Correlation of Body Mass Index (BMI) and Water Equivalent
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Diameter (D,,) Used for Size-Specific Dose Estimates (SSDE)
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INTRODUCTION CONCLUSIONS

The concept of size-specific dose estimates (SSDEs)

RESULTS: Good correlations were found between BMI and D,, for the regions studied as shown in the figures below. Values of D, increased for

each region with BMI. The correlations were analyzed by linear regression for each region. R2values were in the ranges of (0.84 — 0.89) for pediatric The correlations found between BMI and D,, may be

has been recommended for esfimating doses (PE) and (0.89 — 0.94) for adults (AD), and root mean square error (RMSE) of the correlations were slightly larger for pediatric (1.86 — 2.33) cm than

those for adults (1.02 — 1.46) cm.
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