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Introduction

Whole breast radiation therapy (RT) after 
a breast-conserving surgery is a standard practice 
in breast cancer treatment. Studies have shown 
that RT can reduce the rates of local recurrence 
and mortality [1, 2]. Among the various RT modal-

ities, three-dimensional conformal RT (3D-CRT) 
is widely used because it provides a good coverage. 
However, because the radiation field encompass-
ing the breast also includes the lungs, the ipsilat-
eral lung is at risk. Radiation-induced lung disease 
(RILD) is a potential adverse effect of RT and fol-
lows a dose-dependent evolution that is consis-

Abstract

Background: This study aimed to investigate whether ipsilateral lung doses (ILDs) could be predicted by anatomical index-
es measured using diagnostic computed tomography (CT) prior to the planning stage of breast radiation therapy (RT).

Materials and methods: The thoracic diameters and the length of lines drawn manually were measured on diagnostic CT 
images. The parameters of interest were the skin maximum lung distance (sMLD), central lung distance (CLD), Haller index 
(HI), and body mass index (BMI). Lung dose-volume histograms were created with conformal planning, and the lung volumes 
receiving 5–40 Gy (V5–V40) were calculated. Linear regression models were used to investigate the correlations between 
the anatomical indexes and dose differences and to estimate the slope and 95% confidence intervals (CIs). 

Results: A total of 160 patients who had undergone three-dimensional conformal RT after breast-conserving surgery were 
included. Univariable analysis revealed that the sMLD (p < 0.001), CLD (p < 0.001), HI (p = 0.002), and BMI (p < 0.001) were 
significantly correlated with the V20. However, multivariable analysis revealed that only the sMLD (slope: 0.147, p = 0.001, 
95% CI: 0.162–0.306) and CLD (0.157, p = 0.005, 0.048–0.266) were strongly correlated with the V20. The p-value for the sMLD 
was the lowest among the p-values for all indexes, thereby indicating that the sMLD had the best predictive power for ILD. 

Conclusions: sMLD and CLD are anatomical markers that can be used to predict ILD in whole breast RT. An sMLD > 20.5 mm 
or a CLD > 24.3 mm positively correlated with a high ILD.
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tent with the superposition of early (pneumonitis) 
and late (fibrosis) components [3, 4]. The inci-
dence of RILD in patients with breast cancer is 
1–3% [5, 6]. 

Routine clinical-practice attempts for mini-
mizing the lung radiation dose during breast RT 
planning are a popular concept. Previous stud-
ies have concluded that the mean ipsilateral lung 
dose (ILD; Dmean) and the percentage volume 
of the ipsilateral lung exposed to radiation dos-
es of 20 Gy and above (V20) are the predictive 
dose-volume parameters for RILD [7, 8]. Recently, 
the use of advanced modes of high-precision RT 
[such as intensity-modulated RT (IMRT), tomo-
therapy, and volumetric modulated arc therapy 
(VMAT)], has become increasingly common in 
daily clinical practice; compared to conventional 
3D-CRT, these modes allow excellent dose ho-
mogeneity within the target [9]. However, there 
is an ongoing debate on whether IMRT exposes 
the surrounding organs to low-dose radiation 
[10]. Schubert et al. revealed that although all mo-
dalities provided adequate coverage of the target 
breast, helical tomotherapy exposed large vol-
umes of  normal tissue to increased amounts of 
low-dose radiation [11]. In 2013, the American 
Society for Radiation Oncology discouraged 
the routine use of IMRT in whole breast RT [12]. 
Therefore, 3D-CRT remains the first choice of RT 
for patients with breast cancer.

Most institutions face a shortage of manpower 
when dealing with a large number of patients with 
breast cancer [13, 14]. At our institution, 3D-CRT 
is administered for early-stage breast cancer, 
and the ILD and V20 are limited to ≤ 10 Gy 
(Dmean) and ≤ 25%, respectively. We have adopt-
ed alternative treatment techniques (such as IMRT 
or VMAT) only for patients in whom the ILD 
could not be limited as described above. Gen-
erally, the lung dose parameters are determined 
after hours of simulation computed tomography 
(CT-sim). However, IMRT/VMAT simulation 
usually requires more time than 3D-CRT simula-
tion, because we use extra immobilization devices 
(such as vacuum fixation cushions) to maintain 
the body position during the simulation. If index-
es capable of identifying patients with ILDs that 
could potentially increase are available, we could 
perform CT-sim for IMRT/VAMT at the begin-
ning of the treatment.

The aim of this study was to investigate wheth-
er there is a correlation between simple anatomi-
cal indexes measured on diagnostic CT images 
and the ILD prior to all RT planning procedures. 
Such a correlation would help in choosing the ap-
propriate RT technique and informing the patients 
about the risk of ipsilateral lung radiation expo-
sure, thus saving both time and health resources.

