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1. The surname of the second author should read
Jedrzejczak. 

2. The following information is missing in the Rus�
sian original: 

On page 576, in CONCLUSIONS, Figures 8–10
should be added;

References 8–12, which are specified in the text of
the article, should be added in section REFERENCES.
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Fig. 8. Comparing the isodose distributions obtained using RCF (in red), which are superimposed on the calculated isodose dis�
tributions (in black).
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Fig. 9. Comparing the isodose distributions obtained using a SCD (in red), which are superimposed on the calculated isodose
distributions (in black).
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Fig. 10. Comparing the distal dose fall�off: (a) RCF against the plan; (b) SCD against the plan (the irradiation plan is in black;
the really measured dose is in red).
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