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DNA 2FNIHERDOHEETI

Stochastic models of the generation of DNA double-strand breaks
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The double-strand break (dsb) is one of the most critical lesions leading to a variety of radiobiological
effects such as cancer, cell death. In this paper, we reconsider the previously constructed and generally
accepted mathematical models for dsb generation, and give new stochastic models of the generation
of dsbs using random variables representing the break location in DNA and the number of breaks.
These models enables us to calculate the dose dependence of dsb generation. It is deduced from our
models that the dose dependence of the number of dsbs is described approximately as a quadratic form
in both distribution models. Previously reported experimental data on the dsb generation in phage
DNA is found to be in good agreement with our models. Though the widely used model, the linear
quadratic (LQ) model or the molecular theory of dsb formation also give the quadratic term, in spite
of rough estimates or some mathematical incompleteness, a marked feature of our formulation is the
absence of a parameter like the 3 in the quadratic term that requires experimental data to determine.
From this point of view, this study provides mathematical validity to the generally accepted models
of the number of dsb. This is a résumé of the authors’ article [15].

1 Introduction

DNA 0 2 A$5]Ki (dsb: double-strand break) 1374 v R#lfEsE% &% C DERAREDFHSRKRE b
SFEME LTHShTYS, AT, LET (R AX—f5) /)&, DNAOZEBUCF VT4
o TE 7 1 ABYIM (ssb: single-starnd break) *& dsb BERENBZHBEICOWT, VIMH L YIKIHN %
FETIRBERLH/ET A LICEST, 22054 7ORBEEE 7L (Poisson ZHET N, 2HIH
EFN) RREEL, BEMIC dsb ROLTMBIC T 3 tiEk X P dsb BOMBIKEFHEE KD 7 Saisho
and Ito [15] DEREENT 5, &8, I TRBGBLUMZRBICHV TV,

INETRBOATVSS C OERIIE T, FICERBEICE T dsb BUSRAHREICBIL T 1 RBY
B O(GBY) MICHMT 32 LR ENTWS (F2 X1E, Corry and Cole [4], Lehmann and Ormerod [6]
hERBE), —HBFEE TN E LTIZRER linear quadratic model (LQ €7 NV) & LTHIS S Neary
(8] I X5 bOBAHAT, dsb B 2RAK & BRBIFHITENT 507, HFHBRICIFEL S
BXh T3 (EHHIZ Saisho and Ito [15] £BM)., T ® Neary IZ & %€ 7L Kiefer [5] THRN
T3, Alpen [2] I dsb DERICDWT, 24D DNA #HERICTINiZhs oL, ZhEnd
DNA 808 ic BB 22T -ERE LT dsb 0WERT 2 70 A 2R TV 508, BEAYL B\ 13 Neary
(8] IKHEL T3, ZOBADHRE, MEDEENLERICOWVTIY, Clark [3], Walters [18] , Saisho and
Ito [15] #BBI i\, AFETHE, Alpen DS 2OHD T UL A THS, 240D DNA SHHAILIC
BEEZIERE L TdsbBERT 27U ARDRTER S,

Poisson FfEF N Tik, #DNASDOREZ % ¢t & L, YIMBHOSHIX 0,1 T—KRT, YINIEIIRT
2 —% (EHYIE) \ ® Poisson FAHICHED D LT3 & X, dsb #E & UL dsb £ 2V 2 EE
T2, ZDX 3% Poisson %AV 7 70 —F 1% Saisho [14] I k> THA I N, IKiHDS Poisson 7
ey, YIERS—ES M TH B - L 2KEL T, DNA O ‘broken sticks’, T &b b UIMIIC X 2 A
(fragments) DE X DX ERERICRD TV S, THBISHT b Poisson 77 % V7 YIWTIC & Wi DR
X 2B ¥ 32723 Radivoyevitch and Cedervall [12] % Sachs et al. [13] IKR 6013,



—H2EDMAET NV TIE, EDNASY n HOEE,SRD, BEETUMINLEREL p, SDNAH
BT 2 YIME0 2TH3 AR B(n,p) IZHE5 & D & LT Poisson € 7L & AkkIC dsb $8 & U dsb H)HF