Materials and methods

Patients
This single-center retrospective study analyzed 

the dosimetric data from patients with breast can-
cer. The inclusion criteria for this study were as fol-
lows: 1) patients aged ≥ 18 years with a histological 
diagnosis of breast cancer, 2) patients who under-
went preoperative diagnostic CT, and 3) patients 
with stage 0–IIB disease according to the Union 
for International Cancer Control TNM Classifi-
cation of Malignant Tumors (8th edition), and 3) 
treatment with 3D-CRT between October 2018 
and September 2020. The exclusion criteria were as 
follows: 1) total mastectomy before breast surgery, 
2) surgical correction of chest deformities before 
breast surgery.

An ethics approval for this study was obtained 
from the institutional review board of the Shizuoka 
General Hospital on December 17, 2020 (applica-
tion number: 2020063). An opt-out consent ap-
proach was used in this retrospective study.

Anatomical indexes
The anatomical indexes were measured using 

diagnostic preoperative CT. The CT scan was ac-
quired using a 320-row CT scanner (Aquilion 
One, Canon Medical Systems Co., Tokyo, Japan) 
with a slice thickness of 3 mm. All patients were 
scanned in a supine position with their arms raised 
above their heads. The indexes were analyzed us-
ing correlation analysis to quantify the relationship 
between the dose difference and the dependent 
variables [such as the skin maximum lung distance 
(sMLD), central lung distance (CLD), and Haller 
Index (HI)].

For each patient, the slice including the affect-
ed-side nipple was selected for performing the mea-
surements. The following artificial lines were drawn 
to determine the anatomical features. The first was 
a line connecting the middle point of the posterior 
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edge of the sternum and the anterior central point 
of the vertebral body (i.e., the A line); this line was 
extended to the anterior thoracic skin and was 
defined as the anterior–posterior axis. The next 
was a new line that was drawn perpendicular to 
the A line through the anterior border of the ver-
tebral body while avoiding the osteophytes (i.e., 
the B line). The B line was also extended to the edge 
of the skin. A new line was drawn to connect 
the point of the front edge of the skin and the side 
edge of the chest wall skin (i.e., the C line). Another 
perpendicular line was drawn from the C line to 
the edge of the chest wall, and the maximum length 
of this line was defined as the sMLD (Fig. 1).

The CLD was measured as the perpendicular dis-
tance from the posterior border of the radiation field 
to the anterior chest wall along the central axis on 
digitally reconstructed radiography (Fig. 2A) [15]. 
The HI was used to exclude chest wall deformities. 
The formula used was as follows (Fig. 3) [16]: 

HI = (maximum transverse diameter of the thorax) / 
(distance between the posterior surface of the sternum 

and the anterior border of the vertebral body 
at the point of maximum depression) 

An HI ≥ 3.3 was considered to indicate a defor-
mation [17]. 

The body mass index (BMI) was defined 
as the body weight divided by the square of 
the body height. BMI is not a standard anatomi-
cal index; however, obesity always affects breast 
RT. Therefore, we included BMI as a potential 
predictive factor. The BMI also differs according 
to the race and ethnicity; the commonly accepted 
normal range of BMI is 18.5–25 kg/m2 [18]. 

Radiation therapy and dosimetric 
analysis

The patients were randomly assigned to two ex-
perienced radiation oncologists. All target volumes 
and organs at risk in this study were contoured in 
accordance with the guidelines of the European 
Society for Radiotherapy and Oncology for target 
volume delineation for elective RT for early-stage 
breast cancer [19, 20]. The prescribed total dose for 
all patients was 50 Gy in 25 fractions to the whole 
breast, with or without a 10–16 Gy (2.0 Gy/frac-
tion) boost to the tumor bed. The planned tar-
get volume was expanded from the clinical tar-

get volume to encompass the entire breast tissue 
(Fig.  2B). The treatment plan in this study was 
generated using the RayStation Version 6.2 treat-
ment planning system (RaySearch Laboratories 
AB, Stockholm, Sweden). The surrounding criti-
cal healthy structures, such as the lungs, were auto-

Figure 1. Measurement of the skin maximum lung 
distance (sMLD). The landmark slice included the nipple 
on the affected side. A line connecting the middle point 
of the posterior edge of the sternum and the anterior 
central point of the vertebral body is drawn to yield 
the anterior–posterior axis; it is extended to the anterior 
thoracic skin (A line). The B line is drawn perpendicular 
to the A line through the anterior border of the vertebral 
body. The B line is also extended to the edge of the skin, 
while avoiding the osteophytes. The C line is drawn 
connecting the points on the anterior and lateral edges 
of the chest wall skin. After drawing a perpendicular line 
from the C line to the edge of the chest wall, the maximum 
length of this line is defined as the sMLD

