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Tab- 1 Survival curve parameter of human normal skin fibroblast

Number PE/% SF2 N Dq/ Gy Do/ Gy
1 21.5 0.19 1.49 0.39 0.97

2 20.5 0.18 5.55 1.03 0.60

3 62.0 0.30 4.91 1.19 0.75

4 17.0 0.31 1.16 0.23 1.56

5 36.5 0.19 1.50 0.40 0.99

6 14.5 0.29 1.32 0.33 1.20

7 29.4 0.18 1.31 0.28 1.02

8 31.0 0.13 1.33 0.25 0.87

9 26.8 0.22 1.28 0.29 1.17

10 24.3 0.13 1.20 0.16 0.90
11 26.3 0.37 1.91 0.85 1.31
12 23.0 0.21 2.14 0.68 0.89
13 11.0 0.16 1.82 0.30 0.50
Average 26.37 0.24 2.07 0.49 0.98
Standard Deviation 12.70 0.08 1.44 0.34 0.29
cv/% 48.16 31.25 69.57 69.39 29.59
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CULTURE OF CANCER PATIENT 'S SKIN TISSURE FIBROBLAST

AND RADIOSENSITIVITY ASSAY

ZHU Hanneng LIU Yuanxia FANG Yan'" SHI Jianhui CHENG Wenyin
Shanghai Institute of Radiation Medicine; Shanghai 200032)
(1)( Cancer Hospital, Shanghai Medical University, Shanghai 200032)

ABSTRACT In order to test the radiosensitivity of normal skin tissure. we cultured cancer
patient ‘s skin tissure fibroblast » Surviving fraction experiment was employed to provide data for
understanding of the different radiosensitivity among the cancer patients; Medthod: cancer
patient 's skin tissure fibroblast were cultured in vitro by the way of tissure attachment, cells
wereirradiated by graded doses of ¥ —ray, cell dose response experiment was used to test the
radiosensitivity of cell- Result; Cancer patient 's skin fibroblast could be propagated and passaged
by the method of culture in vitro- Radiosensitivity are different among the various cancer patient ’
s skin tissure fibroblasts-
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