
 
GHG teleconference Minutes: OAR standard delineation  

Tuesday 14st November 22.00-23.00 (GMT +1) 
Attendees:  
Elizabeth Miles (chair EM), Nicolaus Andratschke (co-chair NA) 
EORTC: Enrico Clementel (EC), Angelo Monti (AMon), Sarah Kelly (SKe) 
IROC/NRG: Stephen Kry (SK), Ying Xiao (YX), Jeff Michalski (JM) 
RTTQA: Catharine Clark (CCl), Romaana Mir (RM), Huiqi Yang (HY) 
TROG: Martin Ebert (ME), Joerg Lehmann (JLeh), Alesha Moore (AMoo),  
 

Item Agenda Actions 

1. Apologies: Coreen Corning (CCo), Kenton Thompson (KT), Peter Hoskin (PH)  

2. Previous minutes: Accepted ALL 

3. Task 1 
Summary 

- RM summarised work to date. TROG, EORTC, IROC/NRG have submitted 

OAR descriptors from clinical trial documents. Descriptors have been 

collated along with RTTQA data and circulated to the GHG. 

- Master spreadsheet containing data to be checked by EORTC, TROG, 

IROC/NRG representatives. 

- Brief summary of main discrepancies. ¼ of cases had no descriptor. 

- Windowing is inconsistent, some guidance is given for specific sites, but 

often vague. 

Discussion 

Criteria on outlining acceptability 

- TROG reported on existing RTQA Violation Criteria 
- IROC/NRG have published on qualitative scores of OAR outlining. Paper 

to be circulated to the group. 
- Should the group consider providing clear criteria on outlining 

acceptability? 

Windowing 

- TROG & EORTC do not provide windowing guidance. 
- RM awaiting response from UK RCR on windowing guidance. 
- Are specific instructions on windowing unrealistic? Should general 

descriptor language be used? Such as ‘optimal windowing for the organ 
in question.’ 

Discrepancies 

- Small sub-group (RM, HY, YX, AMoo, SKe) to schedule TC to discuss 
discrepancies between OAR descriptors and reach a consensus to 
present to the group. 

- Where existing descriptors are too long/unclear; a new description will 
be suggested. 
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4. Task 2 
- ASTRO Consensus document discussed. The document does not provide 

OAR delineation guidance, but does recommend which OARs should be 
outlined for individual anatomical sites. ASTRO Consensus document 
adopts AAPM TG 263 nomenclature. 

- GHG OAR guidance will reference the ASTRO Consensus document and 

 
 



 
AAPM TG263 nomenclature. This was agreed by all groups in the 
meeting. 

5. Task 3 
- No response yet from AAPM Clinical Trials Working Group. ME asked if 

anyone has links to Uni Michigan to try to chase up 

- Discussion surrounding clinical impact of minor and major delineation 

deviations. This may be challenging. Points raised included: variation in 

RT technique, hypofractionation, normalisation of dose as per EQD2. 

- TROG currently assessing ProKnow for contouring accuracy. Could this 

software or ESTRO Falcon be used to quantify the impact of outlining on 

QA? 
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6. Task 4 
- Publication: methodology paper suggested. 

- Dissemination of the document on the GHG website. 

 

7. AOB 
- HY proposed guidance on imaging modality to be used for outlining, 

along with imaging resolution and slice thickness. 
- Also a comment on combined organs and are they needed? 

 

8. Future tasks and timelines 
TASKS 
1. Small sub-group to review and finalise master spreadsheet. 

2. Circulate updated spreadsheet for group comment. 

3. Finalise document for discussion at next TC. 

4. Arrange follow up TC prior to F2F meeting 26/04/19. 
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 Date of next meeting 
TC date to be confirmed 
F2F meeting ESTRO 2019 

 
 
 

 