Figure 2. Measurement of the central lung distance (CLD). 
The CLD is measured as the perpendicular distance from 
the posterior border of the radiation field to the anterior 
chest wall. The length is measured at the central axis 
of the tangential field in a digitally reconstructed 
radiograph (A) or it is measured as the maximum distance 
on a simulation computed tomography image (B). (B) also 
shows a typical isodose distribution

A B
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matically delineated and checked by the same two 
radiation oncologists. Please note that 3D-CRT 
techniques were used to generate treatment plans 
using 6 MV photon beams or a combination of 6 
and 10 MV photon beams, with a wedge pair ir-
radiating the entire breast. The “field-in-field” 
technique was used to improve the dose homoge-
neity. As per the plan, 95% of the prescribed dose 
would cover all of the ipsilateral breast tissues. 
The otherwise high-dose regions would receive 
107–110% of the prescribed dose. The ILD was 
limited to Dmean ≤ 10 Gy, while the V20 was lim-
ited to ≤ 25%.

The clinical treatment plans were used to col-
lect the dosimetric data. The V5, V10, V20, V30, 
and V40 were determined from the cumulative 
dose-volume histograms (DVH).

Statistical analysis
The data were analyzed using IBM SPSS Statis-

tics for Macintosh, Version 22.0 (IBM Corp., Ar-
monk, NY, USA). The descriptive data was repre-
sented as mean, median, standard deviation (SD) 
or percentage. All the dosimetric parameters were 
evaluated for normal distribution. Univariable 
and multivariable linear regression models were 
used to investigate the correlations between ana-
tomical indexes and the dose differences and slope; 
95% confidence intervals and the p-values were 
also calculated. Statistical significance was set at 
p < 0.05. The Radiation Therapy Oncology Group 

(RTOG) guidelines state that when administering 
RT to the residual breast tissue alone, the ideal V20 
of the ILD should not exceed 15% [21]. We also be-
lieved that V20 < 15% was a good surrogate marker 
for ILD. Thus, we generated the receiver operating 
characteristic (ROC) curves of the significant pa-
rameters to determine their optimal cut-off values 
using the Youden’s index.

Results

Table 1 shows characteristics of the 160 patients 
who met the eligibility criteria. The median age of 
the patients was 58 years (range, 26–78 years). Right 
and left breast cancers were observed in 81 (50.6%) 
and 79 (49.4%) patients, respectively. In this study, 
the median BMI was 22.9 kg/m2 (range, 15.6–34.3 
kg/m2). Most patients had early-stage cancers, with 
Tis, T1, T2, and T3 stages accounting for 22.5%, 
50.6%, 23.7%, and 1.9% of the cases, respectively. 
Most of the tumors were located in the upper outer 
quadrant, and the most common histological type 
was invasive ductal carcinoma. The median val-
ues of sMLD, CLD, and HI were 21.8 mm (range, 
1.4–38.7 mm), 19.7 mm (range, 6.0–34.8 mm), 
and 2.7 mm (range, 1.5–4.2 mm), respectively. 
The mean ± SD values of the ILD and of V5, V10, 
V20, V30, and V40 are presented in Table 1.

Univariable analysis revealed that the BMI, 
HI, CLD, and sMLD were significantly correlat-
ed with the V20 (p = < 0.001, 0.002, < 0.001 
and < 0.001, respectively). However, multivari-
able analysis revealed that the CLD (p = 0.005) 
and sMLD (p = 0.001) were strongly correlated 
with V20. The p-value of the sMLD was 0.001; this 
was the lowest among the p-values for all indexes, 
indicating that the sMLD had the strongest pre-
dictive power for V20 (Tab. 2).

The ROC curves revealed that the predictive 
cut-off values of sMLD and CLD for ILD were 
20.5 mm and 24.3 mm, respectively (Fig. 4).

