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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
L% (694) ATRERIE (394)% B iEE%/E (300)*2
1 HEERTY B 1 HEERTEY # 1 fEER Y ey
EEEH 317.1  220,092%5 431.8 170,117 166.6 49,975
FHREER 267.2 185,455%6 361.7 142,505 143.2 42,950
=Ty EHR 1.2 836 1.4 546 1.0 290
MATHRARELE (FTEX) 1.5 1018.5 2.3 900.0 0.4 118.5
BEHRAREMER (£8) 1.1 756 1.7 672 0.3 84
EmEMOFTEMStAREZE1E 0 2164 1890 - 4217 (166.6%7)
FRBEY | FTE MESHRARIBHE1 2 182.1 158.3 511.3 (143.2%7)
AT HR A ERIE ZiRED (FTE) 29 2,026.7 3.8 1,485.0 1.8 541.7
EREMFTE MSARELES 1A 086 146 923
PHRBEY /FTE MEHHRARIELEE 1 4 91.5 96.0 79.3
matR AR LA (FTE)/ V=7v0 18 2.4 2.7 1.9
EPYEL (FTE) 0.21 149.1 0.33 128.7 0.07 20.4
EmEMFEESWEL G 14763 1320 24498
FHREEY /FTE EEMET 1 4 1,244.0 1,107.4 2,105.4
mEEETH (FTE) 0.20 141.5 0.28 110.2 0.10 31.3
EEEM/FTEREEETIE 15554 1537 1596
FHREEH /FTE REEET1 4 1,310.6 1,293.1 1,372.2
mEEELTH (FTE)/ V=7v18& 0.17 0.20 0.1

X1 HEERE-FTE = 1 OMERE.

%2 W FTE<1 OMREE.

%3 FTE (full time equivalent): 3@ 40 BF SR A B EEEBICRELBELZEEM T /AT —.
%4 JASTRO REEX LS A EEME (FHlE)

%5 2011 FERSTHRABEERIEER HE 787 R EHRIL-IGEOHEREETHR - 25 B A.

X6 2011 EMETHABRERMEIREE 787 MREHBIL-IGAOHEREEFTH N 21 B 1 FA.
X7FTE<1 OB EFTE=1 LLTHELIES.
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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%.

-5-



2011 2

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

£HEE% (380) AMEEERE (272)% B iEEkfE (108)*2
1 HEER T ey 1R ey 1 HEER T s

EEEH 4138 157,228 498.7 135,633 200.0 21,595
TR BE 3482 132,297 416.7 113,329 175.6 18,968
=T ER 1.4 532 15 418 1.1 114
AT SARIBLE (FTEX) 19 7324 25 6778 05 546
TSt SAREMER (58)) 15 559 1.9 515 0.4 44
REEM FTERMARENE1 S 247 2000 3959 (200.0%)
FRBEY | FTE MEHEUARIELE 1 4 180.6 167.2 347.7 (175.6%4)
TSHARUE & AR (FTE) 3.5 1,342.3 4.1 1,112.9 21 2294
REEM FIEgAEARENES 2 174 1219 %42
IRBEL | FTE MEHIARIE X167 1 4 98.6 101.8 82.7

AT SARIE S BER(FTE) | U=F9 18 2.5 2.7 2.0
ExyE+(FTE) 0.29 108.7  0.36 98.7 009 100
mEEy FEESMEL14 14463 13744 21505
FIBEY [ FTE ELWEL 1 4 1,217.0 1,148.1 1,896.8
REEELH(FTE) 0.26 97.0  0.30 81.7 014 153
mmEy FTEREEEL14 16217 16604 14161
FIBEMN /FTE REEEL 14 1,364.6 1,387.1 1,243.8
BEEELMFTE) U=Fyo 14 0.18 0.20 0.13

X1 FMEERB-FTE = 1 OEHRE.

X2 WMEERB FTE <1 DHEERE.

