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1990 FIZERSIZESTE 1 BARKSFHRIESFS (JASTRO) £ EMH R AEEREERABTNERS
Nz, 1993 FLUZTEEIN 2 FE) IR ERBEZFRBHRLLTITV. 2010 EMOLIXBEDBHELLEST
LV% 21, ChDT—E273HZ&>T JASTRO [EHhAEICE T EMHRABRDEM N TNHIKRELERE.
AE BEHLGEDDICERICIEEL. BOABBARLRILTOREDRE LELDEEEREICHTS
BEOHREICRIDERZIRMLTE -, ZOREE JASTRO ITLIMEHRABRERDEREEHEICS
(T2RBEEZITH-HODORBEFHLELEHTNS,

4 E. 2010 FEERRELEE 11 REEMSHRAREZ DB EREET ol BROLRITDOVTIEE 1
H{ELTT TIZTJASTRO R—LAR—TLYAHO—REEEIZLTLNS 9, RBETIEABBTEDRDIZEKY
HMERINEIT ol COT—4(E JASTRO OXEBFHETHY. FHEZDIBEZHRET H-OIZFIASIND
CEERBBELLTVWS, R TOERNKTSAICTHREATAREIN =T —ANBELRIES | B ERE
L=y,

FEXNREAERE

2011 £ 3 AKIZ 2010 FITHHRABREBEN HHLBESNT-2E 790 MHEEITxLT2010 &£ 1 A1 H
~12A31H(Q0105E 4 A1 8B~2011 %53 A 31 HTHA) FTOMSHRABEDEZEEREICOVTOHEE
HAEDERDIKIEN JASTRO BERET —AIRN—XEZERKELKIZT JASTRO HP +° JASTROgram &L
TlEEnT=, AIEKY Web ZBLTDA UMV BHFERERELI-A, WS TEGRVERICITHERIEES
N1, 2013 F 6 ARFETICT12 RN SRIEMNFSNT(90.1%) . T TITHAHRABELZ LD TLDERLH
1), 2010 FIZHEHRABREZITOTL\DMEERIT 780 MEEREHETESNT=, TDILMITRIMER I 705 HEER
(90.4%) &75o1=, BABEDHNAEIL 2009 F 4 AMoFZERTHERIBERFE TRETESNT-, 2009 FOHE
RLDEAMERLLELL, F-LRAEEB L TR R EARTIELSTOIMFRHMEDEEREIEEZINE
TONABREEE] MESTORBREREIO 2 BB L., [BERAEREE]. MMERaREEl. [BiE
BN EL. 2Dt 4 BHICHMMELTz, £z, AMAVFOLRNAEEEERLI-EAS. €J7)>
NABREZERLI-EALR, MR AERMBEICEEERICARLTOV-BEEABEMZ =, [RIXKEEH]
ElERBRD BT ZEIT oM. EFEATIFREEER(FHE+BR)ZEHBEDRA2YTHTHRLTEHEL -,
FELMSHRABRIELEDIRS FTE TRELT. 1 BULEDTU/RT—2F>TU 5B (A iEE%) 366 %
(52.3%) &1 B RFEDHEER (B MEE%) 334 MEE% (47.7%) EICRAIL THREFLTz. BIEER DB EERX FTE EA
INIRLITIZR51=0 . UBICK 2 AT DB XREHEZET57-6H FTE = 1 ELTEHELL-HELBEL-,
FEDHERELTEDHON TV AREEEI SRR 374 5% (FR 255 8 A 1 BRR) 9D T—4%%
HHL., 2R EDLERE{To1-, /\—FETIZ. linac ® dual energy ##e. 3DCRT ##E. IMRT #8E. IGRT
HeRE. FI= CT #aE. BEHMIB B A AL CT simulator RAICEFRL THELT-, SoICHERAT /AT —,
BEHEFOA BT oz REICHHFRESE 1 ADNZHHOBERIIOVTAXIIL—TvI 7190
WEZEE (300 N)ZHBRLIEETHEE 121 RS SUERIFREBERD 800 AZEBZHKFIEMER 28
MEERDIFIKICDOWNTHA L =,

