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Abstract: The biological effects of low-dose radiation (LDR) are still a research hotspot in the field of radiobiology. As re-
search deepens on LDR-induced biological effects and the mechanisms, growing evidence shows that LDR produces distinct
biological effects from high-dose radiation, which questions the linear non-threshold model. This article reviews LDR-in-

duced bystander effect, hormesis, adaptive response, and hyper-radiosensitivity, as well as the mechanisms, in order to

provide a reference for the transformation of basic research on LDR-related biological effects to clinical application.
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UEBH, (0] B 2% 32 41 i@ () 38 T (gap junctional intercellu-
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RUSLI = e R4 T EEAER .
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512 55 R ELAH B RN 55 4 B 2 TR A E TR, BLHE 2
R4 ™ A2 1Y) ROS. VR A A B — B8 m] 4% 346 1) 2
MRl 55 . b4, Jia S8 8 B FCAE B, AR A5 5 10 55 0
RN AE 4 KA B9 75 15 5 (mitochondrial antiviral
signaling, MAVS) 3 ik = ) 40 il vh 56 4 2 25, iM%
MAV'S A $0 1| 58 5 455 5 1) 55 I 25 080, 3 W e R A
89707 MAVS 2 5 [ 48 31 i 3 19 55 W #H BN .
Feghhi 251 AF 70 5 B, MU J& MCF-7 40 L i 77 P A,
240 L i T2 A1 ROS 3 m, 1 HLAE HT IR A S ) MCF-7
21 i F 5% 7 i 5 7% [R) 70 o T 8 AR RN I Ak P B 48
Jf, 2 Fofr 240 L ) 5 2% B K 40 PR 7 FEAIR AT ROS 38 0.
AT T 55 RS FRIAE 78K 22 R AR A S50 8T 5%, 34 Sk A
NSRRI X 44 B B /N B 24 h S iR
HH 43 B 41 i 4 h 27 (extracellular vesicles, EVs) 3 & ik
TS B AR CTIE 25 D /N R, 5 52 /N A
feh, AR B2 BN BB R AE T 2 DNA $i 7. eAh,
— T T (R RIE 7 38 B 18 5 4H 5 A T B, N SURORE
A RE A2 HR I 155 55 W BB T E R R W

2 RFERES TN

TR 5 A 5 15 3 110 D 7 RROBE A 8 SO AR K -
S A A A e FG 2L R 4 () AR FE o R I BLAR
52 B B 5 6 5 S 9% Ty e 1Y o A R s B i
SFAHLHIBOE . PUMIRE A I 50 . A AR R
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i, A7 BT b L v ) R R S A S
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PRS2 R o HR ] 2R BH T e A JES M XN B L3
F A R -2(IL-2) 7K e 1 3 A, 4R 3R -
2RCIL-2R) FE K 2 A M AE IL-2 15 5 UG e R4+
EEAE o 2 UK T2 B T 5 48 5 P RE 25 3 s L
A e Th e . Yang S8 AJF T3 WY, IR0 B4 5 AT
458 5 2R % 4% 41 B (natural killer cell, NKO [ 3 58 1
AR . KRR S NK 400 EiE i T -
y(interferon-y, IFN-y) £ it J8 24 3t [A - -o.( tumor nec-
rosis factor-a, TNF-0) 7KV 8.3 F+ . AW 78 K3, H
0.1 Gy 8¢ 0.2 GyX ¥ 44 & 8 4 BALB/c /IR, FF7E
2 h JE BRI S EIUE L1 PR A, S ok R ZH A L,
P2 AR 2 T 110 /0 st 5 o e B v B B D,

IR IR 4 B B NK 4 B 3% P R0 &0 i 2 1k 1
SR, 5y — W FTAE B0, e N BRSO S
Mk 200 L P Vi P 38 5 o O A SRR 4 5 R
RSk T 0 A A 2 AE D iINOST/MIT 3R, A
T PR A 20 T 4 S0 % 7697 . Khan 550 B 5T K
PR, 2 R TR B A AR B A% NKZE R L
o] B S 38 0 o KGR B SR R 3 B2 e T NK 48 i AN
T 40 M F D RE ANV 1 o

