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Supplementary material 
Details about the dose-mimicking algorithm 

(𝑉ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ − 𝑉𝑙𝑜𝑤) ∙ 𝐻(𝑑 − 𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑓)
2

(𝑉ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ − 𝑉𝑙𝑜𝑤) ∙ 𝐻(𝑑𝑟𝑒𝑓 − 𝑑)
2
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