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RADIOSENSITIVITIES OF IMMUNE ORGANS’
STROMAL PROGENITORS

Yu Hongchen Zhang Hongmei Ling Ling Yu Zhiqiang!' Liu Ji
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(! First Teaching Hospital of Norman Bethune University of Medical Sciences, Changchun 130021)

ABSTRACT By using the technics of culture of immuno-stromal progenitors
in vitro, we studied their radiosensitivities after irradiation in various doses. The
values of D, and n of thymus, spleen and lymph node were 2.,3Gy and 1.5,
2.8Gy and 1.2, 2.7 Gy and 1.4 respectively. The radiosensitivity of the CFU-F
subgroups which formed dense colonies was significantly higher than that of loose
colonies, when cultured in vitro.
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