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Abstract 
 

THE DESIGN OF A NEW VAGINAL APPLICATOR FOR DIRECTION MODULATED 

BRACHYTHERAPY (DMBT) USING GEANT4 MONTE CARLO SIMULATION CODE 

 

By Moeen Meftahi, MS 

 

A thesis submitted in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science, 

at Virginia Commonwealth University.  

 

Virginia Commonwealth University, 2020 

Advisor: William Y. Song, Ph.D. 

Associate Professor, Department of Radiation Oncology 

 

Purpose: Anisotropy of the 192Ir source causes a lack of dose coverage at the apex in HDR 

vaginal cylinder brachytherapy (VC BT). In this study, we took advantage of the GEANT4 

Monte Carlo (MC) simulation code to design a new DMBT vaginal applicator so that it 

maintains the dose coverage of the current vaginal cylinder at periphery everywhere while 

improving the apex coverage. In addition, since current treatment planning systems (TPS) 

considers the whole environment as water according to TG43 formalism, based on the capability 

of the MC in the calculation of dose in the material, the effect of inhomogeneity of the vaginal 

cylinder in the dose coverage was investigated.  

Methods: The new DMBT vaginal applicator was designed to be a 30 mm diameter, single 

lumen vaginal cylinder, made of polyphenylsulfone (PPSU) plastic. The central part of the 

applicator, which includes the lumen, was considered to be a detachable 8 mm diameter tandem 

rod. In order to provide directional modulation, a tungsten rod similar to the dimensions of the 

detachable tandem was added to the simulation. The applicator works in two steps. First, we get 

a typical dose distribution based on the planning system using the applicator with a detachable 

polyetheretherketone (PEEK) plastic tandem in place. Second, the detachable tandem is replaced 
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with a tungsten tandem to compensate for the lack of coverage at the apex utilizing a directional 

radiation beam generated. The same source dwell positioning is used for both steps, while the 

dwell time for the second step is a small fraction of the first step. Furthermore, in order to assess 

the effect of VC inhomogeneity, a separate simulation with the same dwell time and position 

based on TG43 model was performed and the results were compared.  The MATLAB software 

was used for data analysis. 

Results: The analysis showed that the new applicator can address the lack of coverage at the apex 

due to anisotropy (~2 mm), while simultaneously preventing from overdosing the periphery. 

Also, the analysis of the data indicated that there is a reduction of dose at the surface of the 

cylinder (~7.3%) at the periphery, in comparison to TG43 model.  

Conclusion: This new DMBT concept design can be considered as a possible solution for the 

lack of apex coverage due to anisotropy as there is a subset of patients who experience 

recurrences after brachytherapy, frequently in the vaginal apex. Further, based on the VC 

heterogeneity analysis, the reduction of the dose at the surface of the cylinder indicates that 

prescribing the dose to VC surface involves additional level of uncertainty.  

Key: Vaginal Cylinder, DMBT, Brachytherapy, Inhomogeneity 
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Background 

Endometrial carcinoma is the most common gynecologic malignancy in the united states. It 

constitutes 6% of female cancers, and accounts for 3% of all cancer deaths in women. The 

incidence of endometrial cancer has been steadily increasing in the U.S. and worldwide over the 

past several decades. The standard treatment for endometrial cancer is a total abdominal 

hysterectomy with bilateral salpingo-oophorectomy with or without lymph node dissection. 

Adjuvant external beam radiation therapy (EBRT) and/or brachytherapy (BT) are integral 

component in the adjuvant therapy of select patients and the radiation is a major component in 

the management of inoperable or recurrent endometrial cancers (Alban et al., 2020; Demiral, 

2017; Small et al., 2012). 

The recent clinical trial (PORTEC-2) compared vaginal BT with EBRT in early-stage 

postoperative endometrial cancer patients. The study suggested that vaginal BT is equivalent to 

EBRT in preventing local vaginal recurrences and distant metastases (Nout et al., 2010). Vaginal 

brachytherapy is also associated with significantly less toxicity when compared to whole pelvic 

EBRT (Petereit et al., 1999; Zhang et al., 2016). In addition, High dose-rate (HDR) 

brachytherapy is advantageous in that you can achieve a highly conformal dose to the target 

under image guidance in an outpatient setting (Zhou et al., 2017). Nonetheless, intracavitary BT 

is best reserved for tumors less than 5 mm in thickness (Leung et al., 2019).  

