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AR A EGe) F2 BAHE g0
we F5EFET, AFVIEE 2L FRAREE
9 A7INE BH3oH1-4]

AN FAAES) D EFE 2 A) 4
HEaA Hol Y& FAFH YFAE olgaw
o= FE FEA ZHo] ASHAD, ol I
ZgAe ARy, 3 AL B, Ao
2REY A, JEAL, HER] Fhg 2
Sa, QA AE9A, FAA Y EAAR S
wet A4 szt BEAEA L AFE &)
e #2 VEFe BYSN) Rohe A9 8o
[4-6). ol8l@ olfz Bad HAFAI oid
HEHHY AEE ol &3t VB Hpay
Wye Baol dFEHYeH odE THo=
ATHo] & 3oz AL Y T LAY
4sietd A}, 2444, DNA €48 233e
A4 223 AZFAGHY PPes TaYY
Fol A7lE FAAo L WNEE olge 7
AFEo] Utk o]F AAA oo} WES o] &3
W A A9 glol WALFL WA
Aes) wgss AP AL Yo 2HolE
4e8d dF2A WE2A g oeHn
ATH7-9].

Abge) wxPAe WAARAE HAF F
A2y 7] u BFsA BIFHE JYAsLe
Az A FEyt 25 FAA AT G4
olgel Yot 2 Hehh A FA4MFA A,
aen gAaRol el FEsl B FAA o
B R M BEFE Ui 5 Aok GAA 019
NEE olgde AR AFSAYL BAA
Aol d % dicentric YA ring FAA 2
MES 78 Bo] ojgaEd o o ¥7X
daqol e BFol shg TG BB
dAE A48 + Q7] P2olho-12]. ol @

dicetric E4A ¢} ring FAAY ¥z F7HA -

YeHE BHFY £ Uk F #FY F 9947 F
dicentric &4} A 9} ring FA A o} W =(Ydr) ¢} di-
centric @A E¥ ring GAA AL 1A o
BT % dicentric A A 9} ring EAAY Wx
(Qdr) &4

dicentric® ring gAA 9] £
w28 9979 5

Ydr =

i _ dicentric® ring @4 &
Qdr = dicentric® ring gAA o] }-&
M 4T

2 JERIT, o714 Ydre HATEN HER}e)
B# FrAF) AHolw Qdre FEHEA

Epgol BE §44F ¥ WA WFHP
Bgste ez FeA At E Ydrsh Qdrs
o

N o

te

Ydr
er = 1— e—Ydr

o) #AZE AoH13l

AA HIo TAE At Fa ALY
ALLAlol & o] 2 B E8 A dFEA o] go)
ol §HAu7] & 4P vt 2 4P 4] A
94 AMEu Y L harvest AHE £+ AT
dicentric 948 A1} ring G A 9] Y= § o] L3t
BEE £F -3 4E ¥ olg FRAZ A}
€8 Ae dustan Aq13-17].

welA ARAEL Y y-A g AozAlE B
2o zNE BE PAAF-FAA Y AE
BAE 493 TR AEEHoE WAL
g ZARE #A2RYH BFHE EUYF 4
Aol d Nxe vlu PEFoH nHAF W
A HERe] XNELE 23 2 dF 439
AE2A GAAld UEE ol &3t AEHH
AFEPuge AYEE HFstax & 488
Al et
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& A3l heparin® 23] A3 L) 5o
Al

A 37°C & (NI 87] A A 24, Model D1-
B020)ol o] 3087 Aty

2) HQ gAMzAL

A¥oe] § FAZE 37°CY olad Fzo] F
Aoz Ay ¥ 2T F 9Co AAxAEA
(Picker, USA) & o] 43l A —%
80cmo| A (FA ol 8cmX 15cm) F3&
Fol U EXHEE F9o)x HezA}et
Ao o] weo dFge B 72cGyolurt W
AL 2Gy, 4Gy, 6Gy, 8Gy, 10Gy ¥ 12Gy=
SAom FAAZAE Bd F DNA 49 4
5380 FE3 dojd £ UEE A 37°CY
FZe 0¥ B,