\mR
HERICELTIE. IROADB/HEFELT=,
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Table 1 Annual numbers of cancer patients treated with radiation, linac, and by radiation oncology

personnel. Plus, patient load / personnel according to stratification of institution by FTE radiation

oncologist
£k (705) ATEERRE (374)% B MEE%/E (331)%2

1 BT e TR BN VERTH AN
EEEH 321.8 226,851%4 456.5 170,739 169.5 56,112
FHREER 270.0  190,322%5 379.4 141,879 146.4 48,443
=Ty EHR 1.2 829 1.4 514 1.0 315
MATHRARELE (FTEX) 14 959.2 2.2 819.0 04 140.2
JASTRO BEE (E%)) 0.8 564 1.3 503 0.2 61
EREMOFTEMSHUAREZEIE 0 2365 2085 - 400.4 (169.5%)
FRBEY | FTE MESHRARIBHE1 2 198.4 173.2 345.6 (146.4%6)
AT HR A ERIE ZiRED (FTE) 26 1841.3 3.5 12971 1.6 544.2
EREMFTE MSARELES 1A 1232 1316 1031
PHRBEY /FTE MEHHRARIELEE 1 4 103.4 109.4 89.0
METHRARIB LA (FTE)/ Y=7v71 & 22 25 1.7
EPYEL (FTE) 0.19 131.3 0.28 103.9 0.08 27.5
EmEMFEESWEL G vz 16441 20442
FHREEY /FTE EEMET 1 4 1,449.5 1,366.2 1,764.8
mEEETH (FTE) 0.17 121.5 0.24 90.0 0.10 315
EEEM/FTEREEETIE 18674 18974 17813
FHREEH /FTE REEET1 4 1,566.4 1,576.4 1,537.9
mEEELTH (FTE)/ V=7v18& 0.15 0.18 0.10

X1 B .FTE = 1 OMERE.

%2 FMEERB:FTE <1 DERE.

%3 FTE (full time equivalent): 3@ 40 BF SR A B EEEBICRELBELZEEM T /AT —.
¥4 2010 FE AT AEER MR EZE 780 R EHALIIGEDOHERBER - M 2571 FA.
%5 2010 SR ABERMREE 780 ERLHALIIGEEDOHETBER - 21 71 FA.
X6 FTE<1 DX %E FTE=1 LLTHRREL-IEE.
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Fig. 1 Distribution of annual patient load / FTE radiation oncologists in a radiation oncology facility.

Horizontal axis represents facilities arranged in order of increasing value of annual number of patients /

FTE radiation oncologists within the facilities.
Q1: 0-25%, Q2: 26-50%, Q3: 51-75%, Q4: 76—100%.
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Fig. 2 Distribution of annual patient load / FTE radiation technologists in a radiation oncology facility.

Horizontal axis represents facilities arranged in order of increasing value of annual number of patients /

FTE radiation technologists within the facilities.
Q1: 0-25%, Q2: 26-50%, Q3: 51-75%, Q4: 76—100%.
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Table 2 Annual numbers of cancer patients treated with radiation, linac, by radiation oncology personnel.

Plus, patient load / personnel in designated cancer care hospitals according to stratification of institution