B 2UIMBR e EBET S,
§2 TREFAREMZ L, 22DF 7))V - Poisson FMETFNE 2EDHETFN - 2HET 5, §3 Tk

= 2

§2WEDCTHERE (V7 71b) 2T, E5IC2ODEF ILOEBERLEROBAME L OB 2T,

2 HPNERETTILOEE

CITRBENETNOBELE X128 2 BENRBRIIOVTBRR 2, FFHIZTRTH{ (Saisho and
Ito [15] 2 &),

2.1 Poisson 9HEFIL

%% O DNA 0B E t T, YINBABRE [0,{ Eo—afhiiciy:, & DNA #EOYIMEIL 5
A =% A(>0) D Poisson THAIZREI bDLET S, Xolz, YINE L UIKIBATIMITHEET2, K =
{K1,K2,...,Ko} & L:={L1,La,...,La} ZEBIT/NT X —% )\ D Poisson DFGIHE S BRI (4.5.d.
LHEELY ) MEREBIIT, Xo = {Xot,. Xk} &£ Yo = {Yor,- -, Yok, },a=12,...,.N %%
nENXM [0,t] LO—RDHIHED iid BEEBIIL TS, DL E, K,, L, 1 DNA 8D Y%,
Xo, Y, ¥ a BHD DNA YK OEEEHRT, ZDLE,

P(Xak €a,b]) = P(Yor €a,b)=(b—-a)/t, 0<a<b<t
WKHERT S, £7, K, L, X,,Y,,a=1,2,.... N bTRTHITHE LTS, p0<p<t) ZHEL,

N
Sy = Z(Ka + L),

N Ko Lo
S(a) S Lixevaniso) H L{(|Xa s ~Yanl >0}
a=1 i=1 h=1 F=1(#12)
Lo
H l{lxa,i—ya,ml>ﬂ} : 1{Ka22}1{Lu22}
m=1(#h)

Ko Ko

+Zl{lxa,i—ya,115p} I Yxe,—vesrse) - Lkas2yl{z.=1)
i=1 J=1(3)

Lo Lo
+Zl{1xa,1— wil<o} H L Xa1~Ya 1>0} - LKa=1}1{L,>2}
i=1 J=1(0)

+t1Xaa-Ya, 11<p}1{Ka=1}1{La=1}}»
EBL, IIT, FRARNLT I =14(w)=1(weA),=0(w¢A) TH5, £7, DNA {Aqa, Ba} i
BT, HoUMIMERT ye B, =[0,t) ¥ |z —y|<p BALTELEE, €A, =[0,t] Z dsb ThHBEEZ
5LILTD, TDEE, 51, S RENEFN, N AD DNA KB LUIBKEE dsbBEEHEL T3
ZIT, NoooDEED S/S, DBREEZ 3, =L, ZENTRRVHEOEEX 2 BT 2 7-
DICHE 2 BREORD D IEEER KD 2 Z £ 12T 3 (Remark 3 Z5H),

Remark 1. ZDERDBET, HFEMITIE p TRELH p/t BEBERTH 2 Z L9352 DT (Theorem
1 DRERZZH), ARE p=1 LBOTHBEERR) Z Lidkv,
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Lemma 1.

: - p
(i) e1 = E{l{xos~Yo st HKa=1) LiLa=n}} = Ne ”% (2 B T) '
(i)

Ka Ka
€21 = E{ D (X~ Yanl<o) II L0xe;~Yasiser- 1{K022}1{La=1}}>
i=1 =1(#i)

Lo Lo
€22 = E{ > (1 Xar—Yasl<o} I toxei-ve,50 1{Ka=1}1{Lazz}},

i=1 J=1(#9)
EEE,
- - 2
—?——(t—tiﬁ)\ze‘”‘(et_f&’\ —1) <ey =€z < -{—/\26_2’\(6)‘ -1).
(iii)
Ko Lo Ko
€3 —_‘E{ Z Z l{lxu,i_Ya,hISp} H 1{|Xu.j—Ya,hl>p}
i=1 h=1 J=1(#1)
La
: H 1{|Xa,i-ya,m|>P} ) 1{Ka_>.2}1{[4022}}’
m=1(#h)
LECL,

_ —2p 2
Qt—r » ple AZem 2 (e A 1)2 <e3< Tp)\ze_”‘(e’\ —1)2

E(Ke+Lo)=2) %5, iid BEEEBFINTI2HRABDOENZAVC L, LKEBLICRD lemma %
&z,

S
Lemma 2. =~ — 2\ as.
N N-oox

Lemma 1 %> 65X ® lemma 23853,

Lemma 3. s(a) DRIfHEIIXRDOFMRZE AT,

bi=L e 2- Lo At=p) - P) (tpex gy b 2 (et - 1))

< E(s(a)) < %/\2e_2’\{2 - % Fa(er — 1) +2(e* - 1)2} =:b.

Remark 2. Lemma 3 TB 5z E(s(a)) D EETH 5 OFHEICOWT, REBLNSD

_ 2
b-b< L (B +1+2e7 — 37,

-gll =2 . sil ¢ Lemma 2 and Lemma 3 2> S5 XRDERMBBSNS,



Theorem 1. RBUIEEIZN T 3 dsb BEOLIZRTEZ oS !

