1997 21

5/6 229°

—_

7
8
9
10
11
Smithp G et al. Br J Radiol, 1981; 54 187 12
Matanoski GM et al. In Boice JD. Jr, Fran-
meni JF Jr (eds): Radiation carciogenesis Epi— 13
demiology and biological significance, New
York Raven press, 1994 83 14
Laurer GR et al. Health Phys, 1993; 64 252
Upton AC. Anndls of the ICRP, Oxford Pro— 15

gram Press. 1991 3
Little M D et al- Radiat Res, 1992 132 207221
Moolgaukar SHetal J Natl Cancer Inst,

AT A S E S FF S0P (L, 100850)

FISH
FISH

, IAEA

( FISH)

1992 84 610-618

Thomas DC. Enuilon Health Perspect, 1990;
87 163-171

Schull W ] Radiation dose reconstruction for
epidemiologic uses, National Research Coundil,
Washington DC, National
1995 57

Sankaranarayanan K et al. Radiat Res, 1995
143 121-144

Swift M et al. N Engl J Med, 1991; 326 1831-
1836

Draper GJetal Br J Cancer, 198G 53 661-671
Eng Cetal J Natl Cancer Inst, 1993 83 1121-
1128

Perera FP. J Natl Cancer Inst, 1996 88 496-
509

Chakraborty R et al- Radiat Res, 1995; 143
293-301

Chakraborty R et al. Radiat Res, 1997; 147
309-320

Academy Press,

(A ABE H: 1997-07-17)

2L KEFX N HK
1986 1996
22 .
2 )
4
(Cs),
G s 6 7



° 230 ° 1997 21 5/6

60
Cs, R Cs
) . 1986
. , Pinkel s
FISH ,
[1= 5]
2 FISH ) .
( Chromosome painting) FISH
( )7 Cl,l . N
. Cs 2.1
° CS G B 1l
2 2 2 2
1 .
c « B
100k Vp X 0~ 4Gy  FISH t 0.0021  0.028 0.0519 Fernandez!
FISH  dic 0.0009  0.030 0. 0463
dic 0.00075 0.0389  0.0666
250kVp X 0~ 4Gy  FISH dic 0.0019  0.030 0. 080 Finnon!”
dic 0. 005 0. 036 0. 067
“Co 0~ 56y FISH & r 0. 0005 0. 021 0. 044 Roy'™
& r 0.0005  0.034 0. 047
“Co 0~ 3Gy  FISH t 0. 0058  0.031 0. 046
0~ 4Gy  FISH d+ r 0.0029  0.009 0. 052
0~ 5Gy d r - 0. 035 0. 069
* Y= C+ aD+ BD?
” ? . 2
. “cor

FISH , FISH



1997

21 5/6 - 3
200~ 23 Kan—
FISH da ™', Nakano FISH
) , FISH ,
, Giemsa
: Y= C+ aD+ BD? X 3Gy,
FISH o f3 FISH , ,
912 64 , 56
, ) = 0.53% 0.47, Nakano
) 05
1 23
«p ,
22 ( )
) FISH
; FISH R s LET
Mat— LET ,
suwoka ! 220kVp X ) MRC
0.5 2Gy, 134 Simpson '
) 250kVp X
, 2 4 6Gy, 1
. , 45713 , 4Gy
Natarajan """ 200kV pX , 20% ,
13X 248 M ,
) , 3 ,» 2Gy
, %% , 4Gy 100% 6Gy 100%
) , 50% 4 5
o ,Nakano "
220kVp X 05 2Gy, 124 2 ,
) . 3 )
FISH , 1 4 5
2 4 R s s
Giemsa , ,
FISH 1.5 (= 60°
40), FISH , : s FISH
= 50 50, FISH



° 232 1997 21 5/6
’ 1 Lucas N etal Int ] Radiat Biol, 1992 62(1):
’ 53
’ 2 Tucker D etal. Int J Radiat Biol, 1995; 67
(D: 19
FISH . 3 Gray JW et al. Radiat Res, 1994; 137 275
4 Schmid E et al. Int J Radiat Biol, 1992 62(6):
, 1993 10 1+~ 18 , 5 673
, 5 Natarajan AT et al. Environ Health Perspect,
“ PAINT FISH 1996; 104( suppl 3): 445
[15] 6 Fernandez JL et al. Int J Radiat Biol, 1995; 67
‘ (3): 295
FISH 7 Finnon P et al. Int J Radiat Biol, 1995 68(4):
429
' 8 Roy Letal Int JRadiat Biol, 1996; 70( 6): 665
’ 9 Matsuoka A et al. Mutagenesis, 1994; 9(2):
o 151
10 Natarajan A et al. Mutat Res, 1991; 247 103
4 11 Nakano M et al. Int J Radiat Biol, 1993 64
(5): 585
12 Kanda R et al- Int J Radiat Biol, 1996; 69
, ) (6): 701
FISH 13 Simpson PJet al, Int J Radiat Biol, 1995 67
(1): 37
14 Simpson PJet al. Int J Radiat Biol, 1996 69
s (4): 429
5 15 Tuoker JD et al. M utat Res, 1995; 347 21
(A58 H0: 1997-08-26)
43 2 43 2
( ) ( )
(AT #FIRER] HEF )
( 157 ) ( )
( ) ( )
( 202 ( )
(210 ( )
( ( o)
:@
@)
@ « »

, 1998



