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Abstract

Radiation exposure leads to a large number of victims who seek medical help in the first hours. To provide
medical care, it is necessary to correctly establish the fact and dose of radiation by bioindication and biodosimetry
methods. Lymphocytes containing nuclear anomalies are easily detected cells of peripheral blood and are suitable
as objects of bioindication in the case of radioactive exposure to a large number of people. Among these anomalies
we distinguish micronuclei, “tailed” nuclei, nucleoplasmatic bridges, dumbbell-shaped nuclei, etc. This review
observes the main types of these nuclear anomalies of lymphocytes in the light of their common origin from dicentric
chromosomes. We recommend using these alterations in peripheral blood lymphocytes nuclei as the simplest
biomarkers in the framework of bioindication tests when it is necessary to work with a large number of victims.

Keywords: Radiation exposure; Bioindication; Biomarkers;
Lymphocytes nuclei abnormalities; Dicentric chromosomes

Introduction
Sources of ionizing radiation are now widely used in all areas of

human life, which greatly increases the likelihood of a radiation
emergency and the possibility of radiation injury to a large number of
people. Within a relatively short time upon such radiation accidents,
many victims and alleged victims seek medical care, and such a
situation results in dramatic difficulties in the operation of various
medical institutions. The most important methods used to confirm the
fact of irradiation and to measure the dose of radiation are different
indication and dosimetry techniques, which in the initial stages of
liquidation of radiation accidents actually determine opportunities to
provide health care.

Quantitative estimation of the dose of irradiation received by the
human body is carried out by means of physical dosimetry (using
dosimeters and radiometers) or biological dosimetry. Physical
dosimetry shows the exact dose of ionizing radiation absorbed by the
human body. However, this method has several disadvantages: a high
error in the equipment used to measure the dose of radiation; the
measurements are limited to the area where the dosimeter is attached
to clothing, measuring is concerned only to gamma radiation, etc. In
addition, in the case of a radiation emergency, physical dosimetry data
may be absolutely inaccessible.

The methods of biological dosimetry are based on dose-dependent
reactions of the body tissues to the effect of radiation and on the
detection of specific radiation biomarkers. The field of activity of
biodosimetry has significantly expanded with the methods of
genomics [1,2], proteomics [3,4], metabolomics [5] and

transcriptomics [6]. At the same time, methods of cytogenetics that
require the cultivation of lymphocytes in vitro or the use of special
equipment still remain the classical methods [7-13]. These include the
dicentric chromosome assay (DCA), the micronucleus assay or
cytokinesis-block micronucleus assay (CBMN), the premature
chromosome condensation assay (PCC), fluorescence in situ
hybridization (FISH) and the recent addition of cH2AX scoring as a
cytogenetic tool. Among them, the dicentric chromosome assay is
considered to be the gold standard in the field of cytogenetic
biodosimetric studies, but it is unlikely to be used in emergency
situations with a large number of victims. Recently a number of
improvements have been proposed in this regard for the dicentric
chromosome assay. One of these attempts is the creation of an
international network of laboratories to participate in a web-based
platform for counting of images of the dicentric chromosome assay
[12].

The appearance of dicentric chromosomes in lymphocytes as a
result of radiation leads to the appearance of the following anomalies:
micronuclei, “tailed” nuclei, nucleoplasmatic bridges, dumbbell-shaped
nuclei, etc. Such anomalies arise at the cellular level and are well
distinguished in a light microscope. Thus, nuclear anomalies are the
simplest biomarker for bioindication, and we also assume that in
connection with the dose-dependent effect of their appearance,
established in vitro and in vivo, they can also become an object of
biodosimetry. An analysis for the detection of such biomarkers of
radiation can be carried out in any country, in any laboratory of a
medical institution, where it is possible to determine a differentiated
white blood cell in blood smears. Smears of peripheral blood taken
from a finger should be prepared by a routine method, air dried, fixed
with 96% ethanol, and stained with Giemsa. After that, smears can be
observed to detect nuclear anomalies in the cells of lymphocytes. In
this case, all types of karyopathology should be taken into account in a
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complex manner in connection with their pleiotropic origin. In the
laboratory, one analysis will take 40-60 minutes. With the introduction
of the method into use and the creation of an express test, this time can
be reduced to 15 minutes. We would recommend conducting a test for
nuclear anomalies within a period of 72 hours to 3 months after
irradiation. This is due to the fact that all known dose-dependent
effects were shown in lymphocyte populations 72 hours after
irradiation.