3) ¥ ojMulet A Harvest

W %} & Ham's F-10(Gibco, USA)el} 57°Cell A
308 1 8 280} ¥ 3 (Fetal Bovine Serum,
Gibco, USA) 10%2}+ NaHCO; 8942 pH7} 6.8 A
72 B97F H=5(1.2¢/L) A 7F8k3L PSN Antibio-
tic mixture(Gibco, USA)& 1% ¥ 57} 952 A
7hat it

Ao uieke FwE 15ml $%e] PR
(Costar, USA)ell wiokel 45mizt MALA zAM7}

Lo

7o) Aol Wzl

& A

w

fuc)

gd 18E 05mlY ol B 50mll MEEE
ZHNEZAZ M type®] Phytohemagglutinin(Gibco,
USA)-& 0.075ml H7heted v 471(CO, Incubator,
Napco, USA)Il A 37°C, 5% CO, R E3} %7
el dtel A 45417 wRFE ohE wHERAMEA o
A &4 Colcemid(10ug/ml, Gibco, USA)E 0.05
ml $& F 323 T o wFste] F 4822
T W FE A

Higkol Fubi Algwg
USA)oll ¥ 3 1,000rpme 2 1087 941223 &
FFHE AASI A7l AFNYo2AM 0.075M
9] KCl &Y< test tube mixer(Scientific Indust-
ries, USA) & o83t 10ml& M A5 Egshd A
Yo vhe 37°C 2o Wi 1087 WA sl
1,000rpm o 2 8¥7F AT F FF AL A
eta B eon ngdo s ¥4 et
3 19 Hl&2 EFT AL AL
AHHE ALE HHo Rt ALRFY
o1 test tube mixerE& o83t EEFIHA

A2} 7] (Beckman,

Fol 10mle] 2 wj7kx] X A3 Hrlerdcoh @
e Aol g F 1,000rpme 2 8EZF ThA
%@—5*31'3}04 BEAE WY F sUs Yoz
B0l HUF Fen AHEE T FFHdo)
grotd w7tz 33 WA 63 uAE wES Y
23

ool By dHEI P2 FFdo
AHERAe of F oo} Anr}t HEE J5dL
A AZ F Pasteur pipet2 o]&35le] AHE cell

pellet ot AT 4239 FE399 2 4 g
542 v FA slide glass(Corning, USA)
Aol o 10cm EOlZHE FAl Y dolmy
slide glass 9ol L& FAEEF 3 F F7)FolA
AzA 7 ¢A3 AZE F slide glassE Gie-
msa %% (BDH, Germany)2. 2 ¢ 587F a3}
At
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4) 8#old 44 ¥ Scoring

A9 B2 &) (American Optical, USA)
3ol 2] 10000 & 2 FEANHEA ALAF 70 2
e AXE Zol 1,000 2 Fo)std FF3
ojuf G A7} 4670 HF7E Hexe o
BE #A3a = dAA9] A= G479 4
4 Fejst d4F 0] EAFT L Wxe
#gele] AFYFAE BT F HPYY F Lo &
Bto] AZSAch ole) A4 &It 4070 o]
stol AL FaAs Yxe} e ol YA
ol Wize] &l HAFYY ALE AZ X
g3t gtk

£ AYPMAM= dicentric G4, ring FNA
Y acentric fragment %3 T B4 F4H
old & 3 7HA EE 1 ojie] BeHY HAA
olde) HMxg AZ3vh htel FMjel A
78 ojiFel A7 Hols polycentric @A
AR AN FEAA 1€ W AFTF
dicentric ¥4AE #FF Aoz AFIHUC
ol @Fzte] Aol AZ WA= FFE
WAs7] Y8t 4 BEEd e 2AME WA
Fae A @Al Qe 71EE BN

