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EREIZ IV TS FITZW, IRRICAHTH Y | 4 B CTIREROBE TRE R WEEZ
oo TWD, BERBIERO E2R ARG ARG T 52 & TH Y | mOBREDRAEFR~ MG
IND7D, JAHDOIER 23 E - IS b AFREENFEIND N DH D, LT2i» T,
TSR TIT B BRARIE AZHE S AEFZRZ M L oo, Mk LT Ho2&E
hREGD Z ENEETH D, Z OB HIOZEAIZAT T, 040 Gyls OB E MR ER (ultra-
high dose rate: UHDR) % H\ % FLASH fit##ia%% (FLASH-radiotherapy: FLASH-RT) 737E
HIhTWa,

UHDR % W7ol 32813 1950 4R, EiERRIE 1970 0 AT O TE 7223,
BRR ~DISIX 72 72 0 F 7V RIL 3 wEV 72, Lav L, 2014 4E|Z Favaudon & 231721

[FLASH] ZAFRCHWEImL 2R T D LRI —HE L, BEBIREIC T 56 Atk L
FHATREMEN R RO Hav, BUEIZED F THix ORFFER R ST &7, FLASH ST O HE
ZLIRRHE D 1 o0, IERMARICEH L72BRIZ, 7€k (conventional: CONV) Dfff g & bk
L., fHRREERE N IR S, ETAFEFROBENLNMFEISNDLZ L THD, b9 1 DITNEEHHE
kT CONV =R L [FEDOHIENEL M ENDZ L ThD, ZOLIRERND, L
BT FLASH-RT 28 —fA7RIGHIE L LTS R T2 2 L 2 B L, 10T E T2/
YN RTIET NV OBIFEN LI LB 2 HILDM, T /VEHIITLE e FLASH Zi R 03558 S
D AT =X BIHEIRE L TH B MNIZZ 5 TWV7RYY,

IR D FHINR IR AR TN RZICHE R SN D DNA ARSI
(double-strand break: DSB) O¥MNEE TH 5, £ 2T, AW TIL UHDR FGH% & CONV
FR 514 O 911 DSB A5k D1\ % LI, UHDR FRE# 72 5 NS CONV RGO Ml A= 775
% THIFTRE 72455 7 /L integrated microdosimetric-kinetic (IMK) model for UHDR-irradiation
DR EIT> 1=, T DBA%E TH & IXMH% O DNA HEE ORI 2L & s % T 78
722 integrated microdosimetric-kinetic (IMK) &7 /L& ] L7=, —f&IZ. BRI X %5 DNA 48
HBOLIMEBIND P, TO—HITEE IRV, HHWTEEBRICKVEEICED, =
NHAEYBIEEZET 572012, IMK E7 /L CIIEE I fE72 815 % potentially lethal lesion
(PLL), {E1E N2 5 IER) 724815 % lethal lesion (LL) & EFE L. DSB OEEENEE ST
%o TEK. PLL OFIHIFE A LUTHEEIRITIKAF L7220 & E LT & 7235, UHDR MU T,
TEVEFEDRLAE (HIEIEM) OEvT kb CONV HRET & Ehiit L #)H#1o> DSB #AH 2
b3 2 LMEINTND, ZHEL, UHDR MU CIIZEOTENERE D Re 22 MR sE L 72k
RECAERR I D7D, HHERENAEWVIZITHIE S v, MEERIC X 5 DNA HER il S5
ZEICERT L EZEALNTND, £ 2 TANIIE TITMEROHEIIZHE Y DSB FEEL)=R )3
BRI 2H7-2ET V7 %70, BEFEO IMK £7 VIS AAT Z 212X Y, UHDR R4t
% OB ALT R A TR ATRE 72 B 7= 72 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation ¢ BA%& % 37 7=,

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation Tid, M#/EH & DSB £ D BRI TERIL S



TWD, ABFZETIL DSB IZRIT 2 SCHRANIEF T D727z ML~ D FR ST oM e oo it
B EOEREMAZEE T, DSB T — X 2 BUG L1z, Bf57T —# 02 HRkb 7z CONV FRE
(2%t % UHDR FR&% OFE % DSB %12t L Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) +' X = L —
TarvEEA L, BT VNOMER L DSB HOMRARE L, £72, MCMC v X 2 L —
va v EMWVT, CONV RS OMIALTFRET — & 0 b ATFRAEE I L E IR O
TR T A—H ZIRE L. IMK model for UHDR-irradiation % {# f9-% Z & ¢, UHDR (24024
T TR OMERIH T 2 MIaEFEO T2 R AT,

BA¥E L 7= IMK model for UHDR-irradiation Zff/H9 % Z & T, kkx 2FEEOHIN (HeLa,
MRC-5, MDA-MB-231, LU-HMSCC4, MCF7, WiDr, DU145(f i 2 MR 35 4k)) D (7= il
OFBUZEHI L (Y 007), RETNTH LN A MIRAFRMREZ FRTEL, R
TRIRIZB W TR SN D66 linear-quadratic (LQ) 7 /L DX L [RAEDIE TEILT D Z
EMTE D720, BEHBIRIERIZEB T 2 EMFH R OERBCHFIRS OFMIZ AV S
AR R (relative biological effectiveness: RBE) & #5802 fli# & (biologically
effective dose: BED) ™EHIZ & %Eh L7z, RBE ICOWTIX, AETFANGELNDHMEE FE
BEDDUERD LQ ET A EHANWTHONAEE L, K< —%KT 52 LaVRENT,
BED (Z2W\WTCIE, RHENE A KEV—7T UHDR D HEAY CONV BERDFHH LY
HLINEL D T ENRENT,

ARET/VIE UHDR B OMIRAFREZRE X HH LEAHRNA S 5, TR~
=&, HEHTE2 DSB AT 27T — 2 B4R LTV izizth, MW RG22 58
TERWVEANZET b D, EFMEME S TIE FLASH BIITKT 5 RS R 573,
BEEPEICBWTAET L TIEEE TE T, 5%, ERT— 2 0nEHEshs 2T A
EFETNENTIOXYA 7OMIBICHEAT 22 M TELLIChd EMffFaNnND, -,
AWFFEC W T 5 O JES A Cld UHDR FRST# 1 CONV FRES 1% & P U AR A= 773 03 1
323, in vivo EBRIZEB W CIHUEEZI R UHDR & CONV #EsR T2 b3 757
%o RETVITHINERO T — 2 5T 5TV Th S 720, HlFEER O AFR & HH%
D% BEAHT 2 Z ST TETER,

ARFZEIC L 0 . UHDR BEST & CONV BRI T I3 5 DSB $diE & K, CONV FRE 7%
OMFAAAFHFT — & 56 UHDR B4 O A 173 4 T T RE 22 50 7 /L O BT I iEh
L7z, 62, FET /AN TESR L7, CONV FRERIZKT 5 UHDR IZH51) % fHx DSB %«
ERTETFTNNTG A—2 1L, EREEDITHHERLDSB MO RN S NRKEN—FHT, 7
A4V T 4 IR BEROERITHEVEDT 2 Z PR ENTe, LD > TRET VI
X V. UHDR M5 O AEFR OB DSB 3O NEH 5 Z L 0VRE Sz, A
FCRIE. UHDR Z 4% FLASH-RT ORI R OFHEC A 7 = X LFEHICEBRCTE 2,
Fio, FERIEHRFTERA T L) XLAORBIIGHIND 2 & b IFFTE 5,
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70H-C3CA
8-OHdG
alt-NHEJ
ATM
ATR
AUC
Bak
BAX
Bcel-xL
BECN1
BED
CDK

Cl
c-NHEJ
CONV
CONV-RT
CsC
DDR
DSB
EQD2
FLASH-RT
GSH
HDR
HDR
HNE

HR

HRS
ICCM
ICRU
IMK
IRR

IRT

IJNK
LDR

7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-carboxylic acid
8-hydroxy-26-deoxyguanosine
alternative-non-homologous end joining
ataxia telangiectasia mutated

ataxia telangiectasia related kinase
area under the curve

Bcl-2 homologous antagonist/killer
Bcl-2 associated X

B-cell lymphoma-extra large

beclin-1

biologically effective dose
cyclin-dependent kinase

credible interval

canonical (conventional)-non-homologous end joining
conventional
conventional-radiotherapy

cancer stem cell

DNA damage response

DNA double-strand break

equivalent dose in 2 Gy fractions
FLASH-radiotherapy

glutathione

homology-directed repair

high dose rate

4-hydroxy-2-nonenal

homologous recombination
hyper-radiosensitivity

irradiated cell conditioned medium
International Commission on Radiation Units and Measurements
integrated microdosimetric-kinetic
increased radioresistance

independent reaction time

c-Jun N-terminal kinase

low dose rate



LET linear energy transfer

LL lethal lesion

LOX lipoxygenase

LQ linear-quadratic

LQ-L linear-quadratic-linear

MCMC Markov chain Monte Carlo

MD molecular dynamics

MDA malondialdehyde

MDR medium dose rate

MK microdosimetric-kinetic

MMEJ microhomology-mediated end joining
NHEJ non-homologous end joining

NUTS No-U-Turn Sampler

OCR off-center ratio

OER oxygen enhancement ratio

PARP poly (ADP-ribosylation)-polymerase
PDD percentage depth dose

PHITS Particle and Heavy lon Transport code System
PLL potentially lethal lesion

RBE relative biological effectiveness
RCD regulated cell death

ROS reactive oxygen species

RSL3 RAS-selective lethal 3

SBS step-by-step

SLC7A11 solute carrier family 7 member 11
SLD sublethal damage

SOBP spread-out Bragg peak

SSA single-strand annealing

SSB single-strand break

ssSDNA single-stranded DNA

seDSB single-ended double-strand break
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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O IE YN 5 Z & CAXDETRE XX DA 7T & L TEEREE ZH-C
WAH[L], BEBII AR ~OEBENREIND T, Ax DL L HEREZHE) D EFRICE
WCRWT (RNOIRET ORI, T, RRElEE) &ENAREDIRFRICIER S D, HBU#R
TEIRILDS AT BB R IBIRIED 1 D TH DH[2], HEHRIER CIXIEF g~ E%
BEEGVPFELRZV LV (ERE) LT &2 X5l L, —5 CREEIZITHIEI
R EA 5952 ENEETH H[3),

D OB 72 T T AR iSRRI R A & LT R =R (ultra-high dose rate: UHDR)
Z % FLASH Jd#Ria# (FLASH-RT) 237EH &1 CW5, 2014 4E(Z Favaudon & 13,
40 Gy/s LA . UHDR T~ 7 ZADIREAATVN, 1€k (conventional: CONV) Dff &= (0.01—
0.4Gy/s) |ZX 2% (CONV-RT) |2kt LIEFM#ROTERE - HEREDNRAFE S 415 — 5 CTHUIE
WRDPHERF SN D Z & 2 WA L72[4], 2D KL 9 2223033 FLASH #2h2R & /i3, Favaudon &
OMEE L0 I 2 OB STV 5 [518], LaxL7en3 5, FLASH FEEHIZEIT %
W FEERT — X IR L TEY . FLASH 2V RO A B = XL EfEIT 2 72 OITHEE O RGERH
SETHAVTWN D DRIEFEIEI S TR,

AL CIE, BRI 7 O E ORE (EW PRIz (BT &2 Milad
9,101 &, MBAEFREZRE ST HEERIEFEMN L EZ SN TS DNA ARG

(double-strand break: DSB) D BH& [11T17)ICE B L7z, FEEICSUSMEN E < DSB #3612 K

L HETHLEEZLNTWADE Raxs T8 (OH) [18,19]DIRIIMERD FH &
HITIR T2 2 ENEBRICE DRI TUVWA[20,21], L7273 - T, FLASH R4 Ti% DSB
DARLAS CONV FRST L 0 bl Siu, HERAEFRESHEMNT 2 MIRRE ST U AR S
TWAR, ZN 5 DEFENRERIERS A B = X LADIHICE > TRV, 2 TH AT,
FLASH & CONV [#? DSB D 728 3 b mf2 IR L 5 5 Z LIZEH L, FLASH
5% DM AEGERE TR 2TV EFTICERE TS 2 8 T, BEMERBE Tk 5
RIS A OFRF, 72 5 ONZIEHRETHE v A 7 AOBF & Big L7z,

1.1. BEHR O R Rk

1.1.1. BURBRORERE

1895 41T Rontgen |FASFROFAAEZ FLH L, RENDIMRZ BT 2 X R & 4fHiT72, &
D% . Rutherford IZE Y U E b#E. Villard I2 L0 o SERF R INT-, 2 BLAMNC G FEA
DIEEHRENFEET D (K 11, Y XBRE o) IEEVWm R X —%2 69 5B T
HV22]. ERSND IREFITE Y DNA 72 EOERER Il 525 2 L BNbh
> T &, EHEIIEE T 5 ES1 8% BT 550 ES 2 EWICAEA I LR b2
MEZEETHHTHY  BAPEE L THBL WAL EERE THD (K1.2) [22],
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1.1 o FEE

Penetrates Earth's T i z
Alcsphens? Y | N N
Radiation Type  Radio Microwave Infrared Visible Ultraviolet  X-ray Gamma ray
Wavelength (m)  10° 1072 107° 0.5%x10 8 1078 10710 10712
. i 8 N
Approximate Scale T /s 4 g B 5
of Wavelength g&m ' - ; ";04.
{ ‘\) ‘\3) \

Buildings Humans Butterflies Needle Point Protozoans Molecules  Atoms  Atomic Nuclei

104 108 102 10'5 10'6 108 10%°

Temperature of
objects at which

this radiation is the ))
iost ioneo 1K 100K 10,000 K 10,000,000 K
Npengty ek -212°C  -173°C 9,727°C ~10,000,000 °C

R fHUTE R E RES2A L, B ok (WEALT) &EMERRVhT GEWE
k) CaBiasngd (M 11), EHRICBT 22 Wl TR BRI TH D X #L o s
Abi g (R 11), 1RPREEELCIIRT-#f 2 & Tl 4 O SRR S dv, A #tE A o
FrtEICEE A TR M T TV D (R 1.2),

izi
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#11  ZRIHOS 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 o

S5 HR X#k, ok, EFH. BFH. BER R, PR
PN HE UfR. bR, ofk. Xir7e &

F 12 BEHHBRIGHR THV B L SR O R

TR

SR

Jer

Ukz 1

Gl

BWTRLX—2 T 55 m& XERILFEAAZA, . ofR I AR BE D JF F-1% >
S DA, W ORFEISEVIZ R, RSO P ClidR b AR
72 R CTH 5,

HENIEFITNESRADEMEAT HMER T, V=T v 712K 550
THWOHILDEFITE TR, NERREHNIR A S35 R € O PRI T 3 H
KOEAIL R EFEIND,

DEMEH L, BT & L1836 REDE &EEH T HMEhi o B
%%fi77/7 v— 27 #1EH L. X)zG 7A E)zFo $3QF¢cFUGH) )EFQ7Y p$:
)25 G" 7 ZF+FYG F!