More than that, these types of karyopathology have been found, in
addition to human cells (including blood lymphocytes in individuals
exposed to the Chernobyl disaster in 1986), as well as in various
animals and plants. This makes these biomarkers universal, permitting
to use them not only to estimate people’s health damage but also the
state of ecosystems located in the zone of radiation pollution.

In this review, the main types of nuclear anomalies of human
lymphocytes are observed in the light of their common origin from
dicentric chromosomes in response to radiation exposure.

Nuclear Anomalies of Human Lymphocytes

Micronuclei
Micronuclei are the most studied nuclei anomaly that manifests

under the influence of ionizing radiation. Initially, they were found in
human erythrocytes, where their appearance was induced by vitamin
B12 deficiency [14]. Micronuclei represent fragments of the cell
nucleus, which carry an incomplete part of the genome. The frequency
of detection of micronuclei correlates with an increase in the dose of
irradiation, as well as with the frequency of occurrence of double-
stranded DNA breaks [15,16]. Thus, the mechanisms of micronuclei
formation are closely related to this form of aberrations.

The micronucleus can contain either an acentric region of the
chromosome or an entire chromosome that was not distributed to one
of the opposite poles during anaphase of mitosis. Fragments or whole
chromosomes eventually become covered with a nuclear envelope and
morphologically appear to be similar to the cell nuclei, not exceeding
1/3 of its diameter [17]. The ratio of the frequency of the two
mechanisms of the micronuclei appearance in human lymphocytes
under the influence of genotoxic agents lies in the range from 70: 30 to
30:70, depending on age and sex [17]. To determine the nature of
micronuclei containing an acentric region or an entire chromosome, a
pancentromeric DNA probe is used.

After introducing double-stranded DNA breaks under the influence
of radiation, acentric DNA fragments can be formed as a result of non-
restoration of these ruptures by DNA reparation systems or as a result
of disrupting the work of this system. Thus, in the case of damage to
ATM, BRCA1, BRCA2, RAD54 proteins of the reparation system, two
chromosome segments bearing centromeres may merge to form a
dicentric chromosome with a simultaneous separation of the two
acentric fragments [18]. Another way for acentric fragments to form is
a damage of DNA excision reparation system which corrects the
mismatched nucleotide pairs. In this case DNA double-strand breaks
can also be formed [19,20] and, as a consequence, the acentric
fragments of chromosomes.

A reason of the entire chromosome isolation inside the
micronucleus might be its misconnection with spindle microtubules
during the karyokinesis. Among possible mechanisms are
hypomethylation of centromeric and pericentromeric sites,

kinetochore proteins damage, histones hypomethylation with the
following decondensation of centromeric region, spindle microtubules
defect, defect of mitosis phases checkpoint proteins and the failure of
the amplification in centromeric regions [21]. Among other
chromosomes, X-chromosome is included in micronuclei more often
[22].

Micronuclei in peripheral blood lymphocytes most often
correspond to cell nuclei by color, chromatin grain and intensity of
staining (Figure 1). Sometimes micronuclei chromatin in lymphocytes
appears darker and condensed than the chromatin of the main
nucleus, and sometimes, on the contrary, a lumen is seen in the center
of the micronucleus. The absolute sizes (diameters) of micronuclei in
lymphocytes vary from 0.5 to 4.0 μm. Micronuclei of small sizes can
sometimes be taken as basophilic granules in the cytoplasm. The shape
of micronuclei in lymphocytes is usually round or oval. Much more
often micronuclei are observed in single-nucleated cells, although
there are also binuclear lymphocytes with micronuclei. Quite often
there are micronuclei closely adjacent to the main nucleus, but without
an obvious connection with it. The presented microphotographs were
obtained by us in 1994 from the archive of hematological samples
taken from the liquidators of Chernobyl disaster [23].