#Ee X £ HAFT 1007 ol4o]
H5E% ZEE Aigen A¥ AHZRE
Ztzre] FAF ol de Heo] M N Ydrgk 2
Qdr#t e FEAUe Aol Fyde Y=
aD+pD?e] #AG] HEgst= aff L BES SAS
(Statistical Analysis System: SAS Institute, 1988)
E o] &3t 843 3] (non-linear regression)
o2 FaHvisl

5) ALl Qdrgt
ANgEH o2 18Gy, 25Gy, 7.0Gys] ¥4 W
RPAZAHAEE B9 200cGy)E AAe ¥ &

o wre clszizREl N dsle] WAIMHEAL £ -

W 2440 ARG F FHAL PAYRAL o)
Aol A ARl ol YM YL P
oz st YA AW Qdr@k g FEHA.

HT dx

A3HQ d4H9 2 % olF V] £AMUR
1} 3} o] International System for Human Cytoge-
netic Nomenclature[ 1910} &3t} ¥F3 2de
a3 19 A 2 Bs} 2tk dviFez #AW 53
Al B Faolde Bge a7 204 He
nho} 2t} dicentric 84 A 9} ring F4HA7E =
AZEol Hal HMEE FolAM AASE HE
(yield) & & A8 2 2Gyol Al 32%, 4Gy~ 47
%, 6Gy°ll 41 80%, 8Gy A 94%% 2™, 10Gy$} 12
GyollMe 100%24 8Gy o3¢l AZdMe

7 1. BAE HMAHS 25
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yield7b 79| 100%°1 €3 E3Pdefiol =e3std
2. dicentric 9234, ring @44 2L excess acen-
tric fragment’el F£& AFF 7l wal Fo1sl
AcHE D.

Z AgolA BFE AXT FYA g W

E 1,48 370l wE HMA H

7o @AY N BY AT 5
0
1 12ay
7oL ) aGy
80 ™ soy
—_ y Pl e Gy
?550 ™ 0oy
§ £ 2oy
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Radiation Dose (Gy)

O3 4,

(dicentric G A9t ring 42 e AFo)
F7hgol wel dA Aol e #7 §e AEES
Nzt Z7hske A3e Bded 6GytAe ¢
MEef 1749 A o] o) A& MErt oy
8Gy ol Me & AEd) 2 WA 4719 G

Dose Cells Cells C Yield Number of aberrations
(Gy) scored D+R* (%) Dicent Ring Acent
2 150 48 32 50 6 25
4 118 55 47 75 4 70
6 94 75 80 152 11 110
8 137 129 94 357 23 172
10 138 138 100 501 16 268
12 22 22 100 110 10 20
* Cells with dicentrics & / or rings.
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E 2
Dose Dicentric + ring / cell
) S¥/y*
(Gy 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
2 102 40 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.918
4 63 37 12 6 0 0 0 0 0 1.099
6 19 25 22 20 6 2 0 0 0 0.969
8 8 25 33 30 15 17 9 0 0 0.959
10 0 5 24 37 28 29 10 4 1 0.565
12 0 0 1 1 6 3 4 4 3 0.536
* Relative variance
oldE 74A Aert §43] Fukee ¥Ee v H3
ERI 10Gy ol ol M= & Az gl g Dose Dicentric | Rin Excess | Dicentric
1
AAol ol Yed FSE AUTHE 2, 29 3, (Gy) | 'eMrC) P8 pcetric | + Ring
% 4). ol E¥U) ol BEX) & Hige 2 0.333 0.040 0.166 0.373