NV T LADFEFETHY ., 20081200 S N5, NI
P TIIbHR & LelE LAER S T OEIENR K E <720, 728030708 AFRRE D NERIZ
BMEOLT WD EWEEDENE SN D,

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
BRI KBETEZD R &V F U LRI EERT .
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1.1.2. JhiE & EERE

BHEBSRD DB~ V=25 S5 L F 721 EE (4 1k) 3E T B3]
(4 1.3), JRFFEIT0 THNOBUEER ORIV —HEMN ERDH T EERIE LV D, #E
BICHM T R L F—%2 B2 DT R F— N AR BEE AR KRBT D5 S
2. BEBIRAI AN SN2 BREEBHEE VWD, — IS THER#BR &9 SEILE
BT BHE AT D BRI LAV SIS, BEECIXE SRR & REERD 2 >0
2 ATNBBH[19)], BiE TIE 07 = f VX — %G T DAk DRy 2 @il 3 5
LT, AFRAEOLONRFI gy FEREMSE D, %E CIIERNICEMEHET L2
ENTERVEACHMEF D K 5 RIEFERL A, TRV XF—O—HEZITRTEHNT
TR E SR TE T E O ERL 2T LRI %E%%I%t’?“o P THOD
DA RRIET RN X =R F L EICHRERIRC a2 7 F b RIS L ZREFZ R L
TREFNEHAE S E R T, R X BRTEE ibé:x7bx@%fiﬂ%x%ﬁ:
ANF—D—EERAF153FOWEEFIf 522 L CoREFERAESE, —HFTZx
JUR—8EEGS U 7z X MR A IS TR &3 e 2 i (Bl Shvd, CT v v E
7774@&@ ST X BICE ENDETFLF—X BT, 2 TCOTFAX—ZHIEE

A4 2% 2 & CEMEA R 2T RERRNE U DR R,
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1.13. YHEE
Bz ERERNCHR D ITHT- VRIS DFE 4« OW T, EERBREAHEZ B S
(International Commission on Radiation Units and Measurements: ICRU) @ Report 85 [23]iZ7~
SNTWD, AIHTIE ICRU Report 85 DINAFIZHD X AWEICEIRT 2Bl EOM 4
FIZ LTz,

1.1.3.1. BUR#REHHIE
ICRU Report 85 D55 3 B CIIfH 4~ OHEHRIT E AL 5 BN O W B &2 ¥ O HUH

FHMEICONWTEZENT VWD, ZAx A (emW) ISR I TSI A L
TL DR DR REE 2 FTRETH Y | EEEIRNICAST 20 D% AD 2 EROWF
HFE QD CRLIZETH D,

AG

5 pip
—HTT77 v 7 A0 6™ TR OV IZHAL T DR A HERTETHY . AR
) E BRI BT DR DSy AD Z BRI Ao THRL7-ETH B,

AD

vy pig

77T REITNE L AD X HITHABEWHE TR R2VWO TEELZRTETIIR,
TN A EERM TR LRI 7 o 2R LT, RATHRENS,
A
Al
TN ARTEPURINE TNV T o ARITT T v 7 REE L TN DD, —IRIZIZATE OFERR
DHWLND, 7V R () 7Ty 7 AR OEHR S B, =XV —D AL E
B O DI R ALF =T N T X (R) Lo AF—T 5 v I ARERIN TN D,
WO EPE TR ZFAF—L W) JERIFIFZENENTI NV U R () BERT T v 7 R
LRBEDFHAIETH 2,

pio

1.1.3.2. HHAERREB L UEET IEE
Kmummn%%4a ISR EAERRE L BE T DM FLREICOVWTRRBN TN D, HE
BRLIEBE Y (O m? kg™) (XM BRI 03 2 iR T AR CAUE E DR X —E KD
%i‘%@“%iﬂiif% V. BT OWE N % R AN ERE Al 2 g S Ik ) = xorF—
A0 % Al CTE|>7-ETH D,
Y  pAO

- = g
77 77 Ad pT

L REIE B ZEMHLRE Y §7. HEBNILIEREY JT ofE LTERbSh 5,

3
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PELILRBIZ., fardEh+ & WuEEFOMAMEN (BREE 72 i3i) Ik = —HE%k (F%R

PHAERR) & JRFEZ £ 72 13WUEE T OELN T4 U D HlE I X2 = v F—E% (i
FLIERE) ofnTREIND, £72Y  AOjANIZEFLIERE & MEEN D,

M VX —ff5 (linear energy transfer: LET) 0 (keV/em) (3w &k D HALFEEEH 7= 0
DTN F—HFRERETLMHETHY , RATRENLD,
AO

Al

AO XA BRI - A3 PEHE Al 2 BiH T D BRICE T L OMAERICLVKR) ZRXLF—DH b
> MR DYWEER = R — 2T 2 IKEF P MEEESNA O TR L F—D
MENEZZZLSIWIfETH D, mANFFHHEN D =R VX —%2 BRI 2 2 & TRATHY
TRV —EEE BB L TND, 3O & L0 13EIR LIAERNE T & OEZEIERE
ICEE L, RIFRROLET 232 2 b—3 a3V TRODEEICIT 0 MNEHHE SN D[24], Hir
OFFAIZ LV | @& LET fd#t (EERL -, TP AR LET BH#t OtF#k. &+
By Bf7e L) ickhlEh s,

B EFIEED & (mol I™) ITHUHFRC K 0 KB D5+ @ DERK, 2. ZID 5 H o
T OEiZ EEEZ T hEERL, KA THEZ LD,
€W
T
&0 IIMTICTRIIICT R ¥ — - S W BICER 2 T 20T 0 DR Ch 5, -T
P A6 @ & TALFINHRIT G E & FEE., BAZIE mol (100 eV)™ TE I D,

pbu

0 Pl

0w pix

1.1.3.3. BREFHIE
ICRU Report 85 &5 5 & CII Ut L WEOHAIERIZ L 5 =¥ — D2 24 O fia
FHUE DI TN D, BRI O I kg™) TR TERIND,
A-r
A&
A-TIEEAQ OWEIZA 5 SN EH =RV X—Th 5, Fike AL LT oy Vi
5o FTHNRFM &7 0 O EOZLITHMESR (Gyls) &FETh, kATERIND,
A£
Ad

0 iy

0 phw

AO |ZBLRIRFH A0 IZH1F 2 0 DA Th %,

1.1.3.4. FERP R YHEE
ICRUReport85 @ 2.3 fiCix, WELEDERICH TV RO B TN RIELEE2BET D

767
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VEND DR EEL | B0 IO TEA OMMARE D IEMER R EEL X 2 %2
W% LB TN D, ICRU TRV X — O IZBfRT 2 WEL BV THESRN - JEHk
R 2 5T TN D, BTEOWIAREIT R (1.8) IR SN D X 9 ICHIEERN O 5
TR —DEEMEZF LTV, BB A0 7058 % Kb % 1213 DNA 72 E o4
K1 D XD e Ne B OBRIEE B2 D2 LERD D, BERNREEICERT 2 %I
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
B 2 13— £ DNA DS BUR#RIZ & 0 815 % 521 2 OEIMER ST RSB T2 28 i RS ek 4
D56 T TRNOBE D TEDOBRIF AR L WGE & RIIOBRENMEE I NLD
AN CHTICHREZZTEENRE LS R25AMNEL, ZROLORKBOE VNI LY 2
D% DOKRADAEIEDEMD LD > TL 5, BHHROZEIIERTDH L, A—=XLF—Th

AU B A-F S ORLA1E & ASHRL - REF T O = r VX — (G E N @ < 7e v | FBEE - bk
BEERE L 725 Z LT DNA 72 EOBREPEHUL T 2 e O AW FRIRENRE L 0D, £
[fl— LET THIUTEIRF-E T ORI ERBNTRLFX =2 /T 5 LI, ZRE
MEENDHZTFNLFT—bRELREHD T REFORENREL R =R LF— 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
FABEHROFFBORE S X2 BETEXLETHY . FITHBFREY 2O NPT CITEETH
%o HARRY 2 fesRAO% B E1X ICRU Report 85 @ 5.2 Hill /RSN T D

Energy deposit (J) (X 1 RO R L F—(FH5FH (X h) 1Tk 1%(/J\p+/ﬁl FRIBPY ~fF
HEINDMRNEZINALX—THY, LFTOLIIcRREIND,

- - - 0 pipTt

- FAHWERLICLY 1 EOMEER TG SN EE RV F— - [ TRRL
FHAGEI A ~FF D BB = KL X — 0 1314 X2 MG T 52Tk OF k= 3L
F—DELTH D, FHHEEN TEEEOA Xy v RHIESMHENERIC X 5 energy
deposit - OFF1E L T energy imparted 28 Fit O TH OB,

- - pipp

- ONEEEX, FHABEEENIC AT D 2R T OEB = R L X —DRRF1Y & fERA A~ T
HETORF DB RLEX—DRMY ZHON T TFTOLYIcRKRENS,

CA

TY pipG

X (1.12) O 3TEIZ 0 OMEFHTH 5,

B F L X — ) (keViem) & T FLX—d(Gy) | ”W¢6747DFV%FUQ14
) TIR<IER SN DRI Th 5, O XFHIE 4 @i 3 2k 723 fEik I
OMEAEATHET 23X — - &, sHISEEOFHRE FcEH - ETH 5,

777
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[0 o pipo
FHAIBEIR AN ERTE © H AT (RIS OB D 23 1225 L, QIXE RN & OFHfER I
Al E 72 TEBEIO XNV F—(FHIC IV EINIR=R LT — - FHNTUTDOLIIC
zINd,

a & pipT

FLLBEIOHDA Ry MZEDb=RrAF—%2 4 B<La -JaThsrDTH (1.14)
LV IRKDOBEBRNELND,
ol

a aw pipu

114, ~A 7 FTARY

1.1.3.4 HTHRAR7Z L 91T, ISR OAWFH R % AR S 2 IZI3MIES° DNA L1 fg
TR r — )V T ORI K D =0V X —fF 5554 OB g O ENEETH L, B
LR 72y B 5 C do 2 WRURR BT ORI S 4 5 BRER O BRSO RIS I8 1T D AR~
FREDOHINC BV TEEREFNEZ K232, WESRNOBNA T — L TOZF L X —f]h
DORELEZVLI-E—0YHETH H 720, WIREDO A TIXEDFREOENE
RELTER, A 71 F¥A N VIIBUNEBIZ AT B S 2 = 3L £ —ORFZE B 72 /310
ERAbIB KOMIET 272D OfEE, WiE, MIEEZ RS 57 E LTHRELT
X 72[25],

~A 70 RV AN TIEIMEEL LT 1134 HIORLZ0 & anEICHNLND, i
WARTZ X HIZ, @ & 0 ITUMERIC KT D1 5 =1L ¥ —Th W RFERINREL X2 /15
ZEMOMERER L UTERI N, BESAN (MR RIS 0 OME Y 72 W B B 3 AT
(MEHEREE) Q™8R S5 (X 1.4) [2526], 0 OHERBERKEZQL 0 B &, K
M oo A ICEENIMEFLT—DEONDHERIZL O AQ TH Y, & ORI 000 1%
KA TREND,

00 @0 & Aw PipO
00 | XAHFE LI %L ¥ — (frequency-mean lineal energy) & IEIZH., 0 L EKiLEShb, £
TeT RN F =R 0 &7 X ML OIMEOEETHDLQ 0 1

Wlw 0wl w

Qw ;
0w0 0

PipX
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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

0.4 |

yd(y)

03 [

10" 10° 10" 10
Lineal energy y / keVJum'T

1.4 =X —04534h (Bianchi et al. 2020 [26] L Y 51H)

RV REND, HEQY O KT D0 DHFHMETHD 0 (Zx L. Q o (T 2 HFHE I
B ER = kL X — (dose-mean lineal energy) & FEEiL e ERiLSnb[27], X (1.17) %
VAV R
o ok L ovok 20 pipy
R O
DRSNS, 00 01X 0 D " RE—RA L N Th b, LT FAXF—ZONT Y RIREICHEEE LS
TRLF ERETHET R LE—§ RRRTEBRS,

a 040 a0 & Ad pipw

: R L.
a WaAy -— DAY —— picm

AWFFEClE Hawkins (2 L W B S #17= microdosimetric-kinetic (MK) &5 /V[28]Dek BT
& % integrated MK (IMK) £ /L[29]1%ECEFT U 7 LA, 0 L Al boET AW
\ZRFG A=D1 LTEEND,



1% HE

12&%%%%’&0%36%&@

AT E TILIR AT E 2B O 3L X —fF 52 L0 &l - phid S oo Fala s L.
BN O 5y D3 B EH A | J\ﬁ#éfhﬂIOD/\%tJif“ﬁ‘éiﬁc%ﬂ%/\ﬁ#ﬂibé (4 1.5) [30].
R L L CREA OFEMEREN AR SN DN, 22 TIET V0L LIHMERRFERE (reactive oxygen
species: ROS) Z# 9, ZiL 6 OIEMEFE T DNA CHIfUE 2 & DK R 7 IR LR E 2 5
ZB[9), T VHMET V=T VAL BMEEN IR AKE S EAT DRI Th b,
BE LT IR o157 CTIEANEEIEE 1L 2 5T LHOT Lo T DA, EEECEIR{LIC &
DXHZ 72> TWIEHUEE D 5 bO—H BRI~ ST L E 9 &> 7o B IIARE
LR MDA FNOEFORKBRRFEEORICNEZRTHZ L5, — 5T
ROS [T FEFHORD S EDE WS TH D . —#D ROS IIAXEFA2H T HHT Y
AT FAS D, BRI, EHFRESROTEERED 5 b b AW TRl L%
ZHNTWAHE RrXZ 00 (OH) 1XROS &7V NVDORFIZHEEIND,

1.2.1.  HihiR R % OFEMRE D AR
Do EBRE - BERANCE < OB ST X 7% LET IR % O A T
R FR[30,31I DV TR R B, SRS AR 35 & i 1.1.2 TH TR 7= b & &

PN 01070 s FREEDRIZAEL 2 (%&zﬁ@u&)o Z Ol fE THE CT ke K737 (H207)
A A AL S ek a+ (H0Y) | [ 10™6T10™2 5 %ﬂ“ DA 2 DS % i TR

ISR A AT D (%f%h%é’adﬁ HOMIER T AN X — BT XL — L LTk
LAEERIRIBICRE D28, @I Sz H0™E 1 OB T2t L 7= Ik FEIF T (HY)
EOHIZHESIND, Z ORI E TR, HO bk —EIEERHEF 1 (O('D)) & AKFE/H T
(H)lZH RS D Z ERB 0 FNITH0 T2 2D HI & iEMEDR W = EIEERFE 1 (O(3P))
W RS D, OMDNEISEENRE K KT ERIGL 2 DD 0H & 15D Hy 4K T 5, W)
HPRIRRE CERICE VAL HONTEHOKSFERIGLOH &8 Rr=U A F
(HsO") ZAERT 5, HONTEHEE T L IG L HO' 7252 bbb, -2 b omfz
TH U B IXIREER 2 &N LIREIREE L 72 0 | JAFAOEE DK 1 LA LKFE
T (eag") E725, T O OTEMRRIZASR 7 OIRBII - TAE Uit - BEESZ i
ZERIANC AT — I AE R S 4, e lE A /S — L PRI B /MER A TR L TV 5, 0 TIEERE
FEMEB LR 2 \ZB)— 12T 5 X 912705 (M 1.6) [32], F&4E L 7iEMHARD 22/ 7347 D
BI—PEDE NS | AR AL % 10721107 s [ 3R — 7oL 2R EE, > 107 s (33— 7L
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
THR SN DIEMERED 5 BEHCOGMED E < DNAZR EOBMEEEO T 2FNEE 2 Hh
TUWAOH[19,33]i%, BIMDOH & FUtT 5 Z & Tl t/kFE (Ho02) . €' EIETHI &T
bR A4y (OHY) &5, E£7z, BB CECTIEMERE L ORISIZE EE D
T, €aq" & HNKHFICEIR L TR0 TG L, ENENA—R—FF T RT=F T
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Event Approximate
time scale

H:O + I@I g HZO \ HZ()*CIcc et ~10-|() S

v H,O™ l l
H,0"ib e (€1040fs)  H'+°OH H,+ O('D)
Geminate (~10-40 fs) v
recombination H* + ()(3 P)
(<10 fs) i v
v H + OH
‘OH + H;O" € H,O
' (~50-300 fs) H,O : <
Proton transfer Nonradiative decay
(~10 fs) v back to ground-state water
H,+ OH™
oo Dissociative electron
€ aq attachment

Electron 12
hydration e 107 s

(~240 fs-1 ps)

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

e

Jv (07) Lk Ra~LAdxv T VhL (HOy) ICAMESND, HO XA pH T

X 0SS,
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1.6 24 MeV *HeZ R 1 ps T 10 €5 £ T es" & OH DZE[M /34 D24k (Muroya et al.
2006 [32] LV 5IH « —HBekZs)

1.2.2. E#EH L M#EEH

—

1.7  EEEER EHEEER (Wang et al. 2019 [34] & v 51 H)



1% HE

DNA TR D EMFHI IR BTG T D EEZ DN TV LR TH D, HEHHRIC &
D DNA 2MEG 2 5T DB XN & MiERIC KRR &2 (K 1.7), EEEH T
1.1.2—1.1.4 TR L X D ICAFRAH D WL REF g & 24 EHMIC LY DNA 2
EHMICEEEZZT 5, BEER TR, 1.21 HTRR SR AR % OWE L7 — (L8
FECAM S AL DIEMREIZ LY DNA NEREAIHEE 25210 5, AKX LET BUR#HIEEEIEN LV
b MBEEANAE U3, B LET BURHSRITR T B B S B B - bt 2 2 = Lo97<
— 7 TEND ZATE AR S T IEMERL S DNA 2 BR L3 2 R AL RUE L9 < 72
52 & CHRBERANIMH SN D0, BEHEERAOEERE,

1.3. £ FRERE

TR D A FHIZN I IE DNA HEG3 & b B RAEI A5 LB 2 51T\ 5H[11,13],
DNA L& > /R Bp EOMOBHIAFAET D40 L IR L 1 SOMIEANIZ 2 DL B —
W< FIMBAORIER L OBEOMER TR 24 D& R HORFHTH D Z &
D, FRCEBERSF ARSI TN D, BRI L5 DNA B OERICITEEEL, —
AEHEIMr (single-strand break: SSB) . DSB 72 & 73 d» 5 73, ¥lZ DSB i/\ﬁ"ﬂ;ﬁ (YR Dy
T ORI 2 SR 92 DRI KRE LSS5 T 5 EE 2 5N TW\WA[11,13], DSB
IR L D EAEER B X OWIEAEA (1.2.218) OHp b, o X A 70 DNA 854
I HHERFEEIC X0 RSB E L Cns “RMICs & shs 2t bbb,
i 21X DNA Z 4532 BI85 DNA 12 SSB MFE(ET 5 B THBIAME IR S fu, R 1
2@ single-ended DSB (seDSB) ML S H[35], — 77 T, AEMNITEICEREED D OFHRIC
RN TEHY ., Ffier 22X <2 L 5 DNA G LIl DA SEZ P iE-S1) 5 DNA 5
5% (DNAdamage response: DDR) 3 27 AAMVEEE X 11T & 72[11,36], F#-1C & 5 DNA
BEOZ ATHEED FZ A 71 X0 FEOBIEEIEIC L IEHE S 5 [37,38] A TITHE#R
(2 X % DNA 15 OAEWRa e A I R O E &b & BRR TOIRH ., AW Frsh R
B RIE TR DN TR,

