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HE

IR IR TR IR W 1BRICE R TH Y | 4 B TIRERR OB TR e &E %
oo TWD, HSHRE O E72 BRNIEE A RIET 2 2 & TH Y | @OBREDF AT~
SN, JHEHOIER 2aE MBI AEFERZENFEINDLIZ 08D D, Lo T
HOHFRERE LB ISPE S BEFELZ G Loo, Ik L C+a ke iE
IREGDZENEETHDH, ZOHBOERIZ IS TTH =40 Gy/s DBREARER (ultra-
high dose rate: UHDR) % V% FLASH Wi #1679 (FLASH-radiotherapy: FLASH-RT) 73
ER-VONGATN

UHDR % W7o ABIA S8R 1T 1950 AR, B FERRIT 1970 (ERBATOI T E 2,
BER~DIS X 72 372 e F 72U RISV 7=, LA L, 2014 4EIZ Favaudon 723877212
[FLASH| Z#AFRCHWZImL AR T 5 SIRGUT L, #IaRICs T 54 Htk &
FHREMEN IR FRO AL, BUEICE D £ THix OBFER 72 ST E 72, FLASH MO
ZLIRRHE D 1 D0, IEFMMRICEH L72BRIZ, 76k (conventional: CONV) Dfff =g & bk
L. FARHERE B S, EEAERERORENMIHI SN ZETH D, b H 1 DITESH
T CONV MER L FZEOHBEINEDHRFIND Z L ThHhD, TOLI R RN, FFk
B9IZ FLASH-RT 23 —fxi)7eiaiit e L TE LT 2 2 & 2 B L | 1BIRGTHEZERE B4
T RET VOB BLELEZ HLLDEH, T VBZIZNLE T FLASH )R 35E X
D AT = A LFIIRE L TH B IZ 72> TRy,

TR DA FR R CRIRAETESR) ITHRBAN R ICHER SN D DNA ARSI
(double-strand break: DSB) OHNEETH 5, £ 2T, AW TIX UHDR M4 & CONV
FREF % D) DSB J6E 3D % HE1Z, UHDR M §H4 72 5 ONS CONV HRE# o #ilfia L 17R
% PRI RTHE R B S5 T )V integrated microdosimetric-kinetic (IMK) model for UHDR-irradiation
DB EIT -T2, Z OB%E TH A XIS D DNA HEH ORI ZE L2 b AL 4 T /T HE
77 integrated microdosimetric-kinetic IMK) €7 /L&A L=, —fkIZ, Hh#RIZ X 5 DNA 8
HBOZIFEEEND N, TO—HIHMEE SN2V, HHWVITAEREICKI VEEICEDS, Z
NHAEYBIEEZET 572012, IMK E7 LV CIHEE Al fE7e 85 % potentially lethal lesion
(PLL). &1 N2 85 724815 % lethal lesion (LL) & 36 L. DSB OEJEENEE S TV
%o JEK. PLL OFIIIFE AEBUTHRERITHAF LW EGE L T & 7223, UHDR HSHZ T,
TEVEFEDLAE (RHEIEM) DT I b CONV HRET &tk L 910> DSB #AH 2
b3 2% LMESNTNSD, Tk, UHDR N TIEZHOTEMRE N REZE M IHE LR
RECAER I D7D, HHERENAEWIZITHIE S v, MEERIC X 5 DNA HER i b
ZLICERTLEEBEZLNTVD, £ 2 TR TITMEROHEIIZ LV DSB F4E )=
ETFT 282 ET Y 7 %4T0, BEAFED IMK E7 /VIZHZA AT Z L1128V . UHDR f4
% DML AEAF 3% TR FTRE 72 87172 72 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation DB Z 57 7=,

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation Cl%, M#£1EH & DSB £ OBRIENEATERIL S



TWD, ABFZETIL DSB IZRIT 2 SCERANIEF D727z ML~ D FR ST oM e o> it
B EOEREMAZEE T, DSB T — X 2 BUG L1z, BfST —# 0253k 7z CONV FRE
\Z%f9 % UHDR He§H% OFE %} DSB #12%} L Markov chain Monte Carlo MCMC) ¥/ = L —
arvzEfL, ETFAVNOMERLE DSBEORARERI L., £/, MCMC ¥ 2 L —
a rEMVT, CONV ETEOMIBALFRET — & b AFRIEE LB e IRE OE
TINIRT A—B ZRTE L, IMK model for UHDR-irradiation %9 % Z & T, UHDR (ZHH4
T TR OMERIH T 2 MIaEFEO T2 R AT,

BA%E L7 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation %35 Z & T, kkx 2FEEOMNINL (HeLa,
MRC-5, MDA-MB-231, LU-HMSCC4, MCF7, WiDr, DU145(A 2 3 /IKBR 32 5 1th)) DA (Rl
DOFBIZKEI LT (R? >0.7), RET/VTH LI MIaAEFR bt 42 R T80T, B
TBEIZB W THIAH & A ER D linear-quadratic (LQ) E7 /LD & FEEDOE TRELT 5 Z
EMTE DT, HEHRIBIRICE T DA FHN RO RHSLHE B OFHHIC AV LD
W) B b (relative biological effectiveness: RBE) & A#) )<l A & (biologically
effective dose: BED) DEHIZ H%E L7z, RBE (ZOWTIE, RETANLHELNHMEEE
HESHERD LQ ET L ERAWTELNAMAEK L, K< —%FT5Z EWRaEhniz,
BED 22\ TCiE, RS KEW—J7T UHDR O FHEA CONV FREROFHE L v
HLINEL D T ENRENT,

ARET/LIE UHDR B OB AR ARG E L B LEBHNR S 5, T EICB~R
=&, HEHTE2 DSBEUCEET 2T — B4R L T2tz MW RG22 58
TERWVANZET b D, EFEMEME S CTIE FLASH BIICKT 5 RIS R 573,
BEEPEICBWTAET L TIEEE TE T, 5%, ERT— 2 0nEHEshs 2T A
EFETNENTIOXYA 7OMIBICHEAT 22 M TELLIChd EMffFaNnND, -,
AWFFEC T 55 O JES L Cld UHDR RS2 CONV FRES 1% & P U AR A= 7738 03 1
T 203, in vivo FEBRIZEB O CTITPIEEZNE LS UHDR & CONV #RESR CALE 37 /G5
5o RET IVTHIRERO T — X kT 5TV CTh D720, MIEEEROMIa A T3 &k
D% BEAHT 2 Z ST TETER,

ABFFEIZ LV . UHDR HSt & CONV FREFICI51F % DSB D& WA K2, CONV FRE 14
OFIRAESFHT — & 225 UHDR G % OMIAETTSEZ THIATRE /e 507 E 7 LV OBF IR
L7z, EHlZ, FEFT/AVANTES L2, CONV #REFRIZXT 5 UHDR 1235 1F 5 4% DSB 4
ERTET NG A—21F, ERFHEOIESOE°DSB DO ARHENSIBREN—FHT, 7
A4V T 4 IR BEROERITHEVEDT 2 Z PR ENTe, LD > TRET VI
& v, UHDR WS OHINAETER O NN DSB OB RNEH 5 Z LR E N7z, K
i1, UHDR %7 % FLASH-RT DM RDFAGC A 71 = X LFEBICEBNCT & 5.
Fio, FERIEHRFTERA T L) XLAORBIIGHIND 2 & b IFFTE 5,
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7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-carboxylic acid
8-hydroxy-2’-deoxyguanosine
alternative-non-homologous end joining
ataxia telangiectasia mutated

ataxia telangiectasia related kinase
area under the curve
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Bcl-2 associated X

B-cell lymphoma-extra large
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biologically effective dose
cyclin-dependent kinase

credible interval
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cancer stem cell

DNA damage response
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equivalent dose in 2 Gy fractions
FLASH-radiotherapy

glutathione

homology-directed repair

high dose rate
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homologous recombination
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irradiated cell conditioned medium
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integrated microdosimetric-kinetic
increased radioresistance
independent reaction time

c-Jun N-terminal kinase

low dose rate
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ssDNA single-stranded DNA
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TCP tumor control probability

TNF tumor necrosis factor

TOD transient oxygen depletion

TRAIL TNF related apoptosis-inducing ligand
UHDR ultra-high dose rate
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1% HE

WIE ¥

O IE YN 5 Z & CAXDETRE XX DA 7T & L TEEREE ZH-C
WAH[1], BEHFIIAR~OEENREIND T, Ax DL L EREZ D EFRICE
WCRWT (RNOIRET ORI, T, RRElEE) &ENAREDIRFRICIER S D, HBU#R
BRI AN T DRI RIGHED | D TH B2, EHAR CITIEF M ~ORE %
AEEZRPEELR2V LUV (IWARE) LT &2 KXo L, —J7 THREEIZIEHEIZ &4
i EEZMN 5952 ENEETH D3],

Z AV DB A 7o IR T 2R iSRRI EE & L C L B Ef i (ultra-high dose rate: UHDR)
Z 4% FLASH #1569 (FLASH-RT) 287 H STV 5, 2014 4£Z Favaudon 513,
40 Gy/s LA . UHDR T~ 7 ZAD{EH 21TV, 7K (conventional: CONV) DfE &= (0.01—
0.4 Gy/s) 12X 515% (CONV-RT) Zxt LIEHMEMROTERE - BEREDNRAF S 415 — 7 CHUEE
NRDBHEFF S D 2 & 23 L7z[4], 2D X 9 7220 1% FLASH )% & ' X4, Favaudon ©
DL H Y0 ICH 2 OFF RSB SN TV DH[5-8], L L7235, FLASH FREHZBIT 2
AW FBRT — X IIARE L CTE Y, FLASH VRO A B = X L% fFIT 2 72 OITHEE O RGRH
SETHAVTWN D DRIEFEIEI S TR,

AWFFETIT, HESBRIRG 2 OO E OIEE (EWFRINR) (TR T & 2 /las
9,101 & MBAEFEREZRE ST HEERIEMNEEZ SN TS DNA ARG
(double-strand break: DSB) D BHE [11-17)12E B L7z, FEFEICSUSMENE < DSB #5312k
L FEHETHLEEZLNTVWAE FuaxyF Y0/ (COH) [18,19]DIR IR RD 7 &
HITIR T4 2 2 ENEBRICE DRI TVWA[20,21], L7223 -> T, FLASH 4 Ti% DSB
DARL CONV HRST L 0 bl Siu, HERAEFRES NS 2 MIRRE ST U AR S
TWAR, ZN 5 DEFENRERIERS A B = X LADIHICE > TRV, 2 TH AT,
FLASH & CONV fi]® DSB AR D ZFR bR I ER L 9 5 2 L1ZFEH L, FLASH
§t& OB AR E TRT 2T VAT 2 2 & T, BAEMERRE TICBIT 5
RIS A OFRF, 72 5 ONZIEHRETHE v A 7 AOBF & Big L7z,

1.1. BEHR O R Rk

1.1.1. BURBRORERE

1895 2 Rontgen (IHUIHROFEA R L, RAOKMEEWRT 2 X L4172, %
Dt%. Rutherford IZ LV affé B, Villard IZX Y y R INTZ, T bLSMI L FEX
DORBEEDFET 2 (K 1.1, 7 X vy ) TEV=R ¥ —%2 G 2B T
HV[22], ERIND ZIKETIZLY DNA 72 EOARERN S TICBEE 525 2 L 3bn
ST &, BHIKIIETT 2EE MG E | BB S0 ES % AITAER M LA 622
MEEETHHTHY, AP BE L THBL TV L EERE THD (K1.2) [22],

717
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X
T3l
y #it
TBCF
FEmrER - (P, =2 —F Y L)
Rif-ik
AT (afit, p# (BTH). BTk, ERF#x )
B 11 TR TR
oy -l N I
V\/\/\/\/\/\/\N\/\AAN\NW
Radiation Type Radlo Microwave Infrared Visible Ultraviolet  X-ray Gamma ray
Wavelength (m) 1072 107° 0.5%x10 8 1078 10710 10712

i H | ? B L & O

Buildings Humans Butterflies Needle Point Protozoans Molecules  Atoms  Atomic Nuclei

10 10° 10"2 10'° 10'® 10'® 107
Temperature of
objects at which
this radiation is the ))
most intense
1K 100 K 10,000 K 10,000,000 K

WIVRIeNg ol -272°C  -173°C  9,727°C ~10,000,000 °C

X 1.2 BWHEoOMEE (KumarV eral 2023 [22]1 X v 31 H)

RLFARITE R E REIEH L, EMAR O (WERLT) & EMARTZRVRLF GRS
) 2aBiasngd (KM 1.1), EHRICBT 2B Hl TR ERE TH D X #L y #as
MAnbins (R 1.1). IRMREE TR R % 3 Tl 2 ORERRAFI S 4, SRR E A O
FrtE AT M T T D (R 1.2),
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# 1.1 ZRIHAOCS D SR

2 W Ji 5 R

JECE BRI I3

— R Xt

v VUET T T 4 Xiftk

IVR Xt

2 Wi i Xt

CT Xt

B IR i YR

S5 HR X#p, vk, EFH. B, BER R, PR
PN HE offt. BRE. yHR. XfR72 &

1.2 EEFRIBETHOW D RO

TR

SR

Jer

LT

Gl

BWTRLX—2 T 55 m& XHERITJR T RZA . yRRIEaD AL IR RE D JR 4% >
S DA, W ORFEISEVIZ R, RSO P ClidR b AR
72 R CTH 5,

HERMEFINSRAOEN AT OMER T, V=7 v 7T & 2 /MR
THWHN L EFITEFHR, WEIRFHTRIN S0 2% R O BURPERAL T
ROBEFIIBM & TN D,

DEM AL, B L L8365 E D E &L AT D ER . BT
(Afﬁf 17Ty 7 =2 ZIEM L, XBOEFFRE LS AMRRICE TAIC
ML G TED,

NV T LADFFEETH Y, 22001 L2000 bk S5, NEE
FHCIXBRR & bl LAER Sy T OHENR KR E <720 | 7B h 20 VRO NHESIC
BEOSTWEOEWREREDIRENEOND,

RARLK A I EOIEDEMZ AT HEVMIERL 1, Bt EFRICT 7 v
:7 V— 7 BIER LIZBENTRETH D, I BT, BRI b ARk
BRI T A =Tk 5.2 091,

g

EED R OIETERL -, A ¥ 3 P EF i (boron neutron capture
therapy: BNCT) TIIHPE 7% 23 AUKARRICHL Y A F R 72 AR U B ICHZE S 23 AR
WEE L KBETEDabi &V F U LRI EENT 5,
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1.1.2. JhiE & EERE
BHEHIR D D E~T RV X =03 5 S5 L bk F 721X B (1 A 1k) B3ET B [3]
(% 1.3), R E2IT0FHNOPUEEFO T RTINS B35 Z & Zi & v ), ful
I RV X —H 2 D = 3L X — PN NS BRI E 0 O 5 SR

W2, BB/ FHASHSNOBG A ERE VO, — I BB Lo SEITE
B D 8E) &2 AT 2 BHERERIC R LW D, BRI EBEERNE L BB 2 S0
B ATIBDH[19)], B Tl 78 = FX — 2 T DIrBhi 1 2N/ s & @i+ 5
2L T AFRAFZDOLDONR A/ FAEMSE S, BE CIIEENICEMAHFET 52
EMTERDHATHET O LD RIEMEBRLL DY, =R F—DO—HE T2 TEMHNT
TRINCHREA ST E TR & ORERLT & LB ﬁﬁ%ﬂ%t T, BHETHND
NDKTAET RN —IEAF L BITRBERINSC =2 7 P RICK Y ZIREFE L
TIREFDEHEAE S E R 2, RRH X R TE $L53/7%/%%61A%X%ﬁi
ANFX—D—EHE A/ FOMBEB M EST L2 L CoREFERESE, —FTzx
JUR =T L7z X AR EBIIAR T8 & 1382 2 i L) Sivd, CT 0w vt
7574 OB X MICEENHET R X=X FTIE, ETCOZRLT—ZHIEE
FIAT 535 2 & TEBEA K ZIORERNAE U DHERN S,

SEHR

a7 UshR

@)

1.3 i‘[’:?ﬁ’ﬁi:iéﬁbtkﬁ%ﬁ BRIV NFRTIE R T PR L
FEEIRICL Y ZIREFNAEL D, E%ﬁiﬁ@ (THNIE R T DIE DS = R L F — LD & L
EA%@?% HEADOHBIILFIR, AL POMITES. HEROEHOMOEAIE
JRF e RT,
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1.1.3. DHEE
Bz ERERNCHR D ITHT- VRIS DFE 4« OW T, EERBREAHEZ B S
(International Commission on Radiation Units and Measurements: ICRU) @ Report 85 [23]iZ7%
SN TWD, ARIETI ICRU Report 85 DINFIZHES X | ARWFFICEIRT 2B E O %
FIZE LTz,

1.1.3.1. BURBREHIE
ICRU Report 85 D 3 F TIIfE 4 OHBURHBRAMT E 48 95 BB N OB & 2] O Bt
FHEICOWTRENTWD, 7T 2 @ (em™)) [ TSR IV TR ERIC A L
TL DR DOEMRBELZRT RETH Y | BRIEEINIC AR T D0 D% AN % ERO K
Hff da CRLIZETH S,
dN
=4 (1.1)
—HTT7 77 AN BRI SH = 0ITHA L T DR HERTETHY . RO
HIESEIRIZ AT DR LD 5y AN Z B de TRRLZETH 5.
P
dt
7T AFTTNTAD KD ITIHRARZMEE CRE QWO THEEZERTETIIR,
TN ZAEAERB TR LI 7L AR LI, kA TEEND,
. do
b=— (1.3)
JATIRARTZBREMN O TNV ARET T v 7 AEE L BRI, —RICITATEE OMEFR
DRAWLND, ZVEU R () L T7F v 7 ATRTOFER I B, ZXVFXF—DOFMALE
B O DI R ALF =T N T X (R) Lo AF—T 5 v I ARERIN TN D,
WO BPHTRS ZF X =L 0 HERITEENEN T LR () BLXOT T v 7 A
LREROFRIRETH 5,

(1.2)

1.1.3.2. HEFERAREB XUEET 2HEE
ICRU Report 85 5 4 FIZIIMHANERURE L BT 2B EIC OV TR 6N TWD, HE

PHIEBES/p (3 m? kg™!) (IR F 2 E P 2@ 2RI ENIE E D=L F—%2 K9 )
ERTYHETHY . BE p OWENZHERL 2 HEEdl @9 Ik > =L ¥—
dE % pdl THEI-7-fETH 5,

S 1dE

= od (1.4)
B &P LRI E B 2P RE Sco1/py B B PHLIERE Seaq/p OFIE LTERDOEN D,

)



1T s

S S S 1 /dE 1 /dE
2 _ Scol | Orad _ _(_> + _(_> (1.5)
p 1% P p\dl/c p\dl/rag

PELILRBIZ., fardEh+ & WuEEFOMAMEN (BREE 72 i3i) Ik = —HE%k (F%R
FELIERE) &, R E 72 I3BuEE O ELGN T UL KIS L 2 = v —#HK (kg
FLIERE) ofnT®RIND, £72S=dE/dLIZEIERE EMEIEN S,

B RV —fF 5. (linear energy transfer: LET) L, (keV/um) (37 &5k O HALHERESH 72 0
DTN F—HFRERETLMHETHY , RATRENLD,

dE
Ly = d—lA

dEp (3R 25 BEEE Al 283 2 BRICEF S DM AFEHIC LV LS =1 X —D 5 b,
A %2 D WEE = R F— 232 KEF P UEEBSA O TR L F—D
MENEZZZLSIWIfETH D, mANFFHHEN D =R VX —%2 BRI 2 2 & TRATHY
R RN X —EEEBE L TD, Ao oo & LT Ly 1TFEIR LT ERE 1 & O 168
WL, KO LET 232 2 L—3 3V TRO DBRICIT Ly DNEHE SN 5 [24], FHR
OFFAIZ LV @& LET st (BRI, TYEF#R) AR LET BH# OtF#k. E+F
By Bf7e L) ickhlEh s,

HEHEFIER G (x) (mol I ITHURHBRT K 0 FeE Do+ x MERKL. . RO 5 HDu
TNNOEMEZ EEEZ T rgsRL, RATHZOLND,

G(x) = @ (1.7)

(1.6)

n(xX) 1 IWE I EHHNC =R VX — e ™M 5 ENTZBRICEMi 2 2 T T2 F x DB ThH D, €=
100 eV O & EALFURIT G il & PRIV, HAZIE mol (100eV) ! THRIND,

1.1.3.3. BREFHIE
ICRU Report 85 # 5 & TITH#R L MEDOHAFEMIC X2 =%V F— 0% 24 5 fie
FHAERS DN TV D, WIS D Jkg) 1Tk TERIND,
_de
dm
de ITE & dm OWEIAH G SN P 3V F—Th 5, Bk AL L LT Gy VSR
%, FI-HAIREM & 72 0 OWIUREDOZCITMESE (Gys) EMEh, kTIN5,
po9D
dt
dD B de 12317 5 D DS Th D,

(1.8)

(1.9

1.1.34. R RYHE
ICRU Report 85 @ 2.3 fiTlx, WHLEOERICH T BHMOBETHREL T E2BET 5

767
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VBN o DRI EL | 70 L O TEADMEIRE 2 IR &2 XHI3 2 %
W% EBRHITN D, ICRU TRV F— O TR T 2 WEL BV THESRN - FEHk
) 7o P 2 55T T D, ATEE O BT (1.8) 1R &S D L 9 ICHIE BN O+ 5-
TARNAX—DVEE AT LTV, RO AW Fi 7 8 2 5k 6 5 1214 DNA 72 & 0/
B3O XD RN R OREEZZ ZERD D, BERMZRIVEICER T 5 L H%—IC
HFRBAS LT D X DI Z 53, 72 2 77— L CIE SR O IRFZ2 [ B 72 il 6
IR D & (SRR DL XA S T DT F L) BRE W, ZOFRELEITED
Bl % 1X— & DNA D3RR X 0 815 %2 521 2 DIEIMEE ST BB 22 U s s k3
L5 B TR OEE DS TEDBRRLF PR L 2WGE &, OB EIMEESLD
AR TR TG A T EENHE L RDGERAELT, 2D OREOEWNZEIY £
D% DOKRADAEIEDEMD LD > TL 5, BHHROZEIIERTDH L, A—=XLF—Th
AUX RS ORLA1F & AFPRL P IRERI O = VX — A BB E R & < 720 | FEHE - ihitd
BERE L 725 Z LT DNA 72 EOBRENEHULT 2 2O AW FRIRENRE 2D, £
[f]— LET THIUTERFHEZORFIZEBONT AT —2 /T 52 LI, ZRKE
MEENDZZFINAXF =L RELRDE0D REBFORBENPEL Y = F ¥ — ﬁLﬁ«%
HHENLT <25, fRE LA R Z PO AW = 2L XF =0 5 & h
DT &L EYFEENMET T 5, MERNREEIL LR XS RN A — B
TR OFEB DR L X2 BETELETHY . FFITHIHREYFO N TIIEZETH
%o BARKY 22 fe =R EE £1X ICRU Report 85 @ 52 Hil /R ST\ 5
Energy deposit (J) 1% 1 [FIO =R V¥ —fFHFG (f X2 k) (12XD 1%5(4\;:1‘{@' FHIN A~
HEINDMRNEZINALX—THY, LFTOLIIcRREIND,
& = &n — Eout T ¢ (1.10)
Ein IEAHERL 2LV 1 BIOMAIER TH 5 SNIEB = 1L F— goue 1L BT
FHABEIE AN ~FF D H T REE) = R L ¥ — Q131 X MG T 52 TOR T OFfIE=x/L
X—0ETHD, FHHEENCTEEEOA XY A HIVEEMHEEIEHIZL D energy
deposit &; DifERFI & LT energy imparted 73 FRe DT H 5,
€= Z & (1.11)
e OYLIEIE, FHUSEIRNIZ IR AT D AR OB = R /L X — OFFN Ry, & FEIA A~
R TORT OEFB T R —DFI Ryye T HWTUTFTO X IZEEIND,

€ = Rip — out+ZQ (1.12)

X (1.12) AL 3 HIZQ OINE N TH D,

BT F L ¥ —y (keV/ium) & T R LF— 2z (Gy) BB TE~A 270 R A MY (1.14
H) TIRIEH SN DMERM BRI RE TH 5, y (TFHIIFEE A @83 2k 23 FEEAI 1 [E
DOHEAEATHET 53N F — e &, FHTEKO LR [ TRl TH S,

777
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y = (1.13)

