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ABSTRACT Heavy-ion beam radiation can cause cell DNA double-strand breaks (DSBs), which are factors that

lead to genomic instability. Existing studies have demonstrated that homologous end joining, homologous

recombination, single-strand annealing, and selective end joining play critical roles in the repair of DNA DSBs.

However, the factors that affect the selection of repair pathways for DNA DSBs remain unclear. In this study, recent

findings on DNA damage characteristics and repair pathways generated by heavy-ion radiation cells are reviewed,

and the selection mechanism of DSB repair pathways in cells is explained in terms of the types and distribution of

DNA DSBs, chromatin status, DNA terminal structures, DNA terminal excision, and cell cycles. This review is of

great significance for the study of DNA damage repair and provides a reference for investigating the biological

effects of heavy-ion radiation technology.
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VEMY ETmAR TR BRI,
1 O R O A0 M e AR 2 PP SR A () DNA 45
£ 35 DNA XUEE W22 (Double stand break, DSB) .
FLEET 2L (Single stand break, SSB). Bl #5115 Al
DNA S A A ", 5 ANKZ Ry i V)
Ko Hr, DSBs# i\ & 52 0 4 il iy iz ) O B
DNA#ifs, BFNEATERBE S RBEEN 27
AN LT B RAR

WEFLR I, BT AR T E DSBs JE R 2%
IR Z 0] B2 LET{E ™. Aoki-Nakano %5 ¥ #4319 B
R4 & DT40 J%2 H DSBs & & i 42 Sk B A7 A2 4
N TSR, W50 7 LET S48 Ek
TeEZ B F, KILARE BAFT Be A DSBs 12 &
WA BNE I LET A S AV N 52 m, BEAE
LET {13 %=, DSBs 1 SSBs i &1 %, DNA i
P e g n . 3k B AR5 ) DNA B B ik %
FEAE S DSBs LA {55 PR 20 56 48 1 A0 2k 1F 56 R 21 A
MR TH R A QB E A MY an X 8 DNA #5143
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(1) 7 24K v & T AR R R o by, o] BE 2 5 B
R MR s R M E AR, TR BRI RAR
Pt fkmsAr . ML, AR EHEEFES". B
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A 4 PR REN DNA B B i, A3 3E [F) Y5 K o

#EH#: (Non-homologous end joining, NHEJ). [F]J&
# 20 (Homologous recombination, HR). H.4f IR
‘K (Single-strand annealing, SSA) 152 & K ¥ &
$2 (Alternative end joining, A-EJ) U, SR7g, &
KB Z T AR, X 4FEEA B E DNA 1
i FE BB TR M H L, DNAHGBE
B — RANFZ W, W DNA #5145 (1 28 B0 55
i RGN . DNA SR S U Bk A0 40 i & 1
B B S5 AR A F R 1 DR A i #2518 1Y) DNA B B i
7, BARTEWTFL DSBs &R 1 3= EHLHI U7 TH 4
i 7V 2 TAE, (AUIATE £ € DNA 12 5 &
RN FEER R, £EE TR 5 3K DNA
BEEET KR ZHEED. BB M5
a2 5, (HE H AT IR AT 76 8 1 fig ke L AE
BRI HLEE .

AR B I B T AR S 4 i DNA 4R 4
¥ 2R 52 M) DNA #5375 18 2 i A0 i #2132 2 3R .
PTATE el 1 41 DNA 14545 % e mUf 32 2L
(") DNA &2 IR B, FFXF DSBs B < DNA &
HEAME S @A E BRI T IR A
J&, MANTE] A JE e 45 0T e 5 M B 1 RO O i 3
(1) DSBs & Z i 2 1k £ 1 £ Z R K . IX X DNA &
B MAHRPOE VLG R R R EER L, R
B W S BORAE AW 5 RN 1 4 - BRI 7
AR ar kb2 AU S 3R T 255