1.3.1. DNA #HERE

DDR DO#AEIL DNA G D&M &L MO E M 2R ET HINE TH 5, REHRINEICIT
(@) MIEBINT = v 7 KA >~ (K 1.8) 1T X 2 MRE I O—RE E 7213k ez ik, (b)
DNA DOEH, (c) i S 7-#lst (regulated cell death: RCD) @ 3 FEN & 5[11], KB D
FEUTIEFEOE Y — NI URT a—t— =7 =7 X —OEHEN R LR LETH
%o T, BV —BDNABEEZRIML T VAT 2 — Y — &2 BEMNA~FETDH, £ 2
THEMEINTE N T VAT 2a—H =01 VBl X T bR iV =T = 7 X —%
EELESE D, ELTTT =7 X —BHNEEA OB 2 8 7 BIEHERE OG5 & 4
5 <,

DNA 15O TF LR 51 o — R BEAICER T 5, HEBEGITRRN 7Y
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Spindle
checkpoint

1.8  HMMEH & F = v 7R A~ (Spoerrietal. 2014 [39]1 L W 51H), MBI THZL Gl
BT S WICHMIIC /Bl D ik e R 2 TR T 5. T D% G2 MA T M #licE
% LB 7 A E NI EIE T B D TF = -~ 7 WA > R TlE DNA HBER RS S
BAIMEB O T DR 2 B S 5,

oL T —Y | HERHE T poly (ADP-ribosylation)-polymerase (PARP) . DSB {45 4 U % B
#4 DNA fElkI% RPA HARIZFRI S 15, DSB 1% MRELL, RAD50, NBSL1 /BRI 5
MRN # AR Ku # 73278 (Ku70 & Ku80) (2 &V EBikI s, FAMi s hrak ks &
FRAEZSHL  (ataxia telangiectasia mutated: ATM) &> ¥ —Toh 25 MRN EE&KIZ L Y DSB
MAZFHE SN D, B JLoR M ES) CHHBEE % J-—F  (ataxia telangiectasia related kinase:
ATR) 1%, DSB #Biz T ATM-MRN AR 7 1t o0 712 L 0 i S8 7- 44 DNA fEkic
£F57 5, DNA-dependent protein kinase catalytic subunit (DNA-PKcs) 13 Ku # > /X7 & %1
L DNA B, F51C DSB #ZICER LT Ku & v /37 B & 2 DNA R a7 A v
¥ —% (DNA-PK) Z#Hm7 %, PARPL2 13t H—& LTttt SSB, DSB 72 & D
FHERFEEME DNA E 2 785k L, Fix O X R0 B 215 SERIECRHHZ D 5 v
TP IAGERBE TR (LS E %, £72. ATM, ATR, DNA-PK |[XDSB ifffdo b A b & >
NIE H2AX & U gk L o-H2AX Z 8T 5, 9-H2AX 7 mediator of DNA damage
checkpointl (MDC1) #J/r LEAINd 2% = & TDNABIE X v 7 EOER A RESE, /-
BN USSR 72 & CRIATREIZ 72 o 72 0-H2AX 1E DSB O~ —F — & L THW b5, MDCL
(ZIEALT o-H2AX [T FE S EEFS T2 53BP1 1L DSB &1 IZB 5 L, £7- o-H2AX & [FAIEkIC
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uv lonizing Chemical Replication Cellular
Radiation ‘\Radlatlon ‘\Exposure { Errors { Metabolism

MOVOOVONONON

DSBs . / \ SSBs

S T o~
== —

1.9 DDRIZEIT D v 7T EERRE (Black & Mills. 2020 [40]1 X Y 51H)

DSB~—W—¢ L CHIFENS,

1.3.1.1. MREEHRTF = v 7 KA FOFEHAL

DNA HENAE U D & MlEMT = v 7 R A MEIEM LT 5 2 & THifgE ok D
FINDOBAT 251 £ 72130 IE SH5[11], 2 DORIC DNA G2 EE L, 228 B850
BHALZINEI T 5, MEMHOKMEOERBILIY A 7 U YA 27 ) AMAkfFEx T —F

(cyclin-dependent kinase: CDK) &A% F L T\ 4728 (X 1.8), 2N HDH A 7 U > ICDK
BEKREREST D ETF = v 7 KA 2 MAEE L S REHOETRRE S NS,

Gl BN IS S 7256 ATM 1323 ANl {s 1 p53 % U v ek LIS b S8 p53 1% p21
EHET 5, p2lid S WIHETTIC B e A 7 U VICDK AR AEILET S, SHTHRKE SN
A TIX, ATM & ATR 3% 4 F = v 73R A > h¥F—E 2 (Chk2) & Chkl % U b
WL VIR LS ES, b Chkl/2 234 7 U v ICDK EEEREIEHIL S 1ER 2 H
9% cell division cycle (CDC) 25A/C % U U fbiZ L 0 NE(L S D Z & TS HOHEITHE
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YD, G2 HNCHRE &b & ATM—Chk2—CDC25A/C & 21 L M BI~DOBI T2 LE <
N5, £ GLIEIXS HI TR SN, FRLOZNENOHICB T 5T = v 7R
A2 FTEENFTEISNZLE LTH M BICBATT 2N G2 HI THEEENFTEIND Z
ERdH Y, ATR—Chkl—CDC25A/C %% 241 Lifiic B #1725 G2 Wil Hivsd, <05Gy @
FRETCIXL ATM 23 DSB 3B C= 3, G2 F = v 7 AR A v F ZIHMAL T & TR &
72 % hyper-radiosensitivity (HRS) 238Ul ST\ 5[11,41], £7- ATR 245 G2 F = v
JRA Y NOREIIMOT = v 7 RA v FOAELEEET D 2 L TREBIEZEEZ&D D
[11].

JEEME Cli ERRoMilaE i F =~ v 7 R4 FD 5B 1 DL EREGLINTWD, 1F
& A E D /KR T p53 7 & D3 ANHNER T D IR R RIZE Y GUS HIF = v 7
RA Y P REH LI T D0, MO BERSESZ IR E R BN B LN o7 b
DS X TV 511,42,

1.3.1.2. DNA DEHE

DSB 28 ATM 7 EIZEERE S VAIRE I TF = » 7 AR A > bR L &5 & | Hlba)E #2532
JEL TV HIZ DNA ZEE 4 2B ML S 2 [11], DSB 1%k 4% £ 9 IZHlifle 4 58
WCEL LD AREMNH D — 7T, FrtDfix ORI TEE SN D&M H 5, E1H O R
RE THIOAEFENRE D Z &b, BEZYH O DSB 1XHESEES; (sublethal damage:
SLD) & IETiL5, DSB 34 U % & EIZFEMIFEAR MRS & (non-homologous end joining: NHEJ)
F 721 3FAFE#H 2. (homologous recombination: HR) (2 & 118 (X 1.10) 23534 545 [43T
46], NHEJ |% DNA Ul 2 56 S EEIETH Y . L5200 DNA-PK X O)m O#fE 2
9%, NHEJ IZHIRE B OWT o T HIGME L Sh, F5IC GL Hllick W T EEREE
RETH D, BETT —DEKBRRERERNBTZHEND 2 ERH D, NHE) I
Ku70/80 X DNA U 51— 4 72 E D7 WX EITIKAET 5 [45,46), HR TlL S HITH s
D ARARG DItk G B R 2§ & UIEREZRMEE N S D, MR G AN 1 SOMilar
WIZTFET 5 S Wit 25 G2 Wik TOMICIR Y IEME(L 415, HR 1% DSB HFBAL0D 50A M
2308 S A 3R EHANC — A8 DNA (single-strand DNA: ssDNA) fEAN R S D Z & T
Blth XD, £7-NHE) & HR D5 6 EH L OB EMEL S ke Edicmz, 7
a~ I ol (X 1.11) [A713F29 5[11], DNA @ 9 B 90%I136% < #1 0 7= 7= £ /-1
H (a—rn<Fr) LhoTHEY, FICNHEJICX WEEN REND, 70 O DNA 1L
BUZHT Y oo ENfliisE (~Troa~TFy) Lo TRY MMk R FET 5 S
B —G2 /T T HR, T OMOM TIX NHEI BN s 5,

BITIE NHE) &3R5 RKIEH I L 2EE A TH 5~ A 7 v REr U—H R
% (microhomology-mediated end joining: MMEJ) % DSB @ FE 2B #RK & L CIHEH I T
V5 [45,46], LR Ku<° DNA U 47— 4 %419 % NHEJ IZ canonical (conventional)-NHEJ

(c-NHEJ) & FRFIL, 26 D7z AU B &I S 72V oRifE £ 13 alternative-NHEJ (alt-NHEJ)



F1E =

(1)
(2
DNA end 1 ctip
resection
RPA
(3) —
Impaired DNA end
Homology search || RADS51 resection and HR
strand invasion & J| BRCA2 repair, increased
branch migration genomic instability and
Rﬂd51 ll g l cancer
(4)

Efficient DNA end
resection, HR,
genome stability

(a) (b)
110 (a) tHFHEZHEZ (HR) & (b) FFAHFEIRImRE S (NHE)) OEMERE (Velez-Cruz &
Johnson 2017 [43] L v 51 )

Euchromatin:
- Open
- Transcriptionally active

DNMT / \ e
HDAC T
HMT \ J

Heterochromatin:
- Highly condensed
- Transcriptionally silent

. Histone acetylation

() Histone methylation

. CpG DNA methylation

X111 z—Zu~Fri~snsua~F (Soometal 2013 [47]% 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 ®fti#% (McVey et al. 2008 [44] L v 51 H)

EMEEIN5[48,49], MMEJ I3 ED 1oL L TR SN TW\W5, 72, MME) TIZ HR L [A]
BRIZ 3R ImMIZ sSDNA DIEALETH Y . £ ZIZEENHHOFFRLSY] (v A 7 mRE
0 Y—) ZIREEN R END (K 1.12) [44746], FIFEES] (REr Y —) BEWVEHAIZIE,
BEFE DMK < BB AMEE IR & L THR STV RS single-strand annealing (SSA) 234 U
5 (¥ 112), 2 bORERr P —HROBEEITMKEETREZRHETERREETH Y |
FAFIEC A AERETE (homology-directed repair : HDR) &9 #k A 2 & £45, HR & HDR
DLDIHFEEND, —F T, c-NHEJTARE 1 J—ITKE LRWEEREETH 5 7= HDR
WZEEN720,

1.3.1.3. #AfESE

HHREZ A9 5% < OIS % L BlZ2n L 2 B 2L B L 7=0 BIZRICE S [50], E
FOF = v 7 RA k& DNABSEITHIOAEGFZ2FHET 285 Ch 528, IR
W LF = 7 RBA 2 b OIEVENERR S L. DNA EENIZITR T LR iE GRS FiE S
N5, ZOEIITREZ IR S DNABEIZHDTMNICTE-> TOWADOHL T, ML
I37%17 L7 DNA 851242 DDR #/r LIFE SN2 D TIE7R <, BFE L T HHEE R
FFSnmREECTMEBNCE S Z L TR a5 (R WAEE) [50], DNA #1570 % < 1% DDR
N UBESND D NHEJIZ L 2 BEIT=T =02 B EOBEENETL HRS O X
HTHENRT = v 7 RA LV THREITE 2N L~ULZ e % & . DDR NEME(L ST HREBED
RETMBIBATT 2 BN, pHYIREL 2 SOFREUE LTS, 1513 DNA
INETNAEE ST TORWMIIO 3R PTFHEE S LD MISE (DRE) ThD, b 9o 103
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DNA &R LTINS T = v 7 KA v b & @il U SR Y ik 2 50l T X 9% 8%
EOIRc/ ME A £ O M2 TR T 2 F 5 CTh Y . b OB 2MiaEen THifla &l (%
HRE 2R EF LAETE LTV D N RBEA T L72IRER) oSt (7R h—v A7 m—v
) IZE B[51],

— T, SRR D N Y o BRI, M RRRE e & ol Tk, MRESEREGY
LANIZ DDR 25EMEAL L, BHNC pS3 DIEMELAZ T LT R h— ARFHEIN D, £/, M
BB TIE DNA T < Ml D5 2 I LRHNZ 7 AR b — 3 A& L S 41 5 [52),
I OMRIT SR E DT IR RS (RIS, F7-MEIZE Tl RCD 358 x5,

1.314. TR F—T X

TR = AF 1972 4RI Kerr HIZ XD L S 172 RCD Th 5 [53], Kerr &0 Z O#Hes
DFEFR I D LANIR B EZ I N WM TH HRIE (R7 v— R) Ok
AT EBEZDNTWER, ZOWEELREICKR 7 v— U X LTMAL LT, EH ik
FEREAMERF T D7D OMIf R & X IT R 2L L TEZX BN D L DI o7, BUETIE
fli e O 2> 7T IRERRIC I VB IND 2 E B LI > TVH[11,54], 7
R b= ZVTHMRPERR S £ 72 TN R O W2 R CRE SN D, SMAPER S A
fast U # > K (tumor necrosis factor: TNF) . TNF related apoptosis-inducing ligand (TRAIL) .
FAS 234 % DU 77 & RIZxHE T 5 MM E OSBRI T 5 2 &L ThMtSh D, Hi#t
I Tl Z OB ITIZTFHFE S R, NRMEREIZIEI Far FIT7RARE<SEDL Z
EPHOENTWS, X har R T OERMENOME~Y A 7 rh ChENtah
5 ETHR NV —AEMHEIN D EEEPTEA S I, NERVEREE 2Bt 5 7 A 3—8 9 3E
PRSI D, BRI A 7 m b COBMEREL, 7R b—Y ARELRLT R
% (14 1.13) [55], ATM IZ X D IEMH(LE D p53 1L GUS F = v 7 RA > F DIEMALD 7
BT, TR PV AFEZ AT ED 1-5TH D Bel-2 associated X (BAX) DIEHL %1
L. X hay RYU TAMEDO ML U S EERPERN O YA 7 1 L C &R~k
M2, p53 1XUFEFT N TOMPTIEME( LI D23, BRHESFMIE e & O E ORI CIX
BCL2 77V —DX 97T RPNV ARELZAMEISBEORIENRZN-DIZT R F—
AMECIZS WEAEDR B 5, BEEHIRTIET A h— A6l 2 fEx OB NEA L
TWHTD, 7 b= 2RO YT OREIC KR E KFT 5, £72 1311 H TR~
7= L9\, FEEHNE TiX po3 ORERENS KIE L CWAIEANZ W T2, RIS 1IEH #
o & e LIEM L S iz < vy,

1.3.2.  HEFESE L MR AR

IE R Z B TR O T RECHERE O HERF IS IR S AR F R CTd H[12], #fliaILH
CHER L2 O EHERE LoD, FMEMEEEZE D Mifc b+ 28283 5, IEEMiET
I HRRRIEIR % O FBHEFRIC X 2 B - B & 5 WIS 23 AU AE (cancer stem cell: CSC)
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Radiation 200G

) P iy
ROS <?m
N,

Cytc | Apaf1 | - Caspase

Apoptosome complex
(activation)

113 MREZICIEM L SN D TR b —2 ZANEMERE (Kimetal. 2019 [55] X 0 51/H)

INEERBEERI-T L EZ LN TS, LIz -> T, RIS O EFE S OERF & i
S 2D S DO RFAMIZ I X O HITHRE 2 E Bk 95 2 L WEHE TH H[12), HhiREA =R LT
HIRRL 6k LHERHAE &\ 9 FEEDSH W B NLA[B0], BB &) SHEEHAWTRILEND 2, #
FEFE DL INNL T AR b — R 70 8 2% CRERICEICE > 7oz, ¥EERe A ek L
RO HAEF LTI/ EbEEND, o, MERMICMIRR & OREIZ b
U HEFIERE 2 2K L 7o MIRE S IS8 RE © 72 < MARRERE D FE R 70 A st & LT D RE &
DR B DD, BEHRAED B OISO ER & L TGN A @A Sh T
% [50],

1.3.2.1. MfRAETFER
B A A7 SRR OO BRI FHAE 2 JE T 5 7 n— U FIET v A [B6liIc L W BN 5 (1K
1.14) [12,54], 7 a— 2 RMEIX, —MRICREERHERE L7z 1 D OMRAY 50 {ELL EIZHE5H L
AR (mr=—) 2T DB/ 1 CTH D, FHEO KT HMBEFEY O 1TKA TR
LoD,
€0 j0O
€ Ju
€0 IIMEOZLMH LD am=—aE. O I1TMEO 2 KT SaiOME, & X
€0 LFEILHA I TSN IERETHIBEN TR S 2 m =—4, O 13RI
HIERIC BT 2 OMIIE TH 5, B2 I1EX 1.14 NO 9 Gy FRETIF DA 7FR 0.005 1%,
Yo"U Trjprimnn § enjpnn LV ESND,