Discussion

RT after a breast-conserving surgery or mas-
tectomy can undoubtedly reduce the risk of lo-
cal‐regional breast cancer recurrence and improve 
the overall survival [22]. To ensure that RT is ef-
fective as well as safe, the radiation dose must be 
adequate for the tumor and should not be toxic 

Figure 3. Measurement of the Haller index (HI). The HI is 
the ratio of the shortest distance between the transverse 
diameter of the chest and the sternum (D) to the distance 
between the vertebrae (E). HI = D/E
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to the surrounding healthy organs. Traditionally, 
breast RT was planned using two-dimensional data 

of the central axis of the treatment field.23 Recently, 
CT-sim has been used, which enables an accurate 
determination of the target volume; it has reduced 
the secondary cancer risk in patients receiving RT 
for breast cancer [24]. Furthermore, a CT-based 
treatment plan enables a better understanding of 
the RT dose distribution. More recently, the IMRT 
and VMAT have been applied clinically. Previous 
studies have reported that 1–3% of the patients re-
ceiving RT for breast cancer develop RILD [5, 6]. 
Although the incidence of RILD is not high, young-
er patients with breast cancer reportedly experi-
ence severe pre-RT emotional distress regarding 
the RT itself or the associated adverse events [25]. 
Rades et al. suggested psychological support before 
the start of a radiotherapy course [26]. Therefore, 
an RILD prediction tool can allow physicians to 
either take the necessary steps for reassuring such 
patients that the side effect rates are low or switch 
to a high-precision RT technique.

The most common methods for predicting RILD 
are comparisons of the ILD [27]. Dosimetric pa-
rameters derived from DVHs have been studied 
for many years, and it is widely known that the V20 
of the lung is a predictor of RILD in patients with 
lung cancer [28]. In recent years, emphasis has 
been placed on reducing the dose to V5 or V10 
[29]. Gokula et al. conducted a meta-analysis of 10 
studies and found that the Dmean and V20 were 
the strongest dose-volume parameters associated 
with RILD [30]. The authors also suggested that 
the lung V20 and Dmean should be maintained 
at < 24% and < 15 Gy, respectively, to minimize 
the risk of RILD if possible. The RTOG published 
clinical practical guidelines stating that the ideal 
V20 of the ILD should not exceed 15% [21]. V20 is 
reportedly a more accurate and clinically useful sur-
rogate marker; our findings revealed that a cut-off 
sMLD value > 20.5 mm could predict a V20 > 15%. 
Our findings also revealed that a CLD > 24.3 mm 
could predict a V20 > 15%, which is consistent with 
previous findings [31]. However, the CLD requires 
CT-sim for measurement. Therefore, sMLD, which 
is measured on pre-operative diagnostic CT im-
ages, is a more useful tool; multivariable analysis 
indicated that it had the strongest predictive power 
for V20.

The novelty of this study is the use of simple ana-
tomical indexes measured on diagnostic CT imag-
es to predict the ILD. Several previous studies have 

Table 1. Patient characteristics

Basic characteristics (%)

Age [years] [median (range)] 58 (26–78)

Laterality

Right 81 (50.6)

Left 79 (49.4)

BMI [median (range)] 22.9 (15.6–34.3)

T-Stage

pT0 2 (1.3)

pTis 36 (22.5)

pT1 81 (50.6)

pT2 38 (23.7)

pT3 3 (1.9)

N-Stage

pN0 136 (85.0)

pN1mi 6 (3.8)

pN1a 18 (11.3)

Location of the tumor

Upper outer quadrant 73 (45.6)

Upper inner quadrant 32 (20.0)

Lower outer quadrant 10 (6.3)

Lower inner quadrant 8 (5.0)

Center portion 7 (4.4)

Mixed 30 (18.7)

Histology

DCIS 38 (23.7)

IDC 79 (49.4)

ILC 17 (10.6)

Others 26 (16.3)

Chest wall index [median (range)]

sMLD [mm] 21.8 (1.4–38.7)

CLD [mm] 19.7 (6.0–34.8)

HI 2.7 (1.5–4.2)

Radiation dose parameters

Prescription dose [cGy] 5000–6000

Mean ipsilateral lung dose [cGy] [mean ± SD] 602.4 ± 166.8

V5 (%) [mean ± SD] 22.1 ± 4.9

V10 (%) [mean ± SD] 15.1 ± 4.2

V20 (%) [mean ± SD] 10.7 ± 3.7

V30 (%) [mean ± SD] 8.4 ± 3.4

V40 (%) [mean ± SD] 5.5 ± 2.9

BMI — body mass index; DCIS — ductal carcinoma in situ; IDC — invasive 
ductal carcinoma; ILC — invasive lobular carcinoma; sMLD — skin 
maximum lung distance; CLD — central lung distance; HI — Haller index; 
SD — standard deviation