by FTE radiation oncologist

£ (374) AWEERE (260)% BHEERE (114)%2

1 a1 BE 1HEETYN B3 1EERTH BH%
EEEH 4304 160,978 529.8 137,744 203.8 23,234
HRBERK 360.7 134,904 440.8 114,609 178.0 20,295
J=TvoEHK 1.4 518 15 401 1.0 117
METHRARIBLE (FTE®S) 1.9 699.9 25 6375 0.5 62.4
JASTRO REE (¥#h) 1.2 454 1.6 426 0.2 28
REEN /FTEMAHRARESE1S 2300 2164 3725 (203.8%)
FBEL /FTE MEHRAKRIELSE14 192.8 179.8 325.5 (178.0%4)
SRR AIE L RER(FTE) 33 1233.0 3.9 1013.1 1.9 2199
REEN /FTE MAHRARBLRG1E 1306 1360 1057
FHRBEY | FTE METHRARIE LA 1 & 109.4 113.1 92.3
WAt ERABEIBLEM(FTE) ) Y=7YY 1 & 2.4 25 1.9
ES B+ (FTE) 0.23 86.5  0.31 80.9 0.05 5.6
EEEN /FTEE$WE+1E 18621 17026 41863
FIRBEY /FTEEEPEL 14 1,560.5 1,416.7 3,656.8
REEELTH(FTE) 0.22 83.5 027 70.9 0.11 12.6
mEEN /FTERHERL1E 19200 19442 18440
PFIREEY /FTEREEELT1 4 1,616.6 1,617.6 1,610.7
REEETHFFTE)/ V=7vo 14 0.16 0.18 0.11

X1 HERRE-FTE = 1 ORERE.
X2 HEERE.FTE <1 DEHRE.

%3 FTE (full time equivalent): 3@ 40 BF SR A B EEEBICRELBELZEEM T /AT —.
¥A4FTE<1 DiEER%E FTE=1 LLTHREL-GE.
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Fig. 3 Distribution of annual patient load / FTE radiation oncologists in a radiation oncology facility.

Horizontal axis represents facilities arranged in order of increasing value of annual number of patients /

FTE radiation oncologists within the facilities.
Q1: 0-25%, Q2: 26-50%, Q3: 51-75%, Q4: 76-100%.
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Fig. 4 Distribution of annual patient load / FTE radiation technologists in a radiation oncology facility.

Horizontal axis represents facilities arranged in order of increasing value of annual number of patients /

FTE radiation technologists within the facilities.
$1: 0-25%, Q2: 26-50%, Q3: 51-75%, Q4: 76-100%.

-7-



2010 2

Table 3 Number of equipments and their functions in both nationwide and designated cancer care

hospitals according to stratification of institutions by FTE radiation oncologist

MR (%) AEERE (%) B iEERE (%)

EERSTHRERER SR 705 ftizk 374 Jik 331 Mgk

Linac 829 (94.8) 514 (95.7) 315 (93.7)
with dual energy function 606 (73.2) 397 (82.6) 209 (62.5)
with 3DCRT function (MLC width =< 1.0cm) 701 (79.3) 475 (89.3) 226 (68.0)
with IMRT function 375 (39.9) 310 (57.8) 65 (19.6)
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 239 (28.9) 190 (41.4) 49 (14.8)

with treatment position verification system
246 (28.1) 192 (39.0) 54 (15.7)
(x-ray perspective image)

with treatment position verification system
214 (26.7) 148 (32.6) 66 (19.9)
(other than those above)

CT simulator 633  (83.7) 365  (90.4) 268  (76.1)

1 A8 BUEHEI AR 374 i 260 it 14 it

Linac 518 (98.9) 401 (98.8) 117 (99.1)
with dual energy function 412 (87.4) 318 (90.4) 94  (80.7)
with 3DCRT function (MLC width =< 1.0cm) 470  (89.8) 379  (94.6) 91 (78.9)
with IMRT function 295 (55.6) 261 (66.9) 34 (29.8)
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 182 (39.8) 158 (48.1) 24 (21.1)

with treatment position verification system
177 (36.1) 154 (43.5) 23 (19.3)
(x-ray perspective image)

with treatment position verification system
146 (32.9) 117 (36.2) 29 (25.4)
(other than those above)

CT simulator 368 (90.9) 264  (942) 104  (83.3)
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Table 4 Number of patients, facilities, certified personnel, patient load / personnel according to prefecture