FHUFE A ERIE T H AT TITEREMEOERD 2/3 122 L, z 1TE &) m O fE I B
FFE 7 TEHER ORI LV E SN G NL T —e ZHWTUTDO LT
zxns,

zZ=— (1.14)
m

F1EIOHDA R MZEDE=RNAFX—% 7, LB &z =e/m THDHDOTK (1.14)
LV IRKDOBEBRNELND,

7 =—y (1.15)

114. ~AZ7ua BRI ARV

1.1.3.4 E Tl 72 K 512, BURBROEM FRIFEZ RFE S 5 123> DNA L L Of)
TR r — )V T ORI K D =0V X —fF 5554 OB g O ENEETH L, B
B 72 B 8 C & D WRITURR B I BRI S B BREE O BRSO RIS B 1 D AR~ D RS}
FREOFHIEIZ IV TEER T 2 RT3 WERNOBNAR T — L TOZRLF —ff5
OOV LB OWHETHH 0, WIREDH TIXAEM N EOE N E
KRETER, v 71 FUA MU IEHMUMESICA 5 S D = %L X — ORFZEHIRY 7253 4f
ZEE(LB LOVMIET 2720 O, WHla, JELEZ BRI LT 2 FMEkE LTRELT
= 72[25],

~A 70 RV AN TIEIMEEL LT 1134 HIORLEZy &z EICHSLND, i
WA= X DI,y & 2 ITUMEIC KT 21 5 =3 L ¥ —Th W RFERINREL X2 /15
ZEMBMERERE UTERI N, BESM (MEREERE) f oMY 722 W HR 58 B 437
(RREBEEE) d2NEHENs (X 1.4) [2526], y DHERBEREEZ f(y) £ &, K
M lyy+dyl ICEENDIMT AN T —=RBONDMET fF(y)dy TH Y, y OHIFHE (y) I1X
KA TREND,

() = f Y y)dy (1.16)
0

(y) ITBEFE IR = %)L — (frequency-mean lineal energy) & FEEAL, yp EFREIND, F
TR RN =Ny 72D A X ML DMEOEETHD d(y) 1T

_yO) _yf»)
T R

(1.17)
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0'7_ K LIRS N S | X T T TTTTT n T TRy
[ —Mini-TEPC 23 m

0.6 :‘—Si detector

yd(y)

Lineal energy y / keVJum'T

X 1.4 ML X—0D454 (Bianchi et al. 2020 [26] L 0 51 )

kRIS, BE () IHT Dy DEFHMETH 2 yp 1206 L, d(y) 139 2 HIFHE I8
X R L X — (dose-mean lineal energy) & FEIEAL yp &KL SNDH[27], X (1.17) %
Mg &
:m=f%dw®=iﬁmfﬂw®=gﬁ (1.18)
0 YrJo YF
BIFHIND, () IXy DZRE—RA L FTh D, L F =200 T § [ARRICHEEE
TARNF— zp EREPHH T RNV F — 2y PR TH LN D,

zp ={(z) = fmzf(z)dz (1.19)
0

[} 1 [es} 2
Zp = f zd(z)dz = —f z%f(z)dz = E (1.20)

0 Zr Jo ZF
ARAFFEClE Hawkins (2 & ¥ BH¥E 4172 microdosimetric-kinetic (MK) &7 /L[28]D ik BT
& % integrated MK (IMK) 7 /V[29]%FECET U 7 LR, y L ziZZnbDET AW

WX FG A=D1 DL LTEEND,



1% HE

12&%%%%’&0%36%&@

ATE E TR R T E TR O =3 VX —FH 0 L 0 B - it ShiomyFalm s L,
BB N D4y F- 73 %%;A%éﬂﬂl®A¥tﬁW¢6W%ﬁA%ﬂ$Lé(IlﬂBm
fEd & U CHEA OIEMEREN BRSNS, T2 TIET VB EIEMEREETRE (reactive oxygen
species: ROS) Z 4% 5, Zi 6 OIEMERE T DNA AU e & OA&RE IR bE S 2 5
ZB[9], T VHMEIT V=T P H L BIHEN BRI ET 2 AT DR/ F T b,
LTE LT A/53F CIIANEHLUER 71X 2 T 1 OXT £ 725 TS0, BHECERIC X
XTI o> TWIZHLEEF D 5 DO —HBFRFHASBE SN T LU E 9 Lo BT
B LR MO TN OEFROKBRFEREIMIENERGTHZ LI D, — /T
ROS 1335 1RO IEEDE N TH Y . —E8D ROS I AXE T2 AT H1-HT Y
NSNS, B, BERBRHCROIEHRED o b b AW PR BIC 535 &
AHLNTWDHE FedxZ7P%/L (COH) 1ZROS &7 VHNVORGIZHIEIS L,

1.2.1. SRR RS 1% OTEERE O AR
T2 TIE. EBREY - FERAICE K ORFFEN 7 ST E 72K LET M #RIBE % ok th T
TR AR[30,3 1N DV TR D, RS AR 2 & i 1.1.2 TE Tk~ 7= Jihitd & 2B

DAFE <10710s FREE DRI ébé@%ﬁ%% BFE) . Z O A Ui /K4S (H.0F) .
A A oAb iK1 (HOY) . I 10710-10712 s FREE DI HE 2 O RO & 1 TRz

ﬁﬁ@@%iﬁ?é(%ﬁﬁ%%L%)IM)iE%I$W%H%ﬂiXW%HELTWﬁ
LAEERIRIBICRE D28, B ICHhE Sz H0'E 1 DOE T & L=k FEIF T (H)
COH IR SIND, Z ORI & ITRNC, WO I —EEEREE T (0('D) &AKFEHT
H) ICHREND Z L 03H 0 . EHUTH0ME2 DD H & IHPEDER = HIHEE 5 7 (OCP))
WSS, OCDNISSENRE < KRG ERIGL 2 D0D°0H & 1 2O Hy 24K T 5, W)
AR CEMICI VAL HRONTEMDOKS LIS LOH &t Fr=0 At F
(H;0") %Y 5, HoONTEMEE T L IG L H0" 25 2 bbb, 2 bofz
TH U B IXIREER 2 &N LIREIREE L 72 0 | JAFAOEE DK 1 LA LKFE
T (eaq) &5, THODOIEHEFRII AGTRL T ORI - THA U7z bt - EBER A 0z
ZEMHNCAE) AR S I, T IT A= LT D/ ME Z TR L T 5, 00 CIEERE
EBEMEHL LR 2 (223 5 L 91272 % (K 1.6) [32], F8A L 7oiE MR D 22 /) /04 D
BI—PEDE NS | HEHRAS % 10712-1070 s [ RE— 7L 2R EE, > 1070s (¥ —7{b%
HIRFEIC XSy S D, T 6 OLFRER TIk, EEE ORI LY Bl 5 A —THE T
TEMRERECOHMUSARZ 0 Fri-RfG RN ER SN D X 912725, Bl iR
THMRINDIEMER D 5 BRI SOGTED B < DNA 72 EOBMLBIEO E-2RR EE 2 b
TUVWA0H[19,33]i%, BIIDOH & K7 5 Z & Tl b/ksE (Ho02) | eaq EIETHZ LT
bt Rr¥o A4y (OH) &5, £7o. BB CTECTIEMRR L ORISIZE 86
T\ eaq & HATKHITIIR LICiB o T LS L, ENENA—N—FF L KT =F T
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Event
/ \
H,0 +[H,0™ + ¢] + H,0 H,0" etec e 1076 g

_Tf{_l

Approximate
time scale

H,O

, |
H,0%ib e (<10-40f) H'+'OH H,+ O('D)
Geminate (~10-40 fs) v
recombination H* + 0(3 P)
(<10 fs) il v
v H™ + ‘OH
e 5(‘)3 zl(rx) f H,0 i
Proton transfer WEEEEE : Nonradiative decay
(~10 fs) v back to ground-state water
H: + OH
i Dissociative electron
€ aq attachment
Electron 1
hydration e 107 s

(~240 fs-1 ps)

l

Formation of free radicals and molecular products in the

tracks and diffusion of species out of the tracks

l

€aq, H', "OH, H,, H,0,, H', OH™, 0, (or HOY),..| == ~10"s

1.5 X LET SRR B IRE D K O Hht R 53 ff (Azzam et al. 2012 [30]5 Y 51 H)

TV (0y7) LB RE~ULAFv 7000 (HOp) I[CAEMEND, HOY XA pH T T
X O I fREND,
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00 05 00 05 00 05 00 05 00 05
X (nm)

1.6 24 MeV *He? PR 1 ps — 10 pus F TP eyq & "OH DZEE 55345 D254 (Muroya et al.

2006 [32]L Y 51 « —H#BkZE)

1.2.2. EHEEH & M#EEH

.

1.7 EEEHEMEER (Wang et al. 2019 [34] L 0 51 )



1% HE

DNA 13O FHIN R DTG THEBZXONTVDAENTH S, HEHRIZ X
D DNA 2MEG 25T D8P I XE AR & MERIC R &2 (K 1.7), EEER T
1.12—1.14 EHTRLZL D ICAFRIAFH 50T REF1G & ZTEREC LY DNA 28
EHEMICEEZZT 5, BEER TR, 1.2.01 EHTRRMEHRASR % OWE L2 —(LFE
FECHAM S AL OIEMREIZ LY DNA 2SE LIRS 25217 5, K LET BUR#HITEEEN LV
b MBEEANAE U, B LET BURHRITR T B B S B B - bt 2 2 = Lo9<
—H TEINWD XN BB FE AR S N2 IETERE D DNA 28R b3 2 RN EVISROE L3 < e
52 & CHRBERANIMH SN D0, BEHEERAOEERE,

1.3. £ FRERE

FHFR DAY FHIZIFIZIE DNA G R EHEREFZHH S L E X 5 TW5H[11,13],
DNA {34 /37 B EOMOEEEIAFAET D0 L g L 1 SOMIaNIZ 2 D Lo e —
W< FIMBAORIER L OBEOMER TR 24 D& R HORFHTH D Z &
ND ., FRCEBERSF & HR SN TN D, BEHRIZ L5 DNA IO ERICITEEEL, —
AW (single-strand break: SSB) , DSB 72 E 238 % 73, 71 DSB 1355 ST Yt iR 73 45 Hife
T ORI 2 S 92 DRI KRE LSS T 5 E 2 5N TWA[11,13], DSB
R L D EHER B X OWBIER (1221H) O&2 b4, tho X A 70 DNA 54
I HHERFEEIC X0 RSB E L Cns “RMICs & shs 2t bbb,
i 21X DNA Z 483 2 BI85 DNA (2 SSB MFE(ET DL THEBIAME IE S v, RS 1
DO single-ended DSB (seDSB) MK S 4L 5[35], — 77 C. EMITEIZEREE D b OFGTHRIC
RN TERY, Ffier 2L <2 K 5 DNA HIEGITH L Uil DA SEZ P iE-S1) 5 DNA 5
5)5% (DNA damage response: DDR) 3 A7 AREGE I T X 72[11,36], H##IZ X 5 DNA
BEOZL ATHEED FZ A 71 &0 FEOBIEEIEIC L 0 IEHE S D [37,38] A TITHE#R
|2 X % DNA $#1{5% OAEYRa e A IR O E &b & BRR TOISH . AW Frsh R
B RIE TR DN TR,

1.3.1. DNA HELE

DDR DOH#HEIT DNA 150 & a0 EmR 2R ET D INETH 5, BB mZIcix
(@) MEMNT = v 7 RA b (K 1.8) 12 X DM EH O —RE & 72130k s k. (b)
DNA OEE, (c) il &7 fifust (regulated cell death: RCD) @ 3 FEA N H H[11], FKISED
HEUWIIEA OB — NG ART a—H— =7 =7 X —OEEHNRIEM LR LETH
5o £F. BV —ADNABBGERIL N T v AT a—Y— 2 BEIN~FET DL, T2
THEMEINTE N T VAT 2a—H =01 VBl X T bR iV =T = 7 X —%
EE LS E D, T LT T =7 X —PEINEEA OB e & X7 BIEMER IR OB & 4
51 <,

DNA 5 OFEEIKAF LR 5 o= BRERICERE T 5, EERGIIREN 7Y
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Spindle
checkpoint

1.8 HEEM L F = v 7R A b (Spoerriet al. 2014 [39]1X W 51H), MBI THREL Gl
2% T S W CIRAIIIZ /0Bl T D Ik Qe R 2 TR T %, £ D% G2 M4 T M #lic®
%L NEIT 5 MR NI EET D OF = v 7 B A > Tk DNA ERS BRI Shi-
BB T IAETE 0 7 30 A 8 1 2 R AE X5

a7 —8, IR IT poly (ADP-ribosylation)-polymerase (PARP), DSB {EH I/ U 5 H
£ DNA 8% RPA #HARICEEH S5, DSB (X MREIL, RADS0, NBSI 7> Sk S5
MRN AL Ku % > 7378 (Ku70 & Ku80) (28 0Bk &2, B frsErt sS4
FRAEZS L (ataxia telangiectasia mutated: ATM) [X& > ¥ —TohH 5 MRN EEKRIZ L Y DSB i
MAZHE SN D, B JLRMEES) R BE % J-—F  (ataxia telangiectasia related kinase:
ATR) 1%, DSB &bz C ATM-MRN &R 7 mt oo 712 L 0 iR S8 7- B84 DNA fEiic
fEFE7 5, DNA-dependent protein kinase catalytic subunit (DNA-PKcs) 13 Ku # > /X7 & %Jp
L DNA 5507, 512 DSB #ALICHER L C Ku ¥ > /X7 B L 2 DNA KT a7 A
¥F—+¥ (DNA-PK) %k d 5, PARPI2 [Tt ¥ —& LTS, SSB, DSB 72 KDk
SRS E M DNA HE 2385k L, flix D& R 7 B AL S B RIEPREHICRE b 5 v
T FIARERBE A TEME LS E D, £72. ATM, ATR, DNA-PK |Z DSB iiffd b X h o & >
NIE H2AX &V UL y-H2AX #5835, y-H2AX 7 mediator of DNA damage
checkpoint1 (MDC1) %z LIgIN4 2 Z & TDNABEZ V7 EOEMERESE, -
BN UBEREE 7 & ORI PTEEIC 2R o 72 y-H2AX (X DSB O~ —H— & L THW S5, MDCI
WZEN T y-H2AX IZ35E S NAEFET % 53BP1 1L DSBIEEICB G- L, F72 y-H2AX L [AIEEIC
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uv lonizing Chemical Replication Cellular
Radiation ‘\Radlatlon \Exposure ( Errors { Metabolism

MOVOOVONONON

DSBs . / \ SSBs

/‘/_ 1 \x‘
oo e

1.9 DDRIZEIT DV 7T RiERE (Black & Mills. 2020 [40] L Y 51 )

DSB~—h—& LTCHIHEN S,

1.3.1.1. MREEHRTF = v 7 KA FOFEHAL

DNA HENEL D &, MEMT = v 7 RA v M EfEE bS5 2 & THkEBoRD
FA~OBATAAF I F I ITBIE ST 5H([11], 2 OMIZ DNA HIEEAEE L, ZRERSHEE O
BHALZINEIT 5, MEHOKMEOEBRILIY A 7 U /A7 ) AMAkfFEx T —F
(cyclin-dependent kinase: CDK) #A{AZ I LTV 5728 (X 1.8), Z2nuH D% A 7 U > /CDK
BEKREREST D ETF = v 7 KA 2 MAEE L S REHOETRRE S NS,

Gl HNZHRS S 7256 ATM 1303 A MRS 1 p53 %2 U b LIS L &8, p53 13 p21
EHET 5, p2l 1% S WIET IS B e 7 U V/ICDK BAEREILET S, SHTHRI SN
AR TIX, ATM & ATR 3% 4 F = v 73R A > h¥F—E 2 (Chk2) & Chkl % U b
WL DR ESES, b o Chkl2 2394 7 U 2 /CDK EEEREIEHIL S 1ERZ2H
9% cell division cycle (CDC) 25A/C & U UIAKIZ L U NESEDH Z & TS WOHEITHE
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T 5, G2 IS &5 & ATM—Chk2 —CDC25A/C #&# 2/ L M HI~DRBI T8 E &
N5, £72 Gl IE 21X S TR SN, FRLoOZNENOHICBIT 5T = v 7R
A2 FTEENF TS NZLE LTH M BICBATT 20N G2 HI THERBENFTEIND Z
EMREH Y ATR—Chkl —CDC25A/C #%# &St LM JE #1728 G2 HlIc O Hivsd, <0.5Gy D
PRSI CIX ATM 73 DSB 38 C= 3, G2 F = v 7 AR A v F ZIHMAL T & TR &
7% % hyper-radiosensitivity (HRS) 238Ul 4TV 5[11,41], £7- ATR Zf&HT5 G2 F = v
JRA Y NOREIIMOT = v 7 RA v FOAELEEET D 2 L TREBIEZEEZ&D D
[11]

JEEME Clx ERRoMilaE i F = v 7 R4 hD 5B 1 DL EREGLINTWD, 1F
&N EDM /KR TIL p53 72 & O AAMHNIE IR 1 D ZEIRAE BLTERIZ LY GUS WiF = v 7
RA Y P REH LI T D0, MO BERSESZ IR E R BN B LN o7 b
G X TV H[11,42],

1.3.1.2. DNA DEHE

DSB 73 ATM 72 SIZ#8a% S AV 7 = > 7 ARA o RSEME (L S v D & | MR s 105
JEL TV HIZ DNA ZEE T 2B TEME (L S D [11], DSB %45 & 9 Il 4 58
WCEL LD AREMNH D — 7T, FrtDfix ORI TEE SN D&M H 5, E1H O R
W CHIRIDOAFEN I E D Z L2 h | K%YW O DSB (ZHESEHS; (sublethal damage:
SLD) & MEII 5, DSB 234 U % & FIZIEFAFRNERE A (non-homologous end joining: NHEJ)
F 72 I3 2. (homologous recombination: HR) (2 X &1 (X 1.10) 235A 5L 5[43—
46], NHEJ |% DNA U1l 2 56 S 2 EEIETH Y | 520 DNA-PK (X D8 2
9%, NHEJ IZHIAE B OWT IO T HIGME L S, FIC Gl HllclBW T EEREE
RETH D, BETT —DEKBRRERERNBTZHENDZ L3 H 5, NHE) X
Ku70/80 =° DNA Y 7 —1 4 72 E D1z VX BIZTAFT 5[45,46], HR Tl S WITHR S
D ARARG DItk G R 2 R & UIEREZRMEE N S D, MR G AN 1 SOMilar
WIZTFET 5 S Wit 25 G2 WiE TOMICIR Y IEME(L E 45, HR X DSB #BA10 5 A b
230 S A 3 K EHANC — A4 DNA (single-strand DNA: ssDNA) fEAN R SN D Z & T
Blth X b, £7-NHEJ & HR O 5 6 EH L OB EMEL S ke Egicmz, 7
n~FrOiEE (X 1.11) 47108529 5[11], DNA © 9 HH) 90%I3fE < #10 7= 7= -t
H (a—sn~<Fr) LoTHEY, FICNHENIZXL WEEN REND, 70 O DNA 1T
BUZHT Y oo EnflisE (~Troa~TF ) Lo TRY | MMk R FHET 5 S
B —G2 /T T HR, £ OMOM TIX NHE] B s 5,

BT NHE) S I3RR 5 RKIEHAIC L DEE T TH D5~ A 7 v REr O—F R
4 (microhomology-mediated end joining: MMEJ) % DSB @ F /o EE/EKK & L CiEH & T
VN 5[45,46], LR Ku=° DNA U 47— 4 %419 % NHEJ |3 canonical (conventional)-NHEJ

(c-NHEJ) & BREI, 2416 D7z AT < E &I S WK #7513 alternative-NHEJ (alt-NHEJ)



F1E =

(1)
(2
DNA end 1 ctip
resection
(3) —
Impaired DNA end
Homology search || RADS51 resection and HR
strand invasion & J|l BRCA2 repair, increased
branch migration genomic instability and
R _qga,
(4)
Efficient DNA end
resection, HR,
genome stability
(a) (b)

1.10 (a) fHFEFLAMLZ (HR) & (b) FEFHFIRGGRE S (NHE)) OEERE (Vélez-Cruz &
Johnson 2017 [43]1X% ¥ 51 /)

Euchromatin:
- Open
- Transcriptionally active

DNMT
HDAC
HMT

\ HAT
J HMT

£\

Heterochromatin:
- Highly condensed
- Transcriptionally silent

. Histone acetylation

() Histone methylation

. CpG DNA methylation

1.1l 2—Zua~FraFuszua<F > (Soometal 2013 [47]1X Y 51H)



Sopse e ==
F1E G5
DNA double-strand break
Ku binding‘/ l Resection \i(esemion
i - ] — -
0 —a— = —
0-5 bp ]
Annealing at Annealing at
End-processing microhomologies long homologies
and/or synthesis
Ligation g -
= — I
)
& 5-25 bp / >30 bp
NHEJ Flap trimming, synthesis Flap trimming, synthesis
1-4 nt deletions and insertions Ligation Ligation
{7} — [ —
L —
MMEJ SSA
Variable-size deletions Large deletions
Inserted nucleotides common No inserted nucleotides

TRENDS in Genetics

1.12 NHEJ, MMEJ, SSA D kt#z (McVey et al. 2008 [44]1X ¥ 5 H)

EEEI 5 [48,49], MMET I3 ED 1 2L L TR SN T\ 5, 72, MMEJ TIX HR & [A]
BRIZ 3R M ssDNA DIEALETH Y . £ ZIZEEN LIRS (v A 7 mRE
oY) ZIIEEN SRS (X 1.12) [44-46], HFES] (KT 0 P—) NEVWHAIZIE,
BAFE DMK < B 7 EERRE & U THALR STV 208 single-strand annealing (SSA) 234 U
5 (K 1.12), 2 bORERr V—HROBEEITMKEETREZFHETERREETH Y,
FRIBCSIEFERERE (homology-directed repair : HDR) &\ 9 Bl 2 & £415, HR § HDR
D 1O END, —F T, ¢-NHEJ ITAE 1 ¥ —|TKMFE LRV MEETERE T 5 7= HDR
WZEEN720,

1.3.1.3. HIfE3E

HAHEE A BT 52 < OMIBIZIG 1 mlZen L 2 BIBL ESR L0 BIZHIZESH[50], E
FOF = v 7 RA 2 k& DNA BSEITHIOAEGFZ2FHET D85 Ch 528, FRETH IR
W LF = 7 BA Vb OTEWNIRR S, DNA EEMNEITR T LIREE TR FHE &
Nb, ZOEITITIREZ AR S DNA BEIXDbTMNIE-> TWDOH T, MliE
I37%17 L7 DNA $8{512xf4 2 DDR #/r LIFE SN2 D TIE7R <, BFEL T HHEER R
FFENRBTMBNICES Z L THEIND (HZUIHEE) [50], DNA #5002 < 13 DDR
N UBEE SND M NHEI IZ L 2 BEIT=T =02 < B EOEENHET L HRS O X
HTHENRT = v 7 RA LV THREITE RN L~ULZ e % & . DDR BNEME(L ST HREBED
WEETMBNIBATT 2 L EX LD, nEWIREIL 2 DOFELZEE L TV 5,1 DL DNA
INETNEE ST TORWIIIO 3R PTFHE S LD MISE (DRIE) ThHhD, b9 103
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DNA HENFRAT LHIIRN T = v 7 R A 2 b &l U 2R IC el 2 5 0Bl C & 374484
B/ MEA D MR E BT 2 HLTH Y . 2160 R Ml Xon Cltla (b (%
R IREF LALE L QWL D DB REEA LA U 72 IRRE) OISt (7R b —v 2Aox 7 m—v
A) WZEBH[51],

— T, SRR D N Y o BRI, M RRRE e & ol Tk, MRESEREGY
LANIZ DDR 23EMEAE L, BHIC p53 OIEMALZ I LT AR F—T ARFE I D, £/, 1M
BB TIE DNA T < Ml D5 2 I L RHNZ 7 AR b — 3 A5 L 4 5 [52],
IO ORI H A DT ICE D (FHIFE) . E72MHIZETIEfMho RCD bifE s 5,