Y0

picp



W1 S

Initial cell number

Colony count

Plating efficacy

Surviving fraction

X114 Zu—2FEWT veAI2 X s EOEH

1.3.2.2. B KRR ET NV
WS RR B & MR AR A7 3R 00 BIfR 2 R T AR AR A7 = iR & PRI 5, A9 Ik ih#R  (linear-
quadratic: LQ) EF /Ui H ¥ v TR L AFROBIR 2 BRI R T E | R
WE R HURHRIRIE O 48 CIE < T SN B, IR O 1T 2 /Y 0 13ARTH S
N5,
Yo A picq
| (Gy™) &1 (GY™) IZETNA/NTFA—=FThD, LQ ET /MIITHHMEY FHI 72T+ B
AT bR TE T, BIRE BOEA R B AR O RCERRUL AR O L O 7 R ERIGe tf
B IS D “AROYARBEINT S D Z E TR ESNDD, | O T —ORMEHRS =
NOOUW 25T RIS, 10 TR 2 MG 8 3 2 R F S0 EE &
72[12,13], FRICHIN T HMERDREE XD L. 2O X O AR AR e BT T O
HYMENER R 2 5, BEEMETT 5 & BARES72 0 ICASTT 2 S ER T 5
728, IR K 0 YRS Ul S C b UrsEd 2 YRS 7= IOl S B A s
BENDAMREMENE L 70D, — T BEERDE T VIR OUIW BMER S5 Ric TS
D Ye R % DI ORLF- D3OI LA L ER YRR E DN S D ATRetE s @< 72 5 2 & THE



Fefm 4 St =y =
F1E FES
(a) (b) 1 R R TR i P Bee
% 5 0TVe CELLS
1.0e-13 0 <
c F :
o 3 - 4
Z s
o — ]
g g l..l)Q-ZE \ E
2 3 =
e 2 L ]
S a i \ i
@ [ O\Q
\
Loe-33 . o
N
b
(R R | 1 | | ) 2.
0.0 a0 8.0 12.0 16.0 200
Dose (Gy)

Dose/Gy
1.15 (a): Induced repair (IR) €7 /L2 & Y BBl X 47- hyper radiosensitivity (HRS) (<0.2
Gy) & increased radioresistance (IRR) (0.2—0.8 Gy) 737 b5 A fF=Rii#¢ (Joiner etal. 2001
[571& v 51H)  (b): linear-quadratic-linear (LQ-L) &7 /LT X V) 1 i B RER oD [ELAR B A PR3, &
N7 EA7= %R (Astrahan 2008 [58] & v 51 H)

FRMET TS REFRDE), £/2BEITIEIDNA O _EHLBEAOTARDHIC 1 2E
X 2 DORREEE A 5 %2 DSB BB SIS Z & bIESLZA, DSB 24U S 51
EOHE LTALIEIC 2 DO EAE T 5 aTRetENIER I/ SN2 E 3BTV 5[12],
F72.00 10 X0Eensd0 | g (Gy) 1E| Ji e &mEEi, dhiRo i ih OFEE 2 KT,

LQ EF7 V& AWV Tl ERE A2 FE CX 2MEOHMIZ 1-6Gy BELEX LT
5[12], < 1 Gy OH#EESLTI hyper-radiosensitivity (HRS) & increased radioresistance (IRR)
TN D MEE SR S D (1K 1.15(8) . #REA< 0.1 Gy DIBAICIE, MlEiT =~ 7
A 2 MEMAGIZE G2 ATM 2 U V(b3 2138 D+5372 DSB 234 U7, > 1 Gy Wi
FFOEBRIENS LQ EF NV TTRISNLEMFREID bIEWEFRPBRISND ZE1HD

(HRS), 0.1Gy #izx % & ATM NIEMEAL S D X 512720 . DNA OIETEAEEE 23N LK
gtk & 720 (IRR) [67,59,60]. LQ EF NV TREITE L LI, TNHDEREEZEL
R EN7 LQ EF /v (induced repair (IR) 7 /1) 12X V<1Gy fEHDAEFRNHE S
TW% (X1.15@) [67]. £7=. >6Gy OFEEI TIL KR T2 < BRI AEFRENME T
THZENABNTND[12,58], 2D K 5 RERkOEMRILZ(LD LQ TF L TIEHH
T 72\ 729, linear-quadratic-linear (LQ-L) ©F/L[58]72 ¥ DH -2 ET A NEBR ST
% (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 L AR—Z—#lifnz TI8G Hifi F 7= 1% HaCaT M kD ICCM TR SE7- L&D

N ~D B L AOFEA (Fernandez-Palomo et al. 2016 [61] L v 51 /)

Fo, MROFIIC Lo TEI A 2Z =018 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 | SRS S TO R WIS S HIENFE SN LB Th D, N AF
Z—WR1T 2 DORBETHESIND Z ENFHILTVDH[61163], 1 DTG ST
AR ERE T 2 B ST HifR E BRI X v v TV v vy va R DB SN TVW D
A THY ., JEREHINIC DSB 235 &AL p53 DRI ITTHET H[63], FEMIIAHTH D
N, BRMICOIE 7 VP ANVREDOEILEVRFERO 1S L TEZXZLNTWD, 9 1D
(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) (ZFERRSHHIIE (LA — & —flile) ZMREESE5 2
& THIAI SN TV b, B 213 Fernandez-Palomo 513, MRS %D 7 o — 5T » & A T HRS
NHE SN HMEE T e MERBIER MR T98G 2 R —fl & LAR I/ ICCM (2
LAR—2 —ffifd (T98G i & b FREZ AL HaCaT) ZIRFE S L L, N AZ U H—
7L OEE (K116 A, C O HRS fREIKICA DD IV U AR AEDEEM) MNiFE S
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ICCM from T98G ICCM from HaCaT
A : R —
58
£3
1] i _
g. E 0.8
o2 0.7
g $ 0.7 .
=1
o — Induced-repair model 06l — Induced-repair model |
081R2 = 0,11 1 R2=0.11
n=9 n=9
C
T c
g8
88
E L=
—®
= >
= 0.7 1 0.71
S g
T @ | — Induced-repair model | osl — Induced-repair model
061 R2 = 0.14 ®1 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)

117 VAR —Z —#lifn% T98G Hifi % 7~ 1% HaCaT M kD ICCM [T SE7- L&D
i AEfE=R (Fernandez-Palomo et al. 2016 [61] X ¥ 51 )

Aoy REST DB CHIRAFRME T T2 2 825 L T0d (K 1.17A,C) [61], Lo
L 72735 HaCaT Ml L% HRS Z# 2 ¥, Zofifaz R —Hifln & L7eGaIc L AR—4%
—HfEAS T98G D& EIL Y 7 /AN AEET (X116 B) . HaCaT O5GI3HAT 5 (X 1.16
D), £72. HaCaT N LA —& —fild ThHIVXT 7 /VOBEEIZ L0 EFREMET T 508 (¥
1.16 D, [¥] 1.17D) , T98G i3 L AR — & — il D515y 7 F A niEi s 7 (K 1.16B) .
AFEDMOMILE B2V INT 5 Z LAVREI TS (K 1.17B), i hH OfE R
OFFIC L VS AZ o F =R & HRS OGN R 5 Z & ZR-E LTV 5[61],



1% HE

1.3.3. HIfATE=RBR & ARG
LQ EF /L% 1980 4EHEN & S EIBH O FHINRAEEZ 2 HICh-VEAIND L O
720 | HRAEAF R R & KRR 1T B AR s B A B A C X 72 [64],

1.3.3.1. D /A4
SRIEHRIZ 31T 2 HUEG 2 RN LR PTHIAE . HEREELE, MG /N2 & CRMl S v, Rl
BNIARTEHNRIEICB W TCEE CTh D, RPTHEOn ECTREFOAEFHABEMNER SNDL Z &
WEN BTV A[65], JATHIENIL CSC A4 THIFHAE DIRIBICAT T 5 2 & THER S, &
B s il (tumor control probability: TCP) (3 AN #RIRG 2 D 7 v — U JRVER AU AR AT
T 25[66], MRS D7 v — U EPEIE & 13T Y U A TIEEIT 5 2 LR TE D,
A

&h
_TEGNICERAT 5 7 v — VR O A TH S, TCP 1L e mERDOMERTHD
o, K(1.23) L Y KADBEFRAFF LN D,

ne pico

Y60 nm A picT
LQ EF N THEE SN HMIAEFREZ AW T TCPIFRAD L H12FK T Z LN TX 5[66],
YOO A picu

O TSRO EEMNE TH 5, X 1.18 13:(1.22) & (1.25) & FV TAfER il & TCP %
RKOT-HLDOTH S,

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% D ESEHIAE & M= IC b 5 ERMEoEEOEZFH LTS, Zhb0
AW R R, S FIRRE, IR 22 & O BIRS T A — 212 X b s s,
LQ EFT VA& AWTRIEAT DI TE Iz, | Jf I EIRRE A7 ¥ o — st 3 5 AW
R (NES O RPTHIECIE Rk O SR) O MEE R L, B EBRCEIR T — & & I
ERGF HAL TN D [9,64,67], TEFRIIEIE T2 1CH0H — U4F ORI 2 8 CTHRIE T 5 MR FE
FIE) T MR < OIEE LRI P E 2 R E & DA U D RIEE X
| 3T W@, & SRR &bl L, AR §T B ORHRREUS X EIRR R MRVIE E
FEDOKIGELEL SEHTOICLERRBENEZFICEHL 2D, & JF Mo LK
| Jf HHERR O AR OAR T 2B EEIR TRIB TH 5 Z LI JE Ly, SFIRHIEICIX
WL DD TN B 5H[68] EK The b VB CTHW B L2\ IR Clx, o5k E
Z18—2Gy &L, 1 H1[ENES HOMH TE LIS ELZ BN LK X5 E Tl T 5,
5 EIRGT (hyperfractionation) TIEHIMEAZ<1.8GY fFRE L L 1 HIC 2—3[F (FEARMIC
2 [\]) BEGT L. d@E S EIRREHC LRGN 2 %, &2 m <725 2 & TEE 2B
BEEDRIEY A7 ZERIET, —HTL@mOESRFTHIEZ B &35, BKHREE 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

118 KL22)Z MW THEMFROFERME (BR) 274 v T4 7 LELNT/NTA—4
U, b ZHWWCHiiH L7z EfFRdiiR (Bo%ER) & U, b 2 (L.25)IRA LG H ALz TCP

(FROFERR) ., SRIIE TCP DFEBRE AT, NolX 5110 2352 LTz, FEBREIT Kappler
etal. 2007 X v 5],

RPLL EE LCTH a2 IERAMAao SLD [A142 (SLD repair: SLDR) # X5, %4y %54kt

(hypofractionation) Ti% 1A% >2Gy & L, @EOERA I3 LikfraEs /s, &
TBFRMIM A2 < L, KRR 722 & OB =R sh b, 72, 03.5Gy DE4HE
FHIARTBRI IR I S VB D, BRSSO - o &R b <CRES I
B, ml T OREE CIXRFTHEIEER MK T 5 m RN S 5, — 5T, TR
i S5 T2 ONLEFF A E S AURATHAERE AT 2 /REME b H D, F7z, K] JF b
DO RINLIRFE 72 & CIX R AT 2338 5 4y FI RSk LERE S D 2ol B35 2 & e &
T,

LQ ET /WIHMEEDZEIRI T A —% (5EifE, HEER) NORESNDIAT V2
— VTR AW FIh R A e L 72 2 3R R X DI D —EMR% O E & [F
IR D X OET HRRICHWEINLS[69], HEREEZQ LB &L LRI L2 oMM
AR

vooA pice
L pEIREAE € & LB Lo OAEFRITRAD L 5127k 5,
YA A picx
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T \Slope BI/E
R
=X .4
o0
g @
© 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)

1.19 Sl M FRIh RS S5 & X OB E LR E O OB (Thames
etal. 1982 [67] & ¥ 5 H) (1 rad = 0.01 Gy = 1 cGy)

O IFMMETHV 0 &Q THRIND, WEIRS CTH LN D AEWFEE O ITHIfAEFED
ADOARMHTRILTE D EUESN[9,67]. K (1.27) ZHVWTHkATEREIND,

0O |0 1QO0 picy
Z0 LQ TFMIESERERIZW S OO FIETERI AR & EEOBIRN
FoiLTnsg, A (1.28) 2&BT 5 L kADHFLND[67].
HIR D ENIA Y 2 — VD 0 INFEIFIT /2 HER D (1.28) el & AN OB 1.19 &
EHICBLNTEY, ZOEF ML ERF— X 2 BB TX 5 2 LAVEESNIZ[67], 72H,
ZOEMREREEOZ LN | J b, iz, K (128) IKRXD XS ICHL AR TE, 0]

B

IR AEM RS AR R (biologically effective dose: BED) & FEiEhL %,
600 9 0 p i plom
| | 3
ERRREE BT DGEICH TR EIAr ¥ o — BT DRI, L e b B

SHZR T DR EL Tﬁ%bf:ﬁ%‘ WCHUEE S RDR GO D0, & D WITHBREUS & il 7T He
T R 75%%75‘3@5[70] B OB & HUED 4SBT O BED A% & RE L. &
B A ¥ —1ic HMBEAZNENO L0 | HDEHELAQ. Q L L, B
ATV a— LB @ﬁiﬂﬁﬁfﬁ%mépm]
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o § © Prop
FFIZ 2 Gy DR E 3 FIRRIITI T D AW FHIR & BEAH T TR E 253 2 5813k
T3 &1 5 equivalent dose in 2 Gy fractions (EQD2) AHWH 5,

Ao Q

e 0T
7P, IR HIRIAE R X 5 N GE O MRIRIA IR IC L DR SRl RN 2 Si2 Xk b
TR RO FISHIET 2 LB B 59,64,

ptog

1.34. BREROFE
BRI 1.1.3.3 H R L@ Y AR H7- 0 OMIGHRETH Y . FILZRLE—7o
[RIRE DR 2 BB U7 & LT b SEERIC L 0 A2 BNk 5 (1K 1.20) [71774).

1.3.4.1. MERHR

IKHRE=R (low dose-rate: LDR) FE&F & bl Lis#RE =R (high dose-rate: HDR) P& CAEW
LR ENEIR SN D RBITMERG R L RIIND, BEOREEZ RN T 2BOBREED
AL, R HRRERINIC S U C < DR O 2 BB IS % CTh 5 — 5, REIR e
EREL 72D 2 LMY 95, HDR R CIE SLDR 235 79 DRI SLD %52 1 7= Y tafk o
PFETSLD AL, 24 H @ SLD A AMEMIC L 0 BoEH#E (CBhEURG A RCBRIR YL
BAR) ZAEBH TR KT 5, LDR B CldR#o SLD 23FIE L 72 1% 12 Hi7212 SLD 23
A U 2 e HDR FRES & bei Ui < 72 5728, SLD MO AVERIC & 2 SRR O K
MEFE I < 2D, SNBSS K 5 HEEIERR CTidds K& 175 Gy min™ Of a3 H
WHAL, SLD I EHSRIFRINIC 0|l Lisnizs (X 1.21) , RNz 571,
IINERRIENE TIEE SRV ESR 2NV S 20, ICRU report 38 12 L 5 & /INBRIRIG R D Pki 7
T1% 0.412.0 Gy h™ 0.713.3 cGy min™) T&iLiE LDR, 2.07T12.0 Gy h™ (3.3120.0 ¢cGy min™)
ToH AT medium dose rate (MDR), >12.0 Gy h™ (> 20.0 cGy min™) T&#uiX HDR (25558
X 5[75,76], 10 cGy min™ % FE D MER TIL S 52 5 MBEROWAIZ LY, SLDR DA
72 b PRI S O ML MO E L RND (X 1.21) [77].

1.3.4.2. WRERSHR
PEFDENLONHMERLY I HIRWVEERETRAT 2 & BERDEGWEE
K0 HAEMTFRIEN G T2 585 (PFfRERESR) BERADZENHDH (X 1.20(b) [72T
74,78], V=7 v 7 72 LIC X DAMNBIRE CHW O LD MR ESR (1T5Gy min™) THL D Z &1
PR, AMERERAT & Bk U IERIARWOERE SR & O B/ NERIBTRIE Tl LI LB S ¢
Wohe BRI, TEED AR A3 5 LDR #RIRO A ARIALL X D/ NRIETRR C
TR N R IERR STV 5 [73,78] Wi EENHIE 1.3.22 H T/R L7z HRS IZERK T
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(a) \\6 ) $3 Hela
Expt 39
PE - 69%
IOO
c
L 1
° 107
3] g W
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g ]
£ .,0-2 |
2 F
5 S
@ °
2103 ol54rod/h
@ wJ4rad/h
2 55rad/h
S04
\ o S
\ § R
0.001f+ 150cGy/min r; \37rad/h
&0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 IO'G "
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 0 1000 2000
Radiation dose (Gy) '(::%:1.)

