Yakov Pipman D. Sc.




Update of AAPM Task Group No. 43 Report: A revised AAPM protocol
for brachytherapy dose calculations

Mark J. Rivard
Department of Radiation Oncology, Tufts-New England Medical Center, Boston, Massachusertts 02111

Bert M. Coursey
Tonizing Radiation Division, National Institute of Standards and Technology, Gaithersburg, Marviand 20899

Larry A. DeWerd
Accredited Dosimetry and Calibration Laboratory, University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin 53706

William F. Hanson
Radiological Physics Center, M. D. Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas 77030

M. Saiful Huqg
Kimmel Cancer Center of Jefferson Medical College, Thomas Jefferson Universitv, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19107

Geoffrey 5. Ibbott
Radiological Physics Center, M. D. Anderson Cancer Center, Houston, Texas 77030

Michael G. Mitch
JTonizing Radiation Division, National Institute of Standards and Technology, Gaithersburg, Marviand 20899

Ravinder Nath
Department af Therapeutic Radiology, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06510

Jeffrey F. Williamson
Chair, Low-energy Interstitial Brachytherapy Deosimetry subcommittee of the Radiation Therapy Commiittee,
Department of Radiation Oncology, Virginia Commonwealth University, Richmond, Virginia 23298

(Received 22 August 2003; revised 11 December 2003; accepted for publication 16 December
2003; published 27 February 2004)




Current recommendations

Specify the sources in units of reference air
kerma rate, traceable to ADCL

Documentation (standard sources and
calibration factors of measuring systems),

Manufacturer certificates

Treatment planning system

Prescription and reporting
(ICRU 1985, AAPM 1987, ICRU 1997).



Specify the sources In units of
reference air kerma rate, traceable to
ADCL

e The reference air kerma rate Is obtained at
the reference distance of 1 meter

e unitsare Gy.h1,

« A Gy.htis numerically equivalent to a
cGy.h-tat1lcm.

« AAPM recommends that sources be
specified in terms of air kerma strength-S  «






Source Certificates

Before accepting a source, the user must study
carefully the certificate(s) and specifications tha t
accompany the sources

This should be independent of the necessary
dosimetric verification or calibration by the user.

Caution! Manufacturers are still using one or more of
the old units in their documentation

Specifications may include
— Nominal exposure rate,
— Activity
— Apparent activity (which include an estimate of the source capsule
absorption effects).









In the physicist does not obtain an
Independent measurement, and instead
uses the manufacturer’s value, specified In
terms of source activity, significant errors
can be made due to the different values of
exposure rate constant (or kerma) available

from literature.



Letter to the Editor

Third party brachytherapy seed calibrations and physicist responsibilities

(Received 3 October 2005; revised 11 MNovember 2005; accepted for publication 12 November 200
published 28 December 20035)

« AAPM TG-56 (1997): “Every institution practicing
brachytherapy shall have a system for measuring
source strength with secondary traceability for all
source types used in its practice.”

 “The Institution should compare the manufacturer’s
stated value with the institution’s standard.”

« AAPM TG-64 (1999): “In whatever form the seeds
are procured, the manufacturer’s assay  must be
iIndependently confirmed.”

» For those using a third party calibration service, a
prudent approach would be to develop and
Implement an in-house system for checking the
validity of third party calibrations on a routine b asis.







The Input of source strength into the
treatment planning system

Should be exclusively in terms of reference air kerma rat e.
AAPM (1987)

This is not the current status of all TPS’s.

If the required input is activity, it is important to know whether
this is apparent, equivalent or contained activity ( l.e., without
correction for self absorption and filtration).

The user should also be aware as to how the source ce rtificate
Is specified and how the TPS handles the input refere  nce air
kerma rate, source activity, etc.

The points above should all be considered:

— Prior to acceptance and commissioning of the treatm ent planning
system.

— Any time that a new model source is introduced.



Ravinder Nath

Table 1. Physical Characteristics of Various Radionuclides Used for Brachytherapy

Principal or mean energies from encapsulated
Radionuclide Half-life sources, MeV#

Photon Beta Neutron

Radium-226 1622y 0.830
Cesium-137 30y 0.662
Iridium-192 T4d (0.380
Gold-190 2.7d 0.412
lodine-125 60d 0.028
Palladium-103 17d 0.021
Strontium-90 29y

Ytterbium-90 64 h

Phosphorus-32 14d

Californium-252 265y

*These are nominal values assuming typical encapsulation for sources.
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P i A. General 2D formalism
S The general, two-dimensional (2D) dose-rate equation
s . from the 1995 TG-43 protocol 1s retained,
Fasthy) X § i
. <y A i, o) 0A ; GLU'. H)
(e—) r -z D(r.f)=Sg - A\- gr(7)-F(r.0). (1)

Grlrg.tp) oL

dose rate to water at point P{r,8)
air kerma strength
dose rate constant

radial dose function
geometry function (line source approcdmation)
Z-0 anisotropy function




2. Dose-rate constant

The definition of the dose-rate constant in water, A. is
unchanged from the original TG-43 protocol: it 1s the ratio of
dose rate at the reference position. P(ry.#y). and Sz-. A has
units of cGyh™! U™! which reduces to cm ™2,

D(rg.6,)
A=—T—"

3
Sp (3)
The dose-rate constant depends on both the radionuclide and
source model. and 1s influenced by both the source internal
design and the experimental methodology used by the pri-
mary standard to realize S;-.