13.14. TR F—T R

TR = AF 1972 4RI Kerr HIZ XD L S 4172 RCD Th 5[53], Kerr &0 Z DA
WFEFR SN D URNIREEANCBR SN TO L THOIRIE (X7 u— R) O
BRAATELZZ LTV, ZOREZREIIR 7 v — XA LM LT, IEF 7Rk
FEREAMERF T D7D OMIf R & X IT R 2L L TEZX BN D L DI o7, BUETIE
fli e O 72> 7T IRERRIC IV HIE I N D 2 E B LNITR > TWD[11,54), 7
B R — 3 ZIARPER IS E 72 I ZN R O W T AR TS SN 5, SMEMERR KL
sV 77 K (tumor necrosis factor: TNF) . TNF related apoptosis-inducing ligand (TRAIL) ,
FAS 2845 % D) 77 2 RITKHIET 2 MIaE EOZRIRICH G2 2 & TGS N5, B
A TIXZ ORBITZITFHFE IRV, ARPEREBIZIZI Far FRUTHRRESEDLL Z
EMABLINT WD, X hay U 7 OEFBENOHIE~Y A 7 A CrENKHEh
BHETHRNY =L EMENDEAEERDTER S, NIRPERE 2 BthT 5 23— 9 1K
PEbEN D, HEBRREIT A 7 e A COMAREL, 7H Fh—v ARETRT 72
% (1% 1.13) [55], ATM IZ X WIEMEILE D pS3 1X GUS F= v 7 iRA > b OIEMEL D H
RO, TR =V AFEZAESED 1 O TH D Bel-2 associated X (BAX) DIEHL % 1
L., X b=y RU TAMEOFER M A o S HIREEN O A b7 1 A C IR T~
M2, p53 1XFET A TOMBTIEME LI D23, BRHESFMIR e & O E ORI CIX
BCL2 77 XU —DX BT RNV AAELAVISEORBENSZNZDIZT R F—v
ANECICS WA DD, B CIET R b — 2 & HE3 24 OB T 0NEN L
Tn5H7, 7R =Y 2O OREIC K E KFT 5, £72 1.3.1.1 BT~
7o & Dz, EEEAIIE T pS3 ORERENR KIE L TV DA N ST, INIRITERR A 5 H
fia & b Lis M L Sz <,

1.3.2. HEFESE L MIRAFR

IEF AR W TR D T RE RS BE DHMERFIZERHIAR 23 R AT R T H[12], AL E
R L2 O EHERE LoD, SHMREZ 5 Ml /b T 280 26T 5, JERMKET
VB RRTRIR T D FHHEEIC X 2 1558 « Bk & D W TSR DS AVl (cancer stem cell: CSC)
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Cytc | Apaf1 | - Caspase

Apoptosome complex
(activation)

113 BREZIIEHE I D TR b— ANKRMERRE  (Kim et al. 2019 [55]1X 0 51 H)

WEEREEEZRIZTLEZLNTND, L7d > T, RIS % o E &Mk oES &bt
FEEIEE 0 SR ORI | X O HTHRE 2 E Bk T 5 2 L N EHETH H[12], HiREA R LT
HERE LT LHEAFZE &0 D HEEDSH W BILA[50], [3E) &0 SEEZ HWTERILIN D28,
FEFE DL INNL T AR b — R 70 8 2% CRERICEICE > 7oz, ¥EERe A ek L
BRINHBAEF LTS EMN: EbEEND, Fio, PRI MR & oIk
LU HESHRE & FE % U 7o AR AR IS I3 HEAERE C /e < Mt RE DR K 7e KA ISt & L THl D R& &
DRIFEH & D0, HBEMFIZB OISO E R & L CTHIFHAEN A #H ST
%[50],

1.3.2.1. MRAERR

HRREAE AT SRR O JEFRIEFERE A W ET 2 7 v — VT v A [S6llIc kv i bisd (M
1.14) [12,54], 7 v— Ve, — RIS EZMERF L2 1| SOMIAS 50 fELL EICHEsm L
MifEH (mm=—) 2K T 2RI TH D, Hiik D Ik DHlaAFHE S(D) 1Tk TR
LoD,
n(D)/Np
ne/Ne
n(D) 1 IME D ZE Lo a v =—JBa3R. Ny (3#E D 2 BT Ao, n ix
n(D) EIA U& A X v 7 TS L7 U MIRRN TR S e = e = — 8 N, 139EIRS
HIERIC BT 2 OMIIE TH 5, BlZ2IEK 1.14 NO 9 Gy BRETIEOAFFR 0.005 1%,
S(9 Gy) = (44/10,000)/(90/100) IZ L W 5515,

S(D) = (1.21)
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lOGy l3Gy léGy l9Gy

Incubate 1 —2 weeks

Initial cell number | 100 400 1,000 10,000
‘Colony count 90 | 126 | 54 | 4
» Plating efficacy ‘ 0.9 A = | = » =
Surviving fraction | I | 0.350 0.060 0.005

X 1.14 7 a— 2 FMET v A2 L 5D MaAEEROEH

1.3.2.2. B kiR ET L
WR AR B & M AR AP SR O BAfR & 23 iR I AR fr R iR & T 2, B kiR (linear-
quadratic: LQ) E7 /WIdik b ¥ v TNICH R & EFROBREZETHNERI TE . U AE
W oA RRE I D43 B TIRTE S D, WIGHRE: D IS5 2 4473 S(D) 1FXA TR S
ns,
S(D) = e~(@P+pD?) (1.22)
a(Gy") & B(Gy?) IFETNNT A= ThHDH, LQ TT /WMITITHI AW 728 4 B
AT BT E T, FlAE, SO “BF AR O RSCERUL AR D L O R ERIGe (g
BRI D CAROYOERNEI SN D Z & TSN DD, aD TIXHE O #RN =
NWHOUIM A5 M ES:, fD? TITE e 2 MHRAFHE T 5 R ES 8 HE S
72[12,13], FRCHRIR T DMEREDREE X 5 & 2O X5 RBURBAEY SR 2 BEM T O
ZUMENER LA D, BERME T2 & AR H 72 0 I A 2 B ENBD T 5
7o RAIORLTAZ K 0 Yt k3 Bl ST b alrBE T 2 YR 3 B 72 IS BT S B Al s
WENDAREMENE L 20D, — 7T, MERNE T UEE OGIRMEE S 2 alic i+
D YL ta i Bl ORI -3 BT U AR E R A R B E S B R S 2 ATREMED i < 72 5 Z & T
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1.15 (a): Induced repair (IR) €7 /L2 & Y FFHL S #u7= hyper radiosensitivity (HRS) (<0.2
Gy) & increased radioresistance (IRR) (0.2—0.8 Gy) 23A& b5 A3 i#R (Joiner et al. 2001
[571L W 51H)  (b): linear-quadratic-linear (LQ-L) &7 /W2 X U @k EfEIR O BT A PR L X
T A7 ih#R  (Astrahan 2008 [58]1d& v 51 H)

FHERMETT 2 (REFRHE), FHBEITILIDNA O —EHLEAOXIRLHIT 1T 2F -
X2 DOREREE A 5 %2 DSB BB SN D Z & bIE SN, DSBAAEL S H 51
EOUHE LTINS 2 DORBREBE T 5 AIREMENIEF I/ NS W E R BTN H[12],
F7-.aD =pD? L VESLIND D =a/B (Gy) X a/B tb EMEZHL, HHERO B OFEE 2 £,

LQ BT V&AW TCHUNCERMEZ FH TX 2B EOHIZ1-6Gy RELEZEZ LTV
5[12], <1 Gy O#E &8I TIX hyper-radiosensitivity (HRS) & increased radioresistance (IRR)
EMHEN D STER 4D (¥ 1.15(a) . #REA< 0.1 Gy OHAI2IE, MIRETF = > 7
A v MEMGIZE G2 ATM 2 U V(b3 2138 D+5372 DSB 34U T, > 1 Gy
RrOEBREND LQ ET NV TTHISNDEMFRLY bIEWEFRNBRISNDG Z L0 H D

(HRS), 0.1 Gy #i#zx % & ATM DNIEMEAL S D X 512720 . DNA OETEAERE 23N LK
kL 72 (IRR) [57,59,60]. LQ ETF NV THRITE L LIICRD, ZIHLDOMEEZBEL
WH XN LQ ET /v (inducedrepair (IR) E7 /L) (2K V<1Gy fHIKOEFENHFIH I
TW5 (K 1.15() [57]. £7=. >6Gy OFEEIRTIE ZREIHR T2 < BRI AR ML T
TDIEPHBILTND[12,58], 2D & 9 @R EMOERN 22 LQ 7 /LTI
T&E7RW=®, linear-quadratic-linear (LQ-L) £ 7 /V[58]72 EDHT-72ET NV NBLE I T
% (K 1.15(b)).



W1 e
ICCM from T98G ICCM from HaCaT
A, B ..
—_ == |nduced-repair model = = |nduced-repair model
TS | R=0.09 R?=0.010
t < 2] 2
Q x
Qs P
= N : ;
=€ ~ l ——e P
0 o E
L
o
0- 0
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25 3
Cy __ ‘ Ds, __ ,
Induced-repair model Induced-repair model
-0 R?=0.14 R?=0.16
23 R
[e] —2 , 2 ,’ \‘\\.
2 x <+
g2y e
£ ~
't_U E Ao, %‘H-—--‘“- _;---i--------- 1 ..{ ....................................................................................
T m©
o
0 0
0 0:5 1 25 3 ‘.} 0:5 1 2;5 3

1.5 2 15 2
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)
X 1.16 LAR—%—#inz TO8G Hifi E 721X HaCaT FLH KD ICCM TR SE- L&D

FFRN~D B v LD (Fernandez-Palomo et al. 2016 [61]15 Y 51 )

Fo, MROFIC Lo TEI A ZZ 2 =301 HRS 1B 595 2 & 2R ¥ 5 Hd
N D, NA AR —ZNRITHIAN~ T L 7 ARRAT S Z L CHtAS D 2 E 2D
NTEY | EHRD RS SN TR W SRR FE SN DBRTH D, A AKX
A= BT 2 DO THEIND Z ENMHNTWVB[61-63], 1 DITRH STV
AR ERE T 2 B ST HifR E BRI X v v TV v vy va R DB SN TVW D
LA THY ., FERFHINIC DSB 25 &AL p53 OFBNITTHET H[63], FEHMIIAHTH D
N, BRMICOT 7 P HNVBEOREIEE D RFEKRO 1 2L LTEZLNRTVWS, 9 1
(X RS B15 5 & 72 5 40 F- 0SB VB OB L A S Av, FERRESMIIR Y 2 D 53 1 % &
HUMBENFE SN D5E Th D, WM (K7 —/ila) 2AEE I TV EIR
(irradiated cell conditioned medium: ICCM) [(ZIERRSTHIIL (LR —& —Hild) ZIRFEITH
L THEINI STV 5, Bl 21X Fernandez-Palomo o 1X, BB 7 o — 5T ~ & A T HRS
NFE SN HMEE T MERBIER MR T98G 2 K —flu & LAR I/ ICCM (2
LAR—2 —fiifd (T98G i & & FREZALHN HaCaT) ZIRFESE L L, N AZ U H—
7 OEE (K 1.16A,C O HRS fREIKICA DD IV U ARAEOHEM) MNFHE S
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ICCM from T98G ICCM from HaCaT
A S
58
£3
© i _
g. E 0.8
o2 0.7
;‘.?’ 'E 0.7 .
-
o — Induced-repair model 06l — Induced-repair model |
061R2 = 0.11 1 R2=0.11
n=9 n=9
C
T c
g8
88
E -
~m
= >
= 0.7 1 0.71
g E
T @ | — Induced-repair model | osl — Induced-repair model
%1 Re = 0.14 * R2=0.055
n=9 n=6
0.5 T T T 05 T T o T T T
0 1 2 3 0 1 2 3
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)

1.17 VAR —% —Hifu% T98G ff % 721X HaCaT MMHE KD ICCM ITIEBE S H7-L & D
i AEfE=%R (Fernandez-Palomo et al. 2016 [61]X ¥ 5] )

. XSS 2 BREE CHIFRAFRME T T2 2 2 HmEL TS (M 1.17A,0) [61], Lo
L7273 & HaCaT #BfiZ M2 HRS # 2 ¥, ZOMiflnz R —fld & L7258 L R—4
—HERL2S T98G DALY 7 T 33 AR T (X 1.16 B) . HaCaT OHEIIFAET 5 (X 1.16
D), £72. HaCaT 7 LR —4 —flla CHULT 7T L OBEIC X 0 EFRME T 2508 (K
1.16 D, X 1.17D) . T98G Ml s L AN — Z —Hifd DG &1L 7T A st (X 1.16 B) |
AFREDMOMILE B2V INT 5 Z LAREIN TS (K 1.17B), i H OfE R
OFFEIZ L D A A Z U H—3h L HRS ORRN R D = L 2RI LT\ 5[61],



1% HE

1.3.3. HIfATE=RBR & ARG
LQ E7 /LI 1980 B EIRE O FHINEEZZDIZHT-VEAIND L HIT
720 FM AR R & ARR S I U B A SRR RN B A BT C & 72 [64],

1.3.3.1. JEF O Rl

B BRBHZ 3T D OS2 R TRl $FEEE, FEEsHE /N 7e & CRMil < 4v, Rl
FNIARIERRIRICB W CEETH S, RO ECEREDEFIRPERE IND Z &
S TWNA65], RFTHET CSC A THIBFEDIRIEIZEITT D Z & TER SN, &
B RPTHEI=E  (tumor control probability: TCP) (MR BE % D 7 v — v JFMERIIa Bk 7
T 5[66], BRZIZERGAT D7 v — VMR n IR T Y o omCENT 5 2 £ TE 5,

n,—24
p) =22 (1.23)

LIS NS T B 2 0 — IO AT dh 5, TCP En =0 & 2 BHEETH S
B, A(1.23) & 0 RADOBIRIE LD,

TCP = p(0) = e~* (1.24)
LQ 7L CHRILS N B HINAAER % AT TCP IR D & 5 42 & 5 TX 5[66],
TCP = e~ Noexp(-aD=fD?) (1.25)

Ny I ZFRH AT OB TH 5, K 1.18 13(1.22) &£ K(1.25)% AW THEFFR IR & TCP %
RDIZHLDOTH D,

1.3.3.2. HEIBHITRIT 52 EWERZR

TS RRIRHE TIX A BIRSIZ X 0 BB o Jm il A8 Ay |0 1E 3 AR O Bl BSOS B 23 & 41 5
(9], FRETE% O ESEHIAE & B 2B 5 EHMEoEEOEZFH LTS, Zhb0
AR BT AR 0 BIRR R, RRTRIRIIRE 72 K O EIRE ST A — 22 X VRS,
LQ ET /VEHWTREEMT N TE T, af/f HITHEIBE 2 r ¥ o — x5 EWFH
SR (BB R HESC IO SOS) DR IEZ R L, B ERSCHR T — & 2 K128
EAF BTV 5[9,64,67], TRBEIARIKE THIZEN A —B4F QMR & 1 CHIE T 2 Wi i
FiL a/B ML < OIEE L IEHRBIE P £ 2 R E & 54 U2 REE X
a/B A E, Ea/B L OFRRES & g U, K a/B L OFRES NI L B MR N Z &
FEDOKISEEL S DHTOICLERRBENEEICEHL 2D, & a/f IS LK
a/B HARRL D AEAFER DR T DMEHR EE TREIE Th 5 Z L IZFJE L7V, oHIRGHEIZIE
WL DD D B H[68], BK The b @V THW B L2\ E IR Clx, o5k E
Z18—2Gy &L, 1 H1[EES HOMWS TRE LIRREZ S LK D E Tk T 5,
W FIHG (hyperfractionation) TIFAHIFREZ<1.8Gy FE L L 1 HIZ 2—3 [ (GEAMIZ
2[E]) FRES L, @E BRSO URIBHFEIIM 2 A%, &2 &< 35 2 & TEERBRE
BEEORIEY A7 K SET, —HFTL0EWERRITHIEEZ B L +5, BEFEFEEZ 6



FH1E S
1 ® 1
0.1 0.8
Al 06
L
& 001 o
= - — =
= [ | —— £7F 3 (est) 04
0001 L O ATFE (exp.)
f | ——TCP (est.) 1 0.2
O TCP(exp.)
0.0001 e e e e — 0
0 5 10 15 20 25 30

B 118 R (1.22)ZHWTAEMFEROERME (Bh) 2747 4 7 LELNT/NT A—X
o, B EAWTHIH Lo ARl (Bo%ER) &0 o p 2RA25)ITRALE LN TCP
(FROFERR) o FRHIUE TCP DFERBME A KT, Noldk 5x10* 2352 BTz, FEBREIT Kappler
etal. 2007 £V 5H,

REMICA B & LT a2 ER Ao SLD [A118 (SLD repair: SLDR) % [X 5, %547 HI MG

(hypofractionation) Ti% 1 [Hlfi&E% >2Gy & L, @ OFIRH I LikfEz/ha <, &
BRI AR L, EmER EORMMRAICEICRHH SN S, £/, <3.5Gy ODFEHE
FREHIIARTEHI RS IC S IV B D, BRI EEIHI O 72 OB ER DTN E SHRE ST
B, @ a/f OIS CIXRATHEENME T T 2 /TREEN H 5, — )7, IR E
i S 4D 7o ONMEFFHEFE S P E S AR TR 2 wRetE b H 5, 7z, Ka/p Lt
ORISR 72 & CULRTHE R 238 5 0 BIRE ISR LR S 2 0m B35 2 &R S
T,

LQ BT /WHMEEDZEIRE T A —2 (EI#E, 2FIEH) HNOREINDIAT Y
— TR DA TR R A BEUE L 72 5 0 EIRREIC L DR b —E MM O R L [F
FTR D X OTET DBV D[69], wEIRREZ d Li< &L 1 EIRS L2 ok
ATFERIT

S, = e~(ad+pa*) (1.26)
L pEIREEAE n & LB L2 OAEFRITRAD L 5127k 5,
S = [e—(ad+ﬁd2)]n — e—(aD+BdD) (1.27)
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T \Slope BI/E
R
=X .4
o0
gm
© no Intercept </E
o
Cw .
% 21 Jejunal Crypt:
- 10 surv./circ.(Ref.27)
i 1 1 1 | 1 1 L 1 i N 1 1 1 R
0 .5 1.0 1.5

Dose per Fraction (krad)

X 1.19 Zli72 AW FH R RN ER SN D & & DEIRE & R EOWE OBIFE (Thames
etal. 1982 [67]& Y 51H) (1 rad = 0.01 Gy = 1 cGy)

DIIHRMETHY D =nd THREIND, DEIRK THONDEWFENINE E 1TMRAEFED

ADO AR TRILTE 5 LUESN0,67]. K (1.27) ZHVWTKRATEREIND,

E = aD + pdD (1.28)
Z0 LQ TFTMIESSERERKIZW L OO FIETERI AR & EEOBIRN
FoiTns, A (1.28) 2EBT 5 L RADFTHLND[67],

1 «a B

D ETE
BIp D 0ENIA Y 2 — VIO E BRI 2BR0 (1.28) D0 & AN OBRAK 1.19 D
EOBmEoNTEBY, ZOETNMIEVERT —FEHBLTE 5 Z LRI NIZ[67]. 728,
ZOEMEBENOR R —a/p 72D, Flo, N (1.28) BKRKDOLIICHLERTE, E/a
I ZEM TR SRR (biologically effective dose: BED) & FEIXiLS,

=d (1.29)

BED=§=D(1+%%) (1.30)

NEREE BT T DGEICHT- 0 BIA 7Y 2 — BT DR EIL, FEUE L 72 5 4y I
FHzk T ikl @%Lt% WCHUES SRR GO D 0, & D VITHRRSOS & M H 7T RE
#%E?ézgﬂ%éwm BBl Sy B & IEHED 3B O BED %%l & E L, &
A7 2 —ic DB EETNTEIUD & Drr s WHEIBREZd, des EFB< &L HTH
Al a— BT ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁf%%Mépm]
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D _ a/B + dres
Dot a/B+d

K2 2 Gy Ol E 7 HIRREHT IS 1T 2 PRI R & BT T CRe# & 2 59~ 2 & 13kt
T3 &5 equivalent dose in 2 Gy fractions (EQD2) 2RHWH1L 5,
a/B+d
a/B+2
¥, AIERHIMIER I X2 I FEHE5E 0/ MR IRTE IR I K D IR R R 72 Elc L D
TEFI RO FITAHIES 2 LR H 5[9,64]

(1.31)

EQD2 =D (1.32)

134. HEROEE
FREFRIT 1133 HORLZEY BRI H 720 ORI ETH Y . W LZ R ALF—no
[FIREOFE 2 B L7z & LTh RESRIC L0 AR ENZT 5 (11 1.20) [71-74].

1.3.4.1. MERHR

KHRE# (low dose-rate: LDR) FR4T & bbifs U it &= (high dose-rate: HDR) FRETTHEWY)
LD R SN D BRITMMERDR L MEN D, FEOHREL BE T HEEORELD
AL, R HRRERINIC S U C < DR O 2 BB IS % CTh 5 — 5, REIR e
EREL 72D 2 LMY 95, HDR T CIE SLDR 235 79 D RiIZ SLD %52 1 7= Y tafk o
WE T SLD 34U, 2 nH @ SLD MHAAERIC X 0 BEERHRE (ZE3hR ARG RO sik g
OAR) A TSR K95, LDR B Tl #]O SLD 23R L 7= % 2 #7212 SLD 23
A U 5 e HDR FRES & bei Ui < 72 5728, SLD MO AVERIC & 2 SRR E O K
BIEEFESNLT 25, FMNBIRIIC X D BB CTlXl L% 1-5 Gy min™' OfEERDH
WHAL, SLD I EHSRIFRINIC 0|l Liswnizs (K 1.21), SEESENRNLDH[71].
INERIIRPE TIEE SITIRWBRER SV 540, ICRU report 38 (2 K 5 & /INERIFIG TR D FefH 7
T1%04-2.0Gy h' 0.7-3.3 ¢cGy min"!) T&»HIIELLDR, 2.0-12.0 Gy h™' (3.3-20.0 cGy min™!)
T&H 4L medium dose rate (MDR), >12.0 Gy h™! (>20.0 cGy min!) T&iLidL HDR (24748
& 5[75,76], 10 cGy min™' & FEIDMER TILES 572 5 MBEROBWAIZ LY, SLDR DA
72D TR S O ML MO E L RND (X 1.21) [77],

1.3.4.2. WRERSHR
PEFDENLONHMERLY I HIRWVEERETRAT 2 & BERDEGWEE
K0 BAEWFHINEN L 25815 UHRERENE) BDERADLZENRHD (X 1.20(b) [72-
74,781, V=7 w7 e EIC L HANHEA THOW LN AMESR (1-5Gymin!) TELDHZ LT
PR, AMERERAT & Bk U IERIARWOERE SR & O B/ NERIBTRIE Tl LI LB S ¢
Wode BIZIE, TEED AR A3 % LDR #RIRO A ARIALL X D/ NRIETR# C
LR RN R ST A [73,78], Wik &2 HIT 1.3.2.2 H T/ L7z HRS IZEER
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(a) ! (b) S$3 Hela
Expt 39
PE = 69%
IO0
c
L -
< 0.1 o
s i 7
=g 5
c @ 2
> o0
2 °
5 o
7] °
0.01 2103 54rad/h
o 9J4rad/h
2 55rad/h
€
<104}
\ o 5
o
0.001F } 150cGy/min E \37rad/h
&0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |0'5 "
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 o) 1000 2000
D
Radiation dose (Gy) (";'d“

X 1.20 MREFIESF LTMIRAEFRBROZEN, () B M AT/ —<#ld HX118 2 1.5,
0.076,0.016 Gy/min THSF L7z & & OBEERZRN B 5 A7 (Steel er al. 1987 &
DEIHD . MAND A O#RIZ5E47 SLR [E1iE, B O IT—BIDEE B 72056 O A f7 3 il
BEFRT, (b) b bFESENAMA HeLa % 1.54, 0.74, 0.55, 0.37 Gy/h THRE L7z & & Dif
FRERN RN A D5 A7 H# (Hall and Brenner 1991 [72]14 Y 51 )

Repopuiation

Cell Cycle Progression

| l 1 ] | 1
0.01 0.1 1.0 10 100 1000

Dose-Rate (cGy/min)

| I | 1 ]
10Ch 10h 1h 10min 1min
Time to give 2Gy

X 121 #pER (REERR) (kG LA LT DM Ic K& < B 5T 5K T (Steel ef al.
1986 [77]1L Y 51 H)
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HEEZBILTWAS[73,78], MERMMET X5 L ATM OIEMALASILE S b 720 G2/M F
= v 7 IRA L FONEYNIAEEIE T, DNA ICHEEE 7% L7 IREET M BI~B1T Loy 2L R
EHEEZ LN TWA,