Following surgery, the vaginal canal for most patients is roughly cylindrical, and the American 

Brachytherapy Society (ABS) recommends a properly sized, single-channel vaginal cylinder 

applicator (VC) for BT treatment. The VC is the most common applicator used for high-dose-

rate (HDR) BT and is ideal for patients with a narrow vagina. The region, including the vaginal 

cuff, accounts for about 75% of recurrences in endometrial cancer patients. Therefore, vaginal 

cuff BT is recommended to decrease the risk of recurrence without adding the toxicities 

associated with pelvic radiotherapy (Guy et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2018). Besides the simplicity, 

there are a few limiting factors in the application of VCBT that can result in underdosing the 

target, in particular, at the apex.  

In one study, it is shown that the presence of air gaps around the cylinder can potentially reduce 

mucosal dose. They took advantage of post-insertion CT to detect air gaps for 22 patients and 
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concluded more than two-third of the patients presented air gaps, in particular at the apex 

(Sapienza et al., 2019). Hassouna et al. (Hassouna et al., 2014) has also retrospectively assessed 

the presence of air gap in VCBT. Most of the cases they studied had air gap at periphery, 

indicating the reduction of dose coverage at target. A shortage of the coverage has been studied 

by another group through MRI-based evaluation of vaginal cuff, as well. They figured that suture 

material may be restricting access to the vaginal apex and reduce the dose coverage noticeably at 

vaginal cuff, resulting in underdosing of at-risk vaginal mucosa (Chapman et al., 2016).  

Kim et al.(Kim et al., 2018) studied two different Varian’s VC applicators with the same 

diameter, but different top thickness. They showed there is a relatively high loss of coverage at 

the apex for the applicator with the thicker top. Another issue involves the significant dose 

gradients outside of the cylinders and the variability of the dose falloff relative with the cylinder 

size and dose specification point. The effect of the same prescription dose can be significantly 

different in two cylinders, for example, 2.3- cm and 3.5-cm diameter, and dramatically different 

if prescribed to the cylinder surface vs. 5-mm depth. Thus regardless of treatment regimens, the 

way that physicians prescribe the dose can have different clinical outcomes  (Ager et al., 2019; 

Guy et al., 2019).  

Anisotropy of the source is also an important factor that affects the dose coverage at the 

apex. The dose distribution produced by the HDR 192Ir source is inherently anisotropic due 

to self-absorption by the high-density source core, oblique filtration by the source capsule and 

asymmetric geometry of the source capsule (Sharma et al., 2004), which prevents it from having 

a uniform dose coverage at the apex. This phenomenon more commonly affects single-channel 

applicators, as these are the most widely used vaginal applicators. Although it can be modified 

using multichannel applicators through inverse planning to some extent, this modification can 

cause loss of coverage at the other part of the apex (Bahadur et al., 2014; Sabater et al., 2017).  

Further, the effect of VC inhomogeneity in treatment planning can affect the dose coverage, 

depending on the material, the density, the size, and, the design of the applicator. The current 

standard of practice for brachytherapy absorbed dose calculations relies on the AAPM Task 

Group 43 TG43 formalism. The dosimetry parameters used in TG- 43 are obtained for a single 

BT source located at the center of a fixed-volume, homogeneous, liquid-water phantom. As a 
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result, this method cannot consider the effect of patients’ body shape and the presence of 

materials other than water, such as VCs (Abe et al., 2018; Mikell et al., 2012; Rivard et al., 2004, 

2009). 

In this research, we aim to find a novel solution to remedy the anisotropy of the source for a 

single channel VC applicator, so that it does not affect the integrity of dose distribution of a 

typical VC while eradicating the anisotropy effect. To do this, we benefit from the concept of 

direction modulated brachytherapy (DMBT), which has been used for the design of other 

applicators such as cervical, and rectal applicators by other researchers (Bellezzo et al., 2018; 

Safigholi et al., 2017). The DMBT applicators utilize a shielded part embedded into them in 

order to focus the radiation in a specific direction, while cut the radiation drastically in other 

directions simultaneously. Therefore, we design a novel DMBT vaginal cylinder applicator using 

the general-purpose GEANT4 Monte Carlo (MC) Simulation code to address the anisotropy of 

the source. MC simulation, as gold standard for dosimetry, has been utilized for modeling of the 

brachytherapy sources and evaluation of model-based dose calculation algorithms, considering 

the effect of inhomogeneity on dose calculation, and dose calculation near the source by other 

researchers (Ababneh et al., 2014; Facundo Ballester et al., 2015; Rodrigues et al., 2008). It can 

also account for the limitations  related to TG43 with better accuracy for absorbed dose 

calculations (Mikell & Mourtada, 2010); therefore, as a second goal, we will assess the effect of 

inhomogeneity of VC in the dose coverage and its possible impact on the clinical outcome.  

