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Influencing factors and calculation of RBE in heavy ion radiotherapy
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ABSTRACT Relative biological effectiveness (RBE), a major factor to determine the absorbed dose, is an

important parameter of radiotherapy. Differing from that in the conventional radiation, RBE is a variable value and

related with many biological and physical factors in heavy ion therapy. The paper reviews the elements that influence

RBE, and briefly introduces the methods to calculate RBE in Japan, German and China.
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