1.3.5. BRHR

TG RR D A= W 05D SR T A R 2SI ST DRI L ISR AT 5 (K 1.22) [79].
P SRR P L N R PE DMK AT 5 2 & TR R L MY, R OFEFRIRE D &\ &
SR NETR < 20D, BRRDFITIE PO B H%E I U B UNOBEIRE KT D
ZEDNMBNTVDH[80,81], HEHREHFIZE W CIIPEE R ICEb 2 EEARK T TH D
[82,83], BAFRIRFE & MU MEDBIR A KT RE & L CEEFELA L (oxygen enhancement
ratio: OER) MWV B 5, M 1.22 @ OER ITMIAGFHE 10% % = RAA > b & L TR
WICEDERINLTWD,

_ D10(P02)
OER(pOZ) B D10,Normox

Dyo(po,) 1HERE DEEFRSIIE po, SoMF T THINIERFED 10%E 725 & & DR DigNormox 1%
WHRFESE (KRR OmEFEDIE 21%: normoxia) SeE T THINAELFIRN 10%E 725 & D
METH D, mMEEFEDIE T 5 B CIREER ST T & il LR R CAFED 10%
LD T B HIZ Dig(po,) = DioNormox TP DD TOER =1 Th 5, OER 1L LET DI
KITHWE T L, BERIRE MRV BRI R TR E v (K 1.22) [79],

MBFEDROKFE E LT, B HERRR®ZICER SN~ A X T U H 0 (ROOY)
DFENEZ S TE 7= (1X1.23) [5,34,83-86], DNA 3 F-INOT A% U R—2F -3
A &Y IV FHICTF 2 2) RED) IIEEREORBILIEINIC L0 KFEFLT 0 (RY)
ICEHAI NS, RIUCEY DNA HRFAEZ 7257 7 L% {LX° DNA SHUIMI SR S b
ZEDNHBILTVA[87], V79 MlE~DIREHZI51T D SSB X° DSB OHIBRIATH 5 R D H-
IR FIRIET <Sms TH Y, BLZ10-20ms TIEFBEINDLIZ ENMLNTND
[5,88,89], R*D—#fIXMesRIREE A LIET IZALWRE# C3 C S MR & KUk L ROOTIZZ
fesnb, ROOIIR LY bHERBELZLZLT I ENMOLN TV 5H[87,90], FilZIE, 5
PSRBT K0 < OBl (FIv 70 a—n72E) 24T 5589, F
Tehaltld, MRk D ROOA3A— DNA $5 EICH DD X 7 VAT RNOEILE 72137
FX ) AR—RBREERIL L D DRSOt & 72 DB E RN R T 5 2 & TR 2 5
DX Y VAT RPUIHE LCTHE S REE & 72 % tandem lesion 237F B &AL TV 5[5,86], %
SOHETE Y I VAR (FRIZFIY) O{ETER S ROO* (5,6-dihydropyrimidine
peroxylradical) 7357 7 v % v VHEKOEIL (RH, FrlZ27 7 =) %Wk L. DNA (b
Ho~—h—L L THHMHEI 5 8-hydroxy-2’-deoxyguanosine (8-OHAG) 7375 < 415[5,86],
Tandem lesion (7' VU 2> 7 — BT HHEBREEE CHRELENT, AL L TDSB QY
BHETOERICR D EBEZBNTND[S], — T, BBRREMENGEITIT RAEE & X

(1.33)
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[ 1.22 LET, B&#//E, OER OFAfR (Tinganelli ef al. 2015 [79]1 & ¥ 51H)
DNA -0, + DNA®
DNA-H RS-H i'OH T”“" 5 RS-H DNA-OOH

rxn 1

O, mxn 3 . FX"V
Carbon-centered Peroxyl radical

radical (DNA® ) DNA-0O°
DNA A/DNA el { ) -0, rxn 4 ( ) DNA\\ Tandem
crosslinks N 2 rxn 7 lesions

123 IEMERELC k5 DNA BS{EREH (Robert er al. 2023 [86] % v 51 )

T ARSI EE (T AV E VRS a- h a7 2 —/LD X 9 7 /kEMGEK) 2ky
BILIND Z & CIEF 2 iEEIZR 5[5,34,83,85,86],

1.3.6. MERECHEEL 7z b—TX

BRI IZ X DNA BIE O B e B FTREE X /N7 B g & OFf 2 OAERE 551 05ENE
FEIZ K DB LBEB ORISR L 72 D, Bt $k% 0 U CEEHICHIIIEN O U IRE IR LEE
NFEIND, TRM—=VALIZEALDZRCD D 1O THDH 7 21 h— A91,2]03FH &
A, HETRRIC X D RREGERERLIC A MS THR TV A[93], MR O U U IFE (RH; A
HTIINEEZ R THLT D) ([T IEEGOER & 72 2 2 AR & £ b,
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Cystine
Transferrin receptor System X -
(SLC3A2 + SLC7A11)
mem;;'xrw., ”m,i i WWWWWWW”WVE ﬁ A TS T
it I i WIS Il IS
1l [{AVIVIVAIN U (
Free iron Mevalonate [
1 HMGCR NRF2 —> Glutathione (GSH) <— Methionine
sQs
Ferritin-bound iron
NCOA4
CoQ,,
Ferritinophagy
LPCAT3 ALOXs NOXs /—\

ACSL4 Fenton rxn
PUFA —> PL-PUFA(PE)

PL-PUFA(PE)-OOH PL-PUFA(PE)-OH

X124 7 xznv b— AHIHEREE (Stockwell et al. 2017 [92]& Y 51H)

JANOEITY R 7 —E (LOX) OAERMICTHWSIL, LOX IE RH Zf(b LKFEF LT
Tan (R) ZAEKTHZ L TIREBRIEEZRET S LB 6N TS (X 1.24) [91-93],
RO 0y & BVEIZEIG LIF-E A~V ATV H 0 (ROOY) ICEH SN S, ROO'ITIT
P95 RH 220 H 2BWHi7=72 RAAER L, BHHIXEBRLIEE (ROOH) &725, AmkS
N RUFFERRICER L SV ROO & 72 0 . S 52RO RH #E2{b3 5, Eito#8in 7e iRl
JRERECHIIIEOBEENER L, 720 b=V ARFEIND EEZ LN TS, 2D LX)

Lﬁ%&%EuMmmm%im%ﬁm%mﬁﬁ@ X% ROEHRBEGTHEZ2 BN

%, WA 2R IR E L OfE IR TR TR 7 NV Z T4 (GSH) 72 E DOBETAINLETH D,
AL GSH @ L1 iw‘lﬂﬂ’ﬁ]ﬂ%i@ VAFUNTNE I RS EAR (cystine-glutamate
exchange transporter: system x. ) (2 & ¥ % 41 5[91,92],

BB CHE SN A IEEBRIEB I N7 20 b= AT HERBFE L O 7 =0
b= APRER E T ILFERA E AT S, BEROEMFRRIZ T =1 h— AR
NS L TWD Z EDVRSNTE 93], FlAIX, REEBEZN L7 =1 F— X
%589 % RAS-selective lethal 3 (RSL3) ZHW D & HEHERIREHNT I 0 & N RRAEP IR i
HT-1080 D 473478 RSL3 AfE AHMBRIC K LRE IR T T 52 LRSI NTWNAH[94], F
TARE B LH 2N L7 =82 b= AEXITH D ferrostatin-1 & 25 & HT-1080
[94]. b bIHIRAE AL H460, & N AMRLILES Rz B AS49, & b IF KR e A A
H1299 [9511Z 3\ THRE 1% DAAFERN ferrostatin-1 A FAREIC K LIEINT 2 Z L0 RENT
W5,
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1.3.7. MRZFEREE O/ 0 X h—2
1.3.1 THTIX DDR OO 1 D& LTT AR h—T A, 1.3.6 HTIIIEEEERIC LV 7%

SINDT7xzr b—=TRZOWTRRER, Zb D5 RCD ITMIENFHFEINDET
DR 2 HNIE NG T 5, Bl X EERbIL 7 =2 b= 2D K72 5T IR
72 DNA BESCHBRO TR F— 2 Z2HHR L, 7 zv h— A THIRBEOEER LD /e 53
DNA EEOWBEZITH 2 EIVRIESN TS, £TRIFICOVTL, FRRofFE iRt
DERAEFEM TH Y R {b~— I —& LTRSS E Fr¥x s ) 2 —/L (4-hyrdoxy-
2-nonenal: HNE) 723B85-9 %, HNE O 10-60 uM T&HiLiE DNA SHYIMr<Chlik e a5y
RAZHAZ FHEL[96], >100uM & 725 & DNA L X U X7 BEOAKLI b2 KU 7204
LA 2 BRET 5 Z & R E TV A[97], £72 HNE (X DNA & tbﬁx L7z AL E &
IR ZEIRT D HERNE N ENF SN TEY . DNA EEZH S 7= VX BN EIEEZ =T
52 TR D72 N D Z E MR EN TV H[98,99], X 52, HNE [IH7 A h—v
ATz WiX <& T& % B-cell lymphoma-extra large (Bcl-X1) & myeloid cell leukemia 1 (Mcl-1)
DOREBZIMHEI L, —FHFTT R b= 2 %&FHET 5 Bel-2 homologous antagonist/killer (Bak)
HHLARET 5 Z LRI TVDH[100], HEIZOWTIE, DDRICEWTT AR h—v 2D
FHEICEDD Z EMNIA<IBND p53 (1.1.3.1 H) 23, system x. &A%k 35 solute carrier
family 7 member 11 (SLC7A11) 7= AMX< EORBZE FHHIE L. GSH OAE T 5 2
ET7 =z b=V RERET D Z EBRME I TWDH[101], FIEDOAFZETIX, DNA HERE
2 p53 ZiEME L &% ATM A SLCTALL T2 XL B O3B %E T AT 52 & barE&nT
W A[102,103], 7238 ATM 1T p53 OFBLEIIML L TV =1 h—T A &R T 5[102], &5
(2. A— F7 7 U —%&FHET 5 beclin-1l (BECN1) |7 =1 h—3 2 %[104]. — 5 TLFD
£t 7=m b= AT R h— X &FHFE 5 HNE I3 c-Jun N-terminal kinase (JNK) %
JEMEALT 52 L TA— N7 7 O—%FHE L D D[98], MlaEtta B3 57 /07 B RROMIE
WZRD B HFE DT AT E OB TEBROILEE DR B K S, Lang & DFER T
R X 0 iEM L S 72 ATM 28 SLCTALL OFHREIH L 7 =0 h— A0 %émé
L AVRIR S HUTZ[103], BRI I\ Tk DNA HE MW R0ah 1 & BEAH T ST
2 A[11,13,105], %R T2 X 2 ICAMZE DS CTh 5 FLASH Kt ##in# (FLASH-
radiotherapy: FLASH-RT) Tl DNA {5 O A THEWFHIR AR TE 2 W AREERH Y |
BECT- AT B OBEIED L R SN TV A[8], FLASH-RT @ # 1 = X AMEBIZITHE
kD DNA 50472 53, OMIdWNIEE OBIEGICm AR T 2 v 7 T VRERE OB %
EZDLDMERHDLHITEDID, L LR ES, DNA R AEEOREO S VIIRM
ThbHieH, AT MH%J: [FEEIC DNA HIEICER LET Y V7 2{T-o T 5,

1.4. FLASH BB IE%E
IR Tl E = RV X — DB £ 23R BN T2 AW ClEE 2 PO EM 42 A
FR AR & . BB IC L DER R EE MO ITREDO TR EZBFICT A L2 HNE
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U 7ZREFNIRES 23 72 S35 [68,106], AFEDF I TR K 912, AL TIIHESHIGH D3
THEA LT T Mo bl BT ATREMED RIE S 41TV 5D FLASH-RT (28 5% 2 T 7z, FLASH-RT

TITEE M EFR (ultra-high dose rate: UHDR (=40 Gy/s)) &0\ 5 Z & T, fERMEBRTO
159 (CONV-RT) (0.01—0.4 Gy/s) & bb#ig UIES M OMRENN IR IS4, — 5 THUEE O3
DIHEFF S LD ATREMEN /R STV B[5,6], Z DZh AT FLASH 2h 3t & FEIZX 4L, Favaudon & O
2014 O E[4) % THEICBIEICE 5 £ TICHix OB 72 ST E 72, UHDR % WU #tiG
FRIZEM T 5 2 & ORI OWERITIZZR Y RIS D K 95127 >727%, UHDR O#FEIEd
W H DT 1950 AR E THl o THERR T 5 Z &3 TE 5[107,108], AHiTld UHDR a5
WCHOWTHIEICE DL FTICEMIN TEfix OFLIZOWTiR~R%, 7235, UHDR % [
W2 FEBRITK LET BUR# (X #, B B 2 Wb 0RRKEL HDTWDH 2D
W 0 D372 WA TR LET BHRIZ DWW TR TN D Z S ITHE Sz,

14.1. BEHRERRFNOEMZIR

it 54> UHDR % AV =526k 1X, 1958 4F|Z Kirby-Smith & Dolphin 23 2 7 4% > = 7 %D
INET- ETER 2R RS (<0.01 Gy/s) 75 UHDR (4 x 106Gy/s) (Z7= 0 BE DM E
15MeV EF#r & X & IRET L2 3EBR[107] & Wb TV 5 [6], Z DFEBRTIE, fﬂ”qﬂf 0.1
Gy/s % LRIZHERTRITT 5 LMEROERITHEWEAKRREN RS <HIH SN, 2 &
DR SN T, — 5 CHEREFINREE TR AREFEITHRER AT, RaRRERITZER
Wl BB L 32%FR BT 5 2 L ERR S 7o, ZALD DOFER DD Kirby-Smith & Dolphin

. ERHPTORKTH %ﬂé%@ﬁi/ﬂn BOMBERIMRAT LIz T 2 O@{}iuﬁ
;’i’lL"Cf:[lOﬂ 1 /X UHDR PRI “IRICE L DB TV —F DV OHREE .
— DX RMRBEEE R LV FE SN DBFEMB ThH o7, FLASH BSHIZ X Zart%"%ﬂ%ﬂéiﬁ
TFRNFED AT =X I :;cfﬁ@%)ﬁﬁﬁﬂ ENTWARNAR, 2 2 SORBUTHERT S L 5 ICH
TEIZED ETRADRDO A = A LT Digm DO P A TE e, LnLan b, iBHE
FEBRRIZ DWW TR S E W 72 BRI R S D 2 ED3ME 2 TV 5[5,6,8,109,110], EH4ED
1959 H21C Dewey & Boag 13, 1KEEBIRE (1%) S F Tk ZF 7 H % UHDR (5x 10* - 10°
Gyls) BT CTHRIT 2 &, WEEFIRIET X #% CONV #BEFE (0.17 Gy/s) THUN L7235
A EREOMIEFREDFEONDL Z L AR L, BBMBIEFE LRICEF T2 %
FEIE L 72[108], Z D% UHDR % W2 B3 o 72 s LIRS <&M 2 7273, 1960 4Rt 4>
D5 1970 LT NT TERISHFLBOMALZ W2 IR 2 S [111], ZhbHDH b
DN DO T, 10 Gy FRE £ COff & CILMla A F RN ERITKFET, 10 Gy
ZHBZ %5 & UHDR Z AW GE IR ER & i LAFERE < 72D LEWRENR A LI
% hockey-stick L O A7 21/ < Z LA RSN [112] (X 1.25), —HO#HETIX

W IRy ESME (normoxia) T hockey-stick T AFFR MR NG SN D Z L AVRER TV
23[112,113], $72 232 TlE normoxia TIFBLHI ST, T L ABBRREMELS 2 51F 8K
R C hockey-stick Bl & 702 L & WHREA M 2 5 2 E /RS 7Z[114-117], F£7-. hockey-
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(a) 10
10 MeY ELECTRONS | psec PULSE LENGTH

- 0-1
S
;3, NITROGEN
& %""} |
— = ! 035% OXYGEN
E 0-01 -
F z
2 ; 10!
2 E
0-001 ¢+
10!
0-0001 y B T YT R T M T R 11
0 1,000 2,000 3,000 rads
Dosc (rad)

1.25 UHDR FEHIC X DEESEREVEICHLIRI 5 & B 2 41D hockey-stick B D A= 173 Hh#R,
(a) BT 2 ZEDENZ LD EFRDOZE(L (Town 1967 [112]18 W 51 ), eLolLZEi
ALV AEN 1 & 2 OREEOMBAEFEREZRT, 1| 7L AOFEHRERIT 2 SV ZADK
1929 {5 CTH D, (b) BARIEIEDFENT X DAMFEDOZA (Nias et al. 1969 [1141L 0 51 ),

stick BUAEMFRMAR TIID HMEL B Z D LR ERE (hypoxia) (21T D A7)
FeFIRAE (anoxia) |ZET HHIBICFATICZR D Z 006 (X 1.25(b)) . FRELFFRI T D
HHFEDIAGTT 5 UHDR WU CIIMEIE T2 L Z 2 H72[114-119] (B2 b d AT =
AT 1421 HEEM), F72 normoxia TIL 60—70 Gy 28 L & WHREICRD EAMEL B
TEO[108,119], 1990 FARIZA 7z 2 DD FEERTIX, normoxia & anoxia |21 2 BT
IEERR I T& 28 E LUV TIZ UHDR & CONV DAEFRIZENA LR -T2 L
WA STV DH[120,121], HITD invitro FEERTIX, normoxia & anoxia |21 5 & hATIAR
JEHINE (DU145) OMREHZIWT UHDR & CONV [ CAEFRIZENGRD B 1208,
hypoxia TIZEEEREMEWNE EAEFROENKE L 2D Z EAVREINTA[122], 2B, 20
FERTIL =10 Gy THIUTEFROEICHERZN R HILDH A, hockey-stick DA {7 h
RIS SN TR, — T, b ML AMIE MDA-MB-231 & MCF7, t hESHNAM
fid HeLa ~DMSTTIE, <10 Gy B CHAEFRDA BTN D588 Adrian 128V #H
HENTUVA[123], 1970— 1980 4Ei2 1%, UHDR FRETIZEEZ MM 206 F U 7= in vitro FEBR D Fx
BT, vUADREREFEICET HEMTH AV HALTUZ[124-126], UHDR % H\W\M ik
WD invivo FERIE 1974 4D Field & Bewley (2 X 57 v b & W= FEBR E Wbl TE Y [6,8].
CONV FEHCH O 5 RGBT 5 R L OB RS2 7% 3 572912, UHDR PRE T
1% CONV {25t L 30—40%@ WV REAMLE ThH 72 Z E0VREN TV H[124], £ LT, 2014
#£1Z Favaudon HIZ 8V < 7 A~ UHDR F4723 CONV BT & bl UIEE Rk DA HEHES
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N“X\X'f o St.Bartholomew e (1967)
o —eChristie & (1962-82)

® X ‘*’ 3-50 pulses ~e-Curie e (2014)
ot --#--Lausanne e (2017-19) | FLASH
- Stanford e (2017-2019) effect
~@-Febetron e (1969-78)
ESRF Rx (2018)
UPenn p (2019)
Dresden Oncoray p (2019)
ANSTO Rx (2018) no FLASH
~-Christie e (1962-82) " effect
--Lausanne e (2017-19)

-

103

106 - 1 pulse L

Irradiation time for delivering 10Gy (s)

¥ % x x e

1 pulse @

10° , - : - ' - -
10 102 10°  10* 105 105 107 108  10° 100

Dose rate in the pulse (Gy/s)
1.26 UHDR HEHIZI\WCTIEF MM OEF N A BN 5ME, SV AH T2 Ot R
L 10 Gy FREFICE - 2R 2 2% & L UHDR IBFIEDRBD LN BB L ZOFMENRS
NTCW5 (Montay-Gruel et al. 2021 [127]£ 0 51 /),

(Ideal) Pulsed FLASH-RT delivery

Dose rate
wﬂurs;he Dose-per-pulse _ Pulse , Dose rate within
. (z1Gy) duration the pulse
(2 106 Gy/s) P
2
;] B 1 5 3 Totaldose _ o oo o ulse x n n
9 (=10 Gy) PR
‘ o
: (]
: Mean dose rate _ Total dose
! (2100 Gy/s)  Total delivery time
E e . //// ‘ //// . ////
'Pulserate  Puise Time g
! (=100 Hz) duration Total delivery time
------------------------------ (£0.15) -

1.27 UHDR MHHZ BT 2185 R D D BV 2D /RF X —%  (Wilson et al. 2020
[1281& W 51 )
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O X O M PSR 2~ 2 & S S 4L[4]. £ UHDR FRE R TR
SR T UG~ O3 H O FTHEM: 3 B S VhA© 72[6,8], Favaudon o % [FLASH
LWV ) FEHELMNTUHDR KB L, BU/E S —fXIZ FLASH (2 X Y UHDR AREL S5,
FLASH FeSTRAAT O 1E Ak & IEE AR ISR 2 5722 220K (FLASH 20R) (2o T, flix
DEBENLOT T a—F PRI N TV 5, EFHEROBRARICONTE, flziE~r A
DRI 2 BHEE & B EOMHI[4]. 2B X7 X ~ORKICIIT 5 K ERFEE DK
W[129], LR R IEE OIKI[130], = 7 A OFBAREREHER[127,131]72 EREE ST 5,
PRI N RAZ DN TUE, DS AR AR E 7 /1 [4], - L EE[129], S5 PEIR B [130],
[P PERR SR IR IB ZEIE AR E 7 /L [127]. & NUHEEDS AU BFERARE 7 L[132]0 BEDS AU[133]72 &
C. FLASH &4+ & CONV FBH CRIZDFERNBE LN D Z LRI TWD, E-BT#%
AN invivo FEBR Tl EFRO#ER[132,133)12%F L. FLASH &5 T CONV PRE} & bhili USRS
OHEFERINH] S 72 2 &R HE STV 5H[134,135],

FEROFE & DK LET Ui 2 FN = invitro, invivo FZBRTH B 5 IEAFZNEIT >40 Gy/s
DHFRER DO B2 63, [FRICEW 1 E#RE (=10 Gy) ZBHTH2Z B0 ETHD 2
EDURIBEEINTVD[8,118], BT, BE SLVADNRT A—4% (1 7V ABT-0 OBER
1 [ DORBENE T2 F TORFHE (200ms)) DEEMEIZOWTHEFE LI TS (K 1.26)
[uzmﬂW]wa%E’%béN?fH&illnmm:f#&ﬁbfkéFL%H@
RATHELERLE L THRDONL TS >40Gy/s 1 IHEHAT 2 TO/ SV ARBY KI5 F
?®ﬁ%ﬂﬂ¢é\wabH@Téiﬁa®%f%é$@ﬁaﬂéiwaéﬂ\va
AT OMBEBFROBEENDS ERO X SRS TN D,

EFED invitro FEER & invivo R TTEB IN TEERITIIFENRS D Z EICHEER L
HChD, Invitro TIIMFHNCHBREIT RO EHEICE R T2 & BRI & 5
ORI TH72< & H T HIZ UHDR FES T CONV FRE & bhli UAETFERBZEEINT 5 2 & 2VR
INTWD, —FH T, invivo FEERTITFITIB AT X D I IEF MR & SRR CROG A R/
%o IEH M & IR O SOGIZ DWW T APER T 2 A3, TR & RS 0O SOt
I JE LTV 5, 1.32 TR L9 IZHURHBRIGHE Tl invitro & invivo % BE#fHT THEY
LR A E L LIEHT 5, BURTE LN TODEREN S ORI Clxd 5208, /RO XL 9
\Z in vitro EERTHR B D MIAEFERN IR E TRICE WAl d 5, Ll
WO, TR ERT — 2 NEBMINTE O THENIRIEN SR REW2D, KV IEfk
IR 2 AT DX S B R D ERT — 2 OBIRLETH D,

= LET SR TH 2 RFB#EE H = in vivo FEERTlX, UHDR B 14(Z CONV FRE 14 &
Hele AR LET B & RIRE O IE R OIRAF1 O biv, — 7 THREOHE & 88054
Hl XD 2 EDRENT[138], —RICIEEAR A~ DO BRE XX 1.28 )R ENDILKT T v
7« ¥'—7 (spread-out Bragg peak: SOBP) & IE(IIL D, AW FrufiaE (RIUHEIZ RBE %
Fe Uiofia) NE—TEWVEIRA AV SN D, SOBP IZRFMO = RNVF—E2 LT L7208 5
2 2 & TR E N D03, =R/ F —EFRICIRF 2 23 5 72 O B RFfH] 22 FLASH B
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——10 MV X-ray
120 ——200 MeV Proton Bra calk
——290 MeV Carbon-ion 9g-P
100
g &)
% o 2 X-rays
4 © ~
S &0 2 - l
> ~
(] = e
= ©
- [}
S o
g i Particle beams
with different energies
20 &
| 1

5 015 20 25 30 I Dcpth (cm)

Target

o

Depth from body surface (cm)
(a) (b)

128 (a) WEND X, Wik, REBOUEEREE 7R, B ok & IREMRTITT L

F— LR LR EDTRSIZHHZF I =3V F— 2t 5 22—y (77 v 7.