%3 FTE (full time equivalent): 3@ 40 BF SR A B EEEBICRELBELZEEM T /AT —.
%4 JASTRO REEX LS A EEME (FHlE)

X5FTE<1 DERE FTE=1 ELTHRELGA.
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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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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 (%)

SERSHRARER 2R 694 it 3% 394 Jiti % 300 filia%

Linac 836 (95.7) 546 (96.4) 290 (94.7)
with dual energy function 619 (74.8) 430 (84.0) 189 (62.7)
with 3DCRT function (MLC width =< 1.0cm) 719 (81.8) 505 (90.6) 214 (70.3)
with IMRT function 421 (45.5) 352 (62.9) 69 (22.7)
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 294 (36.2) 241 (50.3) 53 (17.7)

with treatment position verification system
297 (35.4) 230 (45.9) 67 (21.7)
(x-ray perspective image)

with treatment position verification system
234 (29.0) 171 (35.5) 63 (20.3)
(other than those above)

CT simulator 654  (86.9) 402  (92.4) 252  (79.7)

DA DB 380 Hsi 272 ik 108 Hii

Linac 532 (99.7) 418  (99.6) 114  (100)
with dual energy function 424  (87.4) 340  (915) 84  (76.9)
with 3DCRT function (MLC width =< 1.0cm) 487  (91.3) 397  (956) 90  (80.6)
with IMRT function 315  (589) 280  (69.9) 35  (315)
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 216 (46.8) 192  (56.6) 24  (22.2)

with treatment position verification system
211 (44.5) 181 (51.5) 30 (26.9)
(x-ray perspective image)

with treatment position verification system
160 (34.2) 130 (37.5) 30 (25.9)
(other than those above)

CT simulator 378  (921) 280  (952) 98  (84.3)
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Table 4 Number of patients, facilities, certified personnel, patient load / personnel according to prefecture

wateamEsE WEHEAR  FTEROTEUAT  FTE ROTHUAR

marn A0 A ARERE ey BuE 1B 24 FIE  FTERH

% A mEL  wEt

B A ADFANRES)  (FEERADT  BE A (REBM/FIE ) (REEN/FTE A)

it 5486 11704 (21) 30  (183) 41 511 (229.0) 740 (1582)  16.8 5.7
EHE 1363 2366 (1.7) 10  (136) 10 97 (243.9) 261 (90.7) 28 26
EFR 1314 2059 (16) 8  (164) 9 100 (206.9) 25  (91.7) 13 0.7
wH e 2327 4621 (20) 12 (194) 1 218 (2125) 39.7  (116.4) 3.0 2.1
S 1075 2015  (1.9) 10  (108) 4 76 (265.1) 190 (106.1) 11 16
Wi 1161 1490 (13) 6  (194) 5 85 (1753) 161 (92.5) 0.7 15
EBR 1990 3147  (16) 10  (199) 8 139 (226.4) 357  (88.3) 25 15
HIHR 2958 4,009  (1.4) 12 (247) 1 163 (246.0) 420  (95.5) 16 2.1
HAR 2000 3363 (1.7) 9 (222) 10 131 (256.7) 28.8 (116.8) 0.9 24
BER 2001 4225  (21) 14 (143) 26 316 (133.7) 460  (91.8) 28 3.1
BER 7207 8094 (1.1) 20  (360) 19 275 (294.8) 50.9 (135.1) 3.4 45
FER 6214 8877  (1.4) 23  (270) 33 508 (174.9) 81.9 (108.4) 7.2 3.0
HEH 13196 28250 (21) 65  (203) 91 1224 (230.9) 2424 (1165) 145 10.8
Mz )l 9058 13412  (15) 39  (232) 45 571 (2349) 1395  (96.1) 6.6 8.1
] 2362 4255 (1.8) 14  (169) 14 190 (223.9) 415 (102.5) 2.1 0.8
HLR 1088 1919 (1.8) 8  (136) 6 95 (202.0) 204 (94.3) 0.7 19
BIE 1166 2144 (18) 7 (167) 8 86 (249.3) 27 (94.4) 17 17
BEHE 803 1375 (1.7) 6  (134) 10 101 (136.1) 218 (63.1) 0.0 0.6
e 857 1,188 (14) 3 (286) 5 76 (156.3) 63 (190.1) 0.4 11
EHER 2142 3880 (1.8) 15  (143) 8 123 (3167) 317 (1224) 23 17
i 18 2071 3509 (1.7) 11 (188) 6 101 (347.4) 297 (1182) 14 29
BEe 3749 7837 (21) 23 (163) 24 308 (254.4) 780 (1005) 43 6.6
BHE 7416 12390  (1.7) 38  (195) 40 57.8 (2144) 1081 (114.6) 8.4 6.8
=s8 1847 2169 (12) 12 (154) 5 90 (241.0) 281 (77.2) 12 25
HER 1414 2158 (15) 10  (141) 7 131 (165.1) 313 (69.1) 0.7 25
FERAT 2632 4680  (1.8) 13  (202) 20 300 (156.0) 37.5 (124.8) 5.7 5.2
KIRRE 8,861 15987  (1.8) 51  (174) 62 803 (199.1) 1563 (1023) 203 132
EER 5582 8934  (1.6) 30  (186) 35 449 (199.0) 996 (897) 40 5.5
=pma 1396 2523 (18) 8  (175) 9 157 (160.7) 237 (106.5) 16 25
% W 995 1812 (18 9  (111) 7 77 (2353) 242 (74.9) 0.3 0.2
BEE 585 1,160 (20) 7  (84) 5 45 (257.8) 134 (86.6) 0.3 19
BiRE 712 1166 (16) 5  (142) 7 73 (159.7) 125 (93.3) 0.2 22
FALLIE 1941 3156  (1.6) 10  (194) 12 184 (172.0) 30.3 (104.2) 23 29
LEBER 2855 5512  (1.9) 19  (150) 23 266 (207.2) 44.4  (124.1) 3.1 438
=1t 1442 2069 (14) 14  (103) 7 108 (191.6) 256  (80.8) 0.1 13
man 780 1425 (18 5  (156) 7 72 (197.9) 149  (95.6) 0.3 2.0
)8 992 1123 (11) 5  (198) 3 47 (2389) 7.7 (145.8) 0.1 0.0
BiER 1423 2867 (20) 10  (142) 9 122 (2350 255  (112.4) 2.2 3.3
EHIR 758 1397 (18 5  (152) 5 43 (324.9) 96 (1455) 1.1 0.8
EER 5079 9,944  (20) 25  (203) 32 441 (2255) 695 (143.2) 5.6 73
EER 847 969  (1.1) 4 (212) 7 56 (173.0) 92 (105.3) 0.1 0.1
iR 1417 2695 (19) 9  (157) 10 105 (256.7) 185 (145.7) 2.1 2.1
AR 1813 3446  (19) 13 (139) 12 184 (187.3) 310 (111.2) 6.3 3.1
A58 1191 1,948  (16) 11 (108) 5 73 (266.8) 192 (101.7) 13 19
T 1131 1,893 (17) 7 (162) 9 76 (249.1) 175 (108.2) 0.8 12
BEREE 1699 2928 (17) 12 (142) 10 137 (2137) 284  (103.1) 2.8 10
g e 1401 2002 (14) 7 (200) 4 78 (256.7) 154 (130.4) 0.4 0.6
&F 127,799 220,092  (1.7) 694  (184) 756 10185 (216.1) 20267 (108.6) 149.1 1415