Figure 1: Micronuclei in human lymphocytes. Staining of azur II-
eosin by Romanovskii. Magnification 1000х.

Livingston et al. [24] demonstrated that the relationship between
the frequency of detection of micronuclei and the radiation dosage is
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described by a non-threshold linear function: y= 2.78x + 3.71. This
formed the basis for the widespread micronucleus test [17,25],
validated in ionizing radiation biodosimetry. In this test micronuclei
detection serves as an indicator of the genotoxicity of different agents.
Later the test protocol was expanded, and along with the definition of
micronuclei in human lymphocytes, nucleoplasmatic bridges and
nuclear protrusions (“tailed” nuclei) were taken into account [26,27].
Today, there is no indication that genotoxicity tests of this kind should
determine any other forms of nuclear anomalies, along with
micronuclei, bridges and protrusions. However, other types of
karyopathology, found in cells with micronuclei, also arise due to
chromosomal aberrations as a manifestation of their pleiotropic effect.
Such cells should be taken into account in the micronuclear test and,
moreover, be considered as multiaberrant cells. Thus, modern
protocols of the erythrocyte micronuclear test (EMNA), the analysis of
micronuclei in erythrocytes by flow cytometry (EMNCA), and the
analysis of micronuclei in the culture of human lymphocytes using the
cytochalasin block (CBMN) require substantial revision in connection
with the account of other nuclear anomalies that are also genotoxicity
indicators.

Nucleoplasmatic bridges
Nucleoplasmatic chromatin bridges arise when centromeres of the

dicentric chromosomes are pulled to the opposite poles of the cell
during anaphase [21]. During the formation of two new nuclei of
daughter cells in the telophase, the formed nucleoplasmatic bridge is
also covered by a nuclear envelope. It usually undergoes a rupture
during cytokinesis, resulting in the formation of "tailed" nuclei. One of
the reasons for the appearance of a nucleoplasmatic bridge may be a
disruption in the preparation of double-strand DNA breaks and the
fusion of two formed chromosome regions, each containing a
centromere. In this case, micronuclei that are formed from the acentric
fragments of chromosomes that remain after "cross-linking" are often
found in the cell. Another mechanism for the appearance of
nucleoplasmatic bridges is the fusion of two chromosomes in the
telomere region with a dicentric chromosome formation. Such a fusion
can occur in the case of disruption of the formation of a complex of
telomeric proteins protecting the terminal regions of chromosomes. In
this case, the repair enzymes recognize telomeric regions as double-
strand breaks and "sew" them [28-30].

Frequency of occurrence of cells with nucleoplasmatic bridges
depends on the dose of irradiation and this correlation is described by
a linear-quadratic function with the following equation: y =
0.002+0.002x+0.0009x2 [31]. Binuclear lymphocytes with
chromosomal bridges (Figure 2) were also observed in Chernobyl
disaster liquidators’ blood with an average frequency of 0.057%, while
in the control male donors similar cells were recorded with a frequency
of 0.005% [23].

In proliferating cells during the subsequent division the bridge
breaks to form two daughter cells containing so-called “tailed” nuclei.
That is why the appearance of bridges in human peripheral blood
lymphocytes after irradiation is a much rarer event compared to
"tailed" nuclei, despite of their common origin. In this connection, it is
more convenient to observe bridges when studying cells in the
cytochalasin block, where further division of the cytoplasm does not
occur. For comparison, rarely proliferating epithelial cells in people
exposed to radiation have more bridges than "tailed" nuclei. For the
same reason, bridges can persist for decades in thyroid cells exposed to
radiation, due to their low proliferative capacity. Thus, the stretched

bridges are a more convenient biomarker of ionizing radiation in the
cells of the follicular epithelium of the thyroid gland, although "tailed"
nuclei are also observed in the thyrocytes [32].

Figure 2: Micrographs of lymphocytes with nucleoplasmatic
bridges. Staining of azur II-eosin by Romanovskii. Magnification
1000х.