E—7) BHHNDH, (b) BIENOH = ENMEaFERT 210K T T v 7 - B —7
(spread-out Bragg peak: SOBP) (Matsumoto ez al. 2021 [1391L W 51 /),

WX S/ D 2 ENBLEBETIXTE T, ZOEREE DR 1-#D FLASH M EBRTIX7 7
v 7 e = Z BT DO T T bSO LTS,

t M2 FLASH-RT % i L7-% b #i5 ST %, Bourhis HIZ K WG SN-RE Y »o8
JEBF ~DFEFH 4 MV 72 FLASH-RT Tl 6 7»H R Of% 8 %2 T CONV-RT (Zxf LHUIE;
BIRPFEETH Y EFEEO RHES OREN/NS IElE CORMAEN -T2 2 &2
WEINTWDH[140], 7ok, ZOMEIE 1 HDOBEFEOHL~DRE THDH M, 166 Gy/s D
FLASH-RT (1 [EI#4 15 Gy O ENM FIAIRE) 253 LIATIZ 0.08 Gy/s @ CONV-RT  (¥a##
120 Gy % 10 [BNZA3E| U7l o B PR G &R 21 Gy % 6 [BIZ/E] L 7o Sy EIRgs) 2
BRENTEY, ZNHORR LI TS, A2 WE~O BB 263 5 B
%9 DR A W& R R 2 B & L7z Mascia 52 X 5% 1 fHIEEIEA LR T,
A 4.8 7 H ORGEBBIEZ I CIEFMBRE O T RITRO DN TRIEMIT X Bz v
CONV-RT L[S TH Y | EMIEMZIE Y CONV-RT ER%ETH D Z LIRS NTZ[141],

EREORER DA TITHAT IR O RHIEE CB T 2 FLASH 2 R O A R ST
2, BEHIEE ST oG bR STV 5, HilR Bourhis 5D 7 /L—7" (Gaide et al.
2022) [142] 12 & D F—BEHE KT 2 g% 2 FHORBBIEE T, SERESE & RS o
M IFIZ2 T FLASH-RT & CONV-RT ORI TEN 7 < | FEEHIEIZ -2V TH CONV-RT & [A]
EDFRERTHD Z EMNHE I T2, F£72 Vozenin HIZ XV HE SNZRIIRDO R 2B LI ONT #
~OMBHFEBR[129] D BE IR K 18 23 £ TORIEBIZETIL, 7 —7D Bley HI2L Y
FLASH-RT (30—31 Gy) CHEEZREENRO LN Z ERHE SN TWVD[143], Fa~D
FEEHZ DU TIX CONV-RT (#efrE: 48 Gy & 10 [ENC/0E| L7 E0EIIRE) off R bREn
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TUW57AY, FLASH-RT & @ BED DZAENKE < HEZIZTE 720, %< @ UHDR ZHV 72 in
vivo EERTIE 217Gy O@m#E% 1 B CHRE U RHIEEIZET 5 FLASH 2h R 2 8Hl L T &
723, Bley HIZK VBB EEZZE L L VIRWVREEHWEERPLETH D Z LIRS
A7z, FLASH-RT (23517 % CONV-RT (2% 2 MBI FEF TR T DIRAF2 R & D WITE N 72 %)
R MR PiEE RN ER SN HEY) 2 EE T 2 RN ETHD,

1.42. UHDR BE#% oW ER — L FHaR

AR C/R L72 X 912 UHDR % iV 5 & M0 E F AR OFEREDS CONV AT L 0 IR S
LD, FEMZR A T = X LI S 3Ty, ARIATIX FLASH 205D 9 HIRFRO A 1 =
R LT D RGERIZ DWW TR <%, UHDR FREFIT 1.2.1 THC/R U 72 UG iR O Wy B F2 —
(BRI DIGER O BRSO iEZ K& S EX D RREMENH VD | IRAFREICE
T ARTUTEEFECIEMREOFEICEH L TWD, FiROmERE & EMFRER £ o 5t B
T HMEFITE K D HIE SN TELEN[107]. WTFROMGE HARARIZIE UHDR FBEHIZBW
THDEMNICAER SN D IEMEREOH )Y CONV BRETRE & il L@+ 2 = L I2)Rs
T2,

1.4.2.1. BRRHLYE

UHDR HEHCHE I URLL N O I < FIFHE T RO B BR S D 2 & THE# Y
FRIZED ZL D ey & HPERS I, BBESFIZINOGDT VAN ERIEICRIGT 52 &
TIHE S35 [5,20,108,144,145], BEEREME T35 2 & T OER (1.3.5 1) 2A/h&<72d
EEZ LTz, Invitro FEEBRTRINT X LBBREOEITHH B Mia A FRifroZ24b
(1.4.1 ) 1 XZOGREEAMT D LB 2 5T Z[108,113,114,116,117,122], L L7223
5. B IX AL YE & HERIBOZ L 2 17 2358\ N 5,6,8,109,110,119], In vivo SEER CIEERFE 23
IS ZAU D IM[127,131]1°H[4] CIRAFZI RN RD I T\ 5, WHEEFEE (normoxia)
TO invitro FZERTlE, UHDR PR D AT CONV FaH1% L 0 & EH-3 2 a3 E
o Siz[123]), BED insilico ET MI LDV = L— 3 U T, BBRDE LR S
W HIEEDFHRBFEEOIR TR TR SR Do 7o L w728 2320V [89,146-152]
FTo, BHRRERZ AW S e S h3, KHI[153], invitro[154], invivo[149,154]1235
F2WNTHORIEFERIZEBNT S 2R EOR T80 BTV RV, In vitro Hiid
FRIZE 1T DRI EFHAITIX, UHDR XY b CONV #REZRO M LD K& < lRFRRE %K
TSEDLIEWRINTZ[154], Lo Lan D, BRI OFHISEERIC DUV CIT BB IR 23
~74ms TH D DK URRHERDOY 7V 7« L— F23~150ms ThHDH Z Enn, EHRE
JEDZEALZ 53 I TE TWRWATREMED S 5 IOV THENKLETH H[154],

& LET #7577« ©—2 &, UHDR BBEIC L Vi L ABRFRIRENEANT 5 2
ENE SN TVWA[155,156], ZDFT /L TlLE LET B OB RS EENIER T Em W2
KGTNELEBEHESNSMO I F AL K TRERSILD ERELTWD[155], KR Afi

o



1% HE

DR F A2 A F IR S AP O KT &R L (H,02* + H,0 - 2H;0% + 0CP))
0CP) DRIE# N LR EN D L EZ BTN (eg, 20C3P) = 0,). L LN,
5 LET JtH#2 X % UHDR JREHCIU 275 v 7+ B2 TOMmFENIEDRER? in vitrolin
vivo EBRITHRT 2 SN TVARND T, A% FLASH BERIZE 575 o &« B OFR A
AR L& 72 o 72 B R L OHESLETH 5,

1.4.2.2. {EMEREM O R

UHDR PR TIIRFREIAIZ SO FE CIEMERE AR S, BV T 5 Z & TH BRI
PEFES G AL I D B, HHRIB S 21C —REVICA U % DNA 72 EOERE S FHKD T Y
J1V R RO0OY) BEWVEETEMRSIND Z LT, ZNHDO T PANVRELEN G LG
DIRNGFICE & B 5 2 & THi= 72 ROERDPIIHE S H, RIS RERE 7o &3
filsiLd &EB 2 BT D, Labarbe 13— 7oL BfELARE (=1 ps) O~ OIGPEFER D
FOS[144], AR5y FHRD Z 2 B VB O i GSH 72 & OFUBbLE SISO K7 £
fix DRISZE T I 2 b—3 3 BT VICHAA L UHDR S Tld CONV FESHZ3 L ROO*
OFEFEPIHI S D Z & 2T L7-[89],

FARE D FHRD T D ANDRIRE T Ky HROTEMERED SORIT & 2 5553k & &
ERYTHNTWD, K~® UHDR HihCiX CONV M& X0 & Hy0,[131,157,158]<°
*OH[2021|DILRIMEL 725 Z VR ENTWD, ZH 50 UHDR MRS DG VERE DR
WM EAER (K 1.29) 235325 L& X 5T 5[159-164], UHDR HEU Cri g
BREE HE T E TOHEBROTREF D ZERIH) 725340 1% CONV D437 & [RIE T &b 5 D3RRI 72
SAANETH Y | WE LR TGN H 2 RRINIC L D mWEE CTERIND, 2D
BALFFRITRAT LIEMERE ML L AR 5725, UHDR BT Tlidd 5 /REF D & ARk S L7 iE
PEREDSUTHE T 2 MO TR AN AR U7 VG R & RS T 2R NREm<< Db B2 b D, FER
A1, UHDR MRS CIX L0 £ < OiFEMFEL DNA 72 SICBIET DRIICEE S, MEEER
(122 1H) BEHlEns,

1.43. UHDR [BH% D DNA 181 L a7k

AT Tk ~_7z & 5 |2 UHDR MG CIEMEREZ 3 S M EM MR S LD 2 & 2B E 2
X, MRAEAERICKE B 5 DSB (1.3 #i) OAERBLEALTHEELXLND, 2T
Fili & D FEFRAE RN FE D W CIEF Al & JEEMAIC 3517 5 DSB 0 AR OE T DN
Tk 5,

F9. EFMIEIC OV TR E M CEREROIZ S SE KR E | F2 RS-0 F
TORMDIZ L& HREWZD, BURCIEH—0elm 2R~ 2 SI3AREE & Ebh b,
B 21X, Fouillade & IXER & ARSI (MRC-5 & IMR90) ~® 52 Gy D4 (106
Gy/s) 775 30 5371 @ DSB v — 71 —y-H2AX DU D372 < . — 7 Thildd DSB ~— % —53BP1
(1.3.1 T€) % UHDR ME TRV 9 25 Z L 2R LT2[165], Z OFERIZx L, Buonanno 5%



e

&
it

(A) CONV (Fpgs = 1.0) (B) UHDR (Fipps < 1.0)

J < =
Radiation track 7/ X of 24 2 oy
e N

- . RS
. s A RS g
i . L 7
I Radiation track 7 X, Lo
< o o /'-,J '_: - y a4
RS . 3,‘ - * }
g > :
M B : ] o

’ '-___ RS
Y& :DNA damage ) S«W

};} : recombination
< : DNA helix

1.29 UHDR FRSHC L 2 FREMNEFE AAEH O T, (A)D COUV BRET & b L(B)? UHDR
PR S CIRIEF O B R R S THEE DO ASPRIF- 2Nl 5 Z L1272 5720, 35 ASTkiF
H R OTE MRS DNA 72 & & SUGT DRI E7e R HIEH L T L DIHMRE L KT 5 2
& T, MEEER SR SN,

IMR90 Zf#H L. 1,000 Gy/s CTHE L 30 min % y-H2AX % FHl L 723412 0.05, 100
Gy/s TORS Ll L, 10 Gy LL FOBBE TH y-H2AX (TR ERITKGTT D=0 20—
T, 20 Gy OIS TIX 1,000 Gy/s DA DI y-H2AX DUENKE K FTH 2 L&2RLTE
[166], Fouillade % & Buonanno O OfERIL, D 7e< & pEREA< S5 Gy &3 2 & IMR9O
TIHRARDRBRNIRNZ & 2R LTz, £72. invivo EBRCTIXRAEZ KRR HE T 2 & 95
\ZH 572 DSB B O ZEMN T 2 5A1130] & HEFE S L DL ATI67)13 5 ST b, Levy
B~ U ZADZERGIZFEAE L - k2 AR A (erypt-based columnar: CBC) #HARIZ 14 Gy %
216 Gy/s THRET2 &, BE%Z~12h £ Tl y-H2AX (1.3.17H) 25804 L, 24h I2i30$
NOBMERTH y-H2AX FBMIEIFE 0 & 7po7- 2 & 2#HE L TWA[130], —J7C. Dokic &%
invivo T 7 ZADfi~10Gy % 120 Gy/s THE T2 L HE%Z 1hB X7 HRES THEIZ y-
H2AX 7% UHDR BEHZ L 0 32 2 & 27R L72[167], #RESE & DSB OBIRO AT HE %A
BTHE, ZNHORERIHIE CONV & il L UHDR Tl DSB #2389 2 M A3 % 5
LWz b, F77. Guo HIXDSBHIZHEH LTV WA, 15Gy % 100 Gy/s T IMROO (Z B &
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3% & CONV (033Gy/s) &bz, FSH% 4h TIET R b= 2ARFHEINTL, 17
0— Y ANRFEI NI WT & &R LTZ[168], UHDR R4+ DSB ARk 23 )i &1 RCD @
7O ORKEFIHAT 28BS N TWDEDNE Ly, — 5T, 24h BRICIET R b—
ANZEET B0 A hrr A C 7RO X EHBLED UHDR HAEZDOHFRLZ N DD,
TRF—=VAER 7B — ZDEFTHEEL TV D,

NS AIREIZ DU Tid UHDR & CONV #REFR D[ D DSB D E%4 R~ T i de ST
2NE D TH D, EFLD Levy © & Fouillade © O IEFHIIEA~D MK & [F] UG CHRERM T
i~ AYNEEEHIA ID8 (Levy eral. [130]) & & Ml AENL A549 (Fouillade e al. [165])
TlE y-H2AX 3 LT 53BP1 OZEIFR LRV, F72 Adrian HIZ KD b MR R
LU-HNSCC4, t FELASA#MN MDA-MB-231, b b= A HeLa ~® 3 Gy R
TIHEWTHOMIETE 53BP1 22N 72V [123], Adrian & OFEFIZOWTIL, [RIFED M0
DAELFRBRD HITNWDA, 3 Gy TIIAEFRICAERENRNS O DOFEDHEKIZEN
EMRESRDIEVDRENTNDLZ ENnD, EHITERWBREEZ WS Z & T DSB £
MENDPE LIV, 2D DA T/RE 472 UHDR & CONV [Hd DSB #OMERF T in
vivo EERTH LA HUEENEOBAFICFJE L7V, 1.4.2 TR LI2IEEREORD &
JaALFROMER & 137 ET 5, BB & EF OIS OENZOWT, Spitz © XIS
MR ORIKINBREE S BAFR 3 5 IREME & R4 L TV 2 [145], GG IS/ AL Py oo 15 M Fl
REREL<, —FT GSH 2 LA MWTHER by AT L& mEIC IR STV 5[145,169—
173], FEAHIIARICTH D3, T ORI CiliE S 2 Ml oikfbiEc (L Ry 7 X)
RT AN K MEEERA ORENTHEE S DSB U EN A LILRNONE Lt £z,
FEE AL OTEPERRIR B R & P by 2 7 ARFICH T 2N E LS &L D LG
FEEEN LR 25 LM A2 BB S5 L WIBEICRET D S IET D £[169-173], #
LUV TR BN D FUEE L) O#ER 3 UHDR BES & CONV RIS 2890 & TR MR 4
LEWREICETHINSES Z LICRERT 20 Lk,

EFED XD ICERBAERDIT L & RKE L, £ invitro & invivo T IV TR
ﬁ%%‘ﬁz’)@%ﬂé EZZHID 10 Gy L0 bEWBREIZHT S DSB v —H— DT — X B3R R
LTWa 7z, SRR TIEMii L1 DSB 5 & flifk L~V D FLASH 20D BT 1 135k
LWwEEbhd, BFAEZERR (24h) REEZICER ST 7T 5 residual DSB DX
H@if% BT AN7IE VI MELH D Z LD, KV R BEA T IS IRETHE T E %

HEtHE CORMR E A2 HHRRER— S D HENRH D, £72 Adrian HIE, in vitro KBk
?@i?@%ﬁ%ﬂ,ﬁ@ﬁib\ili V. IR UL % [F) U RS o0 TS L C % UHDR I X 2 Hika
AFRBAOAENEDD Z L2 FERT — 2P ORLTEY, EBRTFIEOK b LET
HDH[119], Fiz, BARTITEITE~TZ LD f;ﬁﬁ%%i@f:?@%ﬁ%“~5@ ;’E%o%%@ﬁﬁ:)j@o“
X, FLASH 2073 DSB OA RSB ITKAT Le W AIBEM Z B I AL, S v R TR
M 2 R T AR T- A B 72 £, DNA LIS o IC #é?a%@ﬁ%@%%ﬁ "E
LT3t & 5[8], FLASH ZhRD A 1 = X ARINZIEHEHR D L 912 DSB & DR Hiff
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FEMNDNERT — X 2 EB UM LR S, fx ORBFHCTHRY LFshTnd &
DT HIA/AER L~/ T UHDR & CONV fERIC L DWEDELE L DMLENH D,

144, JREBERILORER

1.3.6 TH Tl R 7= R E O ER LI 43 HIIC FLASH ZhRICBED 5 Liik s Twnd
[5,6,8,145,174,175], Froidevaux S IFHIIAEDORDOVICTZ AT 7 FVNal) v EH Y KR/ —
DLV ) VUBEA U A IS L, UHDR B CLEISEBRLORATEN D 1| S Th %
~nr Y7 /L7 b R (malondialdehyde: MDA) DR HIH] X5 Z & &R LT2[175],

1.5. FLASH 1A D7D DY I 21— a VET

FLASH ZhRD A T = X LRI DIk x 7oy T a b—a VBT VDR SNTE T,
WRERD T v & NI B Z T B 72 ONEM R FIEIE L T A e Y Iab—va v
Tl D) | PRI IR MR E OB © L B4 RIS S T X -, AEICHE
FELTANBY I a b=y ey ERY AL OFAR L BT AR 2y
3 U EHERVERRE T OV TN D,

1.5.1. TREMEEFFTOHDEVTHILBY I 2lb—T gy

B ICT T 2Ty S 2 b—y g U TIRARBERe k7. £72205
DRI 5] &l Z F BRI ARIC L0 A4 U DIEMRE ORI 2 T9 5 Z L T& (X 1.6) .,
FLASH #R OB KR E R EE 2 RT2T L B2 D, FRIEEROFENKEHHL D
L#& % 55 UHDR W% OHERC E MO R BT 5720, FlxDELTH
a2 alb—y g a— K (PARTRACK [160], TOPAS-nBio [161,163,164,176], IONLYS-
IRT [155,162]. gMicroMC [151]. NASIC [148,152]. Geant4-DNA [177,178]. TRAX-CHEM [150])
DHAWHLNTE, ZNHDETHLE Y alb—y g ra— KT, FTYEBRICE
i 5 FEHE - BhiE OFH A2 LSBT T V&2 O T B LB TR B T S 91
OIEMFED G (1.1.3.2 H) 3R T2, (LR TIXZ b OVEMFREALE L OTE 2
FECEEF & BSOS LT 720 TSR SN D3, 20O X ) 7elm O E8) 2 Wit 570
W22 OO FENRHCLILS, 1 DI step-by-step (SBS) 5 & FEIEAL, SIEMERE O FEWS 2 Fli )
HHET DN EWVWIRE 229 %, $ 9 —J71% independent reaction time (IRT) 75 & FRIZAL, &
PEFE DR 2 B — A L 72\ N T2 D FHRIRE 2 KIEICHI 2 2 &3 T& %, IRT 52 H W T
RSB D RWVIRE (~10 ms) 23T 5 £ TORFMEO T I 2 b—a b3
TWD[161], IRAFFRIC IV THE R EH 2 B 7z IR OB OFEM 2 B T & 7ok
728, SBS 1EDFHERFM A 8 S bl d L RVKH A — 1Ty Ialb—rva v
THIENKETHD, £i2. 50 7817)% (molecular dynamics: MD) X = L— 3 V& ff
HLIEET VBRI TWA[177,178],

BAASNRICET 2T hla v 2 b—3 g o TIE TOD (1.4.2.1 BH)[148,150-152,177].



1w

TR HAE[160-164], RFEFLT DL R OFFEA[176]. EEOIEMRINERK T DK
FOSHERE G ARIZ K D DNA 431 OURFE[177]. TREFIEE Dbl 73+ 0> D ISP~ DB T R L ¥
—BATIC L DIEVER OILREERE O K178 2 IR E LT R a b—2 a URR STV D,
725, TOD #E LY 2 b— 3 T, 1421 H Tl X 5 ICEER R S
NDBIEEDOHBEREOK FIZFH ST, TOD ORFHE~DOFEITR LI DI,

TR BEAEIZ 1.4.2.2 H Tilk_7= X 5 [CHefIAY - Z2fIR9IC I3 2 R S 4k L <
< HIEMERERI LARIS LI bEND 2 L2 EL TWD, a2 b—va T, 'OH X
eaqg D L D 7RRFZ S D @ EPEFE S SOUGTE DRV Ky 10K T 178 SIC A S D I
JEOBENNC X VIBGFRERNFEINDIZEEZBEL TS, Y alb—va U TIIRER
DOHAMAEVNOH DULHE N FEER[20,21] & RERIZHAD T2 Z E X PRI S LTV 5[160-164],
UL 6, EBR[131,157,158)128 T HyOr DULRDHREROEINHEVME T2 2 &
DNRENTVWEDICKR L, ¥YIab—TaryrTEMOBEBEZRLTWVWSZ ENREL
[160,162,163], KDL I = L—3 3 » Tld Ho0, 23 EIZ°OH Al D )i ("OH + *OH — H,0,)
THAREND Z & ZHE L T2, Baikalov (% UHDR PSS CIISITTOOH % %9
HRIDOREL (COH + ey — OHY) MRBAEF AAEMIZ LV HR S5 2 & T H0, DUHEN
BT 25Z LARELE64], £/, ERDY I 21— a2 E0iEkny I 2L —
3 NIEE AR ET D 2 ENEERTH - 7273, Baikalov O IXFFE DT ("OH, ey, H, H202)
R AR T D 2 & THUEIIK T 2 05BN ORMED m >y GREED B S D) B4
TEHE L, SBS{EA MW TR AR O E 2 X 2 L—1 3 » LTE[164], BERIRE 4%
DK~ UHDR U TIIHRESRE KI5 °OH & eaq DUEROK TN FRI S L7223, il
PWHEHRIE T TOY I ab—ya U IR CRIEMFH X720 58 Gy #E L TH 2
5 DOWERDFENRFAIL T2, — 5 T Baikalov 513, MD ¥ = L—3 3 VTR S NG
FE~DET RV X —DOBATHNE CHUTIEMEREORIE N TR S[178]. KA ORAEDE N
ZEN T S RN BAER A Uo7 < 72 2 aTRBME A FEf L T 5 [164],

MD ¥ 2 b— g yEHNWD & FORMPRESERIMmE—A 2 b o=
KNF =DV Y 72 E D5y OREEHFRINEE Ot 24t LB by — b ilafRIc BT %
TEPERR 2 B de iy F D 2B 2 T T & 5, Abolfath &%, UHDR M Tl s+ b msic 4t
EA, 74/ 8% r L CONV B L0 § % < OB 3L F —NEHRE~BITT 2 LK
E L, MERMICTEEREORENERE SN D 2 & 2R L72[178], IEERORENIERE S
% 2 & ORI EAER R S D, A O O @A BR R 351 2 AR ALAE
HAE2HETHET L THDH[164], £7-. Abolfath 5% DNA 45 EAPHIZ I T D IEMEFED 4y
B )RR 28 2 i L LTV D [177], 2 OWETIE, SWEE TEM IO 72
& OVEMAEDY DNA 73 JEPICRES | ), KBRS WO — WA AAE 2T L&
T 5 2 & TRIBHEDOIRMEE 2 M54 L DNA 70 T OB LS MEl S b Z E AR Sz,
ZIHDETINERICENIEE ORRE CIEMEROEEHEL LI b TNERATH D,
HRFRIZE B TAUTRKHOERZ 26708, WTFIOET VS BEEHZERT 5 X9
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WAVERI9 %, FLASH -0 A H = X ARHICIT FERo L 5 ey Fozdh# &8 +52 L
VETH D,

152, FvTAruvIal—rarzfEbinWEizeET )V

HERET /L TIX TOD, RBMEM AN, RIEOFBEE. fER Y o SHilnORAFA 2 RE L
FEFANMERI N TS, ZALDEFTHAIC LET 255 A—4% L LTS EPIE
LET ZRi#E & L TR I N TV DA, —#DOETT VL LET 237 A—X & L THAIAAT
W5 [164,179],