%11 NI ri(p/t,A) as.,

B := -2‘%)\6_'2’\{2 - £+ ﬂi{—pl(e!;}&)‘ —1)+ Z—tt_ﬁ(e‘t‘?‘e"\ - 1)2} (2.1)

< m(p/t,\) < %,\e-”{2 — L4t —1) 42 - 1)2} - B.

Remark 3. Remark 2 & Theorem 1 %25,

B (P Py P
E’B—<t))\+o(t)’ 7 0
PESN, b
r(o/t, N = (£)A+0(£), £ =0 (2.2a)
D5 B DT, /J\é&%&ﬁ@‘t‘(,
ri(p/t,\) ~ %\. (2.2b)

22 2RAHETI

T I TidE DNA $i0in HOBEETTETE D, FEESYMZRIIIHEEN p(>0) TH2 EKET
3, £, SEEMINIEZT 2RI 0B EWICHITHEL LTS, X512, EDNA VMY TH S
LIRET D, ZDLE, & DNASHOUINIEIZ 2 F B(n,p) I2H# 5,

%7,

Ua,k =

1, with probability p,
0, with probability ¢:=1-p, k=1,2,...n;a=1,2,...,N

EBE, (Ut Za=12,...,. Nt k=12,...,nK20TD iid BWREKIE TS, CITN I

DNA DBTH%, ZDLE, Vop LUsp &L, {Vai} # (Uss} EBIE, o, b IKDVTD idd. HEE
EHINET B, 22T, L EHRORSHEET,

n n
Ka = ZUa,k, La = Z Va,ky
k=1 k=1

&8 L, Koy Lo & aFHD DNA OYIMIRE R R L, K, & Lo 13 & bIC2HST B(n, p) K65,
Poisson Z743€ 7V (§2.1) LFARIC, & DNA ISR} 2 BEREDS p IBEND 2 >OYINTIE dsb & BT &
29 %, 7KL, COBEZBLTHRDLEDICp=1 LT3 (Remark 5 # 2H),

E(Ky)=E(L,) =np ThH2h» 56, BABDENILSXRE2H 3,

Lemma 4.

N
1
A Zl(Ka + L) el 2np, as.
a=
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RIZ,

N
53 = Z(Ka + La)a

a=1
N n i+l

N
Se=) sa(@ =3 3 D LUaizVa,=1)

a=1 a=1i=1 j=i—-1

max(i,5)+1 max(,5)+1

H (U, n=0} H Live n=0} " L{Ka21}1{La21}
h=min(,j)—1 h=min(%,7)—1
h#i h#j

EBLE S, S kEhEN, N D DNA ORIKIEE dsb itk b, 22T, min(i,j) -1 =
max (min(i, j) — 1,1), max(i,§) + 1 = min (max(3,j) + 1,n) EEXABI LTS, ZDL ERDMEHR
%85,

Lemma 5. E(s4(@)) = p*(p— 1)*{n +2+ (n — 2)(p — 1)*}.

Lemma 4, Lemma 5 & WABOEHZHV2 L, ROEREHBD

Theorem 2. dsb BEDOETIMEICH T 5 i,

pp—1)*{n+2+ (n-2)(p-1)*}

.S. 2.
5 a.s (2.3)

<
B
J—-‘
o
i

TEZAoN3D,

p=1 KT 2KERDS —BD p & n KWL T, ra(n,p,p) =r2(n/p,1,0p) LTH<

pp(pp —1)%{n + 2p2-; (n — 2p)(op — 1)*} ) (2.4)

7'2("'7 Py p) =

Remark 4. +3KE% n IIHL T,

(2.5)

ra(n, p,p) = L pp(pp — 1)2{1 + (op — 1)*},
ra(n, p,p) = pp — 4(pp)* + 0(p?), p— 0.

3 HEENEER

3.1 NN

2T §2 TR® 7 BEEHIAS RIS E T\ T Mathematica (Wolfram research, Inc.) % v TR BfEdt
B (V5 71) L2OBRICOVTHERS,

Remark 5. A TiE dsb DEEICOWLTRARTV 228, % DR TIE dsb HOBBEKFHEICOWVLTAE
_Tw3 (Corry and Cole [4], Lehmann and Ormerod [6], van der Schans et al. [17] % £ %2Z/)., %
T, Z2ZTH Lemma 3 & Lemma 52°5 dsb HOMIFEORBKFELFEH T LERD K HILR D ¢



~
Co S
—

2)\ T
(expectation number of dsb
— Poisson distribution model)
>
2np T9
(expectation number of dsb
—binomial distribution model)

0 200 40 60 80 Ioo
dose (Gy)

B 1: phage DNA IZ &1} % dsb HIfHEDORBEKFEY: 2\r,  (Poisson DEF N,/ E#) & 2npr, (27H
DAEE TN, BRR) . van der Schans et al. [17] 12 & 2 EBRE (),

{ 2\ -71(p/t, \) (Poisson 437 711 (3.1)

2np - ro(n, p, p) (2IEGmEFI).