Brachytherapy Calculation Geometry

. ==y . . .
Gp(r.#)=r"° point-source approximation,

F if ##0°

Gr(r.g)=4 Lrsind line-source approximation.
(F*=L4)~1 if @=0°




4. Radial dose function

The radial dose function, g (), accounts for dose fall-off
on the transverse-plane due to photon scattering and attenu-
ation, 1.e., excluding fall-off included by the geometry func-
tion. gx(r) 1s defined by Eq. (6), and 1s equal to unity at r

=1 cm.

D(r.6) Gx(rofo)
D(ry.00) Gx7.6)

gx(r)= (6)

gdr)=agtar+ar*taritagttaa. (7)

Parameters a, through as should be determined so that they
fit the data within =2%. Also, the radial range over which
the fit meets this specification should be clearly specified.




5. 2D anisofropy function
The 2D anisotropy function., F(7.#), 1s defined as

gy D0) Gi(r.60)
r, e _B{r,ﬂﬂ} Gi7r.0)




Comparison of 1-D Formalisms
Gi{r.6)

Ep(1) - 00 (7)
Gy (1.6,) :

: sl
D(r)=5g- 4| 2| -£1 () (")

-

Dfr)=5 ‘A -

. N2
G000 D(r) =S A 2| -gp(r)-dun(r)

BEST B(r)=3£-ﬁ- £, (0)-8,,(r)




Air-kerma strength, S;-. 1s the air-kerma rate, K s(d), in
vacuo and due to photons of energy greater than o. at dis-
tance d. multiplied by the square of this distance. d°.

Sp=Ks(d)d>. (2)
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TasLE II. Consensus g(r) values for six '*T sources. Interpolated data are boldface. and italicized data are nonconsensus data obtained from candidate
datasets.

Line source approximation Point source approximation

Amersham  Amersham Best NASI EBebig Imagyn
6702 6711 2301 MED3631-AM 125506 1512501  Amersham Amersham Best MNASI Bebig Imagyn
plem] L=30mm [=30mm [=40mm L[=42mm L[=35mm L=34mm 6702 6711 2301 MED3631-AM 125506 IS12501

0.10 1.020 1.055 1.033 1.010 1022 0.673 0.696 0.579 0.613 0.631
015 1022 1.078 1.029 1.018 1.038 0.509 0.853 0.725 0.760 0.799
025 L0224 1.082 1.027 1.030 1.093 0.929 0932 0.878 0.908 0.969
0.30 1.030 1.071 1.028 1.030 1.080 1.008 1.048 0.991 1.001 1.051
0.75 1.020 1.042 1.030 L.020 1.048 1.014 1.036 1.020 ; 1.012 1.040
1.00 1.000 1.000 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
1.30 0933 0.908 0.938 0.937 0.907 0.030 0911 0.945 0.942 0.912
2.00 0861 0.814 0866 0.857 0808 0.866 0819 0875 0.863 0.814
3.00 0697 0.632 0.707 0.680 0618 0.702 0.636 0.715 0.695 0.623
4.00 0553 0.495 0.555 0.538 0.463 0.557 0.400 0.562 0.543 0.457
500 0413 0.364 0.427 0.409 0.348 0.428 0367 0.432 0.413 0.351
6.00 0322 0.270 0.320 0.313 0.253 0.324 0272 0.324 0.316 0.255
00 0241 0.199 0.248 0.232 0.193 0.243 0.200 0.251 0.234 0.195
8.00 0179 0.14%8 0.187 0.176 0.149 0.180 0149 0.189 0.178 0.150
Q.00 0134 0.109 0.142 0.134 0.100 0.135 0.110 0.144 0.135 0.101
10.00  0.0979 0.0803 0.103 0.0957 0.073 0.0086 00809  0.104 0.0967 0076




TABLE V. F(r.#) for Amersham model 6711.

Polar angle
A (degrees)
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Source calibration traceabillity

“Direct traceability is established when either a source
or a transfer instrument ~e.g., well chamber is calibrated
against a national standard at an ADCL or at NIST
itself.”

“Secondary traceability is established when the source is
calibrated by comparison with the same radionuclide and
design that has a directly traceable calibration or by a
transfer instrument that bears a directly traceable
calibration.”

“Secondary traceability by statistical inference Is
established when a source is one of a group of sources
of which a suitable random sample has direct or
secondary traceability.”






HEDUNDANT SYSTENM FOFR
SOURCE CHECKS










Hapsed Days Correct "Na-So-Caredt”  Difference
t Decay Factar Decay Factor

6 0.955 0.936 2.1%




Haypsed Days Correct "Na-So-Caredt”  Difference
t Decay Factar Decay Factor

6 0.955 0.936 2.1%

3 0.929 0.899 3.4%




Haypsed Days Correct "Na-So-Caredt”  Difference
t Decay Factor Decay Fadtar

6 0.955 0.936 2.1%

3 0.929 0.899 3.4%

10 0.912 0.875 4.2%




Haysed Days Correct "Nat-So-Correct”
t Decay Factar Decay Factar

0.955 0.936

0.929 0.899




Tolerances are important. Training
and experience.
Two checks are better than one.
Investigate discrepancies until you
can explain them away.