Material and Method 

The GEANT4 MC simulation code, toolkit 10.05 was used for the simulation. A typical Varian 

Gamma Med Plus source was modeled as described in the literature (Figure 1) (Perez-Calatayud 

et al., 2012). The extension of cable was modeled to be 50 mm. Because of the symmetry, 2D 

data acquisition was performed, such that the source and the extension of the cable were placed 

across the Y axis. The 192Ir was defined based on all its significant gamma-ray and x-ray 

radiations (Ababneh et al., 2014; Chu et al., 1999; X-ray and Gamma-ray Decay Data Standards 

for Detector Calibration and Other Applications, 2005). 
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Figure 1. a typical structure for Varian HDR source, Gamma Med Plus 

Calculation of the Dose Rate Constant  

At the first step, Air Kerma Strength (Sk) was calculated. For this purpose, the source was placed 

at the center of a 6*6*6 m3 box, filled with air and gridded into voxels with a 5 mm length side. 

Up to 2 * 1010 histories were performed (F. Ballester et al., 1997).  

At the next step, the source was located at the center of a water phantom 30*30*30 cc, gridded 

into voxels with a length side of 0.5 mm. Up to 5 * 109 histories were performed. As pointed out 

by Williamson (Williamson JF, 1995), air-kerma estimation was found to be well described by 

the linear equation kair /G=Sk +b*y. The slope b describes the increase in kair /G due to buildup of 

scatter in the air and the intercept is an estimate of the ratio of the air-kerma rate in free space 

and the geometry factor.  

Design of the applicator  

The new DMBT vaginal applicator was designed to be a 30 mm diameter, single lumen VC, 

made of PPSU plastic (currently used in Varian’s VC applicators) , with a density of 1.29 g/cm3 

(Sigma-Aldrich, n.d.). The central part of the applicator which includes the lumen was 

considered to be a detachable 8 mm diameter tandem rod. In order to provide directional 

modulation, a tungsten rod similar to the dimensions of the detachable tandem was added to 

simulation. The applicator works in two steps. First, we get a typical dose distribution based on 

the planning system using the applicator with a detachable PEEK (currently used in Varian’s VC 

applicators) tandem, with a density of 1.3 g/cm3, in place. Second, the detachable tandem is 
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replaced with a tungsten tandem, with a density of 19.3 g/cm3, to compensate for lack of 

coverage at the apex utilizing directional radiation beam generated. The same source dwell 

positioning is used for both steps, fed from Varian’s TPS, while the dwell time for the second 

step is equivalent to three quarter of one fraction of the first step (five fractions). For both steps, 

the applicator is placed at a water phantom 30*30*30 cc, gridded into voxels with a side length 

of 1 mm. In addition, because the dwell time and positions were fed from a TG43-based TPS 

(Table 1), the source was placed at the same condition into a water phantom in order to assess 

the effect of the VC inhomogeneity in comparison to TG43 model. The treatment length for this 

plan was 5 cm, while prescribing to 5 mm depth. Up to 109 histories were performed for each 

dwell position. Furthermore, The MATLAB software was used for data analysis.  

 

DP (mm) DT (s) 

70  132.8 

65 110.7 

60 105.7 

40 19 

35 105.9 

30 106.2 

25 106.2 

 

Table 1, The data obtained from a TG43 TPS.  Dwell Positions (DP) across the Y Axis and the Dwell Time (DT) of the source were 

used for performing the GEANT4 MC simulations.  

 

Results 

The simulated source and the new designed applicator are shown in Figure 2.  



www.manaraa.com

11 
 

  

Figure 2, the source and the two-step applicator, designed using GEANT4 MC simulation code. The left, the simulated source. 

The middle, the applicator with the PEEK tandem. The right, the applicator with the Tungsten tandem. (the images are not in 

scale) 

 

The dose rate constant for Gamma Med Plus calculated from the linear fit was obtained to be 

1.122 cGy.h-1.U-1 that is in a good agreement with the consensus data of 1.117 cGy.h-1U-1, with 

relative error less than 0.5% (F. Ballester et al., 2001; Perez-Calatayud et al., 2012).  

