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Supplementary Figure A.

Representative images of the skin reaction of the irradiated breast across RT treatment for a patient

with an end-of-treatment score of CTCAE≥2 (top) and for a patient with a score of CTCAE≤1

(below). The CTCAE≥2 patient demonstrates noticeable dermatological changes and erythema

which is most noticeable starting at the 10th fraction. A temperature scale bar is presented for the

thermograms.
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Supplementary Figure B

Temperature and first order features of the ipsilateral (irradiated) breast. Statistical significance

was found for temperature between the patient groups at the 10th and 15th fractions. There was

no statistically significant difference found between our patient groups for any of the first

order features.

K
u

rt
o

s
is

S
k
e

w
n

e
s
s



G
L

C
M

-C
O

N
 (

A
.U

.)
G

L
C

M
-C

O
R

 (
A

.U
.)

G
L

C
M

-E
N

E
 (

A
.U

.)
G

L
C

M
-H

O
M

 (
A

.U
.)

Pre-Treatment 5th Fraction 10th Fraction 15th Fraction

Supplementary Figure C

Temperature value distribution for GLCM features of the ipsilateral (irradiated) breast. There

was no statistically significant difference found between our patient groups for any of the

GLCM textural features.
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Supplementary Figure D

Temperature value distribution for GLRLM features of the ipsilateral (irradiated) breast that

demonstrated good predictive value. There was no statistically significant difference found between our

patient groups for any of the GLRLM textural features, except for GLRLM-SRE (10th fraction).
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Supplementary Figure E

Temperature value distribution for GTDM features of the ipsilateral (irradiated) breast. There

was no statistically significant difference found between our patient groups for any of the

GTDM textural features.
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