THRARES . JASTRO  FTESHEAHE  FTE MAHAH
BAE FA  (AATASEEER (BT TN B A CEEER/FTE: N (EEER/FTE: A) WL *
tiEE 5,506 12,200 (22) 30 (184) 32 51.1 (238.7) 72.3 (168.7) 6.8 71
FHRE 1,373 2,281 (1.7) 9 (153) 7 9.0 (253.4) 221 (103.2) 2.6 1.6
HEFR 1,330 1,868 (1.4) 8 (166) 5 8.0 (233.5) 18.7 (99.9) 0.1 0.4
EHE 2,348 5,758 (2.5) 1" (213) 1 17.9 (321.7) 31.5 (182.8) 0.1 1.8
AR 1,086 2,167 (2.0) 10 (109) 2 8.4 (258.0) 19.9 (108.9) 0.5 1.3
R 1,169 1,570 (1.3) 6 (195) 5 8.6 (182.6) 13.2 (118.9) 0.9 1.4
=ER 2,029 3,524 (1.7) 10 (203) 5 14.8 (238.1) 30.8 (114.4) 2.9 1.3
TR 2,970 4,444 (1.5) 15 (198) 8 15.1 (294.3) 42.2 (105.3) 1.1 1.5
HARE 2,008 3,534 (1.8) 8 (251) 8 14.8 (238.8) 25.9 (136.4) 1.6 3.1
BER 2,008 4,271 (2.1) 13 (154) 21 299 (142.8) 38.9 (109.8) 3.5 3.0
BER 7,195 8,990 (1.2) 20 (360) 18 27.0 (333.0) 50.3 (178.7) 2.2 4.2
FER 6,216 9,034 (1.8) 23 (270) 29 48.6 (185.8) 74.2 (121.8) 4.4 3.0
BRIRHR 13,159 27,951 (21) 67 (196) 76 119.0 (235.0) 228.4 (122.4) 14.3 9.0
/RN 9,048 14,331 (1.6) 39 (232) 35 53.0 (270.4) 125.3 (114.4) 6.9 8.3
HRE 2,374 4,410 (1.9) 15 (158) 8 16.6 (265.7) 47.7 (92.5) 2.1 0.7
EWE 1,093 1,761 (1.6) 8 (137) 5 7.0 (251.6) 21.8 (80.8) 0.8 1.4
aINE 1,170 2,386 (2.0) 7 (167) 4 6.7 (356.1) 19.2 (124.3) 2.9 1.8
BHE 806 1,487 (1.8) 6 (134) 5 8.2 (181.3) 15.7 (94.7) 1.6 0.9
T 863 1,338 (1.6) 4 (216) 6 7.3 (183.3) 7.0 (191.1) 0.1 0.6
EHFR 2,152 3,940 (1.8) 15 (143) 6 11.2 (353.4) 31.1 (126.7) 2.2 1.6
It B2 IR 2,081 4,244 (2.0) 12 (173) 5 9.1 (466.4) 27.2 (156.0) 21 1.7
FHRE 2 3,765 7,569 (2.0) 23 (164) 18 26.4 (286.7) 71.4 (106.0) 5.5 4.2
ZME 7.411 12,088 (1.6) 37 (200) 21 49.8 (242.7) 100.3 (120.5) 6.2 4.6
ZER 1,855 2,116 (1.1) 12 (155) 4 9.8 (215.9) 25.0 (84.6) 1.0 1.4
HER 1,411 2,238 (1.6) 10 (141) 7 11.0 (203.5) 24.3 (92.1) 2.1 2.0
RERAF 2,636 4,710 (1.8) 13 (203) 18 26.3 (179.1) 33.3 (141.4) 5.7 4.7
KBR AF 8,865 15,835 (1.8) 51 (174) 44 77.2 (205.2) 141.7 (111.8) 19.7 13.5
EER 5,588 9,294 (1.7) 32 (175) 27 43.7 (212.9) 82.2 (113.1) 6.1 4.7
=RE 1,401 2,499 (1.8) 8 (175) 8 124 (201.5) 22.9 (109.1) 0.9 2.2
eI 1,002 2,063 (2.1) 10 (100) 4 10.0 (206.3) 17.2 (119.9) 0.0 0.4
SmE 589 1,149 (2.0) 7 (84) 1 43 (267.2) 12.3 (93.4) 0.3 2.1
BiRE 77 1,099 (1.5) 5 (143) 6 8.3 (132.4) 11.9 (92.4) 0.3 1.3
fE 1L IR 1,945 3,271 (1.7) 1" (177) 8 17.9 (182.7) 30.4 (107.6) 1.7 2.9
LER 2,861 6,220 (22) 20 (143) 21 26.2 (237.9) 43.9 (141.7) 2.6 3.0
wAg 1,451 2,247 (1.5) 14 (104) 4 10.8 (208.1) 22.0 (102.1) 0.8 1.6
EER 785 1,664 (2.1) 5 (157) 4 8.2 (202.9) 12.3 (135.3) 0.0 2.0
F)NE 996 1,266 (1.3) 6 (166) 3 6.5 (194.8) 10.6 (119.4) 0.8 0.2
ZRE 1,431 2,631 (1.8) 1 (130) 8 13.3 (197.8) 21.2 (124.1) 2.6 23
EER 764 1,379 (1.8) 6 (127) 4 3.9 (353.6) 10.0 (137.9) 1.6 0.7
fafE R 5,072 9,903 (20) 26 (195) 24 41.8 (236.9) 67.1 (147.6) 4.2 5.1
EER 850 1,017 (1.2) 4 (213) 3 4.8 (211.9) 7.6 (133.8) 0.0 0.5
RIFE 1,427 2,726 (1.9) 8 (178) 4 8.1 (336.5) 15.6 (174.7) 2.6 1.5
AR 1,817 3,717 (2.0) 13 (140) 5 15.4 (241.4) 28.0 (132.8) 2.5 24
KH7R 1,197 1,913 (1.6) 11 (109) 3 9.6 (199.3) 211 (90.7) 1.9 1.3
EIFE 1,135 1,832 (1.6) 7 (162) 4 6.2 (295.5) 14.4 (127.2) 1.1 0.9
ERBE 1,706 2,888 (1.7) 12 (142) 5 10.7 (269.9) 201 (143.7) 1.0 0.0
plisk: o 1,393 2,028 (1.5) 7 (199) 5 5.5 (368.7) 11.1 (182.7) 0.6 0.4
a5t 128,057 226,851 (1.8) 705 (182) 564 959.2 (236.5) 18413 (123.2) 131.3 121.5
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Table 5 Region and number of radiation oncology facilities according to patient load/FTE radiation

