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Al 5 BB ALHIR 55 T4 2 K2 IEAT IR 2
SRS RAMFIER . ARG T PP AR 5T B
PHIFARE, 2 AR S R /77 R R AR AR B R AR
AR IENEAR S AL, XA TR AR S KA
FRNAS T HARIA TR Z A S I A RN 1
AEE . AT HRNVTSUR TAER, AR /7 & 24
MR HAC 224 1) Y R XU A ey T LA R T A
B RN 5 35 AR e A R R B A R . WAL
PAT AR SR I R AT 55 A, IR =AM
FREAAR ARG SR A A ROHER A AT B A4 T
ARG J1ZER IS FAESS, (RIS AN 200t i g i i I
VRS NP TR RIS e R 2R il il e S

11 ERREHEFRE/FIERNEE

9 i A St A R SN AH DGR B AT BB AT L
P, A R 758 5 208 L4228 I3 23 (United Nations
Scientific Committee on the Effects of Atomic Radia-
tion, UNSCEAR)7E 1986 S, 4 AIXHIK
“FHRSH(Low level radiation) A7) & 4& 4F (Low dose
radiation) 4T 58 X . (K/KFHES 218 0.2 Gy AN A
i LET 32453 0.05 Gy AN I LET 38454, 7 &
RIAHEIL 0.05 mGy-min™' 1 HLEHRST: KA RS
SHBRF SRR S 1 HAR 25 0, (HATE R & T
0.05 mGy-min ' B4 . BB HI AR R AL
P, A2 AR S 2SS 1 AW E I .
[ b #5555 37 2% 71 2 (International Commission on
Radiological Protection, ICRP)1991 4F 60 = H g 4
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W FIEAKT 0.2 Gy, &S T 0.2 Gy (HAIER
f&F 0.1 Gy-h ™' MIFE MUK . 1993 4F, 3£
[ 5% %5 1 B 97 2% 71 2 (National Radiological Pro-
tection Board, NRPB)## 1, HTHSFIH HEI, 7l
LT 100 mGy, Wf[E 1h LA L, “FEFIERET
0.1 mGy-min " ()2 JE 5 57 B AT LA AR &

CAVERS RS LLF R LT 100 mGy, FIERFMELT
5 mGyh™ fIIEET) . MiB SLAEM LB, K
WA B R A I AT RERE T 100 mGy, {HFERMKT
5 mGy-h™", I S A Ak ) ) B A £ 4T3
RPEYERI Y, X E AR TR =

FEARGR AR R PRAG 2006 456 [ 45 [ X
F 4 EFIRALT 100 mSv, FIEZFMLT 0.1 mSyv-min”'
(FAES GERR MG S 4. T 2010 4F UNSCEAR
IR BEAR 5 TP E LRI DN : IR T 200 mGy,
FIEFACT 0.1 mGy'min~" (1h BLNEL 1h B E°F
PG 1) X AN y- S LA 5T B (Report of the
UNSCEAR 2010: Fifty-seventh session, includes
Scientific Report: summary of low-dose radiation
effects on health). A& L, A7 &/55 2 2 & 1)iz H
AENFIAEL AL 5, BEAAEA 2, AR
2, AFRRHEB 2, WE 1

R1 HFEYRHEFIEAGKTF R BB A KR € — R

Table 1 The definition of low dose/low levels of ionizing radiation recommended by international agencies

E SHLHE AT AR E X fERFIERR S E 1k
Recommended agencies  The definition of low level radiation ~ The definition of low dose radiation Remarks / year
UNSCEAR FIEAE 0.2 Gy AN BMIS LET 52k FIEAE 0.2 Gy BAA MK LET S 4807 =1 1986

YFETE 0.05 Gy AN HI & LET 5
2k, FEFIET 0.05 mGy-min '

(United Nations Scien-
tific Committee on the

Effects of Atomic Radi- Low LET radiation with dose lower

ation) than 2 Gy or high LET radiation
dose lower than 0.05 Gy, both dose
rates below 0.05 mGy-min ™'