B4 120 #REFIKF LICMRAFRIBFROZ(, (@) B AT/ —<Hild HX118 (Z 1.5,
0.076, 0.016 Gy/min THST L7z & & O EREZNRLN A O 5 447 i#T (Steel et al. 1987 X
VB, MAD A OBBRITSESR7: SLR M8, B OBIMR T —UIOEBEE R 72056 OAA73:h
WMAEFT, (b) b FFESENAMM HeLa %z 1.54, 0.74, 0.55, 0.37 Gy/h THRST L7= & & i
PRSI 5 5 7R (Hall and Brenner 1991 [72] X v 51 )

Repopuiation

Cell Cycle Progression

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

Dose-Rate (cGy/min)

I I 1 ] I
10Ch 10h 1h 10min 1min

Time to give 2Gy

B4 121 MR (R (ITAFE LA T 2GS ZE IR E S BEE5T 5K (Steel et al.
1986 [77]1&L W 51H)
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HEFEZBILTWAH[73,78], MERMET X5 L ATM OIEMALAILE S b 72 G2IM 7
= v 7 RA M EUNAEEE, DNA ICHEE A58 L 72 REET M #I~BAT Ly 24 g s
EHEEZ LN TWA,

1.3.5. BRHR

TS RR D A= W 05D SR AT A ORLR 2SI S T DRI FE IR AT 5 (K 1.22) [79].
AR IRIE IR MR ATT 2 2 L 2 BBEDHR LT, BE T OBBREN V& K
SR NETR < 20D, BRRDFITIE PO B H%E I U B UNOBEIRE KT D
ZEDNM BN TUVDH[80,81], HEHRIAFIZE W CIIPUEE R ICBEb 2 EEARK T TH D
[82,83], MeRiElE & MUNMREZ MEDORIREZ R T RE L L CTHRR2hA (oxygen enhancement
ratio: OER) 23HWH L5, X 1.22 @ OER IFMIAAEFR 10%% = AR A > b & LTKK
WXV EREINTND,

00Y R ptoo

0
0 N IHMEEOBMFBESIEN KT CTHIATEREN 10%E 785 & ZOME, 0 | I
WHRESE (KRR OmEFESE 21%: normoxia) SE T THINAEFERN 10% & 725 & & D
MRETH D, MEEF T TR 2 RS CIIREESE L T & i TR RS CAETFREA 10%
ERDIENL, FIZ0 N 0 ; THDHDTIN2 pThHD, OER 1L LET DY
KIZHEVME T L, BBRIEEDMEO T RBERDRITRKE W (M 1.22) [79],

MFERDROKFE E LT, B HERRRZICER SN~ A X T U H 0 (ROO)
DEBENEZ 5N T&E 7 (X 1.23) [5,34,83186], DNA 3 FHNOFT 4 ¥ U R—RAF7/- 13
A &Y IV FICTF 2 V) (RH) IIEEREORILIENIC LY KFEFLT V0 (R)
WCEB XD, RIZEY DNA EHRHEL $ 7259 7 /L 1{L<° DNA SHUI R S b
ZENEBNTVWAIBT], V79 M ~DRREIZI 1T 5 SSB X° DSB DOHIERMATH 5 R D48
IR FREET <5Ems TH Y, BLZ 10-20ms TIRFBEEINDZ ENMLNTWND
[5,88,89], R DO—EBILFAFR IS ITIKIT LIEF I WM T < S EeFE & KJE L ROOIZE
x5, ROOIIR LV b HERBEEZL-6TZ ENMLN TV A[87,90], il 1L, #s
PSRBT £ 0 2 < OLEE (FI 7Y a—n7kd) 4k T 55,89, %
T ETlE, HEEEH kD ROO 23FE— DNA 85 Licdh 2350 X 7 VAT RNOHEE 72137
FX VAR —RREERIE L D DRSOt & 72 D IEBE RN ERFT5 2 L THREREMIC 2 5
DX 7 VAT Ro3rh: LTS SR EE & 72 % tandem lesion 237 H S 41T\ 5[5,86], %
SOHETE Y I VAR (FRIZFIY) oL TAEK S 72 ROO (5,6-dihydropyrimidine
peroxyl radical) 723567 7 > % o VA OER (RH, Frlo 77 =) %2k L. DNA f{kiE
BD~—h—& LTHIH SIS 8-hydroxy-26-deoxyguanosine (8-OHAG) 737538 X i1 5 [5,86],
Tandem lesion (37U 27 —B 2N HEERFEE CTRELEN T, EELE L TDSB 2
EETOERICARD EZEZ BN TVWAIE], —FH T, BREEMMRWGAICIE R IEEFE &K



B1E FE5
T T [ |
3& m  X-rays =
i o mk ® “C_jon ]
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7! A ]
ST 5 v 7
L h
© L |
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S ]
2 1
o |
|
|
|
L " room T | —— -
10 50 100 500
dose averaged LET (keV/um)
1.22 LET. F&3&4y/F. OER ®EIf% (Tinganelli et al. 2015 [79]1 X Y 51 /)
DNA -0, + DNA®
DNA-H _ RS-H i'OH T”{” 5 RS-H DNA-OOH
rxn 1

O, mxn 3 . I')-ily
Carbon-centered Peroxyl radical

adical (DNA® ) DNA-0O°
DNA A/DNA radical ( ) -0, rxn 4 ( ) DNA\\ Tandem
crosslinks 1 2 rxn 7 lesions

1.23 JEMEREIC K5 DNA Bk (Robert et al. 2023 [86] L YV 51 H)

JST DRNCHIREE (T AL E VIR U-h a7 e —bd & 5 7akFEHGHK) 12X0
BILEND Z L TIEFREIZERE 5[5,34,83,85,86].

1.3.6. MERECHEEL 7z b—TX

BRI IZ I DNABIE O Z e B FREE X v /37 B g & OFf 2 OAERE 531 0NENE
FEIZ K DB LBEB ORISR L 72 D, Bt $k% 0 U CEEHICHIIIEN O U IRE IR LEE
NFEIND, TRF—=VALFERARDLRCDD1OTHDH 7 =1 b— A[91,92] 371 H &
A, HETRRIC X D RREGEELIC SN THR TV AH[93], MR O U U iFE (RH; A
HTIINEEZ R TRLT 2) ([TIBMLIEG RN & 72 2 2 A Bl s & £ b,
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Cystine
Transferrin receptor System X -
(SLC3A2 + SLC7A11)
W*ﬁﬁmmwrw., *fx"‘ i WWWWW”W’"’IV”YW’W il IR LIRS EDRS
I il SN
m I 1) s T
6280 : 438844 3000043316E80€0 V)16 €NDIOEONIIEEI3DI01430
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

1.24 7 xuv h— AHIEFERE (Stockwell et al. 2017 [92] X v 51/H)

JANOEITY R¥ 7 —F (LOX) OAERMITHWSIL, LOX IE RH Zf b LKFEF .07
AN (R) ZAEMT 2 Z L CIREBBRLZRET 2 B2 6 TW5 (X1.24) [91793],
RITED 0, & BIEIZS S LIFE~ VA x> TP (ROO) ([ZAEBES NS, ROO IHIT
B9 5 RH 220 HZBEWH7=72 RAAR L, BHHIXERLIEE (ROOH) &725, ApkS
- RIXFRRICER L SV ROO & 72 0 . S HIZHIOD RH #E2{b3 5, it o#gin 7e ikl
JRERECHIIIEOBEENER L, 720 b=V ARFEIND EEZ LN TS, 2D LX)

Léﬂﬁﬁtcﬂa%fuﬁzzﬂ:mx% iﬁ&%ﬁ%&ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ@ X2 ROEKBEGTHEZZ BN

HEHA 2R R ELBE L OfE IR TR 7 N Z T4 (GSH) 72 E OB TAINLETH D,
w‘lﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂ\? GSH @ L1 iw‘lﬂﬂ’ﬂ]ﬂ%i@ VAT UNTNE I R AR (cystine-glutamate
exchange transporter: system xc") (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 EAVRSNTE 93], FlAIX, IRE®EBbZN L7 =1 Fb— X
Z 584 % RAS-selective lethal 3 (RSL3) Z W5 & SRR IC LY b M?f’ﬁlﬁﬂifﬂiﬂ@
HT-1080 D AAFFH7)S RSL3 RELHMIFURIZH LRE UK TFT 5 2 LIRS N TV H[94],
TRRERER LNH 2N L7 =2 h—Y A[EXITH D ferrostatin-1 % 2 &, HT-1080
[94]. & bIHIARATE AL HA60, & R AMALILES Rz Bt AS49, & I FF N e A A
H1299 [95]iZ 8\ THREH % D AAFRA ferrostatin-1 Aff FREIZ 6 LEGINT 5 Z £ REN T
W5,
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1.3.7. MRZFEREE O/ 0 X h—2

1.3.1 THTIZ DDR OfED 1 DL LTT AR h—T A, 1.3.6 HTIHIFEBRRLIZ XV FFH
END7 b= ARIZOW TR, ;n?)@fﬁﬁé RCD |FHIfSE N FHE N D E T
DRI A VT INCIEE T2, FIZAIERERBIIE 7 a0 b= ZADRR 5T IR
72 DNA 5B DT 7R h— A %%‘%%\é L, 7x=u b= A3 EO WAL O A 70 &
DNA BEDOFELZ T 5 Z ERRRENTWS, ETRIEICOV T, Lo lFEEmR L
DRMEEY TH Y IFE B {b~—»—& LTRSS KX /2 xF—/L (4-hyrdoxy-
2-nonenal: HNE) 72388595, HNE DL 10T60 eM TdHALiE DNA S5 UIWr-Chfiik e 4.5y
RAHZFHE L[96]. >100eM L 725 & DNA & X U X7 BOEK hary R T &#07
B MRERER 2 T 5 2 E DR S AUTUVA[97], £7- HNE | X DNA é:ttﬁx LTz AL B &t
IMEZTERRT DHERN BN ENMBNTE Y, DNA ﬂk@%#ﬁ DT X BB EEE =T
52 L TR D72 N D Z E MR EN TV A[98,99], X 5T, HNE 1IHi7 A h—v
AT MIEL B ToH 5 B-cell lymphoma-extra large (Bcl-XI) & myeI0|d cell leukemia 1 (Mcl-1)
DOIBLAIH L, —FHFTT R h— 2 %7587 % Bel-2 homologous antagonist/killer (Bak) @
HHLARET 5 Z LRI TVWDH[100], “EIZOWVWTIE, DDRICEWTT AR h— 2D
IR Z EMNIR< MBS pb3 (1.1.3.1 H) 23, system x.ZA#AkT 5 solute carrier
family 7 member 11 (SLC7A11) 7=AE< B OREEZ FHHIE L, GSH D& kA Ifl 42 =
ETCT7 2 b=V RERET D Z ERME STV DH[101], FIEDOAFZETiX, DNA HERE
Z p53 ZiEMAL &5 ATM 78 SLCTALL 7= AX B ORBEAZ FHHIE+T 52 & bRENT
W 5[102,103], 7238 ATM 1E p53 DFEHL L ITM LT 7 =1 b—2 2 &4 5[102], =56
I, A— b7 7P —%HET 5 beclin-l (BECN1) |Z7 =11 h—3 Z%[104], — /5 T LELD
Ee7zm b=y AT AR b= A% FHE T 25 HNE 13 c-Jun N-terminal kinase (INK) %
EMHALT 52 L TH— N7 7V —%2FHE L 5 5[98], M@tz A3 257 07 b ROMIIEAE
2B D RE D T2 ME B O BITE RO OMIBSER BT K 5, Lang H D FEERTIX
TR & 0 IEME L Sz ATM 78 SLCTALL O3B ZMHI L 7 = 1 b — 2 AN %émé
Z L DVRMR S HU72[103], MBS RRIAERIZ B\ Tk DNA G2 AR eosh 5 & BEAHT b T
X 723[11,13,105], %k T D L S WA DX G Toh 5 FLASH KU #R1EH# (FLASH-
radiotherapy: FLASH-RT) Ti% DNA 25D TAEMFAN R A2 TE W alFEMERH 1 |
BE- AT EDRED L RSN TWA[8], FLASH-RT O A 5 = X AMEHIZIEHE
kD DNAHEO L7253, OMINEE OBIEGITm AR T 2 v 7 T VRERE OB %
EZDMENRHDLHICEDPND, LML S, DNA &< HEOREO S WITRm
ThHodHIH, RHFFET iﬁéﬂéc‘: FEICDNABBIZER LET Y v 7 %51To 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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L 72 REFNIRES 23 72 S 412 [68,106], AFED A TR 72 K 912, AL TIIHEBRIGH DX
THEA LT Mo bl BT AREMED R S 4L TV D FLASH-RT (2 5% 2 Tz, FLASH-RT
TILE B ESE (ultra-high dose rate: UHDR (040 Gy/s)) Z 5 Z & T, fEkMREFE T
159 (CONV-RT) (0.01—0.4Gy/s) & bl UIEH M OMRENN IR Sdv, — 5 THUEE 3
DIHERE SN D ATREMEAS R SN TV B [5,6], & DRhFIE FLASH 2h 5 & ’EiE, Favaudon & 0
2014 =D [4] 2 AR BIEICE D £ TIOH 2 ORFZEN 72 ST & 72, UHDR % JRHRIE
FIZEM T 5 2 & ORI OWVERITIZZR Y RIS D K 9512 >7223, UHDR O#FEIEd
W O T 1950 AL T E TH o THER T % Z & 3T & 5[107,108], AFHiTIL UHDR FR4T
WCHOWTHIEICE D FTICEM SN TEfix OFLIZONWTR~R%, 723, UHDR % [
W2 EBRITAK LET Ao (X B, B8 B8 2 Wb ORRFEE HEDTNDHT2D,
W 0 2372V AITE LET BUHHBRIC OV TR TS Z L ICHE SNV,

14.1. HEERERRFOLEMHIFR

HIAAID UHDR % V7= 2EBRIE, 1958 4E1Z Kirby-Smith & Dolphin 23 4 Z %> =7 40
/N & FER AR (00.01Gyls) 75 UHDR (4T108Gy/s) (Zd7- W I DB ERT
15 MeV B & X #A2 BE L7 ER[107]1 & Wbl TWA[6], Z DEBRTIL, 2259 T0.1
Gyls % BRI ER TR T 5 LHEROHE KNIV RERREDREMfilsns 2 &
DR SN T, — 5 CHEREFINREE TR AREFEITHRER AT, RaRRERITZER
LR U 32%FEEEIAD TS T E R S s, T LD OFER S Kirby-Smith & Dolphin
X, ZERT TORKN TH BN D Y BREF OB ERITMAF LTI DN T 2 DOG]
%3 C72[107], 1 21X UHDR MBHREZIC “IRENZEL 267 ) —F ULV OFHEAS. B )
— DI R FE R LV FE SN LMBEME Th o7z, FLASH BSHC X 2 IEF /KR
FRHRD A D = X LFHBAE LI TV, 2 b 2 SORGUIHR TS X 5 ICH
TEICED EFTCREDRD A I = X LT Dm0 A > TE Iz, L LR 6, BBHR
VB IRZ DW TR E & ER R RN R S D 2 & 23 2 TV 5 [5,6,8,109,110], E44D
1959 4-|Z Dewey & Boag (. AR (1%) &M FTE 7 F 7 E% UHDR (53 10T 10°
Gyls) 1R CHRE T2 &, EEEFIKAET X #% CONV &3 (0.17 Gyls) THS L7
A EREOMIEFREDFEONDL Z L AR L, BBMBIEFE LRICEF T2 %
FEIE L 72[108], Z D% UHDR % W /2 B o 72 s LIE D <&t 2 7243, 1960 41X 1% 4>
726 1970 AL T T TEITHFLAOMIL 2 W2 RS e SN T-[111), b o b
DN D OHETIL, 10 Gy FRE F TOME CITMIaAFRIRERIIKFE T, 10 Gy
B Z %5 E UHDR Z AW IR ER & i LAFERE < 72D LEWRENR A LI
% hockey-stick B DML AT RIFREZ R < Z LAVREN[112] (X 1.25), —H#BOHE T
M EEFR 3RS (normoxia) T hockey-stick #UAFFHRAMFRNE SN D Z L AVRS LT
73[112,113], #7223 TlE normoxia TIFBLIHI ST, T L ABBRREMELS 2513 8K
#REC hockey-stick Bl & 722 L & WiE AW % 5 2 & /R S 172 [1147117), £ 7=, hockey-
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10 MeV ELECTRONS | usec PULSE LENGTH

0-1

NITROGEN

|
' 035% OXYGEN

Surviving fraction

0-001 ¢

- S S —
600 900 1200 1500 1800 2100 2400 1100

rads

0 1,000 2,000 3,000
Dosec (rad)

[} 1.25 UHDR HURIC X HEEEMBICER T2 & & 2 511D hockey-stick M oD A= 173 i,
w)ﬁﬁﬁéﬂwxﬁ®ﬁm*;5$ﬁ$®%m(mmu%7mmi@w%)6&gi%m
ALV AEN 1 & 2 OGS OMRAEFEREZRT, 1 7 VL AOFEHRERIT 2 SV ZADK
1929 5 CTh 5, (b) BEBIREDEWC L 547 D2 (Niasetal. 1969 [114] L Y 51 ),

stick BUAMFRIFR CIIH 2B EL B2 D LIKEERRE (hypoxia) (Z351) D ELF R i fR A M
fRFRIREE (anoxia) (ZHUF B HIFRICEATICAR D Z L (X 1.25(b)) . MR T 500 bk
%ﬁﬁﬂ%?éme%%fi&ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁék%i%MKmmm%(%2Eméxw:
AT 1421 BEBM), £72 normoxia TiX 60—70 Gy N L& WREIZ/R D & RAEL b
Tk D [108,119], 1990 FARIT72 7= 2 DD FEERTIX, normoxia & anoxia (Z331F % FRETT
i%f"%T%éﬁ%vmwﬁﬁmekamV@ifﬁ IZEDHR BRI Z &N
s I TV 5[120,121], @ invitro B CTiX, normoxia & anoxia |23 5 & MATIAR
AN (DU145) DORREIC kvaUHDRA:CONvFTﬁéﬁ%ﬁ ZFEDTRBD DI T2H,
hypoxia CIXFERIREIMRMNE EAEFRDOENRKE SR D T ERINIZ[L22], 7o,
FERTIE 010 Gy THAIUZAEMFROEITHERZENL LI H DS, hockey-stick ﬂ‘”@iféeﬂﬁ
BT LT, — T, & MLAAMIE MDA-MB-231 & MCF7, t h7E 23 A
i HeLa ~DMSTTlE, <10 Gy MU CH AEFRNA BTN D85 582% Adrian 512XV #
HEN TV A[123], 1970—1980 4E1Z1E, UHDR MRS T2 MMM 2 F] L 7= invitro 2BR D 7
BT, U ADREEEICET S ERTH AV SN TUV-[1241126], UHDR % MV - H
#O invivo EBR 1T 1974 4E D Field & Bewley (2 L5 7 » k %ﬁﬁb Vi FEBR L Wb TR Y [6,8].
CONV S CR LN D FICH T 2 FE L OWREE 2R3 572912, UHDR 4T
aiamv_ﬁbm—m%%wﬁgﬂﬁgf%ot_&#méﬂfwénmk%Lf\mm
12 Favaudon H1Z X VY <7 A~ UHDR M 7% CONV fE & Fhie UIEF#ik O FHF 5
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. FLASH
effect

' no FLASH
effect

1 pulse @

10 ; X * ’ !