oncologists or number of new patients

Heavy load / FTE R.O.* Heavy load / FTE R.O.* New patients = 800
Hhish AT HE SR

institution in group B institution in group A institution in all facilities
LigE (1) 30 4.3% 2 5.7% 7 8.1% 3 10.7%
®it (6) 54 7.7% 2 5.7% 4 4.7% 1 3.6%
B3R (8) 189 26.8% 13 37.1% 29 33.7% 16 57.1%
{E#-JLkE (5) 51 7.2% 1 2.9% 8 9.3% 1 3.6%
B (4) 84 11.9% 2 5.7% 15 17.4% 2 7.1%
EE (6) 124 17.6% 7 20.0% 9 10.5% 4 14.3%
FE (5) 57 8.1% 4 11.4% 2 2.3% 0
MmE (4) 28 4.0% 0 1 1.2% 0
Ju - ihiE (8) 88 12.5% 4 11.4% 1 12.8% 1 3.6%
£E (47) 705 100% 35 100% 86 100% 28 100%

$% Annual no. patients / FTE R.O. =300, B fEz%fE (X FTE=1 &L TEHE.

Table 6 Number of facilities (%) by their category according to patient load / FTE radiation oncologists or

number of new patients

Total
u G N P o H

Al facilities 1M 157% 29 41% 63  89% 202  287% 179 254% 121 17.2% 705
Heavy load / FTE R.O.
cavy loa 2 57% 2 57% 5 14.3% 7 200% 12 34.3% 7 200% 35
institution in group B
Heavy load / FTE R.O.
cavy loa 14 16.3% 8 9.3% 3 35% 26 302% 20 233% 15  17.4% 86
institution in group A
New patients =800
ew patients 16 57.1% 9 321% 0 0 1 36% 2 7.1% 28

institution in all facilities

X TERAERIE S IELUTORY.

