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Peer Review Process is Effective?
Many of the problems clinicians face, and some they 
may not be aware of, tie directly to the processes and 
systems in place for case preparation and review efforts.
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45% of Problematic Plans Not Detected in Typical Peer Review*

A 2019 study1 presented at ASTRO shows that problematic treatment 

plans often slip through typical chart rounds peer review.

How many errors slip through your peer review process?

Time Constraints and Compromises*

Clinicians deal with time constraints and are forced to make compromises 

when preparing cases for peer review. Insufficient preparation exacerbates 

existing inefficiencies during the review process, leading to problematic 

plans not being detected.

Most Clinics Lack Standardized Documentation

Many clinics struggle when documenting peer review results and are unable 

to capture structured data. Quality documentation is becoming increasingly 

important for both process improvement and practice accreditation such 

as ASTRO APEx2.
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