Reports of Practical Oncology and Radiotherapy 2022, vol. 27, no. 4

https://journals.viamedica.pl/rpor704

proposed models for predicting ILD by incorporat-
ing various geometric factors. However, these mod-
els were based on traditional two-dimensional 
data or on post-planning results [15, 32]. Kaymak 
and Özseven attempted to evaluate the correlation 
between anatomical features and the ILD, and con-
cluded that the anatomical index could predict 
the lung doses [33]. However, they also measured 
the parameters on CT-sim images; thus, all ana-
lyzed models had an innate disadvantage in that 
they could not be assessed until CT-sim was per-
formed. Usually, the accuracy of IMRT delivery 
grows increasingly dependent on set-up errors 
and breathing motions. This is not an issue when 
standard 3D-CRT is used for isolated breast treat-

ment, as the generous field design allows the target 
to remain in the field despite an inter- or intra-frac-
tion motion [34]. At our institution, we only use 
vacuum fixation cushions for patients who under-
go IMRT/VMAT to ensure positioning accuracy. 
The deep-inspirational breath-hold method was 
used for decreasing the chest wall motion during 
3D-CRT in patients with left-sided breast cancer 
and during IMRT/VMAT in patients with breast 
cancer of either laterality. In some cases, the lung 
dose may be too large to deliver in patients with 
right-sided breast cancer who may have already 
completed the radiation plan on a primary CT-sim 
set for 3D-CRT. In such cases, the patients are then 
forced to undergo a re-simulation for IMRT/VMAT. 
This poses an unnecessary burden on the patients, 
who are required to return for a second CT-sim 
session. Thus, post-CT-sim-based assessment tools 
delay treatment initiation and increase the de-
mand for medical resources. Our method allows 
clinical practitioners to predict the lung dose be-
fore CT-sim. This is particularly advantageous to 
patients residing far away from the hospitals. To 
the best of our knowledge, this is the first study to 
demonstrate the usefulness of sMLD for predict-
ing the ILD via diagnostic CT before the planning 
stage by targeting the residual breast tissue in pa-
tients with breast cancer. By predicting the ILD, 
it is possible to choose more appropriate RT tech-
niques, such as IMRT.

It is worth mentioning why we performed 
skin-to-skin measurement. The breast position 
differs slightly according to the therapeutic po-
sition, especially in obese patients. Usually, pa-
tients are simulated in a supine or prone position 
on an inclined breast board. When the breasts 
are large and the patients are in a supine position, 
the breasts may sag on both sides. Because we have 
to irradiate the entire residual breast tissue in RT, 

Table 2. Results of the univariable and multivariable regression analyses of V20

Variable
Univariable analysis Multivariable analysis

Slope (β) 95% CI p-value Slope (β) 95% CI p-value

BMI –0.405 –0.569– –0.240 < 0.001 –0.179 –0.376–0.018 0.075

HI 1.864 0.714–3.014 0.002 0.916 –0.251–2.084 0.123

CLD 0.247 0.137–0.347 < 0.001 0.157 0.048–0.266 0.005

sMLD 0.234 0.162–0.306 < 0.001 0.147 0.162–0.306 0.001

V20 — the percentage of lung dose; CI — confidence interval; BMI — body mass index; HI — Haller index; CLD — central lung distance; sMLD — skin maximum 
lung distance; #Bold type indicates statistical significance

Figure 4. Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve 
analysis of the optimal cutoff values of the skin maximum 
lung distance (sMLD) and the central lung distance (CLD) 
for predicting the ipsilateral lung dose. The areas under 
the curves for the sMLD and CLD are 0.672 and 0.606, 
respectively
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considering the bony structures only is insufficient; 
the skin and subcutaneous fat also have to be con-
sidered. Thus, our method is potentially the first to 
evaluate these structures when predicting the lung 
irradiation dose. Some researchers have suggested 
that patients with large breasts should be irradiated 
in a prone position [35]. However, we do not rec-
ommend it, because it is an uncomfortable position 
and might result in potential movement during 
the procedure, which may, in turn, increase setup 
uncertainties [36]. 

Our study has several limitations. First, the sam-
ple size was small. Second, owing to the retrospec-
tive nature of the study, a selection bias was unavoid-
able. Finally, the respiration control method used 
was not considered in these models. Nevertheless, 
our study highlights the utility of the sMLD as a po-
tential anatomical surrogate marker for determining 
the treatment choice before the planning stage.

Conclusion

Our findings revealed that the sMLD and CLD 
are anatomical markers that can be used to predict 
ILD in whole breast RT. An sMLD > 20.5 mm or 
a CLD > 24.3 mm positively correlated with a high 
ILD. We recommend using the sMLD (measured 
on diagnostic CT images) for predicting ILD prior 
to whole breast RT.

Acknowledgements
None declared.

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that there is no conflict of in-
terests regarding this article.

Funding
None declared.

Conference presentation
This work was presented at the 34th annual meet-
ing of the Japanese Society for Radiation Oncology 
(JASTRO), November 12–14, 2021, Online.