U: REMBERE, G BIAAE E— BRAREUI— ANAL A —(ELGEEMEREUS4—EET), N: HMILITH
EANELRIRHEE (BNAEA—FER), P AL (BMERFRHETH L) KR (AL 5—FZ2R<), O Fi+FRkk-FE
2k, £X | AtRERE-ER /AR #£F / HK /B8 I EEERRE, H EREAN - EMSRER-EARR - £ 0

Table 7 Average number of cancer patients treated with radiation and radiation oncology personnel in

institutions according to patient load/FTE radiation oncologists or number of new patients

Al facilities Heavyload/FTER.O. Heavyload/FTER.O. New patients =800

(n=705) institution in group B (n=35) institution in group A (n=86) institution in all facilities (n=28)
THYEMFREEY 236.1 323.2 421.0 1033.2
TEHFEHEREHR 284.4 394.7 542.0 1288.9
TSR ARIELE FTE 1.15 0.58 1.35 6.49
TSR A RIE L AT FTE 227 2.27 3.18 7.39
EHEEYELT FTE 0.09 0.06 0.08 0.70
THMSERARREEET FTE 0.15 0.09 0.20 0.62
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Table 8 Number of equipments and their function in radiation oncology facilities according to patient

load / FTE radiation oncologists or number of new patients

Heavy load / FTE R O. institution

Heavy load / FTE R O. institution

New patients = 800 institution

SRR (D CRERDHER Allfacilies (n=705)
in group B (n=35) in group A (n=86) in all faciliies (n=28)
Linac 829 35 110 78
with dual energy function 606 73.1%*1 26 74.3%*1 92 83.6%™" 60 76.9%*1
with 3DCRT function 1 1 1 Y
i 701 84.6%" 25 71.4%" 103 92.7%" 76 97.4%"
(MLC width =< 1.0cm)
with IMRT function 375 45.2%*1 13 37.1%*1 65 59.1%*1 66 84.6%*1
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 239 28.8%*1 8 22.9%*1 36 32.7%*1 31 39.7%*1
pos 246 29.7%*1 13 37.1%*1 39 35.5%*1 32 41.0%*1
system (x-ray perspective image)
positon ve 214 25.8%"1 12 34.3%%1 31 28.2%*1 21 26.9%"1
system  (other than those above)
Annual No. patients / Linac 261.7%2 369.3%2 402.4%2 439.0
Telecobalt (actual use) 12 (9) 0(0) 2 (0) 0(0)
Gamma knife 46 4 10 3
Other accelerator 14 0 1 7
New type Co-60 RALS ( actual use) 18 (17) 2.6%3 (2.4%) 2(1) 5.7%%3 (2.9%) 7(7) 8.1%73 (8.1%) 0(0)
Old type Co-60 RALS (actual use) 19 (11) 2.7%%3 (1.6%) 1(1) 2.9%%3 (2.9%) 4(2) 4.7%%3 (2.3%) 0(0)
I-192 RALS ( actual use) 136 (131) 19.3%73 (18.6%) 5(3) 14.3%3(8.6%) 18 (18) 20.9%%3 (20.9%) 27 (27) 96.4%73 (96.4%)
Xay Simulator 348 48.7%* 15 42.9%%3 44 51.1%%3 27 85.7%"3
CT- Simulator 633 83.7%*3 33 85.7%*3 84 89.5%%3 36 100%*3
RTP computer (2 or more) 1381 (250) 53 (15) 188 (41) 218 (27)

%1 linac DA T HHEEDEIS.
%2 linac AFRB SN TWVEWERZRW =T —4h5E H (n=668, 33, 81).
X3 HBRERELTOSERDINAE (HBAICIE 1 ER 2 SULRALTWSEDEEENS).

Table 9 Number of reimbursement request on radiation treatment planning by complexity and patient

load / FTE radiation oncologists or number of new patients

BEHRAREENB (AR AREER BRI HEE)
Heavy load / FTE R.O.