 

 

Figure 3, the linear fit for calculation of the air kerma strength 
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A typical dose distribution of the Gamma Med Plus source in the water phantom is given in 

Figure 4. 

 

Figure 4, the dose distribution (%) of Gamma Med Plus Source is a water phantom normalized to the dose value at the point 

(10,0) 

 

The results from positioning of the source in the VC applicator with PEEK tandem in place, and 

those from TG43 is given in the Figure 5. The prescription dose line is shown in red. As 

mentioned, the TG43 model does not account for the inhomogeneity of the VC, assuming all the 

environment as water as opposed to the MC calculations. Based on the results, the dose 

distribution inside the cylinder ( -15 mm < x < 15 mm) is noticeably different from TG43 Model, 

so that unlike TG43 Model, the isodose lines 6000 cGy and 4500 cGy cover a larger area inside 

the VC applicator. 
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Figure 5, isodose lines (cGy) obtained from GEANT4 MC simulations for TG43 model, considering all the environment as water 

(Left), and for a 30 mm diameter cylinder, considering the inhomogeneity of the VC applicator (Right). The Prescription dose 

line is shown in red. 

 

In addition, the isodose lines slightly shrink at the periphery beyond the VC surface, indicating a 

reduction in the dose coverage. In further investigation, a point by point dose analysis at the 

boundary of the applicator and water phantom was also performed across the horizontal line y= 

50 mm with an interval of 1 mm. The dose values are given in the Table 2. Because the point 

x=15 mm is located right at the boundary of the applicator and water phantom, the dose at this 

point was extrapolated using the data values x < 15 mm.  
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 x 

(mm) 

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 

TG43 Dose 

(cGy) 

4250.81 4041.24 3754.78 3601.63 3364.25 3192.67 3079.86 2815.44 2710.27 2540.59 

VC* Dose 

(cGy) 

3959.28 3741.48 3587.04 3276.63 3118.30 3103.05 2925.12 2763.68 2658.72 2466.86 

* Vaginal Cylinder 

Table 2, Dose per Point at y=50 mm obtained from GEANT4 MC simulations, for TG43 Model (without considering the effect of 

VC heterogeneity) as well as a 30 mm diameter VC applicator (with considering the effect of VC heterogeneity) 

Comparing the data at the surface of the cylinder (x = 15 mm) indicates that there is a reduction 

of 7.3% in dose at the boundary for the VC compared to TG43 (3118.30 vs 3364.25 cGy), 

resulting in a cold spot at the surface.  

For better analysis, the dose data for the applicator were also categorized into 2 groups and an 

exponential function was fitted for each set of data, as given. 

 

 

Figure 6, Dose per Point at y=50 mm for the TG43 model 
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Figure 7, Dose per Point at y=50mm & x < 15 mm for a 30 mm diameter Applicator 

 

 

 

Figure 8, Dose per Point at y=50mm & x > 15 mm for a 30 mm diameter Applicator 
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As depicted, the attenuation coefficient of the radiation in the water phantom is 0.057 mm-1. 

However, when the applicator is in place, the radiation gets attenuated with the coefficients of 

0.061 mm-1 inside the applicator, and 0.052 mm-1 outside the applicator in the water phantom. 

The multiplication factor for attenuation in the applicator is about 2.3% less than that in the 

water phantom, as well. 

The coverage at the apex looks pretty similar in both models at the prescription isodose line (red 

lines). However, the same type of analysis is given across the horizontal line x=0.  The dose 

values are shown in the Table 3. 

 

 y 

(mm) 

74 75 76 77 78 79 80 81 82 83 

TG43 Dose 

(cGy) 

14581.54 9986.77 7281.08 5632.91 4610.98 3769.89 3154.48 2762.90 2371.04 2123.75 

VC* Dose 

(cGy) 

14719.43 9639.88 7270.68 5955.89 4773.11 3973.22 3380.43 2951.93 2569.11 2283.10 

* Vaginal Cylinder 

Table 3, Dose per Point at x=0 mm obtained from GEANT4 MC simulations, for TG43 Model (without considering the effect of VC 

heterogeneity) as well as a 30 mm diameter VC applicator (with considering the effect of VC heterogeneity) 

 

The boundary at the apex is located at y = 76.5 mm. Comparing the dose values at y = 76 mm in 

the two models indicates similar results near the apex surface of the applicator (7281.08 vs 

7270.68 cGy). However, according to the Table 3 there is an average  increase of 5% in dose 

values beyond the boundary (y = 76.5 mm) across the line in the water phantom. 