References

1.	 Clarke M, Collins R, Darby S, et al. Early Breast Cancer Trial-
ists’ Collaborative Group (EBCTCG). Effects of radiotherapy 
and of differences in the extent of surgery for early breast 
cancer on local recurrence and 15-year survival: an over-

view of the randomised trials. Lancet. 2005; 366(9503): 
2087–2106, doi:  10.1016/S0140-6736(05)67887-7, in-
dexed in Pubmed: 16360786.

2.	 Darby S, McGale P, Correa C, et al. Early Breast Cancer Trial-
ists’ Collaborative Group (EBCTCG). Effect of radiotherapy 
after breast-conserving surgery on 10-year recurrence 
and 15-year breast cancer death: meta-analysis of indi-
vidual patient data for 10,801 women in 17 randomised 
trials. Lancet. 2011; 378(9804): 1707–1716, doi: 10.1016/
S0140-6736(11)61629-2, indexed in Pubmed: 22019144.

3.	 Minor GI, Yashar CM, Spanos WJ, et al. The relationship 
of radiation pneumonitis to treated lung volume in 
breast conservation therapy. Breast J. 2006; 12(1): 48–52, 
doi:  10.1111/j.1075-122X.2006.00180.x, indexed in 
Pubmed: 16409586.

4.	 Tsoutsou PG, Koukourakis MI. Radiation pneumonitis 
and fibrosis: mechanisms underlying its pathogenesis 
and implications for future research. Int J Radiat On-
col Biol Phys. 2006; 66(5): 1281–1293, doi:  10.1016/j.
ijrobp.2006.08.058, indexed in Pubmed: 17126203.

5.	 Taghian AG, Assaad SI, Niemierko A, et al. Risk of pneu-
monitis in breast cancer patients treated with radiation 
therapy and combination chemotherapy with paclitaxel. 
J Natl Cancer Inst. 2001; 93(23): 1806–1811, doi: 10.1093/
jnci/93.23.1806, indexed in Pubmed: 11734597.

6.	 Werner EM, Eggert MC, Bohnet S, et al. Prevalence 
and Characteristics of Pneumonitis Following Irradi-
ation of Breast Cancer. Anticancer Res. 2019; 39(11): 
6355–6358, doi: 10.21873/anticanres.13847, indexed in 
Pubmed: 31704867.

7.	 Palma DA, Senan S, Tsujino K, et al. Predicting radia-
tion pneumonitis after chemoradiation therapy for 
lung cancer: an international individual patient data 
meta-analysis. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2013; 85(2): 
444–450, doi:  10.1016/j.ijrobp.2012.04.043, indexed in 
Pubmed: 22682812.

8.	 Vasiljevic D, Arnold C, Neuman D, et al. Occurrence of 
pneumonitis following radiotherapy of breast cancer - 
A prospective study. Strahlenther Onkol. 2018; 194(6): 
520–532, doi:  10.1007/s00066-017-1257-z, indexed in 
Pubmed: 29450591.

9.	 Liu H, Chen X, He Z, et al. Evaluation of 3D-CRT, IMRT 
and VMAT radiotherapy plans for left breast cancer based 
on clinical dosimetric study. Comput Med Imaging Graph. 
2016; 54: 1–5, doi: 10.1016/j.compmedimag.2016.10.001, 
indexed in Pubmed: 27838084.

10.	 Wang EH, Mougalian SS, Soulos PR, et al. Adoption of 
intensity modulated radiation therapy for early-stage 
breast cancer from 2004 through 2011. Int J Radiat 
Oncol Biol Phys. 2015; 91(2): 303–311, doi:  10.1016/j.
ijrobp.2014.09.011, indexed in Pubmed: 25442334.

11.	 Schubert LK, Gondi V, Sengbusch E, et al. Dosimetric 
comparison of left-sided whole breast irradiation with 
3DCRT, forward-planned IMRT, inverse-planned IMRT, 
helical tomotherapy, and topotherapy. Radiother Oncol. 
2011; 100(2): 241–246, doi: 10.1016/j.radonc.2011.01.004, 
indexed in Pubmed: 21316783.

12.	 Hahn C, Kavanagh B, Bhatnagar A, et al. Choosing wisely: 
the American Society for Radiation Oncology’s top 5 list. 
Pract Radiat Oncol. 2014; 4(6): 349–355, doi:  10.1016/j.
prro.2014.06.003, indexed in Pubmed: 25407853.