Heavy load / FTE R.O.

New patients = 800

BERIESE All facilites . . | . T e .

institution in group B institution in group A institution in all facilities

(n=540%)

(n=29%) (n=59%) (n=23%)
Bl 72,016 4,102 11,871 10,679
(1 PRER ST, xim 2 PIERST) (37.7%) (34.4%) (38.6%) (38.6%)
i 59,189 3,983 8,938 8,306
(FExtm 2 PRER ST, 3 FERSY) (31.0%) (33.4%) (29.1%) (30.0%)
HH 59,684 3,852 9,920 8,660
(4 FRLLEDERGT, BENIRST, [RIKERST) (31.3%) (32.3%) (32.3%) (31.3%)
At 190,889 11,937 30,729 27,645

X RSHRAREENBERBAREATHOERERN =T - HH.
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Table 10 Special radiation therapy other than external irradiation according to patient load / FTE

radiation oncologists or number of new patients

TS Al faciltios (nv=705) Heavy load / FTE R.O. Heavy load / FTE R.O. New patients = 800 institution
institution in group B (n=35) institution in group A (n=86) in all facilities (n=28)
FEmER &
HEATHEER 2K 153 (21.7%) 7 (20.0%) 25 (29.1%) 26 (92.9%)
SRERERIZK 3,245 79 511 921
HRAS RS
MEATHEER % 115 (16.3%) 2 (5.7%) 18 (20.9%) 21 (75.0%)
SRRRRESI 3K 4,193 88 531 1,131
AISLARI— A&
HEATHEER 2K 101 (14.3%) 2 (5.7%) 17 (19.8%) 20 (71.4%)
SRERERIZK 3,115 88 432 778
FIRIRI AR
MEATHEERS 59 (8.4%) 1 (2.9%) 11 (12.8%) 11 (39.3%)
SRRRRESI 3K 2,080 19 304 664
EX-gich il
HEATHEER 2K 189 (26.8%) 6 (17.1%) 39 (45.3%) 22 (78.6%)
SRERERIZK 1,937 27 351 428
7 AR 5t
MEATHEER % 24 (3.4%) 0 4 (4.7%) 5 (17.9%)
SAFRIE 5 58 161 0 10 45
TE B (Fbd) BB &%
HEATHEER 2K 21 (29.9%) 15 (42.9%) 45 (52.3%) 20 (71.4%)
SRERERIZK 13,800 1,136 3,871 1,652
REfiL (1RERER) BR G
MEATHEER % 203 (28.8%) 12 (34.3%) 39 (45.3%) 23 (82.1%)
SRRAEI 3K 3,536 92 821 839
A, Fifis ZE A5 4 2,810 77 659 732
A . £ 0 s 2 AE B 726 15 162 110
IMRT
HEATHEER % 136 (19.3%) 3 (8.6%) 20 (23.3%) 24 (85.7%)
SABHE IR 6,356 61 624 1,501
N . BETAERAE 512K ) 875 0 62 358
A . B3 AR AE 513K 4,209 61 422 945
A PIREEREGIS 312 0 42 87
M. Z D1t BB AL FE 5] 960 0 98 111
REVGE RS
MEATHEER % 20 (2.9%) 1 (2.9%) 1 (1.2%) 3 (11.1%)
SAFRIE 5 58 391 2 12 42
Sr-90 Bk FriaE
HEATHEER 2K 11 (1.6%) 0 (0%) 2 (2.4%) 0 (90.5%)
RBERIE 90 0 19
Sr WHIBRIE
WA TR EL 142 (20.1%) 5 (14.3%) 27 (31.4%) 16 (57.1%)
TRBRIE Bl 793 25 158 159
Zevalin WL
WA T A AR 33 (4.7%) 0 (0%) 3 (3.5%) 8 (28.6%)
TRPRIE B 153 0 30 44
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Table 11 Number of radiation oncology facilities with IMRT according to region