Furthermore, the results from the two-step DMBT applicator is shown in Figure 9. The 

prescription dose line is shown in red. According to the results, this novel DMBT applicator can 

remove the anisotropy dip at the apex and lift up the prescription isodose line up to 2 mm 
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without overdosing the other periphery surfaces, i.e., only 3-4 % increase in dose at those 

surfaces.  

 

Figure 9, isodose lines (cGy) obtained from GEANT4 MC simulations considering heterogeneities, for a 30 mm diameter 

applicator. Left, with the Peek tandem in place. Right, with the Tungsten tandem in place. The Prescription dose line is shown in 

red. 
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Discussion and Conclusion   

It is important to generate a radiation dose distribution that best and uniformly conforms to the 

vaginal cuff region as it is the most common place for post-treatment recurrence, through 

optimization during treatment planning. The most recent ABS recommendations (released in 

2012 (Small et al., 2012)), define optimization as the manipulation of the HDR BT dwell 

positions, dwell times, or both. The ABS recommends using an optimization line at the upper 

apex or at vaginal cuff as well as the lateral sides of the applicator to avoid unacceptably high 

doses to the vaginal apex and any overlying portions of the small bowel. Delivering radiation 

dose to the vaginal cuff area that receives uniform prescription dose (Rx) as much as possible is 

desired. At minimum, considerable cold spots should be avoided during the planning process as 

the risk of recurrence at the vaginal cuff site is approximately 70% [9,10]. Due to the nature of 

the source construction, however, the anisotropy of the source will cause underdosage in the 

apex area even after the optimization. 

A novel single-channel DMBT vaginal applicator is proposed in this research to address the 

anisotropy underdosage effect. Based on the results, this applicator can be a possible solution to 

compensate for the lack of coverage at the apex due to anisotropy of the source. With the same 

dwell positions, the dwell times of the source for this compensation was obtained to be a small 

fraction of the total treatment time, i.e., adding few minutes extra to the overall treatment time. 

There is a subset of patients who experience recurrence of the disease at the vaginal apex after 

vaginal BT. Considering an optimization line as ABS recommends and using the new introduced 

DMBT applicator can assure the sufficient coverage of vaginal apex, without overdosing the 

lateral periphery. In addition, the new design can be utilized for minimizing of the underdose 

effect of the frequent air gaps due to the presence of restricting suture materials at the cuff 

through the optimization processes.  

The impact of the cylinder applicator heterogeneity was also investigated in this research. It was 

shown the inhomogeneity of the cylinder (i.e., density being greater than water) could cause the 

creation of cold spot at the surface of the cylinder at the periphery. The main reason for this 

phenomenon is the higher density of the VC than water (1.29 g/cm3), which causes gamma and x 

rays with lower energies to have more interactions inside the applicator as opposed to when 
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TG43 model is assumed with water everywhere. As a result, the applicator has more absorbed 

dose in shallower depth in comparison to when the water is in place. This clarifies why at the 

same depth inside the VC including the surface, there is less dose compared to TG43 model. In 

addition, radiation gets hardened slightly after passing through the higher density applicator, 

which explains the difference among the attenuation coefficients found. The magnitude of cold 

spots is strongly dependent on the size of the cylinder for the same plan (with larger the cylinder, 

e.g., 35 mm, the bigger the effect), since such determines the level of the beam hardening and 

requires further MC simulation studies to characterize.  

The magnitude of anisotropy at the apex is slightly different in the two dose calculation models, 

as well. This is because of the presence of the lumen at the center of the VC applicator. Since the 

channel is not filled with the applicator material (but rather with air), there is no major 

interaction and therefore attenuation inside it. Consequently, the dose increases at the apex of the 

applicator as opposed to the TG43 model predictions. Moreover, the magnitude of the anisotropy 

dip can vary depending on the cylinder top thickness, the material, and the density of the 

applicator, which needs further MC simulation studies to characterize. 

In conclusion, the novel DMBT cylinder design proposed in this thesis work is a potential 

solution to remedy the underdosage at the vaginal apex due to source anisotropy. Such design 

may be of clinical benefit. Also, the VC heterogeneity analysis of this research based on MC 

simulation calculations indicates that prescribing to the VC surface suffers from extra level of 

uncertainty because of the dose reduction at the surface (i.e., cold spots), which should be 

considered in treatment planning.  