“Tailed” nuclei
“Tailed” nuclei represent a thin protrusion or outgrowth of the

nucleus into the cytoplasmic space. Such “tails” often have terminal
expansion in the form of oval or round micronuclei. The length of
these tails varies in lymphocytes of peripheral blood from 2 to 7 μm.
Color, chromatin structure and intensity of “tails” staining usually
correspond to the colors of the nucleus [33]. It should be noted that
sometimes the “tail” chromatin is more compacted at the periphery of
terminal expansion than the chromatin of the nucleus, while the
terminal expansion has a clear center. Sometimes the cytoplasm of cells
with a “tailed” nucleus also contains small individual micronuclei,
which confirms the common origin of these events.

Nuclear “tails” can be classified into 16 different morphological
types [23] in human lymphocytes. They are presented in Figure 3. A
brief description of the main types:

• Types 1-3 have relatively thick “tails” with terminal expansion. The
chromatin of both “tails” and nuclei is slightly condensed, without
accumulations or signs of pycnosis. Types 1-3 differ from each
other only in length (1- long, 2- medium, 3- short).

• Type 4 is an elongated “tail” without constriction at the nucleus
end and with no terminal enlargement.

• Type 5 is similar in size and shape to type 4, except for the presence
of a constriction where it emerges from the nucleus.

• Types 6-8 have a thin stalk of different lengths and a terminal
enlargement in the form of a drop-like or round micronucleus,
with chromatin more condensed at the periphery. Types 6-8, as
with types 1-3, differ from each other only in the length of the
stalk.

• Type 9 differs from types 6-8 only by the presence of breaks or
discontinuities of the chromatin strand forming the stalk.

• Type 10 is a relatively thin and long “tail” without a terminal
enlargement.

• Type 11 emerges from the nucleus at a point where the nucleus has
a convex protuberance.

• Type 12 has two consecutively located chromatin enlargements.
• Type13 is a “tail” with a thin bifurcated stem with terminal

enlargements.
• Type 14 has one enlargement in the form of a drop-like or round

micronucleus connected to the nucleus by two stems.
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• Type15 has a thin distal chromatin strand extending out of the
enlargement.

• Type 16 has two nuclear “tails” which could be all of the above
types.

Figure 3: Drawings of 16 types of "tailed" nuclei observed in human
lymphocytes.

The most common types of "tails" of lymphocytes are shown in
Figure 4. The presented micrographs were obtained by us in 1994 from
the archive of hematological samples taken from the liquidators of
Chernobyl disaster.

Frequency of occurrence of cells with tailed nuclei depends on the
dose of irradiation and this correlation is described by a linear-
quadratic function with the following equation: y = 0.009+0.005x
+0.003x2 [31]. A positive statistically significant correlation was also
found between the presence of “tailed” nuclei and dicentric
chromosomes in cells from the same individuals. Thus, the appearance
of “tailed” nuclei is a predictable and universal manifestation of the
formation of dicentric chromosomes and, as a consequence, the fact of
irradiation. In cases of radiation exposure, it is possible to observe
"tailed" nuclei in vivo, not only in human lymphocytes, but even in
embryonic fish erythrocytes [34].

In the investigation of peripheral blood of the Chernobyl accident
liquidators the differences between the irradiated people and the
control groups were statistically significant. The mean frequency of
“tailed” nuclei in control men was 0.14%, in control women 0.17%, and
in control children 0.05%. On the other hand, irradiated subjects had
lymphocytes with nuclear “tails”. The maximum value in this group was
3.2%, with an average value of 0.50% [23].

Figure 4: Micrographs of lymphocytes with "tailed” nuclei. (a)
“tailed” nucleus of type 5, (b) “tailed” nucleus of type 6, (c) “tailed”
nucleus of type 10, (d) “tailed” nucleus of the type 12, (e) “tailed”
nucleus of type 13, (f) “tailed” nucleus of type 16. Staining of azur
II-eosin by Romanovskii. Magnification 1000х.

Different fish species [34,35] and human [33] cells demonstrate
"tailed" nuclei after exposure to radiation. There is a strong correlation
between the frequency of occurrence of nucleoplasmatic bridges and
"tailed" nuclei [31], which indicates that the latter are formed by
rupture of bridges during cytokinesis. The cell disposed to ionizing
radiation with the following mitotic divisions undergoes the "rupture-
fusion-bridge" cycles. The resulting nucleoplasmatic bridges break
during cytokinesis with the formation of "tailed" nuclei. The end
regions of such broken chromosomes are recognized by the reparation
system as double-strand breaks and are cross-linked to form dicentric
chromosomes. As a result, after anaphase, nucleoplasmatic bridges are
newly formed [36,37].