ICRP

(International Commis-
sion on Radiological
Protection)

NRPB (E[ED
(National Radiological
Protection
Board(USA))

NRPB (E[ED
(National Radiological
Protection
Board(USA))

UNSCEAR

(United Nations Scien-
tific Committee on the
Effects of Atomic Radi-
ation)

0.05 Gy LA/ LET S92k, ey m T

0.05 mGy-min '

Low LET radiation with dose lower than 0.2 Gy

or high LET radiation with dose lower than

0.05 Gy, both dose rate higher than

0.05 mGy-min '

AEALT 0.2 Gy, BUflE R T 0.2 Gy {HAIER

T 0.1 Gy/h B s S 4R S

The ionizing radiation with dose lower 0.2 Gy, or

that higher than 0.2 Gy yet with dose rate lower

than 0.1 Gyh™'

FIEAKT 100 mGy, 1 /N ELEPE7) 4K

F 0.1 mGy-min™" [y Stk BRI B 4R AT B

FHH)

The acute exposure with dose lower than

100mGy and the average dose rate over 1 hour

lower than 0.1 mGy-min "' (for radiation protec-

tion purposes)

HEFEET 100 mSv, FEFET

0.1 mSv-min " ({4 5T GORR KR E A

(AR AR KUt

The radiation of equivalent dose lower than

100mSv and dose rate lower than 0.1 mSv-min"*

(for radiation risk evaluation purposes )

FIEAL T 200 mGy, FEFMEF 0.1 mGy-min'
(1h A EL 1h BLERPEFIERD 1 X 8

-5 LR AR (R

External exposure dose of X or y-ray with dose

lower than 200 mGy and dose rate lower than

0.1mGy-min ™" (the average dose rate within 1 h

or above 1 h)

1991

1993

2006

2010

12 BAHXRTE/FERHER
ERET AR AT WAE LET 455511

TR B BRIV 2L FH 25 R S A AT A
IHH N, R S B AL, KRS R 4 2% DNA
MR EFARME S DNA $iff. fiK LET &A%
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B Bt AR AR R A AR R

S (s RepRL T M y-S R E S AR R T 7ER
KV RTINS, 55 R R ATL RS IR, L 4% I BE T 5 2k
TEAH MR FAT IR AE 0, IRt 751 22 25 it
LI LVER) o TAERGS ARSI, K LET HL 248
555 3 O AL 8O X F S 28 7 400 % o 5 AT I 4]
UREUTHCFIA [FBUESE DNA ZKFAH BLAE F SRR
TRIE, BN A7) BN il 2 S 2 P — k7 Y 2k
FIRE, o T ROs KT B AR A T B R AR, s
B A AU it AL 252 57 2 e I B e B AR R o T v
LET ML S 4E 5 (aki 1), FEARZNIK—IRIEM
RV, UET 2R () MEAERX
S RRASLA 1 DR AT LA, RIS R 7 SR pth 2
AN CHBIMRAEFET, RN 4R AR
ZAHILEE TR, HAERK TR LET H4M&E KR
87 H 2 2 1 FR 73 O ARE A o A SRR LET S 2R IS I Ja]
R, BT TR] G AR AR AR A )3 AT Bk
e AN F D, BEAF LR S A AT P 2 8] AR AR
FERXAH BAE B SRR A A 20T, T
FHIMIE DNA 547 C 4l it N 7E 1K) DNA & 2 AL
MAFRMERE, FHE SN 2t A2 I =05
(UHZM BN F S DNA Bk, %36
PGB IEAR LET 542775 R th £ — 707 ¥
S T E TR . B, ESEIGERAE L, KRR
T RN e A T B R0 B 2 2 X DA A 71

T, R RN 2 ) 2t 5% R AL
HiEHFEA X, BSEESFENFERER. H
PR R, BB 5T R R R R A 2 L AR
LRMEF R SNV L (ANt — k7 B2 i IRFFAE
2 b5 B,