2011 2

Table 5 Region and number of radiation oncology facilities according to patient load/FTE radiation

oncologists or number of new patients

Heavy load / FTER.O. * Heavy load / FTER.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 6.3% 8 10.1% 2 7.7%
®it (6) 56 8.1% 2 6.3% 4 5.1% 1 3.8%
B3R (8) 185 26.7% 10 31.3% 25 31.6% 16 61.5%
{E#-JLkE (5) 50 7.2% 1 3.1% 6 7.6% 1 3.8%
B (4) 84 12.1% 2 6.3% 14 17.7% 2 7.7%
EE (6) 121 17.4% 9 28.1% 7 8.9% 3 11.5%
FE (5) 55 7.9% 3 9.4% 2 2.5% 0 0.0%
MmE (4) 25 3.6% 1 3.1% 1 1.3% 0 0.0%
Ju - ihiE (8) 88 12.7% 2 6.3% 12 15.2% 1 3.8%
£E (47) 694 100% 32 100% 79 100% 26 100%

$% 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

SR HE X 43¢
Total
u G N P o H

Al facilities 111 160% 28 40% 58 84% 198  285% 177 255% 122 17.6% 694
Heavy load / FTE R.O.
cavy loa 3 94% 0 00% 1 31% 8 25.0% 9 281% 1 344% 32
institution in group B
Heavy load / FTE R.O.
cavy loa 10 12.7% 6  7.6% 7 89% 23 201% 17 215% 16 20.3% 79
institution in group A
New patients =800
ew patients 14 538% 10 385% 0 00% 0 00% 1 38% 1 3.8% 26