1 EETFREFIFESDSBsHAHFS

B R R B 4 5] K E ™ F 41 i DNA $57
55 091, & LET 48512 S8R E A F 258 (1 DNA 17
153, BAKSy N Z% DNA #5475 A1 957 DNA $i45 27,
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M T80 E 2 DNA B TR R, 58 RN B S
AT R B K I DNA Fifh « H 2 1 DNA S 45453 1)
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(AR 55, Rk, #EIR DNA #5345 2 i Bt 5 B 1 R 4R
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W SR TR R, Ge itk g A8 e o T EG R P
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(176 keV/pm) & FHES 5, HEH H2AX W
HEWT 2SR LET 3 & 1 4R S 40 i &
S EOE E R T P PR A K B B R b H2AX
(YH2AX) Jikl, & DSBsJ—AMbric =7, B4k,
YH2AX i kL8 2 AN B/ Hog i B % i kb,
o 4 N WA yH2AX i 4, J& DSB 7% JE i 1 4F
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KPR B EREA R, BT X P IR ) B AR
B FRAL, TEEERZ X ZR U 16 T 1R bR Hh A
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AR e AR M U Af F A A A B &=, = LET
BT AR A G2/M A 2 A5 BH e 119 458 2 B ) Lk X
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B 55 S 1 DSB N T G140 A 25 52 2R 3 V) s 1

DSB # i . Ak, DU/ B 9 S50 A1R
PO T T X STy ST R TR, K
B 25 1 RO S A 2 T R R R N O 4
K] DNA Sk RALMIA, W] 385 AR I 7T &
WER R IERA. EONE B, @i DNA FF5
PRI, BRES T SHE AR T B 1000 A Ak
Xt LB [ DNA FrBL, My S £k 51 15k 2T 100
AN L MBI 4
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DSB

DS

|w]
17}
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1 H 3T RAE S A DSBs 40 1 AR &5 i/ LET #5251
SRR I 5 PSR AN IR G A 2 [ 35 i 1% BB 4 T B e £
WREHE, If Hve LET 33 7 3R N S A IR XN R 2
/> DSBs, Bt4h, w5 LET 58 7 ARG R ki 51 8 %
“~DSBs
Fig.1 Signs of DSBs damage after heavy particle
radiation™: the diagram shows that after high LET
heavy-ion irradiation, two different chromosomes are wrongly
reconnected to form chromosome rearrangements, and high
LET heavy-ion radiation leads to the formation of multiple
DSBs in a limited area. In addition, high LET heavy-ion
radiation can cause multiple DSBs at the chromosome
boundary

2 EETRIESEDSBsHEEIRR

BT AR S S R MU E ) DNA #3475,
DSBs # VA A% 4 B vifi M e B AT BUP 4 1) DNA 4%
T, RETl RS . A a P g A
DSB 1 SR AL T BV W B A 5] R 4%
Al REIE & 45 4 Fi: NHEJ. HR. SSA fll A-
EJU w2 Fon, fEXLEEEH, NHEJFIHR
18K DSBs 1MW 46 £ E &%, 1 SSA Fl A-EJ 1]
PAESE NHEJ F1 HR Tk B = 5% B DSBs ™ .

% B 24 i A'F D — e T P ) 00 i B A A X
AW, AE R BT R S A R 18 2 ML ) A AT
HEAE T ZMNA. ERE R, HRMEBKE
DSBs &5 1 5 3= Sz B, Matuo &5 B FlHASA
LET 18 16k 25 7 5 58 5 05 A2 B R4S 57 L DR R v 1
Bk (Rad52. Rad50), &I Rad50 Fl Rad52 B Pk
(19848 % AR 1, RadS0 9848 240 B Bk 25 1 A4 5 1)
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5 X BFaky SRS, EE R RS
755 1 DSBs f Jc HH HR 12 & B,
AR L R KB, 7E G2 W YIRS, HR &/

ANE5EAAEE, —LEDSBs 1] Ll i 75 5 A 1 1E
E@R1BE, WSSABA-EI&#t. Rin, BT
DNA PKes #1171 78 5 LET 5 55 1 d 48 5 5 58 21 FH

W A2 FE 5 G1 4 g h ) DSBs 18 5, I H.2¥ ADP #
PSR Gl (PARP) #7151 % 3& FE (1) DSBs &
FNEREE, NHEJIEAL T2 = LET H & 7 R &
S DSBs M FZigie. Fk, 7 AEWHIEAR S LET