 "Tailed" nuclei and nucleoplasmatic bridges can be the most specific
indicators of radiation, allowing one to distinguish its effects from the
effects of other genotoxic agents. Thus, with the simultaneous action of
gamma radiation and agrochemicals, the fish formed the following
anomalies: micronuclei, "tailed" nuclei, nucleoplasmatic bridges,
deformed nuclei and vacuolated nuclei. However, the combination of
"tailed" nuclei and bridges appeared only after exposure to ionizing
radiation [17,26,33,34,37]. This was also confirmed by studies in which
the appearance of “tailed” nuclei and nucleoplasmatic bridges was
observed in the thyroid cells of mammals, in various cell lines and in
peripheral blood lymphocytes of liquidators of the Chernobyl accident
[26,38,39]. The simultaneous appearance in the cells of
nucleoplasmatic bridges and "tailed" nuclei under the influence of
radiation is also a consequence of the pleiotropism of chromosomal
aberrations arising as a result of double-strand DNA breaks.

Dumbbell-shaped nuclei
The least studied biomarkers of radiation exposure are the

dumbbell-shaped nuclei (Figure 5). However, these forms of pathology
of the cell nucleus were repeatedly detected in peripheral blood
lymphocytes in the liquidators of the consequences of the Chernobyl
accident [40]. The two nuclei were fused together, resembling a
dumbbell or a figure “eight”. Morphologically this form of nuclei differs
from the nuclei united by a nucleoplasmatic bridge. The appearance of
dumbbell-shaped nuclei is associated with the formation of dicentrics
and ring chromosomes [31]. In addition, the appearance of dumbbell-
like nuclear suspenders was also attributed to the morphological
features of amitosis, the direct method of cell division, in which the
components of the nucleus are distributed unevenly between the
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daughter nuclei [41,42]. However, later it was demonstrated that
dumbbell-shaped nuclei can be formed in intensively dividing cells at
low temperature and under nutrient deficiency [43]. Thus, the
mechanism for the appearance of such a form of the nucleus is not
clear. However, dumbbell-shaped nuclei can be considered a marker of
genomic instability due to the fact that there is a correlation of their
frequency with the effects of radiation and other genotoxic agents.
Frequency of occurrence of cells with dumbbell-shaped nuclei depends
on the dose of irradiation and this correlation is described by a linear-
quadratic function with the following equation: y = 0.003+0.014x
+0.005x2 [31].

Figure 5: Lymphocyte with a dumbbell-shaped nucleus. Staining
with Azure II-eosin by Romanovsky. Magnification 400х.

 We would like to emphasize that the simplest biomarkers (nuclei
abnormalities) we suggest for radiation exposure detection in vivo is
not an alternative to classical radiation biomarkers in vitro [17], as well
as to other modern approaches [2-5,44-46]. Detection of chromosomal
aberrations (dicentrics) and the cytochalasine B micronucleus and
“Cytome” methods are reliable bioindication and biodosimetry
methods. However, in an emergency situation, when hundreds or even
thousands of people can be exposed to radiation, these testing methods
are unlikely to be available to all exposed subjects that require the
cultivation of lymphocytes in vitro.

In this article, we describe biomarkers that have the same origin as
dicentrics (chromosomal aberrations with a double DNA break), but
are encountered and persisted in vivo. These biomarkers can be
detected in blood smears from the finger, and the simplicity and low
cost of the method make it practical in the emergency bioindication of
the effects of radiation factors.

Conclusion
Lymphocytes with different types of karyopathology that are easily

observed with regular peripheral blood smears are a biological
response to radiation. In emergency situations, we recommend using
lymphocytes with such anomalies as a simple biomarker in
conjunction with hematological studies of blood smears of irradiated
individuals.