Hidgh (X 53! ARLBIREH IMRT 2%

(R R R B 2 30 BELEER (%) BIILER (%) FRAR A (%) F OB (%) EE (%)
dtiEE (30) 8 (26.7%) 9 (30.0%) 3(10.0%) 6 (20.0%) 9 (30.0%)
Hit (54) 4(7.4%) 8 (14.8%) 2 (3.7%) 2 (3.7%) 8 (14.8%)
BEE (189) 15 (7.9%) 33 (17.5%) 13 (6.9%) 13 (6.9%) 35 (18.5%)
E#-dtRE (51) 5(9.8%) 11 (21.6%) 5(9.8%) 5(9.8%) 12 (23.5%)
HifE (84) 13 (15.5%) 15 (17.9%) 9(10.7%) 12 (14.3%) 17 (20.2%)
TEE (124 12 (9.7%) 23 (18.5%) 10 (8.1%) 10 (8.1%) 24 (19.4%)
hE (57) 5 (8.8%) 12 (21.1%) 3 (5.3%) 2 (3.5%) 12 (21.1%)
PUE (28) 2(7.1%) 3 (10.7%) 1(3.6%) 2(7.1%) 3(10.7%)
Jui - ihiE (88) 7 (8.0%) 15 (17.0%) 7 (8.0%) 9 (10.2%) 16 (18.2%)
&Et (705) 71 (10.1%) 129 (18.3%) 53 (7.5%) 61 (8.7%) 136 (19.3%)

X1 HyIRIEE U DGR AR EER %
X2 HyINIFHHIE D METHRERIEER IS T S IMRT EiEfER OB &

Table 12 Annual number of total cancer patients (new + repeat) treated by IMRT according to region

1 53 IMRT SE1552 88 & b B S 3P I
(AR ERRBER) BETRED (%) B (%) AR (%) ZOMEE (%) BAEE (%)
Je#EE (12,200) 71 (0.58%) 350 (2.87%) 25 (0.20%) 67 (0.55%) 513 (4.20%)
ik (17,168) 28 (0.16%) 138 (0.80%) 17 (0.10%) 62 (0.36%) 245 (1.43%)
Bk (73,893) 254 (0.34%) 1,131 (1.53%) 66 (0.09%) 196 (0.27%) 1,647 (2.23%)
{Zik - Jtke (13,984) 37 (0.26%) 246 (1.76%) 21(0.15%) 63 (0.45%) 367 (2.62%)
HifE (26,017) 206 (0.79%) 736 (2.83%) 48 (0.18%) 247 (0.95%) 1,237 (4.75%)
JTHE (36,639) 152 (0.41%) 804 (2.19%) 94 (0.26%) 239 (0.65%) 1,289 (3.52%)
HFE (13,986) 35 (0.25%) 255 (1.82%) 17 (0.12%) 2 (0.01%) 309 (2.21%)
PUIE (6,940) 40 (0.58%) 54 (0.78%) 3 (0.04%) 9(0.13%) 106 (1.53%)
JUIN - FhiEE (26,024) 52 (0.20%) 495 (1.90%) 21 (0.08%) 75 (0.29%) 643 (2.47%)
ik (226,851) 875 (0.39%) 4,209 (1.86%) 312 (0.14%) 960 (0.42%) 6,356 (2.8%)

1 AvaRFH B OREHEABREEER
X2 AYaREB B OB EABRERFHCHNTS IMRT EEEREHROE S

Table 13 Annual number of total cancer patients (new + repeat) treated for brain metastasis and bone

metastasis by patient load / FTE radiation oncologists or number of new patients

EEHER(RGRABREEERAHTHEE)

i All facilities Heavy load / FTE R.O. Heavy load / FTE R.O. New patients = 800
(n=705) institution in group B (n=35) institution in group A (n=86) institution in all facilities (n=28)

. 21,765 1,548 5,560 2,499
fEng

(9.6%) (11.2%) (11.8%) (7.3%)

_ 28,996 1,779 5,918 3,847
B

(12.8%) (12.8%) (12.6%) (11.2%)
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