UbAh, etk HE TR S DSBs BRI 4 T HLA], R
T BB
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N Mty
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RADS2 ! * PARP1
™ gl IU"':E‘.ME
¢ ¢ Pol 8
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Ab AS

o | CEECCCCCCCTITITT

SSA A-EJ

TR S G DSBs 18 H g2 A R0 e TET 8 55 T W48 15 S 1 DSBs 141 90% JE i VI kN S g 1a 5, Jl
EEEEHMDME %1%, I SSA BY A-ET, £ 10% ] DSBs 1 NHEJ i&%

SR . HE AR A ST R 2% 1) DSBs Wi AR , i

0 DSBs 2 5 (¥134 F , 7 tH DSBs 185 3 B 1% 1 X S 2R sl y i 26

Fig.2 Model of DSBs repair pathway after heavy-ion irradiation™*"*¥. About 90% of DSBs induced by high LET heavy-ion
radiation are repaired by excision mediated pathway, that is, HR and other pathways, such as SSA or A-EJ, and about 10% of DSBs
are repaired by NHEJ pathway. After heavy-ion radiation, complex broken ends of DSBs will be formed, which will affect the repair
speed of DSBs. It shows that the repair speed of DSBs is slower than that of X-rays or y-rays

(a) NHEJ

(b) HR

(c) SSA (d) A-EJ

E3 BEEEEMNREIAZS 585 4% 5755 1) DNA XUEEBTR N 3 T2 22178 () JERIVE R 5 2 (NHED | (b) [R5 &
ZH(HR) - (c)$%§k}<(SSA)ﬂJ(d)x§3f€ i 2 4% CA-E DD ) AE 200 () R 4% B A L, O EL R 1Sk O 400 ) U0 ek g v
Fig.3 Pathways were involved in repair during interphase”***, The major repair pathways for radiation-induced DNA double-

strand breaking ((a) non-homologous end joining (NHEJ), (b) homologous recombination (HR), (c) single-strand annealing (SSA),
and (d) alternate end joining (A-EJ) ), which play important roles between cells and have significant cell cycle dependence

030101-4



7RSS BT AUAR ST U5 3 4N XURE ST (DS Bs) 45 113 12 18 R A LEE i 7e 2t e

3 DSBsH DNABERRFIEFEMNAETHEE

3.1  DSBsHIZERF T

DSBs 1& 5 4 42 1 1% 4% 7T fig £ ZHL T DSBs
(PRI oA BT, RN AN A %R 22 5 SUDNA (1)
Bt 2 I S 42, Flin, 851 DSB #5147
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AN A4 5 I 2 ) DSBs 7] RE 5| A A F 1B 5%
722 AN R 4R 9 B 2> 5 B DNA $ 455 2 4 A
6], 451 40 147 5 1) DSBs 452 473 A1 5% 4 1¥) DSBs 451147
AR R AR E iR, #FFCRIL, Artemis F
JUNHEJ ) — A 03 5, 35185 | LET
S SRR 4EDSBs, XY T NHEJEBE &
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125 — WU 5 R R B, B LET 38 5 P A M & 4
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32 FERRES

Pt iR /E DSBs (2 H i ik b e = AR
B, BRI, RETURETT SR EE T
WR S 7 A2 K DSBs TR X, AT 52 1 42 52 Ak 252 1)
IR, R TR AT B AR R B g Rk
T RAEEBEAE R W fEE Y i, R
DNA & il fle sk B, Rk, &8 7FREN
16 1% X 3877 4 () DSBs 7] B8 I i )12 1) DNA K ity
VIR R AL B ), — S FUabR R BT, W e ta i
B 1 W HE 5 1) DSBs = ZE i NHEJ fll HR 12 &
AR, g X I B R AR S
DSBs AN F| T HR &4, 1 56 5 A-EJ i&48 . Ik
Ab, SYe i RS 5 S DSBs 12 2 3l ) B B
18 TR Qi @, —R R R, EBE R
Jii % DSBs B, 7% ZE 1S N 5 ADP # Bl R A
(PARP) FIILyr R B4 &P 5k RAEE A
(ATMD 17K T BA B o Ath 2H 2% R 7 5 7 il s €405

KH - H R e gt e AR A E Y, J2 DSBs i
MR NAS 5 —5r, EEBE Rk
HAETEEER D, g2 LTk, BAVHEREAH
REOFURE NESFRBHN TR SBOEEAR
DSBs {25 &%