22 KA ZHAHRMOEF @ieig A KT RS
T B0 % B 20N, 2 3R B AE RO R A B . ST
SRR o S K (3 == €7 T D W 7 11 N ]
JR AT AR R 4N i 25 3G 5 . TR OR, A TR R, B
8] 78 )5 T4 A 4% % 10 mGy B¢ 50 mGy [¥] X 5 2R 5t
Jai, 5 A BB S 1 i i 1) 78 5 T4 B AH bl 0 B v
W om, HE i A 7 5T 20 P A R R 32 B s
Wi o EAN, B & 1A 70 51 T 40 MU 15 T 4 i 5, A7
T O G T B B ) 75 0 T 4 BROGE T 4 3 5 )
AR o FAL AT RE -5 G50 e i 5 4 i ) U A
K& H Rb A CDKI K B 1k, b a-cyclin E
CDC25 k", Wei 51 38 1 14 41 41 i 5% 77 A1 44
N B SEBR R 5T B, IR A S RT DA A 4
O ) S, gk A 2 4 B R T, ELAYG R AR
TN BT B R AR, AL AT RE 2 o i R
Wnt/B-Catenin {5 5 B B SEHL )« H T A [F] 40 g
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ANFELERT IR o Li S50 B T I, AR B S0 T 5
HI IR 20 2 RWPE-1 48 B i) 4 B A BV A 52, AR
i 33 FL 20 PR 1G5

23 KA 8 FIREA L B EH K (gluta-
thione, GSH) /& — M 5 2L [ 40 i i S A0 77, 72 4E FR 40
Jif SE A S Al R s AR . B T RIE, N2
IR = BB G Ja s R A A e H K SF T
P R, VR 22 T T0 R B AR B S e B L
R BEAT T — RIVFIT . Lee 55 B 5T K I,
/N BRSZ BIMICGR & BRI 5 R BRSR 2 AE L, 34 i o
A W IRKF 238 5, A1 B 5 25 2 -2 I R
F2 13 (glutamate-cysteine ligase, GCL) & 11 MV F. A7 ik
T e o —BFFERY R, AIGHE X S4B JS 6 h
A 24 h, /N BROFFS B ORI IV 8 5L GSHONTE
GSH 7K~V Tt 1, B A Al o S8 A2 o i
A AN (catalase, CAT) A e H K s-4% 72 1 ( gluta-
thione S-transferase, GST) % 34 i o b 4k, MK 57 &=
X5 2R R IS B 4 B AR CE 4 S S, H R
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WF 50 B, L e 400 i 4 52 ALK R0 B A A S, 4 i
JAK/STAT3 15 ‘5 4% T 32 240, A1 BEL 07 5 2L B e
ZH A P 1 R B HT R AR (self-renewal traits, CSCs), P&
T AR 28 . 5 — IR, A AT e
4 1 & PC-3 %2 50 mGy. 75 mGy A1 100 mGy [¥]
LDR U JE, 5ARMGTHAM L S HIAT G2/M 114 31 FH
I %2, PR DO, X LS R B T LR I PR U
Hh ARG 771 B 4 S ORI 2 23 60 52 4 S B 4 T AN
BEEA B TR T 97 807 A — € R /7.
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1984 4, Olivieri 557 5 56§72 H 3 I 4k S B Cad-
aptive response, ARD, FF4&4 H g SR 4H i 1l o 2% 5 T
TR AR, vT DA S 40 M0t B 5 v 771 B S 8
AP BEJ, [N Ah 238 i i AN 6] 5258 J7 VG
RS S0 N R BT T RE . 2SR
SRR A1 HR S 259 T 45 e R e S, L3 A B R
BB el ez 5y g AN RN B Y s B i s O VAN R <R
FUIRTR N, A7 L2 25 1o 4 PN MR S SIEG % I AT DAAE
TE 20 P Hh i 50 N s, T E e A T rh AN e 15
T S B P, 3K D B v I AR PR O 9T R R
PFIER A Gz F IR A 7 IR IRIE