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=694) institution in group B (n=32) institution in group A (n=79) institution in all facilties (n=26)
THYEMFREEY 267.2 317.2 405.0 999.2
TEHFEHEREHR 3171 391.8 500.2 1,185.7
TSR ARIELE FTE 1.47 0.63 1.29 7.35
TSR A RIE L AT FTE 2.92 245 3.39 8.62
EHEEYELT FTE 0.21 0.1 0.20 1.03
THMSERARREEET FTE 0.20 0.20 0.17 0.40
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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 Allfaciliies (n=694)
in group B (n=32) in group A (n=79) in all faciliies (n=26)
Linac 836 28 98 70
with dual energy function 619 74.0%" 19 67.9%" 85 86.7%"" 57 81.4%1
with 3DCRT function
719 86.0%"1 23 82.1%*1 92 93.9%1 69 98.6%"1
(MLC width =< 1.0cm)
with IMRT function 421 50.4%*1 13 46.4%*1 57 58.2%*1 62 88.6%™1
with cone beam CT or CT on rail 294 35.2%*1 7 25.0%*1 38 38.8%*1 33 47 1%
pos 207 35.5%1 9 32,191 40 40.8% 30 42.9%
system (x-ray perspective image)
posion vel 234 28.0%*1 " 39.3%*1 24 24.5%*1 21 30.0%*1
system (other than those above)
Annual No. patients / Linac 252.7%2 376.9%2 380.4%2 440.4
Telecobalt (actual use) 3(3) 0 (0) 0(0) 0(0)
Gamma knife 46 6 12 3
Other accelerator 17 0 3 9
New type Co-60 RALS ( actual use) 19 (18) 2.7%%3 (2.6%) 1(1) 3.1%%3(3.1%) 8(7) 10.1%3 (8.9%) 0(0)
Old type Co-60 RALS ( actual use) 12 (6) 1.7%3 (0.9%) 0(0) 1(0) 1.3%%3 0(0)
I-192 RALS ( actual use) 130 (125) 18.7%3 (18.0%) 4(2) 12.5%3(6.3%) 14 (14) 17.7%73 (17.7%) 25 (25) 96.2%73 (96.2%)
X-ray Simulator 320 45.0%*3 9 28.1%*3 33 41.8%*3 26 80.8%*3
CT- Simulator 654 86.9%"3 27 84.4%*3 75 91.1%*3 37 100%*3
RTP computer ( 2 or more) 1,484 (282) 55 (13) 160 (36) 219 (25)

%1 linac DA T HHEEDEIS.
%2 linac AFRB SN TWVEWERZBRWN =T —4h5EH (n=664, 27, 75).
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=527%)

(n=19%) (n=58%) (n=19%)
Bl 66,653 2,663 10,637 8,068
(1 FAERST, xtm) 2 FAERST) (35.0%) (36.8%) (35.2%) (35.0%)
HifE 59,571 2,610 9,468 7,722
(FExtrm 2 PRERST. 3 PIHRST) (31.3%) (36.1%) (31.4%) (33.5%)
B 64,021 1,964 10,073 7,272
(4 ML EDERST, EEHHRST. [RIKERST) (33.7%) (27.1%) (33.4%) (31.5%)
A5t 190,245 7,237 30,178 23,062

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

Heavy load / FTE R.O.

Heavy load / FTE R.O.