3.3  DNAFKRim&EH

DNA 7R ¥ 45 14 7£ 5 5 - SRAR 5 755 1 DSBs 12
HBFERPRIEEREEEH . DNA KL
WENHDSBs B E R FERN — A EER
F U0l G B DNA XUE B 22 16 R o o B,
AR Ku70/80 1 75 5 25 £ £ DNA K UL DNA
K &5 IR HENHE) 822 585 . R, i
DNA WU W 24 A iy 2 A K 1) L8 DNA B Rl s
BB, T Ku70/80 153X Fh DNA 7K Uiy 45 #4) /¥ 45 &
RE159, MEERTEEA, MM 51 K PARP B, it
MR HMEERES5DSBsBE. MH, EH
T R S S ) DNA 2K i 58 52 T DNA 2K 3 )
%Ik DSBs A B A% Ku70\80 5 DNA A i 454, M
1M PR NHEJ 4% MM AR 1 i LET 58 59 15 511
52 %% DSBs #] LL471i] NHEJ 31/ 3 HR . M4k,
7 Povirk %5 " IR 7S R L, Artemis 1% TR 7] H
T RE PR AR5 S X Fh DNA A 454, M2k
NHEJ. K, 855755 0 DNA XUEE W2 i A i 2
[i7) 45 F4) 7F ¥R 7€ DSBs 18 5 & 12 4 ¢ 7 1 B A7 B 2
EM .

3.4 DNAXRIRHIE

DNA Kt P15 50 DSBs 18 2 g2 ik % . 40
JimT LL3E i DNA K 3 V) B 6F DSBs i3E 47 40 B 2
DNA K i V) [ 7] LA 2 B DSBs K iy 1) ¢ — 58 44
Ku70\80, JF #1525 DSBs (& E 1 & R i& 1%«
HR. SSA fll A-EJ B, K B DNA A i J) Bk 75 1 58
DSBs &2 52 At ik bl A s E A . T H, ARYE
Scully & " B SR I, Gt FIAEE . DNA K % 1)
PRACREE . 20 3 22 PR 25 AT LS e DNA K 3 1)
BRIt FE

Getty JF A 538 1 1 5 DNA A i VB 520 DSBs
BEBAARE SR, Gyt )i P8 PG DNA K i 1)
i 1 G B 20 28 DR - W LA Ku70/80 ) BE 7£ DNA R
Ui, MIIAEHENHET P, A, Gt iiisi i Bl
T DNA R Y] B (1) K 25 7T LA Ku70\80 K A=A #%
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M 0E FoAth DSBs 12 & 4% . 51, 53BP1 {EH
& DSBs &5 i 4% J7 T il 45 EEAEH Y, 53BP1 A]
PA#4H 57 3 DSBs A,  F£7E DSBs J# HlJE B IRIF,
13 g i AR 15 5%, AT FH 1E DNA A B2 g i A\
DSBs A ¥ 7, FFFR il DSBs A i U] B i K B
BB E W, Shieldin -5 B4 5 53BP1 A
LB E ThEE, W] LAHH] DNA Ko bl bk, ¥ ik
DNA J& &4 A0 iliv, JF{R 3 c-NHEI “Yo %,
BRCA2 fll RAD51 1F vy 53BP1 #l Shieldin & & ¥ ()
PR, FEIE A T CLR ik DNA Rl kg, (it
RADS1 fyfifar, Ik —2 RECHR BREOE. K
U, Gt iR EEE DSBs 18 B 2k 5 U7 1 B &
BAEH .

DNA R P B (1)K FE AR 7] B /& 521 DSBs 15 5
BARGERR F BRI S, YIE E/NT 20 bp #EFR
N CRETREVIBR”, A-BI ISR AL 0 i 2
5 DSBs e E . VIRfE B K, KAJLTF
bp AR N “KEEEVIFR”, EEIE HRBZH
DNA % #: # i RAD51 k18 5 DSBs. 4k, ¥
Ja N U 75 bp B, AT DLIE £ SSA i 2l i
RADS52 #% 22 1) 12 28 1& =2 5% B8 () DSBs. 41 DNA
KK E Tk, FHAEAEMAMEESTX, N
A REIEFE A-ETi& 1528 PARP1 5% 4 45 & b 4715
2 . MRN. CtIP. BRCAIl. DNA2. EXOIl I
BLM {E N KK DNA B R EHEE &Y, 25
T DNA R I BR K, X+ 41 DSBs 8 2 &4
(e B AR B N ) R AT AT PR T A
#] HR 1 SSA 12 & DSBs, {H NHEJ i& 42 1} 1E %
TAE U,