7te] o Rg golryl 95t ol EAHEE
Taged o AEde o FEIL Eeld
Fxol 2 #3H™ 3 ghe] 13 A Ha
aFA god 1 Feol 12T N ZAY A
e g dehiAdl =e Ao z[9] Mol 8Gy
olgtofl Al FulEAtgte] 14 2SI SlejA
FolF HXo I FHE £XE 3} UL S
& # 2oy 106y 12GydlAE #1705 3
=2 v Fopx o] G XolE EEE 3l
AT BI)E o FTH(E 2). oj WA o @
interphase death?} @& WE TR g 47
TFolA wia3 g dojutrl HEQ Aeg /G
5 iy, 8, 131 Aol F71¢o| wel Ax7t Be
FaAF &4o wizx @A FIstA Hel
MEN ol B=roh & G403 AVIA
s 2 A ¥¥E 23 interphase death2 =7 5 o)
2294 Ay AR AAY RIYYTe
24 Jehte 7HEY Aoz AZdd
WAL ol kg dicentric S A Q) HFVNEE

2Gy, 4Gy, 6Gy, 8Gy, 10Gy, 12Gy°lA 22+ 0.333, °

4 0.635 0.038 0.593 0.669
6 1617 0.117 1170 1.734
8 2.605 0.167 1.255 2.773
10 3.630 0.115 4.840 3.746
12 5.000 0.454 0.909 5454

0.635, 1.617, 2.605, 3.630, 5000°19129, ring ¥
AR FEANEs 22} 0.040, 0.038, 0.117, 0.167,
0.115, 0454%1 1, excess acentric fragment %9
gasE 24zt 0166, 0593, 1.170, 1.255, 4.840,
090001 A H(E. 3). whebA AL F— GG A o] &
iz o] #Ale 53] dicentric BAA oA F o}
Bhia 9182 ¢ 4 AP 5). WA %
AN HEA B FFATE C F de AREA
Ydrzt & 2Gy, 4Gy, 6Gy, 8Gy, 10Gy, 12Gy°l A 2+
0.373, 0.669, 1.734, 2.773, 3.764, 5454 H(F 4,
a3 6). WAHAFT 2 QAP Wzt &%
~ug AAE Y=aD+ DA T BAEZA
FEE 4 ded & 3904 AAF 2AEE non-

linear regressions A3 ¢ 27 dicentric ¥4,



Aol AN ZEARA AA TREA
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3
o 3r
~
e +
Q2
©
= o2t
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P +
A A
1 s
t N
+ o~
2 . X X %
0 I I A . A
Q 2 4 6 8 10 12
Radiation dose (Gy)
—1%4 5
4
Dose
Yd dr
(Gy) g Q
2 0.373 1.166
4 0.669 1.436
6 1.734 2.173
8 2.773 2.945
10 3.746 3.746
12 5454 5454

ring 943 2 excess acentric fragment 2ol o} gk
a#(1072/Gy)2 247t 9817, —0.460 ' 30.0299
Ko, pa((1072/GyH & 77k 2673, 0298 %
—0.8579th. o)W ring G dNE @k ex-
cess acentric fragment *3oll w3t Bgteo] &F=2
gk, ol ¥ 594 ring FAAlL] WEe}
excess acentric fragment &= 7F A FF 7}l
w2} A] linear =+ linearquadratic¥ F7}&AE

Holxl & g Mol oldfd £ glow, ofF
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O
jui A
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e
o
rn‘.
H
2
I el
e
2

4
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.
5.—
ol
B al
> 3
2l
.
o
o
0 v , ‘ , v
Q 2 4 [ 8 10 L12
Radiation dose (Gy)
a7 6.

ARE PBSFH AFEPPPel olgshede
gA8o] AATH AL

%ol 1%5}:&]
Hog FAds ZE &
FE I, 2 Rl 53 elojx Ev
Adte] AZsted Qo BAATY HX
®oota} o) S FIA TSt FF -
7t & QB otk £ 2FA QL di-
centric G449} ring FNAE FI N=ZRE
T35 ok 2 BES Ydr =9322X1072/Gy XD
+ 2975 X 1072/ Gy* X D22 e (2™ 6).
Ao BE mEA sZRoe FR FF
W sk A HQ Qdrde #EH dicentric
AMA 9 ring WA 9] F45 dicentric FA A 2}
ring G4A 0]l e AT F2 e o
22 2Gy, 4Gy, 6Gy, 8Gy, 10Gy, 12Gyil A 24zt
1.166, 1.436, 2.173, 2.945, 3.764, 54548 Ho HA|
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o
o
E
ol
- O
5]
o
al
ol
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(4] 2 4 6 8 10 12
Radiation dose (Gy)
ag 7.
¥ 5.

