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The influential factors of tumor control probability in radiotherapy

JU Yong-jian

(Institute of Radiation Medicine, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences and Peking Union Medical College, Tianjin

300192, China)

Absiract: The reliable tumor control probability (TCP) model is fundamental to evaluate the effect of the protocol ac-

curately in radiotherapy. In order to abtain the optimum TCP model, the parameters included in the model and the factors

which can affect these parameters hav been summarized.
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Progresses in dose reconstruction by tooth enamel
electron paramagnetic resonance

WU Wei-zhang

{ Institute quad?iaIion Medicine, Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences Peking Union Medical College, Tianjin 300192,

China)

Abstract; The present review focuses on the current developments on electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR) on ret-

rospective desimetry in footh enamel. Details are presented on elimination of background signal in low dose region, in vi-

vo EPR measurement in tooth enamel] and UY effecis are also discussed.
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