(plR=ie P R7 A SCYVA L I VAL IR ISR R SR
A TIRE. DNA 518 5 AlE 515 5 LA o AR
W,

3.1 ARA| Z AT E 0918 B M RURL T VAE AL B B
A ARG GG RN LA 57 A A
PEAR SR B AR . P H B AP RS2 0T 1%
A5 1 1) B B AR 48, HAE AR B 5 3 o S S
I R gy Y B L) A (. Sisakht ZEPO 3 i o AT E
WY, 75 O 2 55 O 4 SR RO 3 5 ol S
PR RCRIAH R 43 TG L 2% o SR A R B0E 3 2 6 Ak i
L ASE 25 R A AN caspase 17 T 2% B R 0% R 12 38
1o 18I % DNA 25167k 55 DNA & S L, (ki
EAFRENESE . ILAh, Grdina 555" i it A4 Py R 1 Sz

56y, W I SOD2 FEAR B 4E 5 175 5 0 3 2 A1 Jse 7 o
R¥EFHBEEAEM . %KEF E2 #KX K ¥ 2Cnuclear
factor E2-related factor 2, Nrf2) ;& — /N f 1 S Ak [z B2
TUIHA R S R, FE4E RS 40 B AL I8 S5 rp R
HEAEH] . PEARGERY, Bide s T AN A0 A I 5 A% 40
100 mGy fi 7 & 4, 4 h 5 4 T 2 Gy @il =]
5, 4 B0 S R SR T ELIR S T 2 Gy AT 4. Tl
25 IR 8 HE ST 10 400 i v v 1P SR UK BRI, s AL g
U1 CAT. SOD2. GPX 25 /K V- Tt i o I HLAR 5 & 70 1
U2 41 A NFxB A1 Nrf2 45 438 n, W 982> 41 il
T2 H) A A5

32 ARA FHATEF1E B R 5 DNA R 1515 5
F X ARSI LLG] S DNA B4, B 4G B BE B 2L X
B T 2R 41 407, G A 2 R R XU IR R
(double strand break, DSB)®¥, ML A 3= £/ 1 3 [7] J&
7R ¥ 3% $% (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ) 1 [7] J5
# 2H (homologous recombination, HR) ] & 12 % 45 15
i) DNA BEATIE S o AR 48 5 15 5 000 S S 3
PGS 5 DNA 0518 S AR KB SE R, AT B 8 f IS
BB S =T AR T4 DNA 5455, Shelke F1 Das®™
WF TR I, A I B A0 i TS 45 T 0.1 Gy HIAIGHH
MG 4 h 54T 2 Gy BIE IR RS, 2 DNA #ifh
KFHEDTHEBEST 2 Gy mAlERE AR, B
R ST AL NHET AH5GHE A U0 Ku70. Ku80. DNA-PKcs
A XRCC4 5 E H/KPFREME T 2 Gy 4
2H . Nakajima 555 3@ it A I 40 g B8 0 512 B ACRE
i, LDR 7l i S 23k T DNA XUBE W 8 K o U Bk, 2
Bt 1 HR B @ A2 B0 «

3.3 KA Z R4S T 1E MR 49t R 1R 5 A AL
) A PRAS T A B AR G A AR B R A A 5 R N
SN A AR R o MUK 2 SIS S5 4 5, 40
5T AL RGO, (et R S T 52 A O i Ak R AN
SR P AR G 51 R R R R A, A0S B e
TR e AT 22 A R 0 (mitogen-
activated protein kinase, MAPK) /& 15 5 M 41 fifg 2% i £%
T RN AZ N ER 0 AR . B TR, RN AR
SR PAZE BALB/c /)N BUAA Y 5 S B A S 2, 3 A i
82 sz I8 -5 1 75 2 A /) B VA B 4 B v 53 1
MAPK {5 = i B 1 o 2 80E A < B B b
C(protein kinase, PKC) #& 4l ffl 5 =5 % Sl % HH i1 —
AN KB, PKC A3 1 240 A 5 180 6 76 A1 77 2 8 AT
755 0 A S B A B B o AR R A AT
LA PKC i 1, PKC AL 5 AT DL % — 22 SE D
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FIE, 0] PKC 7] LA RH B 1 SR 8 R AR T I &
(1) PKC W0 70 mT LA i 200 B FA) e S e 120750