Patient | Qdr {Estimated dose| Actual dose

1 1.109 1.52Gy 1.8Gy
2 1222 248Gy 2.5Gy
3 2222 6.54Gy 7.0Gy

o] = Ydra rl@ANR 2 AFgFZ7te] we} g
S71Ee € & A2, 8Gy ol E yield7h
712] 100%) 7} 74 R = 7Agell Ydrgko] Qdrgt
A9 ZolAE A & F AUD E=& Qdr=
Ydr/ (1—e™™) ) BANo 2R 29 Qdrx
€ st AZe B8 7 AL 205Gy, 3.77
Gy, 641Gy, 8.19Gy, 9.62Gy, 12.03GyE A 2] ZA}
A g 2ALE A2 RYH(E 4, 18 7).
I ARBHo NA YR FYD
WAL ZALE e Gt A US| AN ZALE
AT L2¥Y dFAFANTE BEE Ay

Qdrghe ZAMUFol 18Gy, 25Gy, 70Gy4M &2

1109, 1.222, 2222%1 015§ o] S 4 LA

2.222

Qdr

1.52 248 6.54 Gy

a3l s.

Ydr# Qdrztel AN st 7d =AM
FL Z}7t 152Gy, 248Gy, 654GyE A} o) W)
e FHs AYL AL F UJATHE 5, 1
2 9.

o F

FALd o) % hFS) EAL A HEA L] o F =
Watd e o3 FfHu] ole MENT AR
ZAFEA] AR A Fol wEl EFEHE 1957
ol Cronkite[20]= €29 AZF3=2 Q3 v
ZAEANA BFE LAFEFH AL A A
old A& FoAE AERE 42 F g “sur-
vival improbable”, 3 3¢ A S & A HERE
44 & d& A2 7|dH¥E “survival possible”,
a3 ofF XRE A otk FAFAI A &
A& Aoz 7IdEE “survival probable”2] A
RERHEZ vE 5 Aok AGIA £ Al
dFez el BAAE AFEA He 499



ol

A H

Aol AR ZARA dA T2E

AP AR FEAH, ALY FF 9 oy A,

AA N Mo MFEEo) o} 2R, &40

€ Z71 2 2 ANY cell kineticso} whEh Abgb
H

3
o)

A7y @2} chel Ak el 9dte] Abe) o]

e FFTe 49 £ AVIER FRAEFTIT,

ARAVSFT, TFSFTY A 7Kz £5dg
{2, 3, 4]

FTFANBEFEE o 50Gy o149 y-Ad o
AAREAN zse FFA4AY 271949
&3 AT ozA HEQe YERF Fe
AFREH A FAFHE vea wan $
oA # Aol Rol% & o o] nE
AVREA "ot o] $3AAFEZY WA E
FAT ABAZ et olo] Futge MR
Fo2 4% HPITY Aer 2ojAx Yo
olA7A o] FFAUAZFTLL AFde PP

sich.

AZ#F TS 10Gy o139 y-Aol A% A
AFAZAN Y= o2 2 4AAARA L
BAE dFARZ A3 5L 9FFAo)
UERGE iR 39 WA 108 A5 AbdatA
Hed oldele o4, TE, 447y 2 A%
dAtet ole] w2z HAEd, AHAYH] o
IA7F FE Bejde]oltt. AFRFF L NEge
FE 2 dHATFeE AP AZANE &
ol A=H Brecher$[21]& NE o] &8
AHA AZBFIFT 4PN AsE, ¥4
az)x ddde] FFes BI 139 Fw9
FEAF e 44 < ek e
AZd=e] @A QYL MEsee 2-
Aol A7 R ko] aFHY ofF oy =
AR EAQd=A Y AR B YA e
A3 olH4].