104 105 106 107 108
Dose rate in the pulse (Gy/s)

1.26 UHDR FREHNZ B\ CTIEF MMM OIRIEN A N DM, 7V 2 H T2 OfFER

& 10 Gy BHHIC T AR 2258 & L UHDR IBAE DGR b BB L EDL&MEIR S

N TCW% (Montay-Gruel et al. 2021 [127] X v 51H).

10 102 108 100 1070

(Ideal) Pulsed FLASH-RT delivery
r====" 1 —— ——
Dose rate
W|g1|rl1$(tahe Dose-per-pulse _ Pulse , Dose rate within
e (z1Gy) duration the pulse
(= 108 Gy/s) P
2
] B2 Total dose
': - 1 2 3 (2 10 Gy) = Dose-per-pulse x n n
- 8
0O
: Mean dose rate _ Total dose
! (2100 Gy/s)  Total delivery time
N . //// ‘ //// . ////
'Pulserate  Puise Time :
| (=100 Hz)  duration Total delivery time Jl

(£0.15)

1.27 UHDR FEEHZEIT DIRGFEIZE D 2 B L 2D /5 A —%  (Wilson et al. 2020
[128] X v 51 H)
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O Hild X OEM 2 PUEE R A 7R3 2 & 3 SH[4]. 125D UHDR MRS F25R T R 72
TR o T ST RRIE A~ O3 H O "I REME 2N H S kb 72[6,8], Favaudon & 1% TFLASH
EWVIHFEELMNTUHDR KB L, BU/ES —fXIZ FLASH (2 X Y UHDR AREL S5,
FLASH S Re A O IEHFRLAE & ISR a3 2 222 5208 (FLASH 2h2R) 12>\ T, flix
DEBENLOT T a—F PRI N TV 5, EFHEROBRARICONTE, flziE~r A
DRI 2 BHEE & B EOMHI[4]. 2B X7 X ~ORKICI T 5 KRS DK
W[129]. W bR E OIKI[130], ~ 7 A OFBAREREHER[127,131]) 72 E RV ST 5,
FUBG R A DWW TR, Milids AR PR AR E 7 L [4], R B RCRR[129], Bnfe IR B e [130].
[FIFTHERRSARB S B AE T 7 /L [127], & MUEHEAAS A RFERAEE 7 /L[132], HEDS A[133]72 &
T, FLASH 4+ & CONV FRE CRIZDFERNPEHND Z LRI TNWD, B T#%
FHV= invivo FEBR T3 EFE O R [132,133])12%f L, FLASH Jfi4+C CONV &} & kil U g
OHEFERINH] ST 2 &R HE STV 5 [134,135],

EEROME &2 O LET Hcd#i 2 AV 7= invitro, invivo EBR CTH 5N 5 IREFFIL 040 Gyls
OVEIERO A7 H T, FRHIE W 1 ARE (010 Gy) 2T L BMNETHD Z
EDURIE I N TN D[8,118], BT, BE SV ADNRT A—4 (1 2V ABT-0 OBER
1 [ DRRGIATE T35 £ TORERH (0200ms)) DEFEMEIZONWTHE LI TS (4 1.26)
[127,136,137], » vV AREIEIC R 5 /3T A —H XX 1.27[128]I27R T L0 TH 5, FLASH %)
RATH B ER L L THRbA TS 040Gy ITMEHT 2 E2ETO/ SV ARKYIREND F
TORMICHT D, 7OV AR 5T 5 2BEOLTH D EHBMEREELTWVDLN, 1791
AT OMBEBFROBEENDS ERO X SRS TN D,

RO invitro EBR & invivo EBRCTE B SN TEX M RICIEIFERSH D Z L ICHLEENL
T, Invitro TIIMFAICHBRZEITZ RO EHEICE R T2 & BRI & g
ORI TH7e< & HHTMIZ UHDR HS T CONV FREF & bl LAEFRBHNINT 25 2 & AVR
SNTW5D, —FHT, invivo FEBRTIIEITIRRT2 X 5 ICIEF LR & BES LR C OG0 27
%o IEH M & IR O SOGIZ DWW T APER T 2 A3, TR & RS 0O SOt
IEFE L TW5D, 1.3.2 T Tlb 72 X 9 IESHFRIARE TlX invitro & invivo % BHEfT 1T THW)
PR A EEL LIEAT 5, LR CTHLN TV DRERN S DY Tl d 223, 1EkD X 9
(2 in vitro FEBR T 5 11 2 M AEFR D IR R A2 PRI CTE W AR H 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,

1 LET BUHHRCd 5 FE# A FV 2 in vivo FEERTIL, UHDR FESH121Z CONV PRES#% &
Hele LA LET B & RIRE O IE R OIRAF1 O biv, — 7 THREOHE & 88054
fil S5 Z &R S NT2[138], — I HEES AR~ FURHEE 1.28 (DI R SN DR T T
7« ¥'—7 (spread-out Bragg peak: SOBP) & IE(IiL 5. AW Frufia (RIUHEIZ RBE %
Fe UTofii) N —TCTEWEES VSIS, SOBP IIRFEMD TR NLF —ZZERMLR2N 5
2 2 & TR E N D03, =R /LF —EFRICIRF 2 23 5 7 O B RFfH] 22 FLASH gt
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——10 MV X-ray
120 —— 200 MeV Proton
Bragg-peak
——290 MeV Carbon-ion
100
) 2
> 8 2 X-ra
(] g -rays
4 © ~
'8 60 [ el T l
b=t > —.
2 K| S
- [}
S 4
& i Particle beams
with different energies
20 & |
o e ===\ y A Y | \

5 015 20 25 30 I Dcpth (cm)
Target

o

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

1.28 (a) WENO X#, B, KFBOUWEHIEE 2R, B L IKFER TITm

X — LR AT LRFEDIRSICHF IRV — &t 5T o8k —r (77 v 7 -

E—7) BHhbHivd, (b) BHENOE— @5 a ZRT 57O DIKT 7 v 7« B —7
(spread-out Bragg peak: SOBP) (Matsumoto et al. 2021 [139] & v 51 ),

WX S/ D 2 ENBLEBETIXTE T, ZOERE S DR 1-#D FLASH S EBRCIX7 7
v 7 e = Z BT DO T T bSO LTS,

b RZ FLASH-RT % Jifi L7 & 845 ST 5, Bourhis HIZ X WG SR E Y v X
fEEBE ~DE L% - FLASH-RT TiX, 6 7 H R O#%i#1 22 ¢ CONV-RT 2% LOLIESE
DIENRETHY | IEFMHEEORIREOREN/NS TGl E CORMMNE N -T2 &M
WE SN TWD[140], 2o, ZOMERIL 1 A DOBEOH~ORFTH L5753, 166 Gyls D
FLASH-RT (1 [FI## & 15 Gy O EN FAAIIRS) Z a3 LARTIZ 0.08 Gy/s ™ CONV-RT  (#R#%
20 Gy % 10 [FIZ /%) U7l o BIRRGT & el 21 Gy % 6 [N/ E| L= 280 Bl 23
RENTEY, ZNOHORR LIRS NTWD, KR E D WE~O B 269 585
XD R A WA BRY & L7z Mascia 512 X 555 | FHIEEEEZA Lk Tl
Al 4.8 7> H OFRGEBBIEZZ IR CIEFHEBRR O RITR S LN TRIEM L X #1%2 vz
CONV-RT L [AZTH Y | EIREMZIED CONV-RT L[F%ETH D Z & AVR S 7z [141],

EREORER DA TR BRI O RHIEE ICB T 2 FLASH 2 R O A R ST
TN, PR EICE T 2 MAE L 2 STV S, miakd Bourhis D 7 L—7" (Gaide et al.
2022) [142] \Z K B[R —BFETRT 5 G 2 R ORBBIEE Tlk, SPEREE & sEE o
B IFIZDUT FLASH-RT & CONV-RT O] TZEH 72 < | FEEHIEIZ 2T % CONV-RT & [
HORERTH D Z ENHE STz, £72 Vozenin HIZ XV EESNIZRRRO R a8 L N7 X
~OMBH FEER[129] D BES ik 18 722 £ TORIEBIZE TIL, FZ—7D Bley 5128V
FLASH-RT (30—31 Gy) THEREENRO NI ENHEINTWVH[143], K2 ~D
FRETIZ DU Tid CONV-RT (A 48 Gy % 10 [RIIZ/0 | L= B0 EIRE) off b REh
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TWAHA, FLASH-RT & @ BED DZENRKE < HEHITE 2\, %< ® UHDR %M\ 7z in
vivo E Tl 017Gy O @it % 1 [a TS LR BIREEFIZBIT 5 FLASH 2R 28l L T =
723, Bley HICK VBB EEZZE L L VIRWBREEHWEERPLETH D Z LRSS
A7z, FLASH-RT (23517 5 CONV-RT (2% 2 BiFEFEF BT T 218720 R & D WX E N 72 %)
F& | B PEE N RN EH S H MY e EE LT 2 EBMNETH D,

1.42. UHDR BE#% oW ER — L FHaR

A C/R L72 K 912 UHDR % iV 5 & M0 1E F Rk O FEHREAS CONV RS L 0 IR S
MDD, FEMZR A T = A LITA BTV, AR TIE FLASH 2R D 5 BIRAFZNRD A T =
R BZBET DRI DWW TR <%, UHDR FREIE 1.2.1 T TR L7 U R i O i B FE —
{ELEFARFRIZ BT DIEHERE O SOSCIEB O BNEZ K& < B X 2 A REMENH Y | IRIFZHRICH
T ARTUTEEFECIEMREOFEICEH L TWD, FiROmERE & EMFRER £ o 5t B
T HMEFIEE < D HIE SN TELEMN[107]. WTFROMGE HARARIZIZ UHDR FBREHZB W
Td HIERHIPNIC AR S A TEMEFEOR)S CONV FRETHE & bl LRI BN % = & I0Fas
T 5,

1.4.2.1. BBRAEYE

UHDR PR THE X U RLLF O Z < FRE CL EO BN RS S D 2 & CTHS# )
fRIZ LD 2L D eag"& HINERES IV, RS FIXZINODT VAN EREIZRIGT D Z &
TYHE &115[5,20,108,144,145], FAFRIREIMEF9 25 Z & T OER (135 H) 2/h&<7425%
EEZ BTz, Invitro B TR ST E ZEEERE O LIT Kk Dl AR dhii 021k
(141 ) L2 OGREEAMT D EB 2 5TV [108,113,114,116,117,122], L7/ L7243
5. B IX AL YE & HEHIB0Z L 2 17 2338\ [5,6,8,109,110,119], Invivo SEER CIEERE 231
TR S35 [127, 1310 [4] TIRGFVERRB D LN TW 5D, @HEFEHE/E  (normoxia)
TO invitro 3B Ti, UHDR FRE% O A7 CONV S L 0 & EF-3 2 IEg A A3
Bol s S 7=[123], B4 insilico ET ML DY 2 L— a3 VTt BBREE AR S
B 21FZEDO+ 7R RE O TR TR S e d o 7o &bl 728 2341V [89,146T152],
Flo, BBRREFEZHOIZEHS 22 7223, KH[153], invitro[154]. invivo[149,154]iZ 35
T WTHOREERIZIEN TS 0B EOK T 235380 HAL TV 7220, In vitro #fifid
MRIZF T DRI EFHIITIX, UHDR XV & CONV #REFRD S A L K&  lHRRE 2K
TESEDZENRINT[154], LN LD, BERIEE OFHUFEER IS DU CIX RS R 23
~74ms THDHDIZK LIRHERDOY TV 7« L— k3 ~150ms TH D Z &b, RFER
FEDZEALE 3T TE T W ATREMER B 2 U DWW TR BN L E TH 5 [154],

& LET #7577« ©—27 Tid, UHDR JBEIC L Ve L ABRRIRENE AT 5 2
&EMIEE STV B [155,156), = DFT L TILE LET B O BRER B IEH IZ B T2
KT INEEHBHES NSO T A 2 KD F AR SND EARE L TWSH155], Rz —ff
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DI FF KGR S AVEABEO KT ERIGL (C/ (/79¢(/7 7 0),
/ 0 ORISZEN LEBRENERIND EEZ LTS (g, ¢/ 0 OF ), LnL7RRD,
i LET MUH#RIZ K D UHDR BB ICBIT 57 T v 7« B —27 TOEEFE Y EORIES invitro/in
vivo EERIIRIE R ENTORNDO T, 5B FLASHMERIC L 57T v 7 « B— 27 OFFRMN
AIRE & 72 o 7o B EME & DB LI TH 5,

1.4.2.2. {EHRER ORG

UHDR ST CITREREIAYIC & VB FE CIRPERE AR S, AWICRET 5 2 & THERTE
PEREDS ST S D D, IUHRIBE I “RAVIZAE L D DNA 72 EOERE S FHED T Y
F1v (RR°RO0) MEWEETERIND Z LT, ZNHDOT VAVREILEARIE UG
DR SFICEE D D 2 & TH /e ROERDIHI S v, AR R B2 70 &3
flansd B2 5 TW5D, Labarbe & 33—/t F@fELIEE (01es) DOFE A OFEPERER D
FOS[144], AR5y T HR D Z 2 T VB O i, GSH 72 & OFUIBbE L ISR D KR £
fix DR)ISZE Y I 2 b—3 3 VBT VICHAIAZ  UHDR FETld CONV Sz x L ROO!
OERNIHI S5 Z & & Pl L7-[89],

ARG TFHRDZ AN DIHIe BT Ko HROIEWR DO KRNI L 5587 ic b &
RAMETHRTWD, K~D UHDR FESH TIE CONV HEEH LY § H,0,[131,157,158]X°
OH[20,21] DU MEL 725 Z EAREN TV D, T 5D UHDR MREFHFOTFFH ML DD
WA AR (K 1.29) 235925 L& X b T 5[1591164], UHDR HES Trx RS
BREE HAE T E TOHEBROTREF D22 72534015 CONV D4370 & [RIEE T o 5 D3RRI 72
AT TH Y | YL CIIENRS & 2 RFRNIC L 0 mWEBE CER SN D, 20
BALFIERRITAT LISPEREDMER L AR 573, UHDR U Tidd 2 I A & Ak S 72 1%
PEFE AN BET DM OTRBIA LB U 721G EFR & SUS T D MEENEmL b B2 bnd, R
AIIZ, UHDR FRSTCIE L D 2 < OTRMEFED DNA 72 SICEIFET HA0CEE i, FEER

(122 H) »BEflEans,

1.43. UHDR [BH% D DNA 181 L a7k

AT TR 72 X 912 UHDR WU CYEMEREZ /4 2 B ER MR S L 5 2 L 2B E 2
X, MR ERICKE B 5 DSB (13 #i) OAENBBEBALTHEELXLND, 2Tl
Tl 2 O FERAE AT IS TIE R MG & JEE AR IZ 331 5 DSB oMl E R DN DU
Tk 5,

F9. EFMIEIC OV TR E M CEREROIZ S SE KR E | F2 RS-0 F
TORFEDIEHLSE B REWZD, BURTIEH—M22 A2 R 2 LIxAFREE Bbh b,
B 21X, Fouillade & IXER & N#RAEIEMAL (MRC-5 & IMR90) ~® 52 Gy D4t (106
Gyls) 725 30 43# D DSB ~ — 71 —0-H2AX DU A3 72 < ,—J7 THhllod DSB ~ — 77 —53BP1

(1.3.13) % UHDR FRSF T35 Z & Z/R L72[165], Z DOfESHICKk L, Buonanno & i
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1.29 UHDR HUHIC L A REBHIFE BAEH OFk 7. (A)? COUV Hi & i L (B)» UHDR
PR S CIRIEF O B R R S THEE DO ASPRIF- 2Nl 5 Z L1272 5720, 35 ASTkiF
H R DTSR DNA 72 & & FUGT DRI B e R HIEH L T DIGMRE L KR T 5 2
& T, MEEER SR SN,

