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Figure S1. Comparison of OAR dosimetric metrics between clinical plans and the corresponding knowledge-based plans created by RP model M0, M1 and M2 in the closed-loop validation set. The uncertainty bars represent the stat. uncertainty.
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Figure S2. Comparison of OAR dosimetric metrics between clinical plans and the corresponding knowledge-based plans created by RP model M0, M1 and M2 in the open-loop validation set. The uncertainty bars represent the stat. uncertainty.
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