New patients = 800

FETR R ST All facilities (n=694) o o -
institution in group B (n=32) institution in group A (n=79) institution in all facilities
FERER ST
HEAT HE R 3K 142 (20.5%) 4 (12.5%) 21 (26.6%) 21 (80.8%)
SAFRAE I3 3,008 63 423 729
AR
MEATHEER % 105 (15.1%) 3 (9.4%) 11 (13.9%) 19 (73.1%)
SRERESIEK 4,071 138 367 902
BRI —RIAE
HEAT HE R 3K 93 (13.4%) 3 (9.4%) 10 (12.7%) 15 (57.7%)
SAFAE I3 3,273 134 359 598
BRI —Ramk
MEATHEER % 54 (7.8%) 2 (6.3%) 8 (10.1%) 8 (30.8%)
SBERESIE 1,879 18 312 479
E-dit)
HEAT HE R 3K 162 (23.3%) 6 (18.8%) 27 (34.2%) 19 (73.1%)
SAFRAE I3 1,957 60 309 345
i o BB 5
HEATHERRS 20 (2.9%) (0%) (2.5%) 4 (15.4%)
RERIESIZK 102 16
TEfL (B BB &t
HEAT HE R 3K 214 (30.8%) 15 (46.9%) 38 (48.1%) 18 (69.2%)
SAFAE I3 13,768 2,477 3,082 1,413
TEGL ((RERED) BRST
MEATHEER % 222 (32%) 14 (43.8%) 32 (40.5%) 18 (69.2%)
SRBAEBIE 3,552 235 542 725
M. Bt Z5 fiE 513K 2,908 230 495 627
A Z Dt imZE5EHI 644 5 47 98
IMRT
HE4T HE R % 164 (23.6%) 5 (15.6%) 17 (21.5%) 21 (80.8%)
SAEREGIZK 8,887 355 559 1,359
SNEEEER PR b 1,163 26 77 393
. Bl 3L BRAE 151 3k 5,639 98 409 811
A, HRAR e 151 4K 355 43 18 40
A Z Dt EBRIGEBI 1,730 188 55 115
ImEMGE R ST
ik pyi: 19 (2.7%) 3 (11.5%)
SRERESIEK 327 43
Sr-90 RAK FiAE
BT R 8 (1.2%) 0 (2.5%) 0 (0%)
SRERERIZK 45 0
Sr WA
MEATHEER % 169 (24.4%) 6 (18.8%) 32 (40.5%) 14 (53.8%)
SRERESIEK 969 36 181 178
Zevalin RAKE
HEAT HE R 3K 31 (4.5%) 0 5 (19.2%)
SRERERIZK 106 0 16
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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%) 8 (26.7%) 4 (13.3%) 6 (20.0%) 8 (26.7%)
&L (56) 6 (10.7%) 11 (19.6%) 3 (5.4%) 3 (5.4%) 11 (19.6%)
BEE (185) 18 (9.7%) 37 (20.0%) 12 (6.5%) 15 (8.1%) 37 (20.0%)
{E#-JtRE (50) 8 (16.0%) 13 (26.0%) 5(10.0%) 9 (18.0%) 14 (28.0%)
HiE (84) 16 (19.0%) 17 (20.2%) 8 (9.5%) 13 (15.5%) 19 (22.6%)
EE (121) 20 (16.5%) 33 (27.3%) 14 (11.6%) 15 (12.4%) 35 (28.9%)
HE (55) 4 (7.3%) 15 (27.3%) 4(7.3%) 3 (5.5%) 16 (29.1%)
F[E (25) 4 (16.0%) 5(20.0%) 1(4.0%) 3 (12.0%) 5 (20.0%)
Jupl - 48 (88) 9 (10.2%) 18 (20.5%) 6 (6.8%) 11 (12.5%) 19 (21.6%)
BE (694) 93 (13.4%) 157 (22.6%) 57 (8.2%) 78 (11.2%) 164 (23.6%)
X1 HyaRIEE O KGR A B E RS
X2 HyaRIEE SO ST EAEER ST S IMRT EREEHROES

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

HR 535
(MEHRARRBESR) smman(o)

IMRT 527558 58 2 SR 3 S5

BIZLRR (%)

AR AHE (%)

Z DAERGL (%)

IMRT == EH
WA %)

dimiE (11,704) 77 (0.66%) 376 (3.21%) 22 (0.19%) 94 (0.80%) 569 (4.86%)
Bt (15,698) 48 (0.31%) 182 (1.16%) 8 (0.05%) 92 (0.59%) 330 (2.10%)
A% (71,418) 294 (0.41%) 1,407 (1.97%) 54 (0.08%) 407 (0.57%) 2,162 (3.03%)
{it-JLhE (13,573) 99 (0.73%) 343 (2.53%) 59 (0.43%) 302 (2.23%) 803 (5.92%)
i (25,905) 289 (1.12%) 913 (3.52%) 72 (0.28%) 358 (1.38%) 1632 (6.30%)
% (36,094) 198 (0.55%) 1,271 (3.52%) 93 (0.26%) 361 (1.00%) 1,923 (5.33%)
hE (13,063) 53 (0.41%) 319 (2.44%) 15 (0.11%) 19 (0.15%) 406 (3.11%)
mE (6,812) 29 (0.43%) 155 (2.28%) 2 (0.03%) 11 (0.16%) 197 (2.89%)
- 4B (25,825) 76 (0.29%) 673 (2.61%) 30 (0.12%) 86 (0.33%) 865 (3.35%)
A% (220,002) 1163 (0.53%) 5,639 (2.56%) 355 (0.16%) 1,730 (0.79%) 8,887 (4.04%)

1 AvaRFH B OREHEABREEER

X2 AYIRFFHEDOBEHRERREERICHT S IMRT REREBEEROEEG
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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

REEH(RSARREERBISH T SEIE)
Lig: 2

All facilities Heavy load / FTE R.O. Heavy load / FTE R.O. New patients = 800
(n=694) institution in group B (n=32) institution in group A (n=79) institution in all facilities (n=26)
20,880 1,781 5,488 2,301
fRignss
(9.5%) (14.2%) (13.9%) (7.5%)
28,556 1,544 5,055 3,635
BB
(13.0%) (12.3%) (12.8%) (11.8%)
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