EAFEHIRE, SEMITE, TPHHEF R AL
PR R S RSONE il Y )2 KR e 7 R IR A A5 3
7P ZONE B 2 AT, AR T A TR Y R 2 b
HERNCHIEIE L, RIFTE LNT (Linear-no-
threshold) B4 o T\ IR 3 K5 & i 71 & 4 LA 45
) FR 705 RONE 2 R8s 71 2 R A s P A 4
P, 1530 1 RSN 71 5 S B B A RSONE P B 2
e B ERER N E LD, W A G E AT
BARESE SRR LA T AR, H LNT
TR SR VP A7) B MU 7] B2 3 R 2L AT R R —
EWRZE, NBIERXRMRZE, EHERENPIFERS
(ICRP) #2 i 7 & 1 7 & 2 & §& K 7~ (Dose and
dose-rate effectiveness factor, DDREF) [ # & .
DDREF iy K5/ i 7158 0 e 10 B S50 fh 2k ke

R TR B A7) R 2R 2 T B R i 2R TR R
tbo ICRP #&HIXAEA, &M EAL &R
SR RS BRI E RN 2k, 5 RFIEAMRH ER
U 2 RS 21 (1 770 B R R R 38 R S, A
HRFEAMRFIER . K LET S MREH15 27 &
RN THY 28 R A T R 7R o/ 791 e i 4k ML 1 1)
(7R O T 2R AR B % . MR 4E DDREF i,
FER LNT B8 PF A5 % 55 = 58 9 N i, /&% A
DDREF 45 BHHT@E 4B 1 QR 7. T8
WBEPTH K, ICRP (1991) 60 5 HARMIEW, TEVF
IR RS T 0.2 Gy BURIGRIE =T 0.2 Gy, H
FIERET 0.1 Gyh™' HHELMEEHE S R,
DDREF & 1ERFN 2. 2006 4, 3&EHAESE
YIRS R F 44 VII 5(BEIR VIR 5 #HEFE 1Y
DDREF fH A 1.5 CflfifB &= LET HL B4 5 )
DDREF 154 1),1fi 2007 £, ICRP F/X % DDREF
BT 2, HA SONART R AR 2 5 26 HR 13 2 1)
) 25N 2 R 2 A KR B/ v o R e e R A
RIS LRI R ) —, BEWEWISAA LNT
B SR PP IR AR A 20, o S (s 3 XU
FREK—2F. SR1 . ICRP i /] DDREF 18 & 75 #
G, B RAAREAFE W

2 RF2MEFNEZXESTE N A REIE
AN SE o) @R

iR 1S = I S = SN R D
ORI AN BRI AR A AE . Il s . 2T
GEH TRV A0 €70 TRV S I <D BN X (3T K i
ARG QN AN R Rl R AN )2 T Rp
URAN s CPIKI TARE AL B . X RORH AL B AT i
73 BARUIN L s A T EE 7 B B T AT ZEN,
A0 751 2 AR 771 2 5 1 S A 50 Al A7 B o0 f B (Y 52
Wi s A% S 0 B AR IR B AR B R A S 3 05
EP S OPAPINT3E 311} A TS G = 1 N ok =
BRI FH e R A A 7 B R 1) B A S o R 3 R R 2R
(AR HESE IR 2 A RAT R AT 55 1 R b R A1
771 B8 AU 791 8 3 0 A X b AT T AT A 55 (0 1 0 A g
VARRYYS SIS le s Jih) ZIE g