324518 (TOD) 12 DWW TIdZ < OFLFRTE T L DMELEE ST X 72[89,146,147,149,179-186],
LrL7Zens, 22 F T /\’C?:\’?L_J: 1T invitro. invivo FEBR, Eﬁ%/&f(ﬁu FhR, T
ANmY I alb—rar TIRIREGRENRERNEN I, FRICERTT L TH o7
%ﬁ%%%wL@wot%@@%wmw«mwm&mﬂoeﬁf\nwn% I HRRRN DA
— IR R RT3 AR[18710 245 H L. TOD 73 FLASHIRAFZN I H G- L 9 5 2 & i L7-[183],
ZOETINTIET U LCEE SNV ER L2 oIl B BEMmE 2.0l L, 20 Gy % 50
(hmf%%bk%®@$®%%\#ﬂ R#NT I 2 —var&ni, ERe LT, B
FRE A~ RS 2RI & L72881213 FLASH PR CiX CONV FRET & il U RATrIc (K ER 5
EES I =N k&éﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ_ﬁkﬁé kﬂ%@éﬂfwé —J7C. ERIA W EE
72 L)L D BRI 72 #iPH N 0O SER IR 3R 53 2 O T 13 ATR 0038 V) B2 30 SR AR T A +4)
ThdZ kﬂ%ﬂéhfwéIﬂmR%%fi%%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%%%%%@ﬁﬁﬁcmw

FREHCKR LR 3T 2 2 L1ic kD, K0 < oiflas A7 L EZ RS L TW D00
%Lh@mn&kéﬁﬁ JEIEAAR X TSR SR RAE T H D fEIk YA < 494 L. UHDR H&
5% b IEEHAR O K O ITIAERER SR - ERRFRRRED [ FTsHMEIN LW oo | FUERERI R
CONV U L [FASEI272 5 & & 2 b TV AH[183],

Labarbe & /33— 72 bR LARE (> 1 ps) O & O G5 2 RO s B B HUx Fel 2 TEE
fE[144], GSH 7¢ EOHERLWE. RB L ROO'DEFEEEZ KD, ROO'DENEEN H < #hfgD
areaunder thecurve (AUC) XV . #EFROHKIZE ROODRAREDNTD T 5 Z & &R
L72[89], £7-. ML OBEE) HITBE O L BN ERICLOTIFERSETHL L
DIRE, BEDHROEBS 726 SNDIFEEOBMFIRE DK FIX TR ST,

Baikalov HI1XE T H L E Y I 2 b— g a— RO (1513H) OAk 6T, MM
FIAEAEM & MIRNERE: 2 5 8 L7 BT 7 L 2 5L L7 [164]), TEMEREOINERIZ 0 7e i 8t
%52 D7D REICONW T, EFREEEIRE (4%) DOK~OFRETIX 0.5 ps ©
PV A ST > 13 Gy OfpEZHER Uiz, —J7 CURMERRIZ -0 2 5% 1 fie PN BR BE 2 1kt
L7256 1213> 90 Gy OfpEZ Tl L7z, BEITERKRICITEHA CE R0V L~ LOETH D
D3, IR X O ITTEHFE ORIEN BT R L X — DAL L 0 IER S v, Ml TH
F O RWERE TR 5035538 S 5 ATREMEY & 5 [164],
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1.6. AR DO BH

CONV-RT & bl U, [ER MR OHERE 2 IRAF S 2 —F CHUBRG I R A HERF S5 FLASH-
RT X, DAIBRICI T 2 EFHIN & L THIFFSL TV 5, FLASH-RT O EGERFHER Tl
UHDR HBH Db h~OifHIZ OV TREMI VR S[141], BEROAEIE ST W
Bri-7pip ik e U CHIET 2 AIREEZ + 0 ICD TV D, BURBRIGIE & it 3Rl I3 IRat
BEEEZ AW I ab—2 g UBRRETHY  IRFRIR A Rk L7z FLASH-RT 248k L
2T N AU XALORRFENPLEIIIRD LEZ DD,

LQ 7 /WIHERT — & & IS AR A4 T 5 2 L IXTRE T 503, MRk
E DR RT A — 5 DRI 2 DNAEEGOBIRECMIEIGE O e & & BRI B IE
THIENTET . BESMAOMAE PO RIREE 72 108 UTHERT — & & I Hifa e
ER 2RO R ITNIER S0, —F T, Hawkins (2 X Y BR% & 7= microdosimetric-kinetic

(MK) EF VTR R X OWS % O DNA BEKOBIEICER LEERET L TH D
[28,188-190], MK &7 /L% 3§ & ¥ 7= integrated MK (IMK) &5 /L CliL, BFEIC L H{L%
WFEIZF 1T 5 DNA BRLIE OB % T 7 WAL Z & C, BERIRE OEWIZ X 2477
KOEEDFHHR S N7-[191], UHDR FRECId bRz 2 R BEAER 209 5%
PEFRIRE DMK T 72 E12 X% DSB B 03 RiAEi b, AW Tix UHDR & CONV #ii:
M D DSB HOEMMEF MRS KT 5 & RE L, UHDR MU OMIAEFEEZ TR S
T VERIET D Z EI2L Y, FLASH BRSHZRIT 2 MR OfIA & X ONREEHR > A7
LORF A HIE LT,
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fHIET 5 Z & C UHDR BN #% OMIAFRITHINT 537 A—2 DO FHIfEL L7-, UHDR
WZxt L Pl &7 3T A= 2T, Ml 7S, RBE, BED Z&tHE L7z, APl b
DOFINRDFEMEZ F LD D,

3.1.1. ASHBAROBEERT T A—F y DEMH

RQDIWIEENDNRNTA—=F yZRODIZD, yp T TN BYI2ab— a3l &
DEHE L7z, ¥ = L —1 3 |21 Particle and Heavy Ion Transport code System (PHITS) ver.
324 [1]Z& ATz, yldMifa F28R T H S 0 BUR ORI = kL — BTG ORIEIC K
ELBEZT D720 T IIANIE THEIZEE N3 5 Ml A AF R o FERIE2,3]0 &5 0
BRZIT o7, I L 7oA AR T — 2 055 O AU 72 BRG F28R CIX LET BUH# <
H5 10 MeV BHRM4]ZHEH L TRY . ASEF O OFERLKEEY O ~HEL T L
IR B 3.2 1R L7 FR%Z PHITS THEE L7-, MVE & BHEY O HEDTEIZH -1
B 32 IR ENT-E— AR O 3EFT: (1) vV=v Y, Q) ATV —T7alxA—%_(3)
78 AT OAE TR & H 7% (percentage depth dose: PDD) kiﬂi%ﬁitt (off-center
ratio: OCR) Z#tH L, FEBRfE[4) & ik L7z, PDD & OCR DOFHAEIZIX, PHITS TZE[HA72
TRNVX— (5 HET 572D D[t-deposit] ¥V —&=FHLTH 7V 7 Liz, IE
U7 B Sefb 28 L CRI L7 PDD & OCR IZENZENX 33 LK 3.4 D@V ThH 5,

EREOIIICIEESNTZY I 2 b— a3 VIR DBE LM IR, Mla~FH N5
BEAIRROBTRLF—y O5H yd(y) (1.1.3.4 B) ZitHE Lz (1K 3.5), ZOFHEICH PHITS
ZRERL., ~A 271 R A N VICBET 2 ITa9 7228668 2 W TRUNMEIRICAH 5 S 5 =%
X —DEREE 2RO D T2 OD[t-sed] ¥ U —[5,6]FIH L=, Sbhni-y oz ikic, X
(1.16)—(1.18) Z 5 L yp = 1.624 (keVpm™!) &72 o7z, 82 E Tk~ k51, 2(2.6)
WZBWTCrg=05um, p=1.0gecm>THY ., y DIEIZ 0331 Gy L7727z,
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Calculation of yp and ¥ by Monte Carlo simulation using PHITS

Fitting was applied

Determination of the parameters K and M by fitting the formula of
Fpsg(D) to the experimental data utilizing MCMC simulation with
PyMC3

Determination ofthe cell-specific parameters @g(conv) ad Sconv) bY
fitting the original IMK model to the experimental data using MCMC
simulation with PyMC3

Calculation of the parameters a, and f for UHDR
Ty = To(conv) * Jr1:DSB
fg = E(canv} ) FD5132

l

Calculation of survival fraction, RBE, and BED

3.1  IMK model for UHDR-irradiation 7 2 —F ¥ — k
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Water phantom

3)

T

3
| |
(2)

%,

Beam direction

1II

3.2 FLASH W% OMIAFRIIGIZHW G L7 Lempart H[4]23#4E L 7= UHDR
FENEIREZR Y =7 » 7 OWHER[2,3]% PHITS T L2/, (1) v =y, ) I~ iAT
V=72V A—=%_ Q) IEZ B AT OMEZERL, FHEBICS L&A EZ 5 L, KR
fill & el U > DB AEIEM O ~FER AR LTz,
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120 T T T T . T r T T T T

- O Cross-hair_Measured
A MLC Measured 1
X Wedge Measured
Cross-hair_PHITS

100

80

S I — — — MLC_PHITS I
a 60 — . — Wedge PHITS
a i |
o
40 | -
20 -
O L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Depth (cm)

X33 U=7vZ7HNO3HMAICBITAEHETDE (PDD), O, A, X{ZFNLZEhr
ANT wNF U —TaY A—HF Ty VONMEIZEITS PDD OHRIEME, SEHR. R,
—EEHRRIT TS BEE 3 M ISk L PHITS CTEA S 7= PDD Th 5,

120 —— T
100 | ‘ &
! b _
80 r \ { ——Cross-hair_Measured
i \ 1= =-MLC_Measured
60 p

1--- Wedge Measured
1 © Cross-hair_PHITS
A MLC_PHITS

x  Wedge_PHITS

OCR [%]

-16 -12 -8 -4 0 4 8 12 16
Off-axis distance (cm)

X34 V=7 v Z7HNO3HSITEIT 50 REE (OCR), FEHE, kR, —S8HIEE
TN aANT, <NV F V=73 A—=F_ Uy UONMEIZEBITS OCR ORIEM. O,
A, XITZFNFR FEE 3 #5112k L PHITS TEHE S 72 OCR Th 5,
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yd(y)

10

| 1 | I Lol

1 0

10 10 10

Lineal energy [keV/ t m]

35 V=T v 7 BRRICKT D yd(y) SoAf

3.1.2. UHDR & CONV D DSBEEZHMET HBREOET Y V7
ARET /L TIE, UHDR BH#ZOMIAEFRE TR TE 5 K5 PLL # (DSB IUiE) Z ik
T2 Fpsg(D) QAT ~HTZIZER L, MEROEITFES PLL BOENEEE LTz, D
& Fpsg(D) OBIRIZ. BRBRMRBIME LTy 7 A RillfRE BB DR TER LT,
Foss () = 55 e
Fpsg(D) 13Kl 1 TH D2, (D +K)/(D + MK) I3 KER 1/M TH D720, LEB.1)D
£212(D+K)/(D+MK) % 1/M TERT (=M %FL5) Z& T, Fpsp(D) DIRKMEN 1 &
DL OCEFR LD, £, K (Gyls) 13 Fpsp(D) BERKIED 50%1272% & & D D % &S
Do T4 VT 4TI FERT — ZITEE O SCHR[3,7-12] & V BifF L7z, UHDR 414
@ DSB #7451l L 7z & IXIEF ISV o), RET /L TIEMO R, A% 5 DSB
BEHAE COWRER] (~4h), BURBRORERE, fif, BESEREOFEMREREMFITEEY
TT7 4w T 4 U TITHBANNT, B, i XN E SN TV HHERD 5 B b/hI
MERODSBEIN 1 725 k95, HERT LD DSBHOMHMEZFE L (3% 3.1),

3.1)
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£ 31 Fpsp(D) EHICH LT — 5 &

Marker of Dose rate Relative DSB

Cell type Radiation DNA damage (Gyls) yield References
IMR90 (normal human lung fibroblast) 4.5 MeV proton  yH2AX 0.05 1 Buonanno et al.
100 0.971 (2019)
1000 0.785
MRCS5 (normal human fibroblast) 4.5 MeV electron yH2AX 106 0.969 Fouillade et al.
53BP1 106 0.778 (2019)
IMR90 (normal human fibroblast) yH2AX 106 0.955
53BP1 106 0.892
A549 (human adenocarcinoma) yH2AX 106 0.998
53BP1 106 0.995
CBC (crypt base columnar cell) 16 MeV electron yH2AX 0.079 1 Levy etal.
216 0.642 (2020)
ID8 (mouse ovarian surface epithelial cell) 0.079 1
216 1.02
LU-HNSCC4 (squamous cell carcinoma) 10 MeV electron  53BP1 0.233 1 Adrian et al.
1200 0.964 (2021)
MDA-MB-231 (human breast cancer cell) 53BP1 0.233 1
1200 1.03
HeLa (high passage subclone) 53BP1 0.233 1
1200 1.05
peripheral blood lymphoma cell 6 MeV electron  tailDNA 0.1 1 Cooper et al.
0.3 1 (2022)
1 1.08
3 1.12
10 0.890
30 0.805
100 0.665
300 0.790
1000 0.760
2000 0.815
Mouse Brain 144.6 MeV yH2AX 0.17 1 Dokic et al.
proton 120 0.665 (2022)
HIEC-6 (human intestinal epithelial cell-6) 6 MV X-ray 53BP1 (30m) 0.03 1 Shietal.
115 0.917 (2022)
53BP1 (1.5h) 0.03 1
115 0.949
53BP1 (3h) 0.03 1
115 0.986

3.13. ETNNRT A —F ORE

D & Fpsp(D) OBRERTAG.DICEIT D MK IZTETNV/XT A= ThH Y, PyMC3 ver.
38 [IBIDARART L —LU—JIZXVHEELT, "M ATV —L U =T ZHNDHZ LT L
0, BHT —ZIZFE LWL RETT LD TRNCEIT S, NI A—=ZDEH 5 Lb\%ﬁf‘
HDERNN~ Va7 HEE T b a (Markov chain Monte Carlo: MCMC) 12 & ¥ &
HEhs, 22Tl PyMC3 I2FEEINTWD MCMC 743 ) XAD H B, No-U-Turn
Sampler (NUTS) [14] % IV 7z, NUTS [ZEHMETEZ R ocOFROMOEHITHEM TE 5 2 L
5. RIEWSHTET U ZICHNLNTWA[15-18], F£72, CONV HGH% DM <
7 A= (Qo(conyy Breonn) IE PV THIFARIC, 22.13) &Ml A7 T — # [2,31C NUTS &
HWTT7 4T 4 7 S/-HTETRELR, i, RQI)FOMENRT A—F yiL3.1.1
HOFIETHRHNT20.331 Gy & & 52> LR L7ZIRIETNUTS Z 38 M L (20 (opnyy Bconv))
EHEE LT,
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NUTS # W=7 7Tl Fpgg(D) & —InS ORERERAMIHED b D EARE
Lice £l ETNANRT A= THD (M, K, aoconv) Beonv)) P EAIMEWILIN =D, Z
TTIEHING DT X —Z OHREFG & I —RRD AR & L72[19], /S— 2o IR
103, EREGE 104 & LT,

3.1.4. UHDR RS OHMRATFROTHI

RTEO FETHE BT (Fpsa(D), @oconv)s Bconv)s ¥s M, K) ZRQANIRAT L Z & T,
Al o> UHDR ST Offlad Ao 4 K ed . FEBRfE[2,3] & Helk L 7=, UHDR BSHI# = D
CANHERT 2V AFN R | PRRERBET S (14.1H), 3Gy Z#3.5us D 1731
A CHRE L, £ 200 Hz THDH DT, 3, 6,9, 12 Gy OB 2 P ER TN
Z# 0.86 MGy/s, 1.2kGy. 900 Gy/s, 800 Gy/s T 5[3], [X13.6 £V, Fpsp(D) D IR IL
>800 Gy/s DFFEFRIL TIIRKE BB BD LRI LD, STRICB W TR TRT
— X DB S 074 T OWILHRRE T 5 L T Fpgp (800 Gy/s) D — il & il L 7=,
MCMC JETIIE /ST A —Z DFZAM O A NS (XM (credible interval: CI)) 735
BNAFLERD Y | £/37 X —5 D 68%Cl % FIZFRERIFEO RN D Fpgp(D) F L Ol
HIFERD 68% Cl KD Z & T, BEF/VTHRIMED CI NIZFERINEN S 20 L, —
BEEHER LTz, 728, 68%CHIEMERZE (1o) [THYT 5,

F 7z, Bi%E L7 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation \Z 5 5473 O T HME & SEHRMED — B &
X, WA TEINDRERER? 2 HT 52 & TIME LT,

RZ—1— 1 (Sexpi — S_est,i)z2 3.2)
Y (Sexpi — Sexp)

Sexpi VEGAF § T D NIZHIIRAATIR, Ser; IFAET VTR SN GAMF ( 12B 1T D EFE,
Sexp 1T Sexpi P VHIETH %,

3.1.5. AEWFERIZRE & AV R EANRE

KEFNLORQAT)EZ RN THE &2 UHDR BB OAEFERE . RQI)E AW T 4
VT 4 T THELILE CONV % OEFR I AW ERh F I (relative biological
effectiveness: RBE) & BED % K& 72, RBE & BED (LK OIGHFHHE VTR A 7Y 2 — /LD
FOEGICRIE S35 [20-24], Z 2 TIX HIBAEFR 10% %2 = R A b & L7z D RBE
ZRDT,
D1o(conv)
Dyo(D)
D1ocony) & Dio(D) IZZ 424 CONV HE=E AT OMER D |2 L 2 BF%ICHInEFE
D 10%E R DWINBRETH S, £72. XQRIHB LRI L Y KE3)IKRAXD L HIcE£HT
x5,

RBE,, =

(3.3)
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1

. \2 R R -
\/a(conv)2 + 4‘S*.B(conv) — &(conv) \/a(D) + 4S*ﬁ(D) - a(D)
RBE10 == - T
2r@(conv) ZIB(D)

(3.4)

S* X log A — /L OMBAAATH 10% (= -1n0.1).a(D) = ao(D) + yB(D). @(conv) = Xo(conv) +
YBiconv) TH Do ARET L TH LA/ RBEy &, UHDR MR DFERHRT — 2 756 LQ E7 /1
WXV T 4T 4 TTHZETHEBILHBRBE, &l L7z, F72 BED 1Tk & Tk
7,

BED =nd (1 + L) =D <1 + L) (3.5)

a(D)/B(D) a(D)/B(D)

n X EE, d I OERRE, D IXRBRETHY . BBl D =60 (Gy) & L7z[25], BED
DOFFFEAERIZ LV | HEBIRE G ~OIS A O A HEM: & UHDR 12 L AW RDA 3y
2R L 72

3.2. R
3.2.1. FHxt DSB IR LMRER DT A —F

XG.DEE 3.1 IRSNEMET —ZIZT7 4 v 7T 47 L, PyMC3 @ NUTS % Huiz
MCMC ¥ 2 2 b—3 3 U2 kY Fogg(D) WD 2 DD 8F A—F Rz, TORER. M=
0.860+0.029, K=43.6+26.6 L7200, X 3.6 DX I REGENRELNT, 7B, ET /TR
— X ERGTHEDOT 4 v T 4 TR, AU Ol S0 FEBR T — % OEHE E 7=
X RED A A LT,

3.6 lZRT L DT, Fpge(D) 14< 10 Gy/s £ CTOMEIR TILHRERITEFE T, 10—600
Gy/s £ TOMERXH T 15%I1FEME T L, > 600 Gy/s TIE 15%IFEIERTFLIZEE, 3T —
EDEE > TS, —f%IC FLASH D L& WiEERE LTINS 40 Gy/s [26-30]1%
Fpsg(D) 23809~ % 10-600 Gy/s D#IFAIZ F £ 415> 800 Gy/s LA EDOFRESRIFIZ BT,
Fpsg(D) 13 EE OMINARTEE T & 72 5 728, 3(2.17)% v 7= UHDR HRE 14
o A7 3R 1T 12 Fpgp(800 Gy/s) = 0.866 + 0.028 & L TR 7-,

3.2.2. DSBIXRZHHIE L7~ UHDR B #% oML FER

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation \Z35\F 2 &7 V3T XA =5 [@(conv)s Blconv)] 3K 3.2 1T
R, yplEHOENLDEVT I E Y I 2b—2 3 2 LD RO THQRIHITRA L,
CONV RS DM AESFRIET — X2 ~DT 4 v T 4 V' ZIZE Y [@o(convy Beonv)] & RIE
L7z, % 32 OFMIADET N /RT A —Z XA E 68%Cl BERINTWD, Zith
DN A =R D E CONV HUR# oM AEFRifL, X 3.7 OFRWERD X 5127
ST, EBIT, TNHDO/RT A—X LHiHITHR LT Fpgg = 0.866 + 0.028 Z QAN AT
% ER 3 TITRTHEOERBPE LN, £3.2 LVRERKR? T2 TOMIRY A 7T >0.7
Td v, UHDR FSFRFOMIBAEFRO FRIFEILFERIE L X< —E LT\ Z LR s
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i
w
it

1.4- -
P -
8 1.2
‘G 1.0-—3—@{ ’ g
5 T
2 0.81 % + f
: j T
g 064 @ Buonanno etal. 2019 (p) I
v A Fouillade et al. 2019 (e)
2 04 O Lewetal 2020 (e) -
& - X Cooperetal. 2022 (e)
2 ¥ Dokic et al. 2022 (p)

0.21 ® Adrian et al. 2021 (e)

$ Shietal 2022 (X)
O_O L] LN R | ¥ mrrrrrr ¥ T rrvyeorng Ll rrvryrrog ¥ T roryvog T rrroeey
102 101 109 101 102 103 104

Dose rate (Gy/s)

3.6 HREFR L DSBINE (Fpsg(D)) DBIR, FEMUTTIIME, KA ORI A D
& (68%CI) TH D, WHIFD (p). (e). (X) ITFNTNETHE, B, XEHRT,

7o Flo. BV OSINTZHEBIT 68%CI TH Y . 2 TOMIIZ OV TIEBREN ZN 5 DR
MENSITEEND Z & bR SN,

3.2.3. UHDR RS2 %5 RBEw & BED OHEFE

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation Ci%, fEFFEZX (2.13) LEBEIZLQ ET/LDET
RKELTHZ LN TES72D, RBE & BED O ENELICARRTH D, = FARA  FE i
JOAAESR 10% & L7~ RBEjo X, #(3.4). BED IZ:(1.30)Z2 W TEHHE L7, X 3.8 DFEMHIX
ATV T LA FR AR L W RO 7= RBE)y TH D, (a)—(h)DAHMIED RBE g D
1% 0.864£0.509, 0.863+0.390, 0.895+0.504, 0.864+0.444, 0.862+0.461. 0.864+0.515,
0.865 +0.187, 0.865+0.321 THh-o7=, BV D5 LHEILIL 68%CI TH D, X 3.8 FOIE,
R(2.13)% HV T UHDR f5 2 OFIAEFREZ LQET/MIZL Y 7 0 v T 0 7 LTHAEL
Tl (GERMEICHY T 2ME) THY, RET VLD PR (R L —HLTWbZ L
DRI, X 3.9 128 W T, RWVERD CONV BFHZxIT57 0 v T4 71k D
BED OFHHfE, HUWERIIAETT LTl L7 UHDR &% D BED Thob, BV O5L
FEIRIE 68%CI Z#%9, BED O RN SIEAKZ V23, UHDR & CONV #RERHE D7 & A
EWEARPIETHID THEE Lz, Zhb X0, AFETHIE LI2ET /WL, kD LQ EF
DX IR OIIENE S ICHA T 2R 82 G35 L & HI2, DNA HIEEREICE
SWRER 72 TS AIBETH D 2 L RNbholz,
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32 MR EONRT A—H LAFRIMBROREREK
Model parameters
Cell type Xo(conv) (Gy1) B(conv) (Gy—2) R?%value
HeLa 0.330+0.134 0.034+0.016 0.981
MRC-5 0.320+0.130 0.043 £0.015 0.953
MDA-MB-231 0.366 £ 0.204 0.056 £ 0.025 0.895
LU-HNSCC4 0.443 +£0.146 0.056 £0.025 0.987
MCF7 0.285+0.243 0.079 £0.031 0.873
WiDr 0.243+£0.122 0.035+0.017 0.714
DU145 (hypoxia) 0.187 £ 0.030 0.010 £0.002 0.988
DU145 (normoxia) 0.239 +0.069 0.018 +£0.005 0.995
104 10°
(a)HelLa (b) MRC-5
10-1 R2=0.981 107! R2= 0953
S 5
5 B 1072
g 1072 g
g 2107
g 1073 g Lol
a —— Est. (CONV) a —— Est. (CONV)
107%§ — Est. (FLASH) _s| — Est. (FLASH)
T Exp (CONV) 107F & Exp (conV)
T Exp (FLASH)) @ Exp (FLASH))
10°° T T T T T T ¥ 10-6 L f L L L ' i
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)
10° 10°
(c) MDA-MB-231 (d) LU-HMSCC4
101} R? = 0.895 101 R?=0987
‘% 1072} '% 1072
E’ 1073 E\ 10-3
> >
g 107} g 107
) —— Est. (CONV) a —— Est. (CONV)
10-5| —— Est. (FLASH) 105 —— Est. (FLASH)
T Exp (CONV) T Exp (CONV)
T Exp (FLASH)) T Exp (FLASH)) :
WS4 6 & 10 12 14 0% 4 & & 10 12 14
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)
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10°
(e) MCF7
1071 R2=10.873
s 5
B 1072¢ s
E E
-3
217 g
2 2
£ 10 2 0]
n —— Est. (CONV) 0 —— Est. (CONV)
10-5] —— Est (FLASH) 10-5| —— Est. (FLASH)
$  Exp (CONV) §  Exp (CONV)
@ Exp (FLASH)) B Exp (FLASH))
1076 : : : : . : s 1076 : : : . . : :
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)
10°H - 10°F -
(9) DU145 (hypoxia) (h) DU145 (normoxia)
RZ=0.988 RZ=0.995
107t 1071}
C C
.2 o
- -
9] Q
g 1072 ‘g 10—2_
[e)] o
£ £
2 2
> 1073 2 1073t
3 3
n —— Est. (CONV) n —— Est. (CONV)
—— Est. (FLASH) —— Est. (FLASH)
107 F  Exp (CONV) 107*F §  Exp (CONV)
T Exp (FLASH)) @ Exp (FLASH)) Y
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25
Dose (Gy) Dose (Gy)