References
1. Ghandhi SA, Smilenov LB, Elliston CD, Chowdhury M, Amundson SA

(2010) Radiation dose-rate effects on gene expression for human
biodosimetry. BMC Med Genomics 8: 22.

2. Tucker JD, Joiner MC, Thomas RA, Grever WE, Bakhmutsky MV, et al.
(2014) Accurate gene expression-based biodosimetry using a minimal set
of human gene transcripts. Int J Radiat Oncol Biol Phys 88: 933-939.

3. Sproull M, Kramp T, Tandle A, Shankavaram U, Camphausen K (2015)
Serum amyloid: A as a biomarker for radiation exposure. Radiat Res 184:
14-23.

4. Singh VK, Newman VL, Romaine PL, Hauer-Jensen M, Pollard HB
(2016) Use of biomarkers for assessing radiation injury and efficacy of
countermeasures. Exp Rev Molec Diag 16: 65-81.

5. Pannkuk EL, Laiakis EC, Authier S, Wong K, Fornace AJ (2015) Global
metabolomic identification of long-term dose-dependent urinary
biomarkers in nonhuman primates exposed to ionizing radiation. Radiat
Res 184: 121-133.

6. Acharya SS, Fendler W, Watson J, Hamilton A, Pan Y, et al. (2015) Serum
microRNAs are early indicators of survival after radiation-induced
hematopoietic injury. Sci Transl Med 7: 287ra69.

7. Manual A (2001) Cytogenetic analysis for radiation dose assessment.
Technical report series-IAEA.

8. Tucker JD, Vadapalli M, Joiner MC, Ceppi M, Fenech M, et al. (2013)
Estimating the lowest detectable dose of ionizing radiation by the
cytokinesis-block micronucleus assay. Radiat Res 180: 284-291.

9. Romm H, Ainsbury E, Barnard S, Barrios L, Barquinero JF, et al. (2013)
Automatic scoring of dicentric chromosomes as a toolin large scale
radiation accidents. Mutat Res 756: 174-183.

10. N De Amicis A, De Sanctis S, Di Cristofaro S, Franchini V, Re-galbuto E,
et al. (2014) Dose estimation using dysenteric chromosome assay and
cytokinesis block micronucleus assay: Comparison between manual and
automated scoring in triage mode. Health Phys 106: 787-797.

11. Williams BB, Flood AB, Salikhov I, Kobayashi K, Dong R, et al. (2014) In
vivo EPR tooth dosimetry for triage after a radiation event involving large
populations. Radiat Environ Biophys 53: 335-346.

12. Kulka U, Ainsbury L, Atkinson M, Barquinero JF, Barrios L, et al. (2012)
Realising the European network of biodosimetry (RENEB). Radiat Prot
Dosimetry 151: 621-625.

13. Sproull M, Camphausen K (2016) State-of-the-art advances in radiation
biodosimetry for mass casualty events involving radiation exposure.
Radiat Res 5: 423-435.

14. Dawson DW, Bury HPR (1961) The significance of Howell-Jolly bodies
and giant metamyelocytes in marrow smears. J Clin Path 14: 374-378.

15. Lau A, Belanger CL, Winn LM (2009) In utero and acute exposure to
benzene: investigation of DNA double-strand breaks and DNA
recombination in mice. Mutat Res 676: 74-82.

16. Zeegers D, Venkatesan S, Koh SW, Low GKM, Srivastava P, et al. (2017)
Biomarkers of ionizing radiation exposure: A multiparametric approach.
Genome integr 8: 6.

17. Fenech M (2007) Cytokinesis-block micronucleus cytome assay. Nature
protocols 5: 1084-1104.

18. O’Donovan P, Livingston DM (2010) BRCA1 and BRCA2: breast/ovarian
cancer susceptibility gene products and participants in DNA double
strand break repair. Carcinogenesis 31: 961-967.

19. Savage JRK (1988) A comment on the quantitative relationship between
micronuclei and chromosomal aberrations. Mutat Res Lett 207: 33-36.

20. Savage JRK (2000) Micronuclei: Pitfalls and problems. Atlas of genetics
and cytogenetics in oncology and haematology 4: 229-233.