References 

 Ababneh, E., Dababneh, S., Qatarneh, S., & Wadi-Ramahi, S. (2014). Enhancement and validation of Geant4 Brachytherapy 

application on clinical HDR 192Ir source. Radiation Physics and Chemistry, 103, 57–66. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radphyschem.2014.05.040 

Abe, K., Kadoya, N., Sato, S., Hashimoto, S., Nakajima, Y., Miyasaka, Y., Ito, K., Umezawa, R., Yamamoto, T., Takahashi, N., 

Takeda, K., & Jingu, K. (2018). Impact of a commercially available model-based dose calculation algorithm on treatment 

planning of high-dose-rate brachytherapy in patients with cervical cancer. Journal of Radiation Research, 59(2), 198–206. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrx081 

Ager, B. J., Francis, S. R., Do, O. A., Huang, Y. J., Soisson, A. P., Dodson, M. K., Werner, T. L., Sause, W. T., Grant, J. D., & 



www.manaraa.com

20 
 

Gaffney, D. K. (2019). Do vaginal recurrence rates differ among adjuvant vaginal brachytherapy regimens in early-stage 

endometrial cancer? Brachytherapy, 18(4), 453–461. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2019.03.001 

Alban, G. M., Buscariollo, D. L., Cheng, T., Pretz, J., Krechmer, B., Buzurovic, I., Singer, L., King, M., & Lee, L. (2020). Low-

Dose Adjuvant Cylinder Brachytherapy for Endometrioid Endometrial Cancer. Practical Radiation Oncology, 10(2), 95–

103. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prro.2019.11.004 

Bahadur, Y. A., Constantinescu, C., Hassouna, A. H., Eltaher, M. M., Ghassal, N. M., & Awad, N. A. (2014). Single versus 

multichannel applicator in high-dose-rate vaginal brachytherapy optimized by inverse treatment planning. Journal of 

Contemporary Brachytherapy, 6(4), 362–370. https://doi.org/10.5114/jcb.2014.47816 

Ballester, F., Hernández, C., Pérez-Calatayud, J., & Lliso, F. (1997). Monte Carlo calculation of dose rate distributions around 

192Ir wires. Medical Physics, 24(8), 1221–1228. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.598142 

Ballester, F., Puchades, V., Lluch, J. L., Serrano-Andrés, M. A., Limami, Y., Pérez-Calatayud, J., & Casal, E. (2001). Technical 

note: Monte-Carlo dosimetry of the HDR 12i and plus 192Ir sources. Medical Physics, 28(12), 2586–2591. 

https://doi.org/10.1118/1.1420398 

Ballester, Facundo, Carlsson Tedgren, Å., Granero, D., Haworth, A., Mourtada, F., Fonseca, G. P., Zourari, K., Papagiannis, P., 

Rivard, M. J., Siebert, F. A., Sloboda, R. S., Smith, R. L., Thomson, R. M., Verhaegen, F., Vijande, J., Ma, Y., & 

Beaulieu, L. (2015). A generic high-dose rate 192Ir brachytherapy source for evaluation of model-based dose calculations 

beyond the TG-43 formalism. Medical Physics, 42(6), 3048–3062. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.4921020 

Bellezzo, M., Fonseca, G. P., Verrijssen, A. S., Voncken, R., Van den Bosch, M. R., Yoriyaz, H., Reniers, B., Berbée, M., Van 

Limbergen, E. J., & Verhaegen, F. (2018). A novel rectal applicator for contact radiotherapy with HDR 192 Ir sources. 

Brachytherapy, 17(6), 1037–1044. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2018.07.012 

Chapman, C. H., Prisciandaro, J. I., Maturen, K. E., Cao, Y., Balter, J. M., McLean, K., & Jolly, S. (2016). MRI-based evaluation 

of the vaginal cuff in brachytherapy planning: Are we missing the target? International Journal of Radiation Oncology 

Biology Physics, 95(2), 743–750. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2016.01.042 

Chu, S. Y. ., Ekström, L. ., & Firestone, R. . (1999). Table of Radioactive Isotopes. The Lund/LBNL Nuclear Data Search. 

http://nucleardata.nuclear.lu.se/toi/nuclide.asp?iZA=770192 

Demiral, S. (2017). Evaluation of Organ-At-Risk (OAR) Sparing in Vaginal Cuff Boost Treatment for Endometrial Cancer using 