3.7 AKET/NMILD UHDR MR % OMIEAEFERIBROTH, ROERT MCMC > 2
2l —3 a3k VT 4T 4 7 ENT- CONV B #% o EERIR AR, FOERIT
ARKET NV CTTH S 72 UHDR BRSO AR EZ £ T, B D58 S 72 58I81E 68%CI T
H5D,

200l —— Est. (this work) 500k —— Est. (this work)
O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model) ' © Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
175% M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) 175k M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)
1.50F 150}
S 1251 S 1251
L i
2 1.00 D .00
0.75F 0.75f J
0.50F 0.50r
025+ (a)Hela 025} (b) MRC-5
0-0py2 1077 100 107 107 10° 10* 0-005=2 10 10° 10 102 10° 104
Dose rate (Gy/s) Dose rate (Gy/s)
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200k —— Est. (this work) 200k —— Est. (this work)

’ o Exp. (CONV fitting by LQ model) ' O  Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
1.75k M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) 175} T Exp. (UHDR fitting by LQ model)
150 150

S 1.25F S 1.25}
w w
2 5.00 2 .00
0.75F 0.75}
0.50 0.50
0-25F (c) MDA-MB-231 0.25r (d) LU-HNSCC4
D‘OLPO-Z 107 10° 107 107 10° 10* 0‘c':i)o-2 107 10° 10 107 10° 10%
Dose rate (Gy/s) Dose rate (Gy/s)
500l —— Est. (this work) 5 00k —— Est. {this work)

' O  Exp. (CONV fitting by LQ model) ' O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
175+ @ Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) 1.75F M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)
150+ 1.50F _

S 1.25 S 1.25¢
w [11]
2 5.00 2 1.00“
0.75 0.75}
0.50 0.50F
0.25r (e) MCF7 0.251 (f) WiDr -
U'Ofo-z 101 100 101 10 10° 104 0‘0&)_2 1071 109 10 10 10° 10¢
Dose rate (Gy/s) Dose rate (Gy/s)
200l —— Est. (this work) 200l —— Est. (this work)

’ O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model) ’ O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
175L M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) 175k M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)
1.50 1.50

S 1.25¢ o125}
w w
2B 1.00 B 1.00
0.75+ 1 0.75} J_
0.50 0.50F
0.25+ (g) DU145 (hypoxia) 025+ (h) DU145 (normoxia)
D‘OPO'Z 101 109 10 107 10° 10* D‘OPO'Z 107 100 10 107 10° 10*
Dose rate (Gy/s) Dose rate (Gy/s)
v o E=R 52 N > e N .
B13.8  AMKLOEYFRYEMSRE RBE, MILAEFER 10%% = RARA k& L7z RBE

RO, FERIIARET VO TFRIETH S, B D5 LEIRT 68%CI THDH, OTEIN
72403 UHDR FRE 2 DAESFRT — X B H: 7 4 v T 4 7 LI BI7= RBE) g, Th 5,
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—— CONV (0.23 Gy/s)
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

(a) HeLa

2 4 6 8 1I0
Dose per fraction (Gy/fr)

12 14

—— CONV (0.23 Gyf/s)

(c) MDA-MB-231
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

2 4 6 8 10
Dose per fraction (Gy/fr)

12 14

| — CONV (0.23 Gy/s)

(e) MCF7
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

2 4 6 8 10
Dose per fraction (Gy/fr)
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3.9 Mo BED, & DFEBRIIATETT /L TTHI L 7= UHDR BBEH# oMo A fF=Rdhg o
INTGA—=ENLRB LT 0H T 5, IROFERRIL CONV BHEOAGRT -4 %7 4 v T
AT UFDNTZRT A—=E D B3RDT- BED Th b, B0 D5 LHEKIL 68%CI Th 5,

33. BE

AL CRA%E L 72 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation % A\ 5 Z & T, Fpsg(D) (X1 3.6) Zf#
M7 % Z & T UHDR HH% D DSB IWEZAHIE L, CONV M % DM AEFET — 205
UHDR R % DM 7R MR Z TR CE 5 2 L3 -7-, UHDR MREHE OMIaAFH
ORPENR 72RO FEEEIZ DWW T, RETAZHEAT 52 LT CONV B EDOT—#
775 UHDR Mg O &A=l 4 FHITE 2, 7205, CONV faRIRE D FEHT —
&4 UHDR M OS2 RBLTE . ZIIERETLVORELRFIETH D,
Fo, RET VO E L UHDR B OMIATRIREZ R TR, EROEGFEET L
Th 2 LQ ET NVOMRAEFFEEZ KT E FEROEEBIZAEL TE 5 Z L6 RBE (4 3.8)
BELOBED (X3.9) OTHINAETHD Z L bREN,

ARET IV THEM L7 UHDR M2 OHINE AT O EIfEIE S < oMl TRl 2 FFEL L
720 RBEig (22T b FHIEITEERE A FH L. DSB [XNE DO XHMEZ Fpsp(D) (2L VW ET /L
\ZBRE S 2 Z LT UHDR RS IT DIEAFR RO GBI FHICHE LTz, 1ERE D
el oD A=A GRRIEPE) 13PN IC 36445 DSB N EER TH D Z L R SN TE 1228,
AR ORERS DSB WEHEHK THLHZ LEZREL TS, — 45T, MRC-5 & DUI14S

(normoxia) (2 DV TIT VM & FEREICTHEN B> > 7223, TRIFE RO AN S (68%(E ]
X)) PMICEBREAE Nz (13.7), MIEOFEIC X - CTid DNA #5208 172 2 HsLo
JFRE 72 57205686 &V [31,32]. DSB ORI 5 H 5w HHIEIZ R 5 AEMEh R & HE ik
FNCTFRT 2 Z EIEFBRAR S 500 Liven, XV EfEREWIROTRNCIE, & 672
DFERT — X OERBEETNARBBLETHD, E/o, WHEDENETD LEWEBREICET
Diam b & 5 13[33,34], AL THEE SN ARED SIIRE < S HICHS OL AN Of &
FOMADOFEEE, BRRIRE e EOFE 2 OEFRITIKFT HZ L1025 [2,3,33-35] LEWFRED
REZOWTIIREETH Y . FERZRET Y 7 OFEIZZ ),

FREER OV OH OYLEEBNME 95 Z EAVRB STV D Z & 95 [36,37].DSB I
H Fpsp(D) & ORAFRIZOWTHFHE L7z (X 3.10), "OH DUXEiE 7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-
carboxylic acid (7OH-C3CA) & Db Tl S AT 5 [36], A3 #R =3 0.05, 0.8, 7.7,
80, 160 Gy/s \Zxt9 2% OH IR D TAIE[36]. fitdlhE 2 4v 5 OFRERICHHET 5 Fpse(D) T
HD, K310 [Z/RS45H°0H OULFIL, scavenging capacity 73 1.36x108(s) THH L &DT
— X Th 5, Z D scavenging capacity [T D 3x108 (s1) 1ZiE <. DSB DULERA M &
AL~V Th D, X3.10 (RS2 EROMBIRENE 0.778 £ &< "OH D7 DSB
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[¥3.10 *OH & Fpsg(D) DBIfR, FEHUTFEHIME, BV S5 LEETIT 68%Cl Th D, EARD
X LR IE MCMC ¥R 2 b—3 a3 2 X W sRiz, Foss(D) 1ZXGE.DHE VRO TN D
*OH DIX# L 7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-carboxylic acid (7OH-C3CA) & Oun 6 PRI S v TV
%[36],

OIMFENCED D Z EARBEND, LLARN DS, Fpsp(D) DI 23 10—600 Gy/s D#iFH T
R SN2 DIZH L (X3.6), "OH BCEROIK FITMERN 10Gy/ls LLEE 725 LI1FE 7T K
—IZ72 0 [36]. 45 % DA HNHFEROHIAIL L 2o T2, T OR—BI MR
OFENBR L TV A AEEED H DM, MIIIIA R IR T — XY OERPLETH 5,

FROYIEEERECA TR D X O ICHNZIEF ICRIICE LD A =R ORI ET,
FLASH 205 O BRAE-CIF A0 20 TR FHIBEEE 7 L T U X A OBRRICIE, MRk Tk
FRMFEORIAE L DEMFENRBEOET Y V7L EETH S, IEF M & IEEIE T
UHDR M54 0 DSB AR OMFIORREISEVRH D Z & bR SN TN 5, AW TIE
F=BHBD RN LD MEOREEIC i%f%?W%%%thﬁ'A%£%?~&ﬁ
FRE I, BRI L IR DSB B OBMEIANCA B 72 EDTRD BT ST IXBE%
EBTNDT v T T — PRI TH D, TSI E R L g U ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@vAw
ROH ARICBAD D Fe?* D L~V | <, — I CHB by A7 A& RBEIETWDH[38], =
D K5 7R EHEM & L OARARE) 72 A P HIPEE DIENZ OV T H A A Y T H N
Db, -, BIEOET L OXG L L TV D MlRAFSRET — 2 T3 S 7 R ia ok
Eh R & | B IR DR L~V T OHIEE R OMERHITMIK T 5720, BURDET
NFROFERNSBREIZOWVTHIAT L Z EREE LV, FK & L TRx DEWRRA T =
ALOBEERTREIN, TENODAN=ALEET VT TEETDHIENEE LV, E
BT — 2 OEREIIZ LWed, SHOIOLRDLIFERT — X OEENEEND,
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4.1. ¥BIE

AHFZETIL, CONV HSH#£ & bbils L, UHDR FREH#4 125\ Tl 3 2 9131 DSB J& 44k %
BICERE L. CONV fEf# 36 JL Y UHDR HEST 1% DMl AR 73R 4 Mifd O FEIC K & <{KRAFET
% Z &7 PHRIRTBEZR BT 7 )V IMK model for UHDR-irradiation % Bi%& U7, B% L7=FE
TE, LQ ET NV ERBEDIVICR AL TE 5 Z &26, RBE X° BED OFENAEETH
HZ EbaRrENTz (3.1.4, 3237IH), Invivo \IZ81F 5 FLASH % RDFEHR A J1 = X L O
BUZIZE SR o T2 h3 | BB ORBIEFE EAFH 21 U 72iG MR R Lo sOs (b sfs) 23
R &0 BT % DSB# (142, 1581 %, MERE Frsg (K(2.16) ZHEATHZ
LT LY invitro 23T HMIBEDOFBUCEL) L7z, LA L7225, UHDR #4514 D DSB 1
OF—2TZ L, HE, BRIRE, DSB 20l ¥ 1 I v 7 EOFEREMHFOITS S
EREONTZT —FDORMENSHRE NI &0v5, CONV FRE# & s L UHDR FRE#£1C
DSB 3 EAZHD T AN & D NTE 2 2N METH D (1.4.3 TH), UHDR FRGHZ
BT, RO L [FERIZ, DSB 2 BN IR AR ICB 53 2 S0 2 B H 06T
F5121% DSB ROHIRSEIZ BT B EBRT — X OERIIRAIR TH D, AWFFETIL, ERT —
& BAFRF OEBR A R OFEREESPHE R OMBE) OBV EZEE T, ZhETITRESh
TEEHDOT — 2 inbiERE L DSB #OBR (Fpsp(D)) %3Kk® (1X3.6). CONV k%
& b L, UHDR 1235\ TC DSB #3215 72, 15 5417z DSB o M ) %
WCARET VA RWTIHRITT 2 Z &I X0 kx 2RO MIlak > UHDR B O AR O
BUTRH) LTz Z & 976 UHDR HESHHE O M0 ROV A F 1T b e 2 Fs1F 5 DSB #d
B TEERT 5 2 LR S L,

42. SHBDOEE

FLASH ZhRD A 71 = X NTEBRICHAL TRV, EiRET AT T e v 2
L—ya NS PN L0 | B, TREFHIFE BA/EH . ARy FhkZ U h v FELEo
B 7 EOGENEE L5 5 Z 2RI DR wmE I TE R (1.5 fi), KRBT
I%. /KH T UHDR fRET & CONV RSO CAE U 2 IEMERE O 2B 0 & 7 L 7= FEBfs R
[12]E ¥R a2 b—ra PR D PRI R[B-514 B, BT b FmfRIZH1T 2 DNA Ofg{biE
EICAE B L, MIfSE 2 TRITRE 2R U T AV DBISE 24T o 1=, 1E 5 Hl & s o [ o
DSB A=A DOfR R IR 2B OIE WL IEE I & EEMIEE O L Ky 7 ZRBEDE
W (143 ) BEBELTHWSZEbEZXOND, LIeR> T, (LFERICE T 2N T
DGR DOTEMERE O ECHENE VN RN D 2 EBE S LD, AFPRL 70 ki 7e
TEPEFR DB 2 0 TE AT ALY I 2 Lb—3 g IS L DFERT —F R
LR INTAKR~ORK ZRRET DL ON—ZITH D23, Baikalov H[6]287 I = L—
I VETAEERLIBE L L), MloEEs /T 26802 BE LoVl —
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oa U, IEFEMIEE EEMIEO RS DENE XV IEMEICEET 51 H 72 0 MRS TH
%, UHDR BHHZ KT 2T H L0 2 L—3 g > a— ROBFEIE 2020 4EE) BT

272272 THY ., BT hn v ab—ya SN ERZRET VO3S,
H’UF'HEJ@I/I“)7?<4?(’FTE@@1/\G LB T HICHIVMEEEZBND,

Fio, T HEB D7 RHED S IR EF VA, UHDR MRS & CONV BRSO DSB % & A
ﬂ@iﬁff@ BV —EMER RV ATREME LR SNV CTUV 5 [7], DSB £t 272 53, o H[K
AEEBTHLEHLMETHD, #lxiE. UHDR WL CONV R & i UNEE @I L 2 40
LT N LR ENTWNDA (1422 H) ., IFEEBILOREEN TH 2 HNE 17 R
= 2B % BAX X° Bel-xL OFEELA 4325 Z & T DNA 5K T 7R h—

EHETDHZEDRINTNSD (1.3.6, 1.3.73H), DSB 507 DR & A S 72 0B &
ORFEMIIZEI G- 2 0E AR TH 505, T O AW FRIER 2 X7 A —2{L, E
TV T T L THRERBRNFFCE B2 5,

S DI IR OZFENCES < ERRob PRI 2 {GE, A ThYIab—a v
BT VTHE ST D DU Tl (1.5 i), Ml £S5 & 8 =5 ofE Rz — BN 720
:k%%@ém1m609ﬁ<t%\xﬁ%@Wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁméhk@%ww@iﬁ$?%

T MR LN TH LN D TUEGE VR OMERHI T ET 2, Licd-> T, ERiofb7mfd £
T UHDR 4 & CONV HUR OEVICHE F 69, Z D% OEY FRIEFRIZI T 2l 6

NN O DOEWC GBS EZ Y THOMERH DL EEZ X LND,

FLASH Zh R OBFRIZIL EFRD X 5 IZF 2 OBAD in silico TT VEREET D 2 L3
HChDH, FRFCERT — & % S HICEM S, FLASH 2HRICKE < BEb bR 1% L+
LB METHD, BRI insilico T VORIMITITEERRINRET U o 7 O G2 BT
HI2ODFERT — 2 ODEENBH CThHDH, — T, insilico ET VO TSN DHT 70K
LB DGR 3T 2 BRI s OWFERSE & . R R EBRE T VA O & 72
D 55, Insilico BT /v & FEERET /VHRFAEIZ/EM L, FLASH 20 HICB L CIBRAYICEAT T
AR BRI R ML S LD 2 & T, f$KkD FLASH-RT MIAHGHEZEE 231 5 £
BN EE S NI REFHE T LI X AOBEN I TE 5,

27 3CHR

1. Kusumoto T., Kitamura H., Hojo S., Konishi T., Kodaira S. Significant changes in
yields of 7-hydroxycoumarin-3-carboxylic acid produced under FLASH radiotherapy
conditions. RSC Adv. 2020;10:38709-14.

2. Kusumoto T., Inaniwa T., Mizushima K., Sato S., Hojo S., Kitamura H., et al. Radiation
chemical yields of 7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-carboxylic acid for proton- and carbon-ion
beams at ultra-high dose rates: Potential roles in FLASH effects. Radiat Res.
2022;198:255-62.

3. Kreipl MS, Friedland W, Paretzke HG. Interaction of ion tracks in spatial and



FHAE RERBLOSRORERE

temporal proximity. Radiat Environ Biophys. 2009;48:349-59.

4. Ramos-Méndez J, Dominguez-Kondo N, Schuemann J, McNamara A, Moreno-Barbosa
E, Faddegon B. LET-dependent intertrack yields in proton irradiation at ultra-high dose
rates relevant for FLASH therapy. Radiat Res. 2020;194:351-62.

5. Alanazi A, Meesungnoen J, Jay-Gerin JP. A computer modeling study of water
radiolysis at high dose rates. relevance to flash radiotherapy. Radiat Res. 2021;195:149—
62.

6. Baikalov A, Abolfath R, Schiiler E, Mohan R, Wilkens J J, Bartzsch S. Intertrack
interaction at ultra-high dose rates and its role in the FLASH effect. Front Phys.
2023,;11:1215422.

7. Limoli C L, Vozenin M-C. Reinventing Radiobiology in the Light of FLASH
Radiotherapy. Annu Rev Cancer Biol. 2023;7:1-23.



Eif5E

KL DOPEIZHI-D, ZHEE, ZHHEnelEnWie2 02 IUE#HORER L £,

KIFFROFTICHTZY , HAEI Y BOR TRE LI Z B Y | k4 RBID EH 0
W2 E E LRk ASHERERIS D X V&S L BT 97, Afa e TREW 22,
THEEGYD £ L BREER, A)IEMBIRICR CELE L BT £3, I &mGaEamicid,
BT NVOHEGEREIZONWTERA R TEZ W& | REBHEEIZR Y £ Lz, EJELH
L EFES,

R BAN DT ZEBR S ORI AR Z B I IT, ALFRIRBLEN D T D DZEET DN
THERIEREZWEE, fSCHEIC MW E E Lic, BSEHWIZLET,

A A PR R FORAE R 2 R BT T B O BB O EHERITIE, e NFPAE L L TIER
BATTE D X ORA QI T A TWEEE £ Lic, ELEHNZLET,

Z LT AR ARFIAELS LTHES 5 2 LB Z R L, B L TSR IBIZ LD
e L £

PRI, EHENFAEOEHN GELRRER THEERIRRICELE T ENCEZDD
R L THEZI Y £ LI OREIATRAS, DRV ELE L B ES



ES WIS

i

1. Shiraishi Y, Matsuya Y, Kusumoto T, Fukunaga H. Modeling for predicting survival fraction of
cells after ultra-high dose rate irradiation. Phys. Med. Biol. 2024, 69, 015017.

2. Shiraishi Y, Matsuya Y, Fukunaga H. Possible mechanisms and simulation modeling of FLASH
radiotherapy. Radiol. Phys. Technol. Published online: 06 January 2024.

FRFER
1. Shiraishi Y, Date H. Acquisition of physical quantities of electrons for modeling the FLASH
effect. The 5th symposium of Faculty of Health Sciences (FHS) 2021. 9. 17—-18., Sapporo

(online) (Poster).

2. Shiraishi Y, Matsuya Y, Fukunaga H, Date H. A model for estimating FLASH effect on cell
surviving fraction based on ROS concentration. The Radiation Research Society’s 68th Annual
Meeting 2022. 10. 15—19, Waikoloa Village (Poster).

3. HA MK, I 1A, fA LM, fRK A FLASH BURBRIEHRIZ IS 1T 5 DNA 815
JEBNT IS S AFRIFRTHET L. 5 60 [ A AN BIEG 7= AW P it ks
2023.6.23, A (HEARER).

4. Shiraishi Y, Matsuya Y, Kusumoto T, Fukunaga H. A predictive model of survival curve in ultra-

high dose-rate irradiation based on DNA damage response. The 6th symposium of Faculty of
Health Sciences (FHS) 2023. 10. 20., Sapporo (Poster).



fé% A UHDR—CONYV ] DSB HMIE/REEH = — K

#
# Integrated microdosimetric-kinetic (IMK) model for UHDR-irradiation
# Estimation of the relation between dose rate and Fdsb
Thioksratsokrodokokokkokokokokskokkokookok kool okl okokaiorookkok dokkokok okkodoklokkookak okakokak ookt okokokok dokokioolokok ok kokok ook
# Graduate school of Health Sciences Hokkaido University
# Created by Shiraishi Y.

#

import math as mt

import numpy as np

import sympy as sym

import pymc3 as pm

import arviz as az

import pandas as pd

import seaborn as sns

import itertools

import statistics as st

import matplotlib.pyplot as plt
import matplotlib. font_manager as fm
import statsmodels.api as sm
import warnings

import matplotlib.ticker as ptick

warnings. simplefilter (" ignore’ , FutureWarning)
from scipy. stats. mstats import mquantiles

# Input parameters

IN = 10000 # number of sample

chains = 1 # number of chain

tune = 1000 # number of burn in

cores = 3 # number of core

xlim_min = 0.01 # minimum value of relative OH yield for depicting graph
x| im_max = 10%x*4 # maximum value of relative OH yield for depicting graph
ylim_min = 0. # minimum value of Fdsb for depicting graph

ylim_max = 1.5 # maximum value of Fdsb yield for depicting graph

# Input preparation
data = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB. ¢csv')

datal = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB1. csv")
data2 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB2. csv')
data3 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB3. csv')

#data4 = pd.read_csv (' DR-DSB4. ¢csv')

datab = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB5. csv')
data6 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB6. csv')
data7 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB7. csv')
data8 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB8. csv')
data9 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB9. csv')

datal0 = pd. read_csv (' DR-DSB10. csv’)
datall = pd. read_csv ('Dose rate-OH.csv')
DO = data['DR']

D01 = datal['DR']

D02 = data2['DR']

D03 = data3['DR’]

#D04 = data4[ DR’ ]

D05 = data5[ DR’ ]
D06 = data6[ DR']
D07 = data7['DR']
D08 = data8['DR']
D09 = data9[ DR’ ]
D10 = datal0['DR']
SFO = data[' DSB']

SFO1 = datal['DSB']




SF02 = data2[ DSB']
SF03 = data3[ DSB']
#SF04 = data4[' DSB']
SFO5 = data5[ DSB' ]
SF06 = data6[ DSB']
SFO7 = data7[ DSB']
SF08 = data8[' DSB']
SF09 = data9[ DSB']
SF10 = datal0[' DSB’]
sigma = data[ SD']
sigmal = datal[' SD']
sigma2 = data2[' SD']
sigmad = data3[' SD’]
ftsigmad4 = datad[ SD']
sigmab = datab[ SD’']
sigma6 = data6[' SD']
sigmal = data7[' SD']
sigma8 = data8[ SD']
sigma9 = data9[' SD’']
sigmal0 = datal0[ SD']
drOH = datal1['DR']
cOH = datall1[' G value rel’]
sdOH = datal1[' SD']
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D=1]
SF = []
sizel = 1

for i in range(len(DO)):
D. append (np. random. normal (loc=DO[i], scale=0., size=sizel))
SF. append (np. random. normal (loc=SFO[i], scale=0., size=sizel))

SF = np. array (SF)
for i in range(len(SF)):
for j in range(sizel):
i SFL K, j1<05
k=0
while k < 10000:
np. random. seed (seed=k)
SF[i, j] = np. random. normal (loc=SFO[i], scale=0, size=1)
if SFLi,jl >=10.:
break

D = list(itertools. chain. from_iterable (D))
SF = list(itertools. chain. from_iterable(SF))
D = pd. DataFrame (D, columns = ['D'])

SF = pd. DataFrame (SF, columns = ['SF'])

# Model preparation and parameter estimation by NUTS
with pm. Model () as model:

a = pm. Uniform('a', upper=100., lower=0.)

b = pm. Uniform('b", upper=100., lower=0.)

eps = pm. Uniform('eps’, upper=10., lower=0.)