3.4 KA T & 4T A F 4918 MR R AR
7 B ARGE, AR CEAE S BERR (AT B
Fee fife D 5 2400 i ) % S BEURS % A7 O% o Lall 555 BIF 58 K
W, FEFEMET, AMEAMS T 0.1 Gy FEH &=
X SR JE 45 T 4 Gy Bs 7 & /8 S, H DNA 4%
P 04 s T2 B /b T B R4S T 4 Gy B2 . IG5
= [0 5 5 48075 S K7 -1 Chypoxia inducible factor-1,
HIF-1) %I Th &, %% W FEE 0, LR 38 70 w3,
LW 5 i ity P01 ] 260 W -6 T2 1 U8 (glucose 6-phos-
phate dehydrogenase, G6PD) mRNA Al & [ /K - 3R ik
B0, A =R RGP B mRNA FlE 7K Rk
o I H ARSI 25 RAE SN S I RS 2 T 58 E . I
IR 7 N E AR 10 2 A SR B A 1 A
AR, B4 RN A S VB AR S A I g X APAR
i AR R T HIF-1, & A2 AR 5 5 2 1,
AR 3 A0 P 240 i S ) B s TR R AR R

4 RFERGBEHRMNE

I 771 5 5 R B8R ME (low dose hyper-radiosensit-

ivity, HRS) Je 2 Jifd AR A1 771 5 HEE S s SR iy ot L 5 74
& XU PE TR BLR . H BT T HRS FIAL]
W5 £ BN Gy JE A W A, 40 P T DL & DNA 47
a5 3 NI kAT .
4.1 G, A#tn &5 HRS 454 77 T 2 DNA #
A3, 5 4 i 38 B ) 0 m A A 2 R SRR A Lk 2 A
90 MM A5 P B AS IRk AT DNA B 15 12 5, B ik
DNA #0540 RE N — A . Gy/M ARSI pd 3222
JeibZ 45 DNA 7EH#E N S HHE M 12 /i A 70 2 B
B BEATIEE . Xue 59 5 N FFE 40 Y HepG2 41 il 5
T AR y $26C0 ~4 Gy), 7658 5 [ a] 555k
A, RIACH & y 94 (< 03 Gy), AT
HepG2 21 il 7= 4= HRS; 28 A i A il % 3, 0.05 Gy
S 1Y 4 B 340 90 A 55 50k R LA L G B B 2 S, T
# T 0.3 Gy. 0.5 Gy LA K& 2.0 Gy B HI41 L G/M A
W% . Krueger 25" W 58 E S, H L HRS L5 140 g
TEARFI RS ( < 0.3 Gy) 5 G, BRI A5 R 1 B0
45 DNA AR BEME L, T B Mg s b, K
H L HRS B 04 72 544~ 0~2 Gy W 77 &3 [
WERILH G, W40 i & B, 52481 DNA 5 2112 5,
Y H A S LG N . EIR B FCUE B, M G, A
W R AE HRS Hhk 31 FH 2AE .