R LA a2 T K R sh YA o 4
SRS R SEIR W TT, LS BTN ]
KA RN FITAT IR 2 R A . B 58— [ I
7R AT AR R i 5 5 P AR P 280 5 KR 8 v )
AR ORN, £ 4 SRSB4
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S Ja RO AN 2 AR E G = R 5 7
SRS N R RA 1 ? fa S IR
[ FIRERE QT 2 SRR R P92 B B R AR BE 2
IR KT B e 7 B R A A AN R e B AN
RUCNE HT 28 2 75 06 G FH SR A R KR 2/ 71 B 2 A 5
SR SRR ? IR PP B 75 AE R UL BRI
PR/ B R AR5 T AR RS ? G AR HE AT
I3 27 A 2 4 TR 57 = AR R i B 5 ARk
LA R R VPN R SRR R A ) = e A )
e RETRE I, 0 58 8 5 B 47 10 750 2 550 = R
HE? SR, thAh, BRFIEARERE R,
VF 22 HAR R Z 0 5 5 AR 8 S 2 7= AR R [RIRE B
e, G [RBTG5 14, AR LET 494k,
AR WEREDZE T, UARTTR (R
AN Z IR, SRS LIRS, 8R4 B IR
MRS, ARSI AR T BUSAE A2 /A A
AANF RS, I e g2 R 25 0 8 T 2R 4 4 TH IR T
Fo

BBl 2% 13 1] 0 J R 2400 7T A PR T v
5y 7~ /A [R) 751 52 711) B SR S AR ) RS R A AR A
BV ER, RSB BT IR VP Al AR5 & AN
TR R IR A g FE s, R¥s
1) 72 A [V SR IR N SRR NI B (i) 0 5 71 o
FRAE (L Py FRE 256 — IR B IR ST 5 &
PRAEL ), DA S SR B I i (100 26 553 I 4 R g B O 1T it it
&, BHRAHEIERFMSTERE L.

3 RFNEB/FERBHFFNENFINK
FFe

HE B R U5 S R W RIS e 5 L R
MEAEH, X2 RERE S DNA. EH. 4
HRGE R AR A o S e R A a2 7 AR
AN RIS, BRI D) AN P R A 22 AN 4
FOETE S BEVESS IR AR, AR IR A RO .
BHIX L RN LR ARidk . AEAERTS RATEOR,
B AAEAN I AL AN JZ O BT U 5% 21 ) AR B e
LBy OANREAN =VATE i == R SHHLSE 7 I T W = P A7 %
AT E R I 5 T I AEPDRNE, AR RN R 26777 3K
RO ST SR L AN 45 Je) 5 75 T #RAG He E E R R

31  RAIERMFFHIERYN

“HRFEZN.” (No target effects) 7E B B AR5 H.
FEAF FH R 5 SR A M 40 5 1 R b, RS2 3R

STE— e IR, o kAR S 2 HESR A i —FF
VA 30N o T A0 B AT AR A 52 HE 4 B 21
A2 R X 38, ] R AR A 32 125 52 HEAAR AR 1Y) X 5
FFRAL, BRI RASESZ RGN, Je A0 52 IR AR
ZHRAN A AU ML . IR LR T o AR “ 5%
BN.” (Bystander effects); “IZRERLS.” (Abscopal
effects) il “JEPRIZH AR E PEAURL” (Genomic insta-
bility effects), IMGEFRAEFERLN . JEHE RN LA 1Y
P G AR A an vl e S XU R 22 B A
VB, S S S AESZ A AN HAh 4 Bad(E
AN 5 M R o H A i SR () B B AL B, R
BRI GRI II,,  IX I B R PFAk KR B 5
£ T AN M R T VAl AR ) A S B0 ) A ) B A
YR TR A A IR ? AR T,
Z 8 B AERE AN IAEAE, IR BIFFEIGIT AR BE A e
&Y FARIEIT I E? PO R, iR g
SRR IR A B, A 75 o e S A < JR R
27, Gzt BSOS, 3 3 PR A R S AL IE A 2R S
AR H I ? B b S S R RS, BT
Y A EE 2 PR JEAL BT I AR K 2 i r i R A
FRYN NI SR RIS VP A1 S 4 i 97 47 5 2 PRAEL % &
Fo KT CHEREALY, WA NN H SR —K
HL AR O A 4k R R B R R A, 5 S AR
RN WIFEISRIE TR, KAERRE ST,
O A2 55 2% S R PR 4 AR B
3.1.1 % # % (Bystander effects)!'®