Poisson THHE TVICDWT, p/t=5/(6-10%) L 53 &, ri=ri(p/t,\) DF 5 71 X € [0, 60000] T
Ap/t DT 77 BB ((2.2b) RBH), %7 dsb DHIFHE 20 DZ 5 7% A € [0, 60000) T 2A2 - p/t
THEBE NS,

2HAMETN TR p=5,n=6x10° L BL &, rp=ry(n,p,p) PF 5 71E pe0,1075] T pp D
77 LI3EER S ((25) A8, X5 pe(0, 1075 12BVT 2npry D F 713 2npp? D7 5 7 TERL
ENBZLbds, '

3.2 REROFKMEE OLLE

Rz, EBEOBEMEL OHBIZDO\WT, phage PM2 DNA O F— % L HAEOMIIN D DNA O 4 — 2
WA TRR B,

%9, phage PM2 DNA D324, van der Schans et al. [17] ic& % &, 1Gy DFRICHLTEH 120
18 (ssb) PEREH, phage PM2 DNA 251 x 10* OEEX (bp: base pair) 256 TETWBE I E %24
DL, ssb DAEREKIZ 1x1074/bp/Gy £% B, Zhd5, p=1x10¢ e 1Gy XU A=1s1Gy
2%, (22),(25) & (3.1) »5,

ry o gp, (3.2)
Ty ‘;‘ -107*pD(107*pD — 1)%{1 + (10™4pD — 1)}, (3.3)
Number of dsbs

{2-10"4,0D2 (Poisson 23R € F V) |

(3.4)
1074pD2(1074pD — 1)2{1 + (10~4pD — 1)*} (2HZFHETN)
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%82, =ELIIT, pPMEit LT, p=>5 (Levin and Hutchinson (7], Nikjoo et al. [9]ic&k3)%2H
Wi, ©1 T, bhbhD2200EF LS dsb ROMFEORBHKIFIED 77 7 L van der Schans
etal [17] K X 2 EBREXBLTRRL T3, 22T, BIREHT Poisson SFEFNVE 2EHDHEET
AREICHREA E ATV 5 DIE, Phage DNA DEEEDHW 2/ NEOEA (2HZHHIC L 5 Poisson 7
D) ZRILERBIEETFICKRES BT LIERT 5,

—HBABYOMEIND DNA 04, MR L2 1Gy OBRBTH 600 O ssb BVERI N LWME S
AT\ % (Prise et al. [11], Sakai and Okada [16], Ahnstrém and Bryant [1]). ¥ 7z, Chinese Hamster
V79 ORIETIE, 6x 1012 Da 5 TE T\ 5 (Peak et al. [10]) Z 2 &b¥ 2L, MEAADEENOK
12 6x10° THBZ Edibhh, ssbDBEFIBLZ 1Gy 7)) 8% =1-1077 L RKEB, ZOILh
5, 2EMHEFNICBOTHER p 2 p=1-107" £ ¥ 5,

§3.1 ICB 1) 3 2ENHEF VKT BRR» SRDELZE S, EIWTBIC N T % dsb O rp I3FRE
DB (eg. D< 10°Gy) L%, —ED n=6x10° KL TRE D AT 5

ro~1-1077pD. (3.5)

¥ 7-, Poisson 275 Po()) 252D B(n,p) P np= X 252D n - o0 & L 7-FDBRIMATH
2 UNBOBH) - L2 EBLTt=n=6x10° LT3, A=6x10°&1Gy 283, JOLE &
YIS T 2 dsb DM, R p/t R LD L E, KRB D ICHHTEIEHTHPS

T ___60t0p D. (36)
(3.1) BV &,
W dsb $ ~ 12-10°5pD? (Poisson HHHE TNV, 2EIHETNV) (3.7

%83, LidoT, NEKDERD»S A=np, t=n EBFE, roxpp=pA\t=r &%, 1 & B}
BF—KTHILEBbh s,

3.3 SHRORA

1) Intoroduction THAR7 & 51, SEDEERIZ 24D DNA SABILICHEBER TR L LT&
U2 dshblconwT&HLTw3, bbb, LET BLil¥—f5) oS+ wgdzHo
w3z, | EOBEHEESC > T, —EIC 240D DNA $i0IiIh 3 7Tu A 2 BHTEL VY
B%AU LETRKEMEERL LB DH 5,

2) EBOEKNTE, BERIZOEIRIOTEEL, BHEOTOLAERT S, JOBEESTET
ANOBEORIEIIEELRETH LY, SBOFEL L TEL,
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