21. Fenech M, Kirsch-Volders M, Natarajan AT, Surralles J, Crott JW, et al.
(2011) Molecular mechanisms of micronucleus, nucleoplasmic bridge
and nuclear bud formation in mammalian and human cells. Mutagenesis
26: 125-132.

22. Norppa H, Falck GC (2003) What do human micronuclei contain?
Mutagenesis 18: 221-233.

Citation: Kravtsov V, Livanova A, Starkova Y (2017) Nuclear Abnormalities of Lymphocytes as the Simplest Markers for Bioindication Test in
Case of Mass Casualty Events Involving Radiation Exposure. Emerg Med (Los Angel) 7: 356. doi:10.4172/2165-7548.1000356

Page 5 of 6

Emerg Med (Los Angel), an open access journal
ISSN: 2165-7548

Volume 7 • Issue 4 • 1000356

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-015-0097-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-015-0097-x
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12920-015-0097-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2013.11.248
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2013.11.248
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrobp.2013.11.248
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR13927.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR13927.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR13927.1
https://doi.org/10.1586/14737159.2016.1121102
https://doi.org/10.1586/14737159.2016.1121102
https://doi.org/10.1586/14737159.2016.1121102
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14091.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14091.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14091.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14091.1
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa6593
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa6593
https://doi.org/10.1126/scitranslmed.aaa6593
http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/publications/PDF/TRS405_scr.pdf
http://www-pub.iaea.org/MTCD/publications/PDF/TRS405_scr.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR3346.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR3346.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR3346.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000000097
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000000097
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000000097
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0000000000000097
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-014-0534-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-014-0534-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-014-0534-9
https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncu266
https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncu266
https://doi.org/10.1093/rpd/ncu266
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14452.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14452.1
https://doi.org/10.1667/RR14452.1
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/81df/b74ec12a088c8da01087f45faff58ffd742b.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/81df/b74ec12a088c8da01087f45faff58ffd742b.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2009.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2009.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2009.04.001
https://doi.org/10.4103/2041-9414.198911
https://doi.org/10.4103/2041-9414.198911
https://doi.org/10.4103/2041-9414.198911
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2007.77
https://doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2007.77
https://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgq069
https://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgq069
https://doi.org/10.1093/carcin/bgq069
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/0165-7992(88)90008-5
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/0165-7992(88)90008-5
http://atlasgeneticsoncology.org/Deep/MicronucleiID20016.html
http://atlasgeneticsoncology.org/Deep/MicronucleiID20016.html
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/geq052
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/geq052
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/geq052
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/geq052
https://academic.oup.com/mutage/article/18/3/221/1016432
https://academic.oup.com/mutage/article/18/3/221/1016432


23. Kravtsov VYu, Fedortseva RF, Grebenyuk AN, Starkova YeV (2014)
Lymphocytes with “tailed” nuclei (LTN) in blood smears as the easiest
biomarker of radiation exposure, that is acceptable in emergencies. Jacobs
Journal of Emergency Medicine 1: 005.

24. Livingston GK, Foster AE, Elson HR (1993) Effect of in vivo exposure to
iodine-131 on the frequency and persistence of micronuclei in human
lymphocytes. J Toxicol Environ Health 40: 367-375.

25. Nakamura A, Monzen S, Takasugi Y, Wojcik A, Mariya Y (2016)
Application of cell sorting for enhancing the performance of the
cytokinesis-block micronucleus assay. J Radiat Res 57: 121-126.

26. Thomas P, Umegaki K, Fenech M (2003) Nucleoplasmic bridges are a
sensitive measure of chromosome rearrangement in the cytokinesis-block
micronucleus assay. Mutagenesis 18: 187-194.

27. Fenech M (2010) The lymphocyte cytokinesis-block micronucleus cytome
assay and its application in radiation biodosimetry. Health Phys 98:
234-243.

28. Pampalona J, Soler D, Genesca A, Tusell L (2010) Whole chromosome
loss is promoted by telomere dysfunction in primary cells. Genes
Chromosomes Cancer 49: 368-378.

29. Opresko PL, von Kobbe C, Laine JP, Harrigan J, Hickson ID, et al. (2002)
Telomere-binding protein TRF2 binds to and stimulates the Werner and
Bloom syndrome helicases. J Biol Chem 277: 41110-41119.