# liklihood
mu = pm. Deterministic('mu’, bx(a+D)/ (axb+D))
SF_lik = pm. Normal (" l'ik’, mu=mu, sigma=eps, observed=SF)

# MCMC simulation (NUTS)

trace = pm. sample (IN, chains=chains, tune=tune,
cores=cores, random_seed=rs,
target_accept=0. 95)




ppc = pm. sample_posterior_predictive (trace, var_names = ¥

B

print(az. waic(trace, scale="deviance'))

# Output
fig, az = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)
fig, ax = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)

ax. set_xlim(xlim_min, xI|im_max)
ax. set_ylim(ylim_min, ylim_max)

plt. xticks (fontsize=12)
plt. yticks (fontsize=12)
plt. rcParams[ xtick.direction ]="in’
plt. rcParams[' ytick.direction ]J="in’

“eps”. “1ik"1)

plt. errorbar (D01, SFO1, yerr=sigmal, capsize=5, label="Buonanno et al. 2019 (p)’
fmt="0", ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None')

plt. errorbar (D02, SF02, yerr=sigma2, capsize=b, label="Fouillade et al. 2019 (e)’
fmt=""", ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None")

plt. errorbar (D03, SF03, yerr=sigma3, capsize=5, label="Levy et al. 2020 (e)’
fmt="s", ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None')

plt. errorbar (D05, SF05, yerr=sigmab, capsize=5, label="Cooper et al. 2022 (e)’
fmt="x", ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None")

plt. errorbar (D06, SF06, yerr=sigma6, capsize=5, label="Dokic et al. 2022 (p)'
fmt="v', ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, Iw=1, mfc="None')

plt. errorbar (D10, SF10, yerr=sigmalO, capsize=5, label="Adrian et al. 2021 (e)’,
fmt="p', ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None')

plt. errorbar (D07, SFO7, yerr=sigmal, capsize=5, label="Shi et al. 2022 (X)'
fmt="d", ms=7, ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, Iw=1, mfc="None')

Dx = np. linspace(0.01, 10000, 100000)

a_mean = st. mean(ppc[ a'])

b_mean = st. mean(ppc['b’'])

a_sd = st. stdev(ppc['a'])

b_sd = st. stdev(ppc['b' 1)

al = a_mean-a_sd

ah = a_mean+a_sd

bl = b_mean-b_sd

bh = b_mean+b_sd

print( ')

print( mean’, "a:', a_mean, ' b:’, b_mean)

print( P

print(‘sd ’, "ai', ausd, ' bi', b.sd)

print( )

print( 1o HDI of a:’, al, '-', ah)

print( ")

print( 1o HDI of b:", bl, '-', bh)

print( =)

ab_mean = a_mean*b_mean

mu_pp = b_mean* (a_mean+Dx)/ (ab_mean+Dx)

da = b_mean* ((ab_mean+Dx)-b_mean* (a_mean+Dx)) / ((ab_mean+Dx) **2)

db = ((a_mean+Dx)* (ab_mean+Dx)—ab_mean* (a_mean+Dx))/ ((ab_mean+Dx) **2)
SF_sd = np. sqrt ((daxa_sd) **2+ (dbxb_sd) **2)

DR = 800

mu_800 = b_mean* (a_mean+DR) / (ab_mean+DR)

da800 = b_mean* ((ab_mean+DR)-b_mean* (a_mean+DR)) / ((ab_mean+DR) **2)
db800 = ((a_mean+DR)* (ab_mean+DR)-ab_mean* (a_mean+DR)) / ((ab_mean+DR) **2)
sd800 = np. sqrt ((da800%a_sd) **2+ (db800%b_sd) **2)

print(C wFC =", mu_800, ' =+ ', sd800)

SF_for_Chi2_R2 = b_mean* (a_mean+D0) / (ab_mean+D0)
prochi2 = (SFO-SF_for_Chi2_R2)/sigma
Chi2 = np. dot (prochi2, prochi2)/len(prochi2)




proR2_1 = SFO-SF_for_Chi2_R2

proR2_2 = SF0-np. mean (SF0)

R2 = 1 - np. dot(proR2_1, proR2_1) /np. dot (proR2_2, proR2_2)
print(* X 2 =" .Chi2)

print:(’ R2 = ", R2)

plt. xscale(' log")
ax. set_xlabel ('Dose rate (Gy/s)', fontsize=14)
ax. set_ylabel ('Relative number of DSBs', fontsize=14)

ax. legend (fontsize=10, loc=3)

ax. plot (Dx, mu_pp, color="k")

low = mu_pp - SF_sd

high = mu_pp + SF_sd

ax. fill_between(Dx, low, high, color="gray', alpha=0.2)

plt. savefig(“Dose rate vs. Ndsb_Alper.tiff”, format="tiff"

dpi=1000)
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Integrated microdosimetric-kinetic (IMK) model for UHDR-irradiation
1. Fitting of IMK model to experimental data of CONV dose rate
2. Estimation of cell survival curve, RBE, and BED with Fdsb

Graduate school of Health Sciences Hokkaido University
Created by Shiraishi Y

F = o H = =

import math as mt

import numpy as np

import pymc3 as pm

import arviz as az

import pandas as pd

import itertools

import statistics as st

import matplotlib.pyplot as plt

import warnings

warnings. simplefilter (" ignore’, FutureWarning)
from scipy. stats. mstats import mquantiles

#
# Input parameters (cell specific)

xlim_min = 0. # minimum value of dose for depicting graph
x| im_max = 15. # maximum value of dose for depicting graph
ylim_min = 0.00001 # minimum value of SF for depicting graph
ylim_max = 1.2 # maximum value of SF for depicting graph
BED_max = 220 # maximum value of BED for depicting graph
wr = 0.866 # Fdsb

wr_sd = 0.028 # sd of Fdsb

yd = 1.6241 # dose averaged |ineal energy [keV/um]
yd_sd = . 0067 # uncertainty of yd (10)

nd = 60 # total dose for calculating BED

rd=.5 # radius of domain [ um]

rho = 1 # density of domain [g/cm3]

e = 1.602x10%*-19 # elementary charge

IN = 10000 # number of sample

chains = 1 # number of chain

tune = 1000 # number of burn in

cores = 3 # number of core

rs =0 # random seed

#:::::::

# Gamma

fe==s=cs

gamma = yd*1000%e/ (10%*x—15%mt. pi*rdx*2)
gamma_sd = 1000%e/ (10%*—15%mt. pi*rd**2)*yd_sd
print(" ¥y ="', gamma, '+', gamma_sd)

File reading & Set variables of readings

F = =

dataC = pd. read_csv (' Ave_' + CellName + '_CONV.csv')

dataF = pd.read_csv('Ave: + CelIName + '_FLASH.csv')

DoseCO = dataC[' Dose']
sdDoseC = st. stdev (DoseC0)




SFCO = dataC[' SF']

sigmaC = dataC[ sigma’]
DoseF0 = dataF[' Dose']
sdDoseC = st. stdev (DoseF0)
SFFO = dataF[' SF']

sigmaF = dataF[ sigma’]
|ogSFCO = -np. log (SFCO)
logSFFO = -np. log (SFFO0)
logSFCsd = -np. log(sigmaC)
logSFFsd = -np. log (sigmaF)

Model preparation and parameter estimation by NUTS

= = =

with pm. Model () as modelC:
# Prior distribution
a0C = pm. Uniform('a0C', upper=1., lower=0.)
bC = pm. Uniform(' bC', upper=1., lower=0.)
epsC = pm. HalfNormal (" epsC’, sigma=st. stdev (1ogSFCO))

# liklihood
muC = pm. Deterministic ('muC’, (a0C+gamma*bC)*DoseCO+bC*DoseCO**2)
|ikC = pm. Normal (" | ikC', mu=muC, sd=epsC, observed=0gSFC0)

# MCMC simulation (NUTS)

traceC = pm. sample (IN, chains=chains, tune=tune
cores=cores, random_seed=rs,
target_accept=0. 95)

# Generate random variables from posterior distribution
ppcC = pm. sample_posterior_predictive(traceC, var_names = ¥
[7a0C”, “bC” “epsC”. ”1ikC”])

with pm. Model () as modelF
# Prior distribution
aOF = pm. Uniform (" aOF", upper=1., lower=0.)
bF = pm. Uniform(' bF', upper=1., lower=0.)
epsF = pm. HalfNormal (" epsF’, sigma=st. stdev (logSFF0))

# liklihood
muF = pm. Deterministic ('muF', (aOF+gamma*bF)*DoseF0+bF*DoseF0**2)
|ikF = pm. Normal (" | ikF', mu=muF, sd=epsF, observed=|0gSFF0)

# MCMC simulation (NUTS)

traceF = pm. sample (IN, chains=chains, tune=tune
cores=cores, random_seed=rs,
target_accept=0. 95)

# Generate random variables from posterior distribution
ppcF = pm. sample_posterior_predictive (tracefF, var_names = ¥
["a0F”, “bF” “epsE”. "1 ikE”1)

print ( WAIC for CONV')
print(az. waic(traceC, scale="deviance'))
print C WAIC for FLASH)
print (az. waic(traceF, scale="deviance'))

fig, az = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)




fig, ax = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)

ax. set_xlim(xlim_min, x!|im_max)

ax. set_ylim(ylim_min, ylim_max)

plt. xticks (fontsize=12)

plt. yticks (fontsize=12)

plt. rcParams[' xtick.direction ]="in’

plt. rcParams[' ytick.direction ]="in’

fig. set_size_inches(5.1, 4)

ax. errorbar (DoseC0, SFCO, yerr=sigmaC, capsize=5, label="Exp (CONV)",
fmt="0o", ms=6, ecolor="r', mec="r', mew=1, Iw=1, mfc="None')

ax. errorbar (DoseF0, SFFO, yerr=sigmaF, capsize=5, label="Exp (FLASH))’
fmt="s', ms=6, ecolor="b', mec="b"', mew=1, Iw=1, mfc="None')

dosex = np. linspace (0, x|im_max, 1000)
a0C = ppcCG[“a0C”]

bC = ppcC[”“bC”]

aC = a0C+gamma*bC

a0F = ppcF["a0F”]

bF = ppcF["bF”]

aF = a0OF+gamma*bF

aM = wr*a0C+gammaxwr**2%bC
bM = wr**2xbC

a0C_mean = st. mean (a0C)

bC_mean = st. mean (bC)

aC_mean = a0C_mean+gamma*xbC_mean

aOF_mean = st. mean (aOF)

bF_mean = st. mean (bF)

aF_mean = aOF_mean+gamma*bF_mean

aM_mean = wr*a0C_mean+gamma*xwr**2xbC_mean
bM_mean = wrx*2xbC_mean

a0C_sd = st. stdev (a0C)

bC_sd = st. stdev (bC)

aC_sd = np. sqrt (a0C_sd**2+ (gamma*bC_sd) **2+ (bC_mean*gamma_sd) **2)
aOF_sd = st. stdev (a0F)

bF_sd = st. stdev (bF)
aF_sd = np. sqrt (aOF _sd**2+ (gamma*bF_sd) **2+ (bF_mean*gamma_sd) **2)
aM_sd = np. sqrt ((wr*a0C_sd) **2+ (gammaxwr**2xbC_sd) **2 ¥

+ (2xgamma*xwr*bC_meankwr_sd) ** 2+ (wr**2+bC_mean*gamma_sd) **2)
bM_sd = np. sqrt ((wrxx2%bC_sd) **2+ (2xwr*bC_meankxwr_sd) **2)
print( )
print('a0C = ', a0C_mean, ' = ', a0C_sd)
print("aC ="', aC_mean, ' =% ', aC_sd)
print("bC =", bC_mean, + ', bC_sd)
print( %)
print( aOF = ', aOF_mean, ' £ ', aOF_sd)
print("aF = ', aF_mean, + ', aF_sd)
print (" bF =", bF_mean, + ', bF_sd)
print( )
print("aM = ', aM_mean, + ", aM_sd)
print (" bM =", bM_mean, + ', bM_sd)

SF_for_Chi2_R2 = np. exp (-aM_mean*DoseF0-bM_mean*DoseF0**2)

prochi2 = (SFFO0-SF_for_Chi2_R2)

Chi2 = np. dot(prochi2, prochi2)/len(prochi2)

proR2_1 = SFFO-SF_for_Chi2_R2

proR2_2 = SFFO-np. mean (SFFO)

R2 = 1 - np. dot(proR2_1, proR2_1) /np. dot (proR2_2, proR2_2)

print( )
print(" X"2 =" ,Chi2)

print(CR"2 = ", R2)

plt. yscale(' log")
mu_C = -aC_mean*dosex—bC_mean*xdosex*x*2




mu_F = -aF_meanxdosex—bF_mean*dosex**2
mu_M = -aM_mean*dosex—bM_mean*dosex**2
sd_C = np. sqrt ((aC_sd*dosex) **2+ (dosex*#*2%bC_sd) **2)
sd_F = np. sqrt ((aF_sd*xdosex) **2+ (dosex**2xbF_sd) **2)
sd_M = np. sqrt ((aM_sd*dosex) **2+ (dosex**2*xbM_sd) **2)

low_C = np. exp(mu_C-sd_C)

high_C = np. exp (mu_C+sd_C)

low_F = np. exp(mu_F-sd_F)

high_F = np. exp (mu_F+sd_F)

low_M = np. exp (mu_M-sd_M)

high_M = np. exp (mu_M+sd_M)

mu_C = np. exp (mu_C)

mu_F = np. exp (mu_F)

mu_M = np. exp (mu_M)

ax. plot (dosex, mu_C, color="r", label="Est. (CONV)', Iw=1.)
ax. plot (dosex, mu_M, color="b", label="Est. (FLASH)', Iw=1.)
ax. fill_between(dosex, low_C, high_C, color="r", alpha=0.2)
ax. fill_between(dosex, low_M, high_M, color="b", alpha=0.2)
ax. set_xlabel (' Dose (Gy)', fontsize=14)

ax. set_ylabel ("Surviving fraction', fontsize=14)

ax. legend (fontsize=11, loc="lower left’)

plt. savefig('Surv_' + CelIName + '.tiff", format="tiff”, dpi=1000)

.

#

# Relative Biological Effectiveness
#

A_mean = 43. 5851

B_mean = . 8597

AB_mean = A_mean*B_mean

A_sd = 26.5656

B_sd = . 0291

DR = np. linspace (. 01, 10%x4, 100000)

wr_mean = B_mean* (A_mean+DR) / (AB_mean+DR)

Eawr = B_mean* ( (AB_mean+DR)-B_mean* (A_mean+DR) )/ ((AB_mean+DR) **2) *A_sd

Ebwr = ((A_mean+DR)* (AB_mean+DR)-AB_mean* (A_mean+DR) )/ ((AB_mean+DR) **2)*B_sd
wr_sd = np. sqrt (Eawr**2+Ebwr*%2)

aw_mean = a0C_mean+gamma*wr_meanxbC_mean

aw_sd = np. sqrt (a0C_sd**2+gamma**2* ((wr_meanxbC_sd) **2+ (bC_meanxwr_sd) **2) )

In = np. log(. 1)

sqC = np. sqrt(aC_mean**2-4xbC_meanxIn)
sqF = np. sgrt (aF_mean**2-4xbF_mean* In)
saM = np. sqrt (aw_mean**2-4xbC_mean* In)

sqC_sd = np. sqrt ((aC_mean/sqC*aC_sd) **2+ (-2%In/sqC*bC_sd) **2)
sgF_sd = np. sqrt ((aF_mean/sqF*aF_sd) **2+ (-2% In/sqF*bF_sd) **2)
sgM_sd = np. sqrt ((aw_mean/sgM*aw_sd) **2+ (-=2% In/sqM*xbC_sd) **2)
nume = sgG-aC_mean
deno = sgM-aw_mean
nume_sd = np. sqrt (((aC_mean/np. sqrt (aC_mean**2-4% |n¥bC_mean)-1) ¥
*aC_sd) **2+ (-2% In/np. sqrt (aC_meanx*2-4* | nxbC_mean) *bC_sd) **2)
deno_sd = np. sqrt (((aw_mean/np. sqrt (aw_meanx*2-4% |nkxbC_mean)-1) ¥
*aw_sd) **2+ (-2% In/np. sqrt (aw_meanx*2-4* [nxbC_mean) *bC_sd) **2)
RBEM = nume/denoxwr_mean
RBEM_sd = np. sqrt ((-nume/denox*2*wr_meankxdeno_sd) **2 ¥
+ (wr_mean/denoxnume_sd) **2+ (nume/deno*wr _sd) **2)

D10C = (sqC-aC_mean)/2/bC_mean
D10F = (sqF-aF_mean)/2/bF_mean
D1OM = (sqM-aM_mean) /2/bM_mean
D10C_sd = np. sqrt (((aC_mean/sqC-1) /2/bC_mean*aC_sd)**2 ¥
+ (- (sqC* (2% InkbC_mean+1)—aC_mean) / (2xbC_mean*x*2) xbC_sd) **2)
D10F_sd = np. sqrt (((aF_mean/sqF-1) /2/bF_mean*aF_sd)**2 ¥




+ (= (sgF* (2% InkbF_mean+1)—aF_mean) / (2xbF_mean**2) xbF_sd) **2)
D10M_sd = np. sqrt (((aM_mean/saM-1) /2/bM_mean*aM_sd) **2 ¥

+ (= (sgM* (2% In*bM_mean+1) —aM_mean) / (2xbM_mean**2) xbM_sd) **2)
RBEF = D10C/D10F
RBEF_sd = np. sqrt ((1/D10F*D10C_sd) **2+ (-D10C/D10F**2xD10F _sd) **2)
low = RBEM - RBEM_sd
high = RBEM + RBEM_sd

fig, ay = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)
ay. plot (DR, RBEM, color="k', label="Est. (this work)', Iw=1)
ay. fill_between(DR, low, high, color="gray', alpha=0.2)
ay. set_xlim(. 01, 10%x%4)
ay. set_ylim(0., 2.2)
plt. xticks (fontsize=11)
plt. yticks (fontsize=11)
plt. rcParams[ xtick.direction ]J="in’
plt. rcParams[' ytick.direction ]1="in’
plt. xscale(' log')
ay. set_xlabel ('Dose rate (Gy/s)’', fontsize=14)
ay. set_ylabel (' RBES_{10}$', fontsize=14)
fig. set_size_inches(5.1, 4)
plt. plot(0.2333, 1., "ko', ms=6, label= ¥
"Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)’, mec="k', mew=1, lw=1, mfc="None')
plt. errorbar (600, RBEF, yerr=RBEF_sd, capsize=5, fmt="s',6 ¥
ms=6, label="Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)’,
ecolor="k', mec="k', mew=1, Iw=1, mfc="None")
ay. legend (fontsize=11)
plt. savefig('RBE_" + CellName + '.tiff', format="tiff”, dpi=1000)

DR = 800

wr_mean = B_meanx* (A_mean+DR)/ (AB_mean+DR)

Eawr = B_mean* ((AB_mean+DR) -B_mean* (A_mean+DR) )/ ((AB_mean+DR) **2) *A_sd

Ebwr = ((A_mean+DR)* (AB_mean+DR)-AB_mean* (A_mean+DR)) / ( (AB_mean+DR) **2) *B_sd
wr_sd = np. sqrt (Eawr**2+Ebwr*x2)

aw_mean = a0C_mean+gammaxwr_mean*bC_mean

aw_sd = np. sqrt (a0C_sd**2+gammax*2x* ((wr_meanxbC_sd) **2+ (bC_mean*wr_sd) **2) )
In = np. log(. 1)

sqC = np. sqrt (aC_mean**2-4xbC_mean*In)

sgF = np. sqrt (aF_meanx*2-4xbF_mean*|n)

sgM = np. sqrt (aw_mean**2-4xbC_mean* |n)

sqC_sd = np. sqrt ((aC_mean/sqC*aC_sd) **2+ (=2 In/sqCxbC_sd) **2)
sgF_sd = np. sqart ((aF_mean/sqF+*aF_sd) **2+ (-2% |n/sqF*bF_sd) **2)
sgM_sd = np. sqart ((aw_mean/saMkaw_sd) **2+ (-2% In/sqMxbC_sd) **2)

nume = sgC-aC_mean

deno = sgM-aw_mean

nume_sd = np. sqrt (((aC_mean/np. sqrt (aC_mean**2-4% |nxbC_mean)-1) *aC_sd) *x*2 ¥
+(=2%In/np. sgrt (aC_mean**2-4% |nxbC_mean) *bC_sd) **2)

deno_sd = np. sqrt (((aw_mean/np. sqrt (aw_meanx*2-4% |nxbC_mean) - 1) xaw_sd) **2 ¥
+(=2%In/np. sqrt (aw_mean**2-4% | nxbC_mean) *bC_sd) **2)

RBEM = nume/deno*wr_mean

RBEM_sd = np. sqrt ((-nume/deno**2*xwr_meanxdeno_sd) **2 ¥
+ (wr_mean/denoxnume_sd) **2+ (nume/denoxwr_sd) **2)

ErrRBE = (RBEM-RBEF) /RBEF*100

print (" SF(800 Gy/s) =", RBEM, ' =", RBEM_sd)

print ( Error of RBE =", ErrRBE, "%')

3

Biologically effective dose

t

'

abC = aC_mean/bC_mean
abC_sd = np. sqrt ((1/bC_meanxaC_sd) **2+ (-aC_mean/bC_mean**2xbC_sd) **2)
abM = aM_mean/bM_mean




abM_sd = np. sqrt ((1/bM_meanxaM_sd) **2+ (—aM_mean/bM_meanx*2xbM_sd) **2)
abF = aF_mean/bF_mean
abF_sd = np. sqrt ((1/bF_mean*aF_sd) **2+ (-aF_mean/bF_meanx*2%bF_sd) **2)

print(" /B (CONV, IMKM) = ', abC, '=+', abC_sd)
print(" /B (FLASH, IMKM) ="', 6 abF, '+’ 6 abF_sd)
print(" /B (FLASH, IMKMF) = ', abM, '=', abM_sd)

DPF = np. linspace (0., 50, 1000) # dose per fraction

bedC = ndx* (1+DPF/abC)

bedC_sd = np. sqrt ((-nd*DPFxbC_mean/aC_mean**2*aC_sd) **2+ (nd*DPF/aC_mean*bC_sd) **2)
bedM = nd* (1+DPF/abM)

bedM_sd = np. sqrt ((-nd*DPFxbM_mean/aM_meansk*2xaM_sd) **2+ (nd*DPF/aM_mean*bM_sd) **2)

fig, av = plt. subplots(constrained_layout=True)

av. set_xlim(0., xI|im_max)

av. set_ylim(50., BED_max)

plt. xticks (fontsize=11)

plt. yticks (fontsize=11)

plt. rcParams[' xtick.direction ]="in’

plt. rcParams[ ytick.direction ]="in’

av. set_xlabel (' Dose per fraction (Gy/fr)', fontsize=14)

av. set_ylabel (' BED (Gy)', fontsize=14)

fig. set_size_inches (5.1, 4)

av. plot (DPF, bedC, color="r", Iw=1, label="CONV (0.23 Gy/s)')
low = bedC - bedC_sd

high = bedC + bedC_sd

av. fill_between(DPF, low, high, color="r", alpha=0.2)

av. plot (DPF, bedM, color="b", Iw=1, label="FLASH (800 Gy/s)')
low = bedM - bedM_sd

high = bedM + bedM_sd

av. fill_between(DPF, low, high, color="b", alpha=0.2)

av. legend (fontsize=11, loc="upper left
plt. savefig(" BED_" + CelIName + '.tiff', format="tiff”, dpi=1000)
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