13.	 Nakano T. Status of Japanese radiation oncology. Radiat 
Med. 2004; 22(1): 17–19, indexed in Pubmed: 15053170.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(05)67887-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360786
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)61629-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)61629-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22019144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1075-122X.2006.00180.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16409586
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2006.08.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2006.08.058
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17126203
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/93.23.1806
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jnci/93.23.1806
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11734597
http://dx.doi.org/10.21873/anticanres.13847
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31704867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2012.04.043
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22682812
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00066-017-1257-z
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29450591
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.compmedimag.2016.10.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27838084
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2014.09.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2014.09.011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25442334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2011.01.004
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21316783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prro.2014.06.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.prro.2014.06.003
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25407853
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15053170


Reports of Practical Oncology and Radiotherapy 2022, vol. 27, no. 4

https://journals.viamedica.pl/rpor706

14.	 Mochimaru Y, Ohno Y, Numasaki H, et al. JASTRO Commit-
tee. Relations between radiotherapy resources and breast 
cancer patient survival rates. Asian Pac J Cancer Prev. 2010; 
11(2): 513–517, indexed in Pubmed: 20843143.

15.	 Bornstein BA, Cheng CW, Rhodes LM, et al. Can simulation 
measurements be used to predict the irradiated lung 
volume in the tangential fields in patients treated for 
breast cancer? Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 1990; 18(1): 
181–187, doi:  10.1016/0360-3016(90)90282-o, indexed 
in Pubmed: 2298620.

16.	 Haller J, Kramer S, Lietman S. Use of CT scans in selection 
of patients for pectusexcavatum surgery: A preliminary 
report. J Pediatr Surg. 1987; 22(10): 904–906, doi: 10.1016/
s0022-3468(87)80585-7, indexed in Pubmed: 3681619.

17.	 Uhl M, Sterzing F, Habl G, et al. Breast cancer and funnel 
chest. Comparing helical tomotherapy and three-dimen-
sional conformal radiotherapy with regard to the shape 
of pectus excavatum. Strahlenther Onkol. 2012; 188(2): 
127–135, doi:  10.1007/s00066-011-0022-y, indexed in 
Pubmed: 22218501.

18.	 Heymsfield SB, Peterson CM, Thomas DM, et al. Why 
are there race/ethnic differences in adult body mass in-
dex-adiposity relationships? A quantitative critical review. 
Obes Rev. 2016; 17(3): 262–275, doi: 10.1111/obr.12358, 
indexed in Pubmed: 26663309.

19.	 Offersen BV, Boersma LJ, Kirkove C, et al. ESTRO consensus 
guideline on target volume delineation for elective radia-
tion therapy of early stage breast cancer. Radiother Oncol. 
2015; 114(1): 3–10, doi:  10.1016/j.radonc.2014.11.030, 
indexed in Pubmed: 25630428.

20.	 Offersen BV, Boersma LJ, Kirkove C, et al. ESTRO consen-
sus guideline on target volume delineation for elective 
radiation therapy of early stage breast cancer, version 1.1. 
Radiother Oncol. 2016; 118(1): 205–208, doi:  10.1016/j.
radonc.2015.12.027, indexed in Pubmed: 26791404.

21.	 RTOG-1005: A Phase III Trial Of Accelerated Whole Breast 
Irradiation With Hypofractionation Plus Concurrent Boost 
Versus Standard Whole Breast Irradiation Plus Sequen-
tial Boost For Early-Stage Breast Cancer.  https://www.
nrgoncology.org/Clinical-Trials/Protocol/rtog-1005?fil-
ter=rtog-1005.

22.	 Fisher B, Anderson S, Bryant J, et al. Twenty-year fol-
low-up of a randomized trial comparing total mastecto-
my, lumpectomy, and lumpectomy plus irradiation for 
the treatment of invasive breast cancer. N Engl J Med. 
2002; 347(16): 1233–1241, doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa022152, 
indexed in Pubmed: 12393820.

23.	 Neal AJ, Mayles WP, Yarnold JR. Invited review: tangential 
breast irradiation--rationale and methods for improv-
ing dosimetry. Br J Radiol. 1994; 67(804): 1149–1154, 
doi:  10.1259/0007-1285-67-804-1149, indexed in 
Pubmed: 7874411.

24.	 Berrington de Gonzalez A, Curtis RE, Gilbert E, et al. 
Second solid cancers after radiotherapy for breast 
cancer in SEER cancer registries. Br J Cancer. 2010; 
102(1): 220–226, doi: 10.1038/sj.bjc.6605435, indexed in 
Pubmed: 19935795.

25.	 Mose S, Budischewski KM, Rahn AN, et al. Influence of 
irradiation on therapy-associated psychological dis-

tress in breast carcinoma patients. Int J Radiat Oncol 
Biol Phys. 2001; 51(5): 1328–1335, doi: 10.1016/s0360-
3016(01)01711-4, indexed in Pubmed: 11728694.

26.	 Rades D, Narvaez CA, Dziggel L, et al. Emotional Problems 
Prior to Adjuvant Radiation Therapy for Breast Cancer. In 
Vivo. 2021; 35(5): 2763–2770, doi: 10.21873/invivo.12561, 
indexed in Pubmed: 34410966.

