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Micronuclei per single binnoleate cell
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Fig.2 The dose-response of micronuclei in

Bis binucleated cells after irradiation
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Abstract
Radiosensitivity of tumor cells was studied by the Cytokinesis~Block(CB)
micronucleus assay. The results show that radiosensitivity of tumor cells induced by
heavy ions and y —rays can be predicted with CB technigue, it has the advantages of
time saving and higher possibility of success. The dose response for micronuclei per
binucleated cells is given by Y=c+kD" or Y=c+ aD+ BD® when treated with
heavy ions, and given by ¥Y=c-+ @D in the case of vy -rays. Under the same dose,
effectiveness of heavy ions is stronger than that of v -rays.
Key words CB micronucleus assay, Tumor cells, Heavy ions, vy ~rays,
Radiosensitivity
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