kamada T:
CT-based 3D dose volume parameter of the rectum and late rectal
complication in patients with cervical cancer treated with high-dose-rate
intracavitary brachytherapy. J Radiat Res 2010, 51:215–221.

12. Dimopoulos JC, Lang S, Kirisits C, Fidarova EF, Berger D, Georg P, Dörr W,
Pötter R: Dose-volume histogram parameters and local tumour control
in magnetic resonance image-guided cervical cancer brachytherapy.
Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 2009, 75:56–63.

13. Terahara A, Nakano T, Ishikawa A, Morita S, Tsuji H: Dose-volume histogram
analysis of high dose rate intracavitary brachytherapy for uterine cervix
cancer. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 1996, 35:549–554.

14. Jurgenliemk-Schulz IM, Tersteeg RJ, Roesink JM, Bijmolt S, Nomden CN,
Moerland MA, de Leeuw AA: MRI-guided treatment-planning optimisation
in intracavitary or combined intracavitary/interstitial PDR brachytherapy
using tandem ovoid applicators in locally advanced cervical cancer.
Radiother Oncol 2009, 93:322–330.

15. Viswanathan AN, Dimopoulos J, Kirisits C, Berger D, Pötter R: Computed
tomography versus magnetic resonance imaging-based contouring
in cervical cancer brachytherapy: results of a prospective trial and
preliminary guidelines for standardized contours. Int J Radiat Oncol
Biol Phys 2007, 68:491–498.

16. Baltas D, Kolotas C, Geramani K, Mould RF, Ioannidis G, Kekchidi M, Zamboglou
N: A conformal index (COIN) to evaluate implant quality and dose
specification in brachytherapy. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 1998, 40:515–524.

doi:10.1186/s13014-014-0222-6
Cite this article as: Oike et al.: Can combined intracavitary/interstitial
approach be an alternative to interstitial brachytherapy with the
Martinez Universal Perineal Interstitial Template (MUPIT) in computed
tomography-guided adaptive brachytherapy for bulky and/or irregularly
shaped gynecological tumors? Radiation Oncology 2014 9:222.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Additional file
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