27.	 Lind PA, Wennberg B, Gagliardi G, et al. Pulmonary com-
plications following different radiotherapy techniques 
for breast cancer, and the association to irradiated lung 
volume and dose. Breast Cancer Res Treat. 2001; 68(3): 
199–210, doi:  10.1023/a:1012292019599, indexed in 
Pubmed: 11727957.

28.	 Graham M, Purdy J, Emami B, et al. Clinical dose–volume 
histogram analysis for pneumonitis after 3D treatment 
for non-small cell lung cancer (NSCLC). Int J Radiat Oncol 
Biol Phys. 1999; 45(2): 323–329, doi:  10.1016/s0360-
3016(99)00183-2, indexed in Pubmed: 10487552.

29.	 Allen AM, Czerminska M, Jänne PA, et al. Fatal pneumonitis 
associated with intensity-modulated radiation therapy for 
mesothelioma. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 2006; 65(3): 
640–645, doi:  10.1016/j.ijrobp.2006.03.012, indexed in 
Pubmed: 16751058.

30.	 Gokula K, Earnest A, Wong LC. Meta-analysis of inci-
dence of early lung toxicity in 3-dimensional conformal 
irradiation of breast carcinomas. Radiat Oncol. 2013; 
8: 268, doi:  10.1186/1748-717X-8-268, indexed in 
Pubmed: 24229418.

31.	 Kong FM, Klein EE, Bradley JD, et al. The impact of central 
lung distance, maximal heart distance, and radiation 
technique on the volumetric dose of the lung and heart 
for intact breast radiation. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys. 
2002; 54(3): 963–971, doi: 10.1016/s0360-3016(02)03741-
0, indexed in Pubmed: 12377351.

32.	 Palma G, Monti S, Thor M, et al. Spatial signature of dose 
patterns associated with acute radiation-induced lung 
damage in lung cancer patients treated with stereotac-
tic body radiation therapy. Phys Med Biol. 2019; 64(15): 
155006, doi:  10.1088/1361-6560/ab2e16, indexed in 
Pubmed: 31261141.

33.	 kaymak z. Prediction of Ipsilateral Lung Doses in Breast 
Radiotherapy by Anatomical Measurements Before 
Treatment Planning. Turkish J Oncol. 2021, doi: 10.5505/
tjo.2020.2478.

34.	 Arthur DW, Morris MM, Vicini FA, Dogan N. Breast IMRT. 
In: Bortfeld T, Schmidt-Ullrich R, De Neve W, Wazer DE. ed. 
Image-guided IMRT. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, 
Heidelberg 2006: 371–381.

35.	Algan O, Fowlbe B, Mcneeley S, et al. Use of the Prone 
Position in Radiation Treatment for Women With Early 
Stage Breast Cancer. International Journal of Radiation 
OncologyBiologyPhysics. 1998; 40(5): 1137–1140, 
doi:  10.1016/s0360-3016(97)00939-5, indexed in 
Pubmed: 9539569.

36.	 Yao S, Zhang Y, Nie Ke, et al. Setup uncertainties 
and the optimal imaging schedule in the prone posi-
tion whole breast radiotherapy. Radiat Oncol. 2019; 
14(1): 76, doi:  10.1186/s13014-019-1282-4, indexed in 
Pubmed: 31072388.

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20843143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0360-3016(90)90282-o
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2298620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0022-3468(87)80585-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0022-3468(87)80585-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3681619
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00066-011-0022-y
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22218501
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/obr.12358
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26663309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2014.11.030
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25630428
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2015.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2015.12.027
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26791404
https://www.nrgoncology.org/Clinical-Trials/Protocol/rtog-1005?filter=rtog-1005
https://www.nrgoncology.org/Clinical-Trials/Protocol/rtog-1005?filter=rtog-1005
https://www.nrgoncology.org/Clinical-Trials/Protocol/rtog-1005?filter=rtog-1005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa022152
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12393820
http://dx.doi.org/10.1259/0007-1285-67-804-1149
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7874411
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.bjc.6605435
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19935795
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(01)01711-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(01)01711-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11728694
http://dx.doi.org/10.21873/invivo.12561
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34410966
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1012292019599
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11727957
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(99)00183-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(99)00183-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10487552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2006.03.012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16751058
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1748-717X-8-268
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24229418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(02)03741-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(02)03741-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12377351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/ab2e16
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31261141
http://dx.doi.org/10.5505/tjo.2020.2478
http://dx.doi.org/10.5505/tjo.2020.2478
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0360-3016(97)00939-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9539569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13014-019-1282-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31072388

	_Hlk104244714