42 wmfRAT5 HRS WZHRCALUE, EIGH
RN, S TR A M AT T R A, — R
[Al, &l p53. Caspase3 UL Bel2 SR L 1 B & (148
1k o Krueger % #F 57 I, TI8G 4 fii F1 MR4 4 g
FEAR TR & FR A B0 HRS B %, JF H T98G 4H g F
MR4 21 f7E HRS 71 5250 Bl 9 9 102 S 35 38 n, B A )
SN, PR T ST B R K o 2 P R
FI38 N5 p53 A< Caspase3 HIBUIE A K. 55—
FU R B, A549 41 il TOSG 4 it Al MCE-7 41 i 44
T 0~2 Gy [, A549 20 i 1 T98G 4H fitd 7E 7l & /)s
F 0.5 Gy i & B 82 HRS, 10 MCF-7 48 ffg )] o H
Pl HRS PG o B fo /5 2 R D08 T2 5L, AS49 2 i Fi
TI8G 41l iy 77 & 5t 771 & < 0.5 Gy A 8 T W 2 3% i,
MCF-7 20 fg T2 B R AR 4 . pS3 41l 771 4cb 8
A549 4H 1A TI8G 4 il =, 2 Fh4H i 1) HRS I % 3
K. LLERFFCIE R, HRS R4S pS3 B AH <1
FT AR,

43 HRS 5 DNA #4145 4E. 485 T DNA Hifs
A2, Hob s E K2 DSB. Mk EA £ F
DNA #1473 1& 5 i& 1%, O ATEm A9+ LA NHEJ i&
129 F . DNA #Hfi 2 F % ( DNA-dependent protein
kinase, DNA-PKs) /& NHE] &2 — M EES 5.
— TR T 6 10 Fl N e 40 i R 64T T HRS B L, £
A= (0.2 Gy) 5, A 6 Figi g th Bl HRS Bl %,
I HAE 6 B tH B HRS I G ) 4t Jfa b, A7) & U /S,
DNA-PKs i 1 2 3% FEAIC, oK 3 HRS IR 1) 4 A4
Jfirh DNA-PK /&G, $2&7% HRS 5410+ DNA-PKs
)ik BB A . AN, A549 4RI 52 0.05~2 Gy
71 R 0 R A, 7R BR G SRI R < 0.3 Gy B, A549 4l
G R B E R P HRS 4. I H 0.2 Gy 4+
J& 1~6 h DNA i {12 E 2K, 0.5 Gy #1 1 Gy
U J5 DNA #5182 3% Tt . R DNA iz &5
AR 258 5515 S AS49 I HRS H 9y v6i 45 55 2
),

5 HIBTIREE

FEBUR B 2, TRORIA T A2 LR iR V6 T T
Bo SRT, R R BORR 7 I AR #0821 77 v R
Sy o AR AL 3G 7R R R A SR A R VR T T T A
AYe B SETHT AR 7T AL ISR R AR 55 S A
ROSLAN [T v PV AR G AR R A AT X LA A
i AR SBORE, TS RO 36 L S I B b R 55, {H
& H RO TR B e A L (R AT AT SR A AE F
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2 il Fo L R AT RS S TR A R S AT R ANME
AR RN, LI5S B, o ik
AETFE 1L

I 5 751 e S A D BRI FE (TR N, SRR 22
{1 IE 38 UIE BH AL 77 5 4 5 A7 A — 5 1 I PR B FH I8 7
AR 7] 58 48 S AN 0 AT DA 3 0T v 77 8 4 S P38 B A
JS7, 38 BT DA% 5 i e A T 25 W I A8 SCIE R R
XN T4 G AT I7 R PR IR 2 2R e 52 e A
A2 R E B, Bh Ak, I B — T T R I, AR 4 A
T s R Y 2 I I O P40 ) 77)-1Cplasminogen ac-
tivator inhibitor-1, PAI-1) & 3A, FEAK /)N 21 f il e (1)
LIV IETIN G

25 LTI, RN S AR O BRI AR R AR
AR EMIR IR TT AR ). A A 2 1t
FEARIRNIR T B4 S A= P8 S, 3k T A5
B4 S A I R e 98 T80T o ) R i 4t B S B
WA IR I PR IR 8 AT T R A BT I L

FEHER BT HEE 2 AR AL AN sriik A AR TR, FE
DI W o SCREAW FATTH 2l o R

EHTIRRAR  BUP B Bl SO I, R SR, TR
EEEE, BTG TEAERE, RELE ST
Brs AKUE ARTORL, BHICER; R AT ST
FEWITUIT I, ST A IR T, A A S R AR
WAAERLPEPE SR, BTRcRMET 1830, RAEIT R 2t
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