IMR90 Zf#f L. 1,000 Gy/s THE&F L 30 min % ¢ 2-H2AX i&%%ﬁﬁl L7284 0.05, 100
Gyls TORSH & Ll L, 10 Gy L FOME TH o-H2AX [TITHMRERITIKITT D 2NN — 05
T, 20 Gy OFRSTIX 1,000 Gyls DA D F 9-H2AX @W@ﬁ)jﬁ% SHERTFTDHZLZRLEZ
[166], Fouillade & & Buonanno & OfERIL, D 72< L b0 E#REEZ0 5 Gy &35 & IMRIO
TIHRA P REN RNV L Z R LT, it invivo 56k Tl MG RIFFRGE T 5 & P
\ZH BTz DSB D 72803 2 355 [130] & HEFF S D5 A (16713 S S v T 5, Levy
HIE~ U ADZERGITBAE L - i R M4 (crypt-based columnar: CBC) #if@iZ 14 Gy %
216 Gy/s THRH9 5 & BRE#~12h £ TiE o-H2AX (1.3.11H) D L. 24h Hiidvg
NOBERTH o-H2AX EANFIE 0 Lo 722 & 2 HA LT\ 5H[130], —J5 T, Dokic 5%
invivo T~ 7 2D~ 10Gy % 120 Gy/s THUHT 2 L % 1h B L7 HRFE THEIZ o-
H2AX 7% UHDR MRSHZ K 0 32 2 & 2R L72[167], #r &= & DSB ORROAICE R %
BTHE, ZNHORERDIHIE CONV & Il L UHDR Tl DSB 2389~ 2 M A3 & 5
LWz b, E7-. Guo HIEDSB HITHEH LT eWs, 15Gy % 100 Gy/s T IMRIO (Z R



e

&
it

T % & CONV (0.33Gyls) &g, HSE 4h TIET AR F—T ARFHEINLT L, R
0— Y ANRFEI NI WI & &R LTZ[168], UHDR R4+ DSB A k23 il & RCD @
72O ORKEFIAT 28BS N TWDEDMNE Ly, — 5T, 24h BRIZIET R b—
ANCBHET 50 A F 7 m b CREDT AT EIHBELED UHDR BAEZ DI RLNE DD,
TRF—=VAER 7B — ZDEFTHEEL TV D,

HEISAIAELZ DU Tid UHDR & CONV #REFR D[ D DSB D &%~ T #1372 ST
2NE D Th D, EFLO Levy 5 & Fouillade © O IEFHIIE~D S & [F U4M:TERIMTD
e~ APV D 1D8 (Levyetal. [130]) & b Rt HElE A549 (Fouillade etal. [165])
TIE 9-H2AX F 1T 53BP1 O ZEIFA LRV, F72 Adrian 52X 5 b MR ERE
LU-HNSCC4, b FIL2SAMI MDA-MB-231, t FFESEA ML HeLa ~0 3 Gy O fRE

TIIW T OMAE T 53BP1 2 #1720 [123], Adrian 5 OFERIZHOWTIL, [FIFEO N
DEAFFEPRDO LN TNDN, 3 Gy TIIEMFRITHEREN2ND DDOBFEOEEKRIZ N
EMRESRDIEVDRENTNDLZ ENnD, EHICHEWBREEZ WS Z & T DSB #ic £
MENDPE LIV, 2D OHE TR/ UHDR & CONV i DSB #OHMiR: X in
vivo FEBR T LD PSR ORI JE L2\ A, 1.4.2 THIZR L7 iEERE O &l
FAETF R ORI FET 5, TSR & B MO IRE OEWIZ- OV T, Spitz & 1 EE
MR AR A O BR B 23 BAFR 3 5 ATREME 2 F54H L CUN 2 [145],  FEIE5M M | R AR P o 1% 14 it
REREL<, —FHT GSH 72 L& AWTHEg by A7 L& @ EIZH R S8 TV 5 [145,169T
173, FEMHIEABATH 2725, 2D OFHE T S o Milafs A ok (L Fy 7 R)
R AT MR ORREE N S 3 DSB BUZEN A LRV O Ly, £z,
FEE AL OTEPERRIR B R & P by 2 7 ARFICH T 2N E LS &L D LG
FRREN ER T M2 RE S5 LEWREICREET D EIET D & [1697173].
LUV TR DN D PR B OMERT UHDR RS & CONV BRI 23 W00 & 1E MEFR I B 4
LEWREICETHNSES Z EIGERT 2000 Ly,

EFEO XY IZEBRGFECHEROIE L2 KE L, £z invitro & invivo W H IV TR
ﬁaﬁ%z)@%mé EZZHND 106Gy L0 bEWREICKT S DSB ¥~ —H— DT — X BARJE
LTWa 7z, SRR TIEMii L1 DSB 2 & Ak L1 D FLASH 20D BT 1 135
LWElEbivs, BEEZER (24h) BBZITER ST 77T 5 residual DSB D# 23
H@Efé T A7 E WO BE L H D Z LD X0 EEE R BEAT T (IR IR T B

SHEHAIE TORM R E 2 HORER S0 BN H D, F7- Adrian 5L, in vitro S5k
T@i?@%ﬁ%ﬂlﬁ@ﬁib\mi V. IR UAEAG % A U RS S TR LT % UHDR BT K 2l
AFRBAOAENEDD Z L2 FERT — 2P ORLTEY, EBRTFIEOK b LET
5119, F£7o. BUR TR ~RT2 LD f;ﬁﬁé%mki%ﬁ-}“~5@ ;’E%o%%@rﬂa:%o“
& | FLASH Zh 5828 DSB OB ITIKAT L2 WABEME A HEFIC AL, S b2 R TR
M B 2 TR T AR P T- A B 72 &L DNA LIS offiEIc 7‘54@%@%?@%? "E
LTVt & 5[8], FLASH ZhH o # 5 = X LI II0ER D KL 512 DSB & DR f}
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FERNAENERT — X 2R LB LN S, fx ORIGHTTHRY FFonTns &
I HAA/FERE L=/ T?D UHDR & CONV fRERIZLDWEBOEEEZDHVLENDH D,

144. JEEBBRILOKE

1.3.6 JH TR 7= BEARE O\ ERLILE /7 HIIZ FLASH ZRICBDL 2 L@k s T b
[5,6,8,145,174,175], Froidevaux SI3AIAIEOMRDOVIZ T+ AT 7 F oV a VG5V KR Y —
LEV 7 VUBBER I B RS L, UHDR MRS CIIIRERBILORKEL D 1 D Th D
~u Y7 /LT e K (malondialdehyde: MDA) DARKDM NI &b Z & 7R L72[175],

1.5. FLASH 1A D7D DY I 21— a VET

FLASH S0 A 51 = XA LFH O - DITHix 70> I 2 L—a U ET AR I TE T,
WRERD T v & NI B Z T B 72 ONEM R FIEIE L T A e Y Iab—va v
Th V| IBPEEHEEE ST RAE F OF3E 7 & Bix RIS SN TE -, AE T
FUTHARY I alb—va Y ERY AN OB L TLT AR I 2 b—y
3 U EHERVERRE T OV TN D,

1.5.1. REMEEEAFTO-DDEV T I I 2b—T gy

B ICT T 2Ty S 2 b—y g U TIRARBERe k7. £72205
DRI 5] &l Z F BRI L0 A4 U DIEMRE ORI 2 TT 5 Z L TX (X 1.6),
FLASH Zh R OfEIC R & e B2 Rl & B 2 o b, FRICTEEEOFEHNKREBADS
L& 2 Hd UHDR HHTE OMICIE M OIRFEN R BT 5720, Flix DETH
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 (1132 H) Z3HHET 2, (LFRE TIXZ b OVEMFREAMLE L OTE %
FESOERSE & RS U772y TV ERHEN D3, 20 X 5 iSO %8 2 3 5729
W22 ODOFENRHWGILD, 1203 step-by-step (SBS) 14 & FEIZAL, BIETERLOFREHS & Fll 5>
HHET DN E W 2395, & 9 —J713 independent reaction time (IRT) % & FEIEAL, 7F
PEFE DT A 3B — 545 L 70N O FHRLIRERR] 2 KIRICHI 2 Z & AT 2, IRT EE W T
PRI BRAE D B RV (~10 ms) A&7 5 £ TOFRREO VI 2 b—ra bR ER
TUVWA3[161], IRAFFRIC IV THEE R H 2 B 7z SRR OB O FEM 2 B T & 7ok
7=, SBS 1EDRRFM 2 M S bR s L RV A 7y — LTy Ialb—va v
THZENKETHD, iz, /778115 (molecular dynamics: MD) > = L—3 3 V& ff
HL7ZET LV BBE I TV 5[177,178],

BN RICET 5T ha Y 2 L— g o TlE TOD(1.4.2.1 H)[148,1501152,177].



1% HE

FEHREIAE A AEI[160T164]. REFEH LT DAL R O E[L76]. BEOIEMERE NIRRT 5 1%
FOSHERE G ARIZ K D DNA 531 OPRFE[LTT]. FREFTEE D il 73+ 0> IS HEREA~ D BT R L F
—BATIC X ISR OJEBEERE O R[LT8]Z IE L72v R 2 bL—ra VIR ST 5,
2B, TOD #E LY I 2 b— 3 T, 1421 H Tl X 5 ICEER R S
NDIEEOBEREOK FIZ TR ST, TOD ORFHE~DOFEITR LI L DD,

FEBREAE AR 1.4.2.2 H Tik~_72 L 9 [T RIHY - 22 RIEIC I 2 R0~ SR L T
< HIEMERERI LARIS LI bEND 2 L2 EL TWD, I ab—v 3 TliE, OH X
€aq" D £ D 7RRFZ S D @ EPEFE S SUGTE DAV Ky 10K T 178 SICE SN D I
JEOBENNC X VIBGFRERNFEINDIZEEZBEL TS, Y alb—va U TIIRER
DOHAMAEVNOH DULHE N F2HR[20,21] & RIERIZIHAD T2 2 E 3 Pl S 1TV 5 [1601164],
L L7286, EBR[131,157,158]I2 8 T Ho02 DULRDSHRER O HEVME T 5 Z &
DNRENTVWEDICKR L, ¥YIab—TaryrTEMOBEBEZRLTWVWSZ ENREL
[160,162,163], 7tk D> 2 2 L—3 3 » TIE H02 23 E 2 OH [Rl DR (OH+ OH Y H.02)
THAREND Z & &FE LTz, Baikalov (% UHDR FRE CIIISITTO OH % %9
HHDEG (OH + exq" Y OHY) MFREFEM AAEFIC XV iR S D Z & T HaOp DU
BT 252 LARELIE64], £7-. ERov Ia2alb—va 2 E0ikoy I 2L —
3 NIBEE A K E T D 2 ERIEARTH - 7278 Baikalov 5 (3R EDIEPERL ((OH, eaq", HY, H202)
R AR T D 2 & THUEIIK T 2 05BN ORMED m >y GREED B S D) B4
TEHE L, SBS {E4 MW CIRBMEFR EARH O % 2 X 2 L—1 3 » LT2[164], BEFRIRE 4%
DIK~D UHDR MU TITAEFIE RIS OH & eo DULEDIR PR TR S 7223, Aifa
WEHRE F TV I 2 b—ya U TR CREMEHTE 2V 588 Gy A LTH I
5OIRDENEN TRV, —J5 T Baikalov 51X, MD ¥ 2 = L—¥ 3 TR En7-iEME
FEA~DOET XL X —DOBATHAE CAIUZTEMERE O R EE S AU[178]. HIHE PN OREE D @
ZERIN T S TR EFE EAEF 2342 U097 < 7 2 arReME 2 F8 4 L TV 5 [164],

MD ¥ a2 lb—raraHng LoD FREESCERIR-E— A b HfRloOT
KNF =DV Y 72 E D5y OREEHFRINEE Ot 24t LB by — b ilafRIc BT %
TEMERE 2 & Te /) O 8 & THITE 5, Abolfath 5%, UHDR MR TR Y + b mmic A
REA, 7/ VBRI L CONV M L0 £ < OB R L X —NEMRE~EITT D LK
E L, FERMICEEREORENERE SN D 2 L 2R L7-[178], EHREORENER S
% 2 & ORI EAER R S D, A O O @A BR R 351 2 AR ALAE
a2 HETHETNTHDH[164], £7-. Abolfath &% DNA 431 EPHIZ I 1T D iEMERE D4y 1
B )R 70 2w 2 o HT LS LTV D [A77], Z O Tk, SWEE CAER I Z 0H 72
E OVEMAEDS DNA 53 1AL ), KFERES . WO — WA AAER 2T L&
2 2 & TROGHEDRY IS 2 558 L DNA 73 - OB LS I S 412D 2 L AVRE S iz,
ZIHDETINERICENIEE ORRE CIEMEROEEHEL LI b TNERATH D,
HRFRIZE B TAUTRKHOERZ 26708, WTFIOET VS BEEHZERT 5 X9

—44—
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WCVERT 5, FLASH ZhRD A = X ARERIZIZ FFED L 5 3 F0EE2EET L2 &
VETH 5,

152, FvTAruvIal—rarzfEbinWEizeET )V

HERET L TIX TOD, MBMEMAIEN, REO®HMEE. fERY o SHilnORAFAERE L
FEFANMERI N TS, ZALDEFIHAMIC LET 255 A—4& L LTS EPIE
LET 2R L L TR I TV AN, —EDET /WML LET 287 A—4 & L THAIAALT
VN5 [164,179],

AL e (TOD) I oW TIEZ < OHEGHT T L AVEEE S C & 72[89,146,147,149,1797186],
LLZems, ZZFTh /\“C-“é”tc): 5 invitro, invivo FE&, Eﬁ%/}ﬁf{ﬁu FE, T
ANmY I alb—rar TIRIREGRENRERNEN I, FRICERTT L TH o7
FEE|E TR Uo7z d @73»%%\[89 146,147,149,186], —J7 C. Taylor O I TARRN D A5
— 7R R SRR E S AR [18TI2E H L. TOD 2 FLASH IEFR RICH S5 L 9 D Z & Z o L 7-[183],
ZOEFETNANTIET VX AICERE SNEHBAEZ oIl g BMIE 2.0 L, 20 Gy & 50
Gyls THRE L?’:B‘?@@ﬁ%@?ﬁ%\ L RN I 2L —v g &NT, RS LT, EW
R A~DO RS 2 AHE & L7288 FLASH FREFTix CONV R & il U R AT K ER 35
EES I =N Uocénﬁﬂzz)ﬁﬁ% THRT S Z é:ﬁ%/ﬁﬂéﬂﬂ% —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)
THdHI ENTRSI TS, UHDR FRSCIIRATR 72 (KR 55 - MR SR EE O fE1% S CONV

FREHCKR LR 3T 2 2 L1ic kD, K0 < oiflas A7 L EZ RS L TW D00
t LAL72\ N [183], — 5 C, ML T TR FIIRAE T H D Ik A < 4347 L, UHDR H&
5% b IEEHAR O K O ITIAERER SR - ERRFRRRED [ FTsHMEIN LW oo | FUERERI R
CONV Mt & [FI%IC2 5 & B 2 LTV 5H[183],

Labarbe & 33— 72 F@FELAKE (O 1es) DR~ O RUGITHd 5 BOins FE & 5 & FL 21
Ffi[144]. GSH 7 P OHIEALWE . R B LT ROO OEhEE KD, ROO DENREA M < #hfRD
areaunder thecurve (AUC) XV | #EFROHEKIZEV ROO ORARENTD 5 Z & &R
L72[89], £7-. ML OBEE) HITBE O L BN ERICLOTIFERSETHL L
DIRE, BEDHROEBS 726 SNDIFEEOBMFIRE DK FIX TR ST,

Baikalov Hi3E T HLmd I a2l — g a— RO (15.13H) O 5T, FEURH
FIEAEH & MIfaNERBE 2 B8 L= BaR© 7 L 2 A4 L 72 [164], 1STER ORI+ e 2
%52 DD REICONW T, EFRNEEEIRE (4%) OK~OFRETIX 05 es D
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
T NITVXLORBNLEINZRD B2 LD,

LQ 7 /WIHERT — & & IS AR A4 T 5 2 L IXTRE T 503, MRk
EDOWE T A — & OFEALITKRT % DNABREOBRE-CHIUIGE D2 b7 & & BRI S8
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
[28,1887190], MK 7 /L% 3§t & ¥ 7= integrated MK (IMK) &7 /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 DR T 72 B2 X% DSB B 13 fiAEi b, AW TiX UHDR & CONV #ii:
K[> DSB B O ZEMMbABRITER T 2 & E L, UHDR FR % O M0 AR % T 5
BT VERET D Z EI2L Y, FLASH BREHZ I 2 MR OfEIA & L ONREEHR > A7
LORF A HIE LT,
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T20 0 ZXQITN)~HIZHE L, MEFOLEIIMES PLLEOENEZE LT, O
L0 0 OBMRIE. BRERMIZREEEE LTy /A NhiREER T 2R TER LT,
0 0
0 0o
0 0 EERKMENALTHLN, 0 0O 0 OO FHERKENpJO THL=H, X(B.1)D
E5120 0 0 OO Z#pjOTHRT ( DFZFELD) 2L T 0 0 DOEAMFEMNL L
RHEDITEFR LT, £, O(Gyls) X0 0O MEKMED 50%I27425 & & D0 ZEWT
Do 74T 4 TICHWDFERT — 21T O SCHR3,7712] L Y Bif5 L7z, UHDR
@ DSB # % #HHl L - S IR IEF 1D To i, RET A TIXMIROFE, K% 5 DSB
BEHAE CORER] (~4h), BURBROREE, f, BESEREOFEMREREMFITEEY
TT7 4w T 4 U TITHBANNT, B, i XN E SN TV HHERD 5 B b/hI
MERODSBEIN 1 &5 ko5, HERT LD DSBHOMHMEZFH L (% 3.1),