3.5 ‘AEaFAEA

41 e JE A RT DL 3E 3 1 T DNA K i D) Bk 5% 1l
DSBs 8 A M. MFX KM, =B THREN
FHSHIN T G1 414188 DSBs A s V) ik O B B
TEX B2 Ely BT BT JS, 29 15% (1) DSBs #% V1 5 ;
SRIM, BT G1HAZN A A D) R b G2 B34 i () 1)
PR ERA L, KX R R RE Y. M
2N, EEFHRBENSSEERWRATIE, M
RILG A Bt B A Rim I BRI % . DSBs 1]
DL 20 075 DNA R AT DI . IRk, K4
85% ) & 42 DSBs 7£ DNA 15 & it FE b g 1B . 7
G2 HA 21 ff Hh UL %2 31 e 5 44 0 AR 1 LET A3 74

hn, EE 7RSS HR A PR AEAE — s
P SR, HRE—MIERRNEEEE, R
FH HR K5 #1552 DSBs, WIS o Wi % 2] Gt R i A5
Rk, et fRm A 8l £ 0, £ G2 i EEVIRR )=
— UL DSBs Al gl It 5 tH S M iE R gt 1T B =,
11 SSA Y A-EJ 5755,

2 o JE ) AN B BOAE DSBs 18 5 i 43 e 6 o
BABEZEM . MBIBRAN, NHEJ &2 AT LLEZH
0 A () G B BE 5 52 DSBs; - A-EJ i@ 42 75 8 N4H
P A B s, OF HAE G2 B A R,
% 5 DSBs 55 . [Ff, HR M SSARE FHAES
G2 WM 25 DSBs &5 o 3 L84 i 14 11 3= 22 Ji
K2, St N S A G2 i, CDK g2
HHN. CDK i 1 m LUE R B B 10 S DNA 12 5
EE, MIHEAT DNA K1 57, SEIbiF4E %
B, BB 7R AE S S S0 A R s AR GINS B
G2\M P¥e0, 7 A 2 e BE R LG . At JE A B
i AU DNA B 52 it 7 78 /& i IF ], 17 B3t et
A2 1 CDK 5, CDK &P 7] LI 75 DNA K iy V)
BRI RE . PRk, 40 ] DLIE i 52 CDK
PE, #ETT 2 DNA K0, MM € DSBs &
SIBAIES

4 LZwERE

B P AR AR S A W 2 RN AT A ) LR
SHIR, RERS IR AL TE 2 (AR I S ECRIR BB 5 M
WFFCR B « AF i 4O 58 S 451 3 1) B BOR 2 55 A2
BEMLI, HbFree ik 454, DNARIE AR
SRR 5 5 R LET 3 581 3R F 48 S R B0 4
PRIBATG BB o DL O R TT 2 B B 1 o O
AW N R 5 s ATE T F A, K AR OR B
BT AU 5 5 AR R ) A T L L A DA
HE T AN EAREEGRIE R AR
T0pvE LET 58 1 4R 5 A 385 1) 40 il DNA 451475
B BE 0 DNA & 4% DL s g 12 ik
R R RN st fuidi g, SRt T &
LET Hi, B8 48 5 7 A2 (1) DNA $ 405 4 5 A543 18 2 i
BRI B E R EERNEMER. Rk
B, H T AR T e S T IR DSBs B %, &
BT AR5 S  DSBs [0 — AN EERRAE, IR H R
KUBE R 24 TR A . Y FUIRAS . DNA K i
ZER) . DNA A U B FI 4 & 3565 T DNA #3475 1%
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kRS JUEEM .

BT RAR BRSO SO AR — R VB
ks (1) IUA TS5 AR A I 2E i B DNA i

BT S ALE] s (2) NHEJ I HR %1H& 5 5 LET 45
WP A B R DNA 4503 R DTk 39A A KIS 2 s (3D
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