Stereotactic Body Radiotherapy (SBRT) and Brachytherapy. Cancer Therapy & Oncology International Journal, 7(4). 

https://doi.org/10.19080/ctoij.2017.07.555717 

Guy, C. L., Fields, E. C., Quinn, B. A., Fisher, C. M., Ladbury, C. J., Romano, K. D., & Todor, D. (2019). The vaginal cylinder: 

Misunderstood, misused, or trivial? An in-depth dosimetric and multiinstitutional outcome investigation. Brachytherapy, 

18(6), 763–770. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2019.08.007 

Hassouna, A., Bahadur, Y. A., & Constantinescu, C. (2014). Assessment of air pockets in high-dose-rate vaginal cuff 

brachytherapy using cylindrical applicators. Journal of Contemporary Brachytherapy, 6(3), 271–275. 

https://doi.org/10.5114/jcb.2014.45436 

Kim, Y., Cabel, K., & Sun, W. (2018). Does the apex optimization line matter for single-channel vaginal cylinder brachytherapy 

planning? Journal of Applied Clinical Medical Physics, 19(4), 307–312. https://doi.org/10.1002/acm2.12351 

Leung, E., D’Souza, D., Bachand, F., Han, K., Alfieri, J., Huang, F., Vigneault, E., Barkati, M., Wiebe, E. M., Foster, W., Fortin, 



www.manaraa.com

21 
 

I., Velker, V., Bowes, D., Barnes, E., Patil, N., Banerjee, R., Barbera, L., & Ravi, A. (2019). MRI-based interstitial 

brachytherapy for vaginal tumors: A multi-institutional study on practice patterns, contouring, and consensus definitions of 

target volumes. Brachytherapy, 18(5), 598–605. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2019.05.007 

Mikell, J. K., Klopp, A. H., Gonzalez, G. M. N., Kisling, K. D., Price, M. J., Berner, P. A., Eifel, P. J., & Mourtada, F. (2012). 

Impact of heterogeneity-based dose calculation using a deterministic grid-based boltzmann equation solver for 

intracavitary brachytherapy. International Journal of Radiation Oncology Biology Physics, 83(3), e417–e422. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2011.12.074 

Mikell, J. K., & Mourtada, F. (2010). Dosimetric impact of an 192 Ir brachytherapy source cable length modeled using a grid-

based Boltzmann transport equation solver. Medical Physics, 37(9), 4733–4743. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.3478278 

Nout, R. A., Smit, V. T. H. B. M., Putter, H., Jurgenliemk-Schulz, I. M., Jobsen, J. J., Lutgens, L. C. H. W., van der Steen-

Banasik, E. M., Mens, J. W. M., Slot, A., Kroese, M. C. S., van Bunningen, B. N. F. M., Ansink, A. C., van Putten, W. L. 

J., & Creutzberg, C. L. (2010). Vaginal brachytherapy versus pelvic external beam radiotherapy for patients with  

endometrial cancer of high-intermediate risk (PORTEC-2): an open-label, non-inferiority, randomised trial. Lancet 

(London, England), 375(9717), 816–823. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(09)62163-2 

Perez-Calatayud, J., Ballester, F., Das, R. K., Dewerd, L. A., Ibbott, G. S., Meigooni, A. S., Ouhib, Z., Rivard, M. J., Sloboda, R. 

S., & Williamson, J. F. (2012). Dose calculation for photon-emitting brachytherapy sources with average energy higher 

than 50 keV: Report of the AAPM and ESTRO. In Medical Physics (Vol. 39, Issue 5). https://doi.org/10.1118/1.3703892 

Petereit, D. G., Tannehill, S. P., Grosen, E. A., Hartenbach, E. M., & Schink, J. C. (1999). Outpatient vaginal cuff brachytherapy 

for endometrial cancer. International Journal of Gynecological Cancer, 9(6), 456–462. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1525-

1438.1999.99061.x 

Rivard, M. J., Coursey, B. M., DeWerd, L. A., Hanson, W. F., Huq, M. S., Ibbott, G. S., Mitch, M. G., Nath, R., & Williamson, J. 

F. (2004). Update of AAPM Task Group No. 43 Report: A revised AAPM protocol for brachytherapy dose calculations. 

Medical Physics, 31(3), 633–674. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.1646040 

Rivard, M. J., Melhus, C. S., Granero, D., Perez-Calatayud, J., & Ballester, F. (2009). An approach to using conventional 

brachytherapy software for clinical treatment planning of complex, Monte Carlo-based brachytherapy dose distributionsa. 