EFFETL 3Gyl M 10Gy 7HEe] y-Aeof <
T AAAEA JEE Aeg Axsd 9 2

LS AR AEN }

A Helo 2=
3]

=1
he}

5

:‘l

o} Aol =] AF A7
Aol e EAATFHES] RFoz AE
A ol meh £ FA Fo) AP, JET o
A% 59 #A7 F48 FadA HY o=
A oA W, 49 % € 5o AF
AZY At "ok ELTFLOE AT AT
HNEF 304 Aol Hohxg Bojn < 60d
BAAE A2 & Sl Asgeze FA9 3
Fol w2 A, T, YA B, A

EFY, 5% FTF0Y &Y TE FFRF 2
AT Fo Wyor AltES e 5 YE
Roeg gz Jov HT oo gF A7}
248 FPs5a doe, 22, 231

H

PALA T EAL D B A) T ERE ) D)@ )3
U9 AxAl $BE e gE $FA
18 Y F 2R e AUANTIFH 4
Bhbe 9434 2 350l geh TEs ol g
F¥Tol A4 BEET0) WNY A
Fol HEE A9ole ol z2Ag
A Ad & Qe sHsAel A9
A

P
2 ol

Nt

2

o o T OOk
2

% o o

3t Hf=te]
ohoold HFAe FFAFE
BEsHA &+ At FYsHsAol
gl FaREolt dtE Aast Yoz 2
ol 7he @ IAES detde M@
agel grg ATEA BFGn AT
AEZEANE AY B¢ JAWrteAol vy &
szt tistefe 2vld NaE ANRFe A
QA 283 23 Jd8AdS 280 BEY
F A4l w2 AR g EA DS GAD
Wel AE5ZFE 498 + de 48R 434
ZAAZN ot 22 datpd vehge
Aol WIEE o8 HFAZL oleidt
EHo v 2t

oX

e
oy
M

X2

B o

§}
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HELFY) of B2 48 A X oo
A s DNASH @jde BERA=A 1 752
AR NS FA AEELA AHEE
E4g 5 Agsted o MEY
FASE U 2% fFHEF B
%1 DNAZ} 2t & AR o8 §4=¢
Aoz A, FARES] MY 2 FHEZ Yol
AE7l A =Y ol mil FAHE I Fa
1= A3t A =Hu FBAHE Dol
AELZAA b= 989 Fa4dd wet AEI}
%ol vglA Hrl= gl DNAE d2d579
AaA e ez FFE F£ Yed o|FAT
%2l DNAE HelHAtAel o8] 48 wol o-
rand break’} A717 sv] ZEdE DNA 92
sticky3}t 7] ®} £} single strand break(ssb)®) 3%
&8 e strand®) FRE o83 99%
ol/’do] Aol e HESn, double st-
rand break(dsb)el Aol 90% A=7F A=
o] il = 3]8-¢ch DNA dsb7} & Al oA
BAlel 5 Fdold 2y Fdo] HEHE
A FNA A€ DNA9 wdo] geel $x71
old oz AMuixHe do] A2 4 Utk EJ
DNA dsbel A € AL des] I
Arie] 448 FE ligationoll 21313 ok= DNA
FH4RAE Boste Roz FHA don o
2§ dsboll 9} & AuixjZ QA7 o] Fo] AE ]
e A1ZHe BE 0570 A 1AL AxR)
Aoz a2z AUcH24].