S5OV E LN, AR RS R A 1) A SR - A
Y0 A 5 R AR AN 43 AT N [FIARE R 28N . X
I % B Nagasawa fll Little 7F 1992 42,
AT I 1% )40 M05Z & LET SIS IS, 20 30%
(240 Ff tH IR sk ik e AR A 4 . HLER I TR BH, 553K
LU R T R B RS 4R AL s 1R 5, XFME S
FH 57 B A B 73 WA I /B0 H 7 248 ) 368 a4 o 1)
BB AN FoAth 7y kAT A . BF R, JRIERTA
WERHARRETS 255 0N, W IR 4 M Hl R g = Ak
55 RNA 5 BRAE H S5 RS OB, 1T B — BLSS RSB
fil i, RUSLIFR BE I AN ARk, 55 KR
W5 YI4E 2 AR MEOICOC, 32 A 5% N5 511
RS RN 55 35 20 B S B R — MR A A TG )
s FE

ANE XML AT A B8 2 KA B S, I
FE RGBSR 1) A2 e[ PPN FIR F IX AR RS . 2R
TR BRI AAERR S B AT
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PAIN Ay —FhA RIRLSE,  ERA T 2 2R 52 F 4 i
AT TR LA SE PR B — R Ry EA, an i
Loz A gk AP AR B — I AE KK E, A
ARG FEURRE R . WA 55 208 I 28 i A 4 i i
e, FERIRAZ B GLEAREAE, AP AT
BERN, PR A B B JE R 23 1) 55 2008 4 f il
BraTREs “H307 il RiEE “RR”, B4 S
MR A . TR U TT I AR B, Ik B AR
TBITROR, B R85 RN A7 AE AT ARG Jeg i) LSS
FEAME S AR . H H ETWE 21K 2 50 55 3008
FHRERA FAF AR S BE R AR, BB T 55 A0
FHR

3.1.2 i [ 2% & (Abscopal effects)'* 2"

Abscopal —iHH, ab AL T FHIFIS, B vz
27, scopal 3K H % fiti 7] scopos, =ON“HE”, IXFh
RUBLTE SUN, 8 S AR 5 30N ] R AR A I 25 52 R
AL B o 328 B RIS R A 2H 2 S R P e
YOI KT 52 IRER AL B R/, S Rl AR ik
AIREP, SRR, AR RN A R T
iR A, RS /DN BR A TS TR T (SR A /) B
Fe JE R R 4 /N o EMIREIRYT Y, REE AR T R
IR A IR SO R A, B A OCHRER R
Hahn, B SIELL MR A A KGR
15, FEUEALME R AR, (2 A R AT
T2 JRALF &35 Fh R 3R >, R,
530 B RARE R AR = 1 R, R B R ]
75 Iz B R
313 ARARAAR P

FERH ANFE5E M (Genomic instability) Jif 45 3
HRING ORGSR BRI RA SRS
PRI N — R R . FRAT S 3 BB R H A
P MR FE S 5 S 3 — 4R Mk A2 W EsE A, 1dh
M 5 HAt AR 32 RS A AT (S B A e, S EER
AR BB A 52 21 H 42 HE SR 2 B 1Y) 1 AR P e A 2 R AN
FooE MR G % . FESHE S R A A
EMERIA G R EHE, RAE, k% JERHE DUEL
DNA HE 7y A TEE DB AR TR P 51 3
s DL A B e BT AR NS . ) TR A&,
10 mGy ) X-5F & nf 5 Rk B R AR E . S8
T 8 5 5 5 1) i DRV A AN e 1t 3R ARG &
F, AE R IR 5 A SR R 8 S R e 2
IR R A AR E RIS o AN TR 77 B HE A5 3 g 2
RIA RS OE PRI FR AR S A M R (5 o AR . Bk R+