Medical Physics, 36(6), 1968–1975. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.3121510 

Rodrigues, S. S. O. F., Begalli, M., De Queiroz Filho, P. P., & De Souza Santos, D. (2008). Monte carlo simulation of an Ir-192 

brachytherapysourcespectra, geometryand anysotropy factors using geant4 code. IEEE Nuclear Science Symposium 

Conference Record, 860–863. https://doi.org/10.1109/NSSMIC.2008.4774530 

Sabater, S., Andres, I., Lopez-Honrubia, V., Berenguer, R., Sevillano, M., Jimenez-Jimenez, E., Rovirosa, A., & Arenas, M. 

(2017). Vaginal cuff brachytherapy in endometrial cancer - a technically easy treatment? Cancer Management and 

Research, 9, 351–362. https://doi.org/10.2147/CMAR.S119125 

Safigholi, H., Han, D. Y., Mashouf, S., Soliman, A., Meigooni, A. S., Owrangi, A., & Song, W. Y. (2017). Direction modulated 

brachytherapy (DMBT) for treatment of cervical cancer: A planning study with 192Ir, 60Co, and 169Yb HDR sources: A. 

Medical Physics, 44(12), 6538–6547. https://doi.org/10.1002/mp.12598 

Sapienza, L. G., Ning, M. S., Pellizzon, A. C. de A., Jhingran, A., Klopp, A. H., Lin, L. L., Kollmeier, M. A., Calsavara, V. F., 

Gutierrez, N. dos S., Chojniak, R., Gomes, M. J. L., & Baiocchi, G. (2019). Detection of air gaps around the cylinder by 

postinsertion computed tomography in vaginal cuff brachytherapy: A prospective series, systematic review, and meta-



www.manaraa.com

22 
 

analysis. Brachytherapy, 18(5), 620–626. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2019.04.272 

Sharma, S. D., Bianchi, C., Conte, L., Novario, R., & Bhatt, B. C. (2004). Radiochromic film measurement of anisotropy 

function for high-dose-rate Ir-192 brachytherapy source. Physics in Medicine and Biology, 49(17), 4065–4072. 

https://doi.org/10.1088/0031-9155/49/17/016 

Sigma-Aldrich. (n.d.). Polyphenylsulfone (PPSU). 

https://www.sigmaaldrich.com/catalog/product/aldrich/428310?lang=en&region=US&cm_sp=Insite-_-recent_fixed-_-

recent5-3 

Small, W., Beriwal, S., Demanes, D. J., Dusenbery, K. E., Eifel, P., Erickson, B., Jones, E., Rownd, J. J., De Los Santos, J. F., 

Viswanathan, A. N., & Gaffney, D. (2012). American Brachytherapy Society consensus guidelines for adjuvant vaginal 

cuff brachytherapy after hysterectomy. Brachytherapy, 11(1), 58–67. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brachy.2011.08.005 

Williamson JF, L. Z. (1995). Monte Carlo aided dosimetry of the microselectron pulsed and high dose-rate 192Ir sources. 809–

819. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.597483 

X-ray and Gamma-ray Decay Data Standards for Detector Calibration and Other Applications. (2005). IAEA. https://www-

nds.iaea.org/xgamma_standards/ 

Zhang, H., Donnelly, E. D., Strauss, J. B., & Qi, Y. (2016). Therapeutic analysis of high-dose-rate 192Ir vaginal cuff 

brachytherapy for endometrial cancer using a cylindrical target volume model and varied cancer cell distributions. Medical 

Physics, 43(1), 483–494. https://doi.org/10.1118/1.4939064 

Zhou, Y., Klages, P., Tan, J., Chi, Y., Stojadinovic, S., Yang, M., Hrycushko, B., Medin, P., Pompos, A., Jiang, S., Albuquerque, 

K., & Jia, X. (2017). Automated high-dose rate brachytherapy treatment planning for a single-channel vaginal cylinder 

applicator. Physics in Medicine and Biology, 62(11), 4361–4374. https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6560/aa637e 

 


	The Design of a New Vaginal Applicator for Direction Modulated Brachytherapy (DMBT) Using GEANT4 Monte Carlo Simulation Code
	Downloaded from

	Acknowledgements
	Table of Figures
	List of Tables
	Abstract
	Background
	Material and Method
	Results
	Discussion and Conclusion
	References