o] DNA &9 3834 450 #AHE
Wt oza gdg AselM WANRAG
F AEgHA ALz BAIH FAA o]
Aol Wixrl A #AHI[25] gAs F2E=2
AME oz} 2AZbe] R@2 % E 21°C o)z
3 daFoelde wxrt A #AHUAGE

ot o o ¥
lo © ox & &
tlo

Ri[26]E2 Hol A&o] DNA &49 3B -

#AEE 549 848 JAe AeR o
"ok B doAs Ao Re wFA A
9 RE AAGENY 25 & AL FIsA &
Aste] AzPgAtAdel 98 DNA &4 A8 €
AR A7 328 duEg sRoH13).
WALl ol dAA TR AWAE AE
&40l vehte FgdlA W F28 oduE
Zta Qlowj[27] MEEIFS F4l10] 2 &
dole] f{2sle]l A Hag 84Ad A
olm ¢15¥ vl Aok AR &) Fele &4
WA =He MEN} AZELDVIY o= dA
vkt dAAEGE F AT dde] F
A7 el w2k A 0] ¢ (chromosomal aber-
ration)® g A4 o] (chromatid aberration)2
2 Tadged dAs AP 2x 287
o] M| WA T FAE F3Ad 8188 A (ra-
diomimetic chemicals) ©] DNA §73 o) & @4 (pre-
synthetic phase)?] AlXel 248 of A7 = A
oln}, ¥a& FHe'WAldo]l DNA §A4 ol FeA
(post-synthetic phase)?] M XZojl 28 o {2
ot = Ao 353 £ddolde] di
B Feste AXEyd #Agel 223 94
BAol 4w fiAlFI GAaFol e AT
A e ez dajA o] AL H
2E Azl oF Foldoz jehe
4oz AREG 8] G4 0]-de DNA dsbel
AE L ANAE o] F AT vehts FFol
mel B8 dAAold, A Aotz
v 4 o9l A€ DNA dshsol AMixE
23 YR EZ7] 9 dicentric E4HA S} ring ¥
A7 AE § don FAd FAAME L
QA & acentric fragment %ol A71A o}
o] acentric fragment %4 HE LA WAl A
AR g7l qE) FAEZ Yo o] FstA
2374 so AFHoz ANEE Fde 94

to o

2



Aol FARIZAA A FEEY QukTe] GAHo Y WS WP AT 1

A9 AY TE &dol wASA HY ol
AEEL di7) A Hed ol g A o)L
B4 gAAolFolgt gt 9 Hdd DNA
dsb= 2] AR E Folx A X FAR Tl
sl Qs ASI e ol AX e 759
Hate QAT ALHA Hohdol 2T F )
282 o]a g AMA ol g A FAA o) Fo] g}
g2, 8l

Dicentric §24 A ¢} ring G842 & 2 447

9l
2dHoz $Usn, §F -k BAV &4

nr 2

) 5}
B, acentric fragment %3 o &¢o2
iy f4A FEo] stFsh, AZshen QoA
BEAN BAaE HE HolojA of59] W}
e AFEHANA 713 o) o]& ¢ H;

= AEEBolHY, 13].

Abgel Z2¥o dope A R E-o](99.3
% °144) DNA 47 olddAleld ol8d 9
1% A LA phytohemagglutinind] 8 )
TEEE & F sl Ao 19609 %9 Nowell
(20101 o8] <HAS AFe 3@e A9 &
YITFE 500X 1070 F=oln} o]F oF 2g1to)
FxEHd S} UrAe F4, 434, 9
EA, A9 dszd, A, a1 48
3t F dAol FEE= Roz goiA Qo
Aol 22N ARFEE FF 2,500/mmd
(range 1,000=4,800/mm®°] 5] Z3F ] @z 8 )
bt A AT oF 80% WA 90%
AEE AAs}L, FEYRT F 5% RS,
HELQHTIL F 15% IEE 27 A

19629l Carstairs[30]% PHAS 28 Mz 2
de F2 29T ol Aew ¥I
stHon, Ao Fye dPeA] AT o
FE(F 90%)2 AW w717t o 3dALR v
2F 1 ol 1Fe ARE F4 Y Ae