A I R] AR P R R AR DR AE B R S
AR BREES, BWRBUIHATT TS I ERARRE
P, AR Zy ik NIBAEIZ e 75 it -5 B0k S BUm AR
SR RO SRR, S e R A S A i B, A
NARA S B 2 R e /I LA e B e

0 FIE X 0 20 I G A A ARk N R 3 1 2 TR R
PE, DA I SEIE R AR E 1 fe 2 15 2 HE ORI
PR, D, BRI A A AR E
P FT 58 08 N A B A A A B Wi 3 7 30— 2D

7

T o
32 (RABREFFFHENERK

1E N W (Adaptive  responses) A fi% 71 & 58 5
HFH—RE MR,

ENPE R N TR Cangiffe) SokEE T —14
EFIRERN FE JEEHE), Ll — N
IR R R fe, PR RO & (RUREFRI & 3E T HRGT,
A T B0 A% ORI T- R ot 4 FH RO R b AT
HRS 5 F RN . AP SO B R T — AN R AR
R, (ARG — e A, PR ER EIGE, Hg
AR AR A T B 4 K B R A 4 5 5 1 ey A
PV BSIG R, A BT A AR L X R
() I HH B R () RN, A e 2 i e ) AR =
AR R N BN, A S 2 e ) ) ERAE 7R S
P SRR, 3R BHEAE 1 S ] Be ARG R =
(R3d N S B R R, B/ b
FEIXRED ) B e A St T S R A I
RAREE, WG HRIE e DT B BT = 2R 4 i Rt 4
L %) T B A8t 2 0 4 (R A 4047 256 o 1) 1E 5 AR TR KT
) N g - e WP 1 A 0" AN E 9 bt A 3
SR T PEAk R S BRI N R R, JGHE PR
)RR ST S B R ) B R A i R ) ) 5% FR AR
L AE— RN/ SR SR B SN I 9 R R B,
RGBSR, /N RERILH A dr i KA
R SR R AR LG, R AT REAIT 15 5 3 B
P S LA AT S A B (R 7 P OS) . WL 9
B, ARGFE H B AR A A ] Red i fid AR AR B
PABEAORI R0, 1210 2 PR 5R S AH O 3 4%
JS2 IR PRI FOL, BRI, X e B Sl i i
TN RSE, AT e 1 R AR A S A S At 9 45
RAGEL, WS H A7 RS A R AR S BT 4
AR (1) 2 8 T RIS B AH P )i
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33  RFAERMBFIANEYN

M75 %0 B (Hormetic effects), B4 )5 7L /N & )
F5 3 RO A RS, AR I )35 5 tH A
BN o IX A —Fp /N I ER . AR
o B DR 2% AR B At S 0 a1 — R S I AR
ANMAS PR TG 2 R B e R X S B IR 3 . — LU
FORIN, AT X B y- S 2 I e S 1 At )
T AP E R B AEAS 5, bR M S SLAR S AL A
A, JUHZ R ThRE, R DNA Hifh
MBS RET], MM Apoptosis 5 FR¥eE FI A1 AR
UM, FFRIRE A, IERRE B, BUEEZ
A, AR A BR T AN A K PR T A A 042,

XL H LT #A R T- AR S Bt A g 5 7%
SR AR, PR AR KGR SRR A a5
EW AW, BH—JrmE, ARIBERfAE, B
SRR IE VORI R B 55 5 10 TG R 8 B LR
=R, (H IR IR YE 3R B & R A e
100% 1 T IRIE S o B FRARRI & i R - A7 AE — 52 L
BIES MBS, XL REE IR R AR, &I
FEHARR R ILEER T, #A AT R A MR
I RS 3w RS IR o E i, 3 A 2k S [ 2
23 BEIR VII & M4t 2, “MBIAEEHEmE
TR T I B I FH % a2 N 2 fi R 2
AR, AR B R S M E fi T D ok OR
E o BRUMAT AR 0 TR B 40 A a0 B0 3 1 45 1 7
Bk R, IR T T B FOE TR RN Sk, B
BUESR ST RS PPAl A LNT A28 B A2 A0 I
AT 75 A5 B g2,