0 10 otp
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i
w
it

#31 0 O HHICHEMLILERT—7 5K

Marker of Dose rate Relative DSB

Cell type Radiation DNA damage (Gyls) yield References
IMR90 (normal human lung fibroblast) 45 MeV proton  9H2AX 0.05 1 Buonanno et al.
100 0.971 (2019)
1000 0.785
MRCS5 (normal human fibroblast) 4.5 MeV electron 9H2AX 106 0.969 Fouillade et al.
53BP1 106 0.778 (2019)
IMR90 (normal human fibroblast) oH2AX 106 0.955
53BP1 106 0.892
A549 (human adenocarcinoma) oH2AX 106 0.998
53BP1 106 0.995
CBC (crypt base columnar cell) 16 MeV electron  oH2AX 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 aH2AX 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

3.1.3. EFTNNRTG A —F DRE

0L0 0 OEFEERTXBDICEITS 00 IFET LT A—ZTHY, PyMC3 ver.
38 [WB]DRA X T L —LU—=ZIZEXVHEE LT, "M AT L —LAU =7 ZHNWDHZ LTk
0BT —ZICFE LW YRET LOTRINCET 5, N?%~&@ﬁ%%bw%ﬁf
B D FEBE AN~ 3 7EPE T e (Markov chain Monte Carlo: MCMC) #4512 & 0 i
HEhd, 22T PYMC3 IZEEIN TS MCMC 743 Y XA 9 5, No-U-Turn
Sampler (NUTS) [14]% Fv e, NUTS I3EMECERCO FH A OBENICHEATE 5 2 &
5. BAWGETET Y U ZICHWHIL TV A[15118], £7-. CONV HE&H%Z DKM <

T A =% if ) 2OV T HIAEBRIC, R(2.13) % Ml 17T — # [2,3IC NUTS %
HAWCT7 4T 4 7852 ETHRELRE, o, RQRI)FOHME T A—HT1 11311
HOFETHE BN 0331Gy 2 H 62> LD A L7 RAETNUTS Z i L ( ] )
EHEE LT,
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NUTS Z WP 7 U 7Tk, 0 0 & ITYDORENERSMHED b O ERE
Lize £, FEFANRTA—=EZTHD M, K, | N ) OFEAMERIIRNZD, 2
ZTIEINS DT A —F OFEFIA & RN —FR A & LT2[19], S— 21 BT
103, RAEIEI#IE 104 & L7z,

3.1.4. UHDR RS OHMRATFROTHI

AIEOFETHE O (00 0, | N LM K) 2R QRANDIICHRAT D Z & T
A > UHDR ST Offiflad A 4 K ed . FEBRE[2,3] & el L 7=, UHDR ST I = 2
CANHERT 2V 2B R ) | PERRER AT S (1417H), 3Gy # 3585 D 131
ATCTHRE L, LA 200 Hz THH DT, 3, 6,9, 12 Gy OFEEIIxHT 2 FHMRELITEN
Z1 0.86 MGy/s, 1.2kGy. 900 Gy/s, 800 Gy/s TH5[3], K36 LV, 0 0O OEAMEIZ
0800 Gy/s DR BRI TITRE AL FED SN2 LD, SCRICB W TRl AEFRT
— X OERBIHEA SN2 TORINBREICR LT ymn "UT0 o —Efl & #H L7,
MCMC {ETIIAA /N T A —Z DFZ AN O AENS ([FHXH (credible interval: Cl)) 72345
ODNDFERH Y | K/3T A —H D 68%CI # IR ELEE ORS00 0 BIOHE
HAFERD 68% Cl A3RD D Z & T, EF7/VTHIED Cl WIZERENEFEN D0k L, —
E AR LTz, 70, 68%CHIAZEMERmZ (1,,) ITHYT 5,

F7-. BHZ%E L7 IMK model for UHDR-irradiation |Z & % AE1ER 0TI & FRIE o — &
1T, WA TEISNDREREY 2T 2 & TiMEi LT,

y 0 B Y ; Y oic
B v ;

Yo RS TE OIS ATER Y IIARET A TRE SN NISBT DR,
YO XY | oEMfETH B,

3.1.5. AEWFERIZRE & AV R EANRE

AKEFNORQRAT)Z AW THEE SH7- UHDR MR #oEFRE . RE)ZH W=7 4
YT 47 THELTZ CONV % DOELFR L0 AW TRz R (relative biological
effectiveness: RBE) & BED % k72, RBE & BED IXEfRDIRHEFHESIEEA 7 ¥ 2 — /LD
GRS 5[20124], 2 2 TiE Ml 10% %4 = R A & b & L72ka D RBE
ZRDT,

o 0
YOO - - oo
0O O
0 L0 0 1ZZFNZFH CONV MERLEZEORERO (LD BFHICHInAFR

2N 10% & A DN ETH S, £72. XRANBLNRA7) L W KE@I)TkAD L HIcE£H T
x5,
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TY 10 ™7 0 | 0,
'Y6'O ZT Jﬁ’ ’ oY 0'81_’
q g o
o o)
S 1% log A7 — L OMIALFHE 10% (=TIN0.L)., O | O [f O, | |
1 ThH, KAEFATHLAL 2" 13, UHDR BMHEOERT — 4105 LQ 7V

ko7 4T 4007 T2 THELND2" LHEELT-, F£7- BED IR A2H VTR
DT,

o Q , Q

600 ¢80 p —— 0O p ———— ofu

| O 1 © | 01 0

EXmEEL. QI ERRE, OITRBRETHY .. BN 0  on (Gy) & L7-[25]. BED
DOFFEFERIC LY | HEHRIGEGHE~O IS A O " FEM: & UHDR I X AWM R DA Xy
2

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

REBLEFR 31 WRENTHET—ZIZ7 4 v T 47 L, PyMC3 @ NUTS % /-
MCMC &2l —2 a2k 0 0 D2 5D F A —FERDT-, TORE, M=
0.860N0.029, K=436N26.6 L7V, X136 DLH>7ZREENELNT, 2B, ETL/RNT X
— X ERGTHEDOT 4 v T 4 TR, AU Ol S0 FEBR T — % OEHE E 7=
X RED A A LT,

36IZ/RTLIIC, 0 0O i< 10 Gy/s F TOMER TITHRERITEKFET, 10—600
Gyls ¥ TOMERXME T 15%I1F LML F L, 0600 Gy/s TIX 15%IF LK FLZF £, 1TE—
EOE L 72> T D, —f%IZ FLASH 250 L & WiRER L L TH#fibh 5 40 Gy/s [26130]1%
0 0 2NET D 101600 Gy/s DFEFAIZE E 15,0800 Gy/s LA EDFRERIZ BV TiE,
0 O IFHMEROHEIMAKAET —E L 725729, H(2.17)% 7= UHDR FREH% DA
FaAEFRITHFIZ0  ymn "U70  mgee mnqy & L TR,

3.2.2. DSB IR ZHHIE L7~ UHDR BHE#% DA FR

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation (23172 €T /W37 A —4 | T ] & 321C
Tt 0 EHLNLDEVTF LTI 2b—2 g k0RO TRRIDITRA L,
CONV M DM EFRIET —F ~D7 4 v T 4V TITED | i B RTE

L7z, # 3.2 OFMILOTT 8T A —F I FEMEE 68%ClI NERENTND, b
DRT A =B %D L CONV HH % OMALFRIRRIEL, X 3.7 DIRVERD L 51272
ST, BT, INBHDONRT A—H LHIEITRLEZ0 e QY = X217 AT
5 ERBTITRTHWERNG O, 32 LVRERKY IE&ToOMRY A 7T >07
TV, UHDR FSRF ORI AEFRO FRIFEILFERE & X<~ L TWD Z L fEsE s
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1.4- -
P -
8 1.2
‘G 1.0-—3—@{ ’ g
5 T
2 0.81 % + t
: j T
g 064 @ Buonanno etal. 2019 (p) I
@ 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 HMEREFEDSBICE (0 0) ORMR, ERIT MM, JK GO A
& (68%CI) THDH, ABITD (p). (e). (X) FZTNENHFHR, B, X#rERT,

72 F72. BSOS INT-MEIL 68%Cl THY ., & TOMILUZ OV TERMEN ZNLHDAR
MENSIZEEND Z & BRI N,

3.2.3. UHDR RS2 %5 RBEw & BED OHEFE

IMK model for UHDR-irradiation T, R FER%E2 (2.13) LEERICLQ T VOB T
RELTHZ LN TES72D, RBE & BED OFAENELICARETH D, = FARA  FE i
JAAEER 10% & L 7= RBEy 1%, #(3.4). BED [:(1.30)Z HWTEHHE L7-, X 3.8 DFEMIL
ATV TR LA R L W RO 7= RBEw TH 5, (@)— (D&MD RBE D
fif1% 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 T -7z, BV D5 LEEHKIL 68%Cl TH 5, X 3.8 F i,
H(2.13)% VT UHDR B ORI TR % LQET MLV 7 4 v T 4 7 LTHAL
TE (CERMEICHY T 5E) THY, AET LD T () L —HLTnwbs L
DR STz, X 3.9 IZBWTIE, RWVERD CONV BEHIZXT 27 4 v T 4 71285
BED DFtHME, HWFEMIATT LV CTHIL7Z UHDR BBE#% D BED ThHhDH, BH 5L
fEIRIE 68%CI Z# 3 9, BED O RN SIEARKZ V23, UHDR & CONV #RERHE D7 & A
EWEARPIETHID THEE Lz, ZbH X0, AFETHIE LI2ET /WL, kD LQ ET
D XTI B OENE SN CHA T 2N EAT 5 & & biZ, DNA HiERERICH
SWRER 72 TS AIBETH D 2 L RNbholz,
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32 MR L DT A —F L AEFREROREREK
Model parameters
Cell type | 0(conv) (Gy 1) f (conv) (Gy 2) 'Y2value
HelLa 0.330+ 0134 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

(b) MRC-5
R2= 0953

—— Est. (CONV)
—— Est. (FLASH) —— Est. (FLASH)
T Exp (CONV) @ Exp (CONV)
@ Exp (FLASH)) @ Exp (FLASH))

—— Est. (CONV)

(c) MDA-MB-231
RZ=0.895

(d) LU-HMSCCA4
R? = 0987

—— Est. (CONV)
—— Est. (FLASH)
& Exp (CONV)
@ Exp (FLASH))

—— Est. (CONV)
—— Est. (FLASH)
& Exp (CONV)
@ Exp (FLASH))
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(e) MCF7
R?2=0.873

—— Est. (CONV) i —— Est. (CONV)
—— Est. (FLASH) —— Est. (FLASH)
$ Exp (CONV) @ Exp (CONV)
(

M@ Exp (FLASH)) @ Exp (FLASH))

(9) DU145 (hypoxia) N (h) DU145 (normoxia)

—— Est. (CONV) —— Est. (CONV)

—— Est. (FLASH) X N —— Est. (FLASH)
P Exp (CONV) @ Exp (CONV)
@ Exp (FLASH)) W Exp (FLASH))

3.7 AREFTNIZLE D UHDR WEE OMIAGFERIFROTH], ROFEHEIL MCMC > 2
al—2alllkV 74 vT 47 &z CONV BE#%OEFERIRA RS, FOERIZT
ARET NV TTH S 72 UHDR BRSO AEfF R 2 £, B D5 SN 7-1811E 68%CI T
H 5,

—— Est. (this work) —— Est. (this work)
©  Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model) O  Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)
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—— Est. (this work) —— Est. (this work)
O Exp. (CONV fitting by LQ model) O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) T Exp. (UHDR fitting by LQ model)

(c) MDA-MB-231 (d) LU-HNSCC4

—— Est. (this work) —— Est. (this work)
O  Exp. (CONV fitting by LQ model) O  Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)

—— Est. (this work) —— Est. (this work)
O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model) O Exp. (CONV_fitting by LQ model)
M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model) M Exp. (UHDR_fitting by LQ model)

(g) DU145 (hypoxia) (h) DU145 (normoxia)

3.8 KLY SRR E RBE, MINATER 10%% = KR4 b & L7z RBEp
RO, FERIIARET VO TFRIETH S, B D5 LiEIRT 68%Cl THDH, TEIN
72 550X UHDR BB DEIFRT — X R BT 4 v T 4 7 LS5 L7Z RBEw TH 5,
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—— CONV (0.23 Gys) (a)HeLa —— CONV{0.23 Gy/s) (b) MRC-5
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s) —— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

—— CONV(0.23 Gyjs) MDA-MB-231 —— CONV (0.23 Gy/s) _HN
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s) (©V 2 — FLASH (800 Gyfs) (d) LU-HNSCC4

CONV (0.23 Gy/s) &) MCF7 —— CONV (0.23 Gy/s)
—— FLASH (800 Gy/s) © —— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

—— CONV (0.23 Gyls) (2) DU145 —— CONV (0.23 Gy/s) (h) DU145

—— FLASH (800 Gy/s) —— FLASH (800 Gy/s)

(hypoxia) (normoxia)




5 3% IMK model for UHDR-irradiation Z{# f L 7= 4= 4% 5

39 Ao BED, HDEBRIIATETT /L TFHIL 7= UHDR BBEH# Ofia A fF=gh#g o
INTG A—=ENBEE L0 TH D, ROERIL CONV FBIEFOEGFRT —H %27 4 v T
4T ULEBLNT/NT A= 5kHT- BED Th b, B0 S5 LIEKIT 68%CI Th 5,

33. BE

A2 CRI% L7- IMK model for UHDR-irradiation % i\ % = & G, Fpss(0) (X 3.6) %1{f
M7 % Z & T UHDR HH% D DSB I EZAHIE L, CONV M % DO AEFET — 205
UHDR &4 Ol A fr R it 4 THITE 5 Z &N bo 7z, UHDR MRE#% OifaE 7
OERPEN 72RO FEEEIZ DWW T, RETAZHEAT 52 LT CONV B EDOT—#
775 UHDR Mgt o A fF=R il 2 FHICTE 2, T7205H, CONV fERIRE D FEHIT —#
P& AU UHDR M OS2 RBLTE . ZIERET LVORELRFIETH D,
Flo, RETLOME LS UHDR B OMIaATRIRZ R TE, EkOEGFEET L
Th2 LQ ET NVOMIAEFFEA R T EFROEEBIZAEL TE 52 L6 RBE (4 3.8)
BELUBED (3.9 OTHBARETH DL I & bRIT,

ARETVTEHM L2 UHDR MG % OMIRAETTREO L2 < Ol CIE 4 FFEL L
720 RBE10 (22T & THRIEILEREA B L, DSB L& DFHXHE% Foss(0 (280 ET /L
[ZBRE S 2 Z LT UHDR BAHZ T D IEAFR RO GBI FHICAE LTz, TERE D
el oD A AR GRIESE) 13PN IC 36445 DSB N EER TH D Z L BRB SN TE 1228,
AR OFERS DSB WEHEK THDHZ L &ML TS, —F T, MRC5 & DU145

(normoxia) (Z DOV T FEIMME & EBREIZTRBEN H > 7223, THRFERO AN S (68%(E
X)) PMICEREAE Nz (3.7), MIEOFEIC X - CTid DNA &8 72 Lo
JFIRE 72 57205686 &V [31,32]. DSB DA 5 5 5w HHIEIZ R 5 A Eh R & HE ik
FNCTFRT 2 Z EIEFBRAR S 500 Liven, XV EfEREWIROTRNCIE, & 672
DFERT — X OERBEETNARBBLETHD, E/o, WHEDENETD LEWEBREICET
i b & 25 13[33,34], AWFTE THEE SILTZAMED SITRE <, S HICTHRE L ANO# &
ROMIFL OFERH, MBI 72 EOM A OBERITIKGTT 52 £025[2,3,33135], L& WiRED
REZOWTIIREETH Y . FERZRET Y 7 OFEIZZ ),

FREER OV OH OYLEEBNME T35 Z EAVRBR I LTV D Z & 95 [36,37].DSB I
R Fpse(0 & DEARIZOWTHFME L7z (4 3.10), "OH DIL=R{X 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 Zxf9 % OH ILHED THIMFE[36]. #HEdhL Z 415 OFEERIT ST 5 Foss(0 T
H5, X310 2RS35 0OH OULFHIL, scavenging capacity 7% 1.36x108(s) TH D L& DT
— X Th 5, Z D scavenging capacity [T D 3x108 (s1) 1ZiE <. DSB DULERA M &
A% L~V Th D, X310 (RS2 BEROMBIRENE 0.778 £ &< . -OH D7 DSB
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1.10
°
T 1.05f
>
= 0.8 Gy/s
& 1.00f ©
om 0.05 Gy/s
8
o 0951
2
-
f
L 0.90F :1[ 80 Gy/s

0.85 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18

Detected OH radicals (a.u.)

(4310 ‘OH & Fosa(0 DR, FERUTFHIME, BV D5 LEKIL 68%ClI Th D, HEHHED
& LURIE MCMC v 2 L—v a2k VR, Fpss(0 1EXEBHELVRDTND
"‘OH DI (T 7-hydroxy-coumarin-3-carboxylic acid (7OH-C3CA) & ORUGHH FHI & i TU
%[36].

OIMHNZBII D Z EAUREB I D, LU S, Foss(0 DI 2% 10—600 Gy/s O#iH T
RSN DIZH L (X13.6), OH BCROIK MM ESRN 10Gy/ls LL EE 725 LI1FF 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 ARICED D Fe?* D L~V | <, —H 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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#
# 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)




