AR QA UrA F 10% F=E WRst 1Y

A 10¢ A== Z2 Hog deix gk AA
PHTE Holx 80% 7HFS FATHAL A
T8A AolF BEF o)L F U AL
poolell &3t o]EL F2 wgssl 1 &9
7 Eoin of AEH poold] Y= Y7t
28do) FHEIAANL FEALL < 0%
Arolx, AwAEd AL ofF 12N H
=9 FHez daA 13l

ZH Yol A WAL oFte} DNAY &4 2
A A7} doid AT A3ty F2YY
o2 vey] Wi WANAZY mFzte T
Z28d9g AHste ol Ao AEELEA
B2 @7 vigstd dRrdZ) o #FAH=
FAA )G WzzZA HAd T Ay 22
HEA SERe] TS AT F Aok
TP e Al daFe AxZle FA714
sigslm o 9ol ¢ 3d Ay wuH
Hol7} W&ol AR+ FHo] thahA] 2 4
Lol A3 oA Aol A} Fojx Uz
ddozye viund &4A A4 #Zd
AFE 23T 4 ATl A B4H I
Aoldel v AT HF vPIIE 3d F
=9 Aoz <A Yol o7itdele FAH
olge NixgNE HAY HENFE FAY £
VAL A dMA o Gol e FTFAEE
AN&Ho2 AEFEEL E U7 Wid o) B
L@ Algte] AR Fole ol P FAA
0139 NIE g o] &= AFEA ] 75zl oy
A GAAolde] IEE oj&dte MFEPw
He FMa 9 banding techniqued ZLE 3}
B ALE 8 ¥ ofet £ AZAS
g AALEE B A AL 5 YE Rog
a2 A s3]

HALd B EAZRE de gAg Yo
JZE PAAFSE 43 e ASE AEy

B

2

o

O



12 HOHEET B G R | H18% 258 19934

FALE AVGAA DA & A FlnA se
AxE HAGs A A7 Jde, ol B
A AA oS Fe dAFE AXEde
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Chromosomal Aberrations Induced in Human
Lymphocytes by in vitro Irradiation with
“Co y-rays

Yong-Chan Ahn and Sung-Whan Ha

Department of Therapeutic Radiology, College of Medicine

Seoul National University, Seoul, Korea.

ABSTRACT

As guides to decision-making in the management of the victims in case of acute whole
body or partial body radiation exposure, we studied the relationship between radiation
dose and the frequency of chromosomal aberrations observed in peripheral lymphocytes
that were irradiated in vitro with ®Co y-rays at doses ranging from 2Gy to 12Gy.

The vields of cells with unstable chromosomal aberrations (dicentric chromosomes,
ring chromosomes, and acentric fragment pairs) were 32% at 2Gy, 47% at 4Gy, 80%
at 6Gy, 94% at 8Gy, and 100% at 10Gy and over. Ydr, which reflect average dose to
the whole body in case of acute whole body exposure, were 1.373 at 2Gy, 0.669 at 4Gy,
1.734 at 6Gy, 2.773 at 8Gy, 3.746 at 10Gy and 5454 at 12Gy. The relationship between
radiation dose (D) and the frequency of dicentric plus ring chromosomes per cell(Ydr)
could be expressed as Ydr=9.322 X 1072/ Gy X D + 2.975 X 1072/ Gy* X D2

Qdr, which are used in estimating dose of partial body exposure and dose of past
exposure, were 1.166 at 2Gy, 1436 at 4Gy, 2.173 at 6Gy, 2.945 at 8Gy, 3.746 at 10Gy
and 5454 at 12Gy. To see how confidently this dosimetry system may be used, we
obtained Qdr values from those who received one fraction of homogenous partial body
irradiation of 1.8Gy, 2.5Gy, and 7.0Gy therapeutically; in vivo Qdr values were 1.109,
1222 and 2.222 respectively. The estimated doses calculated from these in vivo Qdr
values using the equation Qdr = Ydr / (1—e ¥*) were 152Gy, 2.48Gy, and 6.54Gy respec-

tively, which were very close to the doses actually given.

Key word: Radiation, Lymphocyte, Chromosome aberration, Biological dosimetry.