34  EFIBARFIEREH YRS

B B AR S S AR T AR AR I . G
BSIRAER I BA AR B A . KR
71 B L R A A B LA R 8 3 2 72
o ELFRAEFFRAE RN RONL RN & AR AE [R]— 731
AR R BRI L, TEIEAE I HR AR FH AN RN A 2R
FEARRAEYIR L, R BT 5 A i (i
KO AR A A TR B AR N RS RS R, X
SEE L ) S S R AR A R RN . 2R
ARSI L B A 1R SRR A AN A A I .
KA R4 5 AL BN T B R A
WO SR SR . GRAAE RIA T T & 3 —
REARAEERR AR R WO BRI SRR, AEAE

FERE A — RE BN RE I IR AR 777 4, X 2K
P ARARL T B A RS A SO SERER, K
ARPHE  WORAREIEIRE ). IR E
BRI JEUR A I IE R 4k R A T 3 S AR M s A
MERIR, AR AR AR (R
WEER, RVERTE) ks &R MY R
R A8 . RGP RS A B TR AN 4R A
5 IR UM RN A i TR R IR, AR T A,
T BRI (1 B 0 B RGBT

AN TR) 751 B8 AR 7 B R A S A ) R D IX ) ATAS
[, FETRARAERITT A A B AR R
BOSREFEMEE S AN o MR FRI AL, LR
'R (EEE) WS, — 7 s b A 4R
i R RIS o R BRI, T
Ji, REIESE T AENE N B R RIRE 5
PER AR, BT REERMERETHE—LE
FEVRNRE ST, FIGHER (BEME) A
PP RNARPR B, S HE RO SPERNL, X
R A NGB AR B R IR . R R R W T A 1
IEFE TR LG, HIE S FX 2 S AR
RAGT IR AR SRR, B 80 1 475 S I [] A
PP BE RS AR, XA RN I8 AR 18 P S
BBE LN o

BEHURNAR RN A R R (AR AR ) Bl
FIEE G . ik LR EAEZL, RE
SRR AN A T RE R A, AEAEFIERE. B
WAL RONE P A T A SR AT AR 2 B IR £ ) 5 B
AGRRRE, HSIGEGRERIG L, JE5E
AN A P 3O AR AR A R R Z R 2
R—JrH, BRI EARFIE R T AN 2
B, HUARRRER BN A — 2 3 BB R
fE, LB R EV RS g
A NAERE RATRE ST, A8 RE R RS B
TR BN X A AR sl DU G 1A Py [ 1Y
BT HU 20 IERME 5 5 2155 5 ) — e ] Tk e AR B
A, TR T — R T R TR R R ) A A PR
KR Fy—JrH, FRAGER DA R
AR E R PR AV RN RECK, 1307
AL SR B AR B AR A RN, PR AT 2
e H WA H RTECH B 7 AR R A
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Biological effects induced by low dose/low dose rate ionizing radiation

MIN Rui
(Institute of Warship Radiation, Department of Naval Medicine, Second Military Medical University of PLA,
Shanghai 200433, China)

ABSTRACT Differing from high dose/high dose rate ionizing radiation which only induce an acute tissue damage

effect when interacting with organisms, low dose/low dose rate ionizing radiation will induce chronic stochastic

effects, hormetic effects and adaptive response under certain conditions. In this paper, the definition of low dose/low

dose rate radiation and some theoretical and practical problems currently existing in the biological effect research of

the low dose/low dose rate radiation, a systematic review of the biological effects induced by low dose/dose rate

radiation and some characteristics of the effects are introduced.

KEYWORDS Low dose/low dose rate ionizing radiation, Non target effect, Adaptive response, Hormetic effect
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