30. Murnane JP (2006) Telomeres and chromosome instability. DNA Repair
(Amst) 5: 1082-1092.

31. Nikiforov AM, Fedortseva RF, Monosova EK, Iartseva NM, Kravtsov VIu
(2000) Nuclei with protrusions--"tailed" nuclei--and radiation cytogenetic
markers in a lymphocyte culture after x-ray irradiation. Radiats Biol
Radioecol 40: 299-304.

32. Gisselsson D, Björk J, Höglund M, Mertens F, Dal Cin P, et al. (2012)
Karyopathological traits of thyrocytes and exposure to radio-iodines in
Belarusian children and adolescents following the accident at the
Chernobyl nuclear power plant. Radiat Environ Biophys 51: 187-193.

33. Kravtsov VY, Fedortseva RF, Starkova YV, Yartseva NM, Nikiforov AM
(2000) Tailed nuclei and dicentric chromosomes in irradiated subjects.
Appl Radiat Isot 52: 1121-1127.

34. Anbumani S, Mohankumar MN (2012) Gamma radiation induced
micronuclei and erythrocyte cellular abnormalities in the fish Catlacatla.
Aquat Toxicol 122: 125-132.

35. Prokofjeva-Belgovskaya AA (1961) Radiation damage in chromosomes
on early stages of development of Salmo salar. Tsitologia 3: 437-445.

36. Gisselsson D, Pettersson L, Höglund M, Heidenblad M, Gorunova L, et al.
(2000) Chromosomal breakage-fusion-bridge events cause genetic
intratumor heterogeneity. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 97: 5357-5362.

37. Anbumani S, Mohankumar MN (2015) Nucleoplasmic bridges and tailed
nuclei are signatures of radiation exposure in Oreochromis mossambicus
using erythrocyte micronucleus cytome assay (EMNCA). Environ Sci
Pollut Res Int 22: 18425-18436.

38. Cheong HS, Seth I, Joiner MC, Tucker JD (2013) Relationships among
micronuclei, nucleoplasmic bridges and nuclear buds within individual
cells in the cytokinesis-block micronucleus assay. Mutagenesis 28:
433-440.

39. Nadyrov E, Rozhko A, Kravtsov V, Mabuchi K, Hatch M, et al. (2012)
Karyopathological traits of thyrocytes and exposure to radioiodines in
Belarusian children and adolescents following the accident at the
Chernobyl nuclear power plant. Radiat Environ Biophys 51: 187-193.

40. Kravtsov VIu, Fedortseva RF, Loginova IuA, Starkova EV, Tiukacheva
MV, et al. (1997) Morphological anomalies in "tailed" lymphocyte nuclei
and their connection with dicentric chromosomes in irradiated patients.
Genetika 33: 1675-1680.

41. Flemming W (1892) Development and state of knowledge about amitose.
Merkel and Bonnet's results 2: 37-82.

42. Remak R (1852) On the extracellular formation of animal cells, and on
their multiplication by division. Archives for anatomy, physiology and
scientific medicine.

43. Bucher O (2012) The amitosis of the animal and human cells.
44. Jacob NK, Cooley JV, Yee TN, Jacob J, Alder H, et al. (2013) Identification

of sensitive serum microRNA biomarkers for radiation biodosimetry.
PLoS One 8: e57603.

45. Sharma M, Moulder JE (2013) The urine proteome as a
radiationbiodosimeter. Adv Exp Med Biol 990: 87-100.

46. Beaton LA, Ferrarotto C, Kutzner BC, McNamee JP, Bellier PV, et al.
(2013) Analysis of chromosome damage for biodosimetry using imaging
flow cytometry. Mutat Res 756: 192-195.

 

Citation: Kravtsov V, Livanova A, Starkova Y (2017) Nuclear Abnormalities of Lymphocytes as the Simplest Markers for Bioindication Test in
Case of Mass Casualty Events Involving Radiation Exposure. Emerg Med (Los Angel) 7: 356. doi:10.4172/2165-7548.1000356

Page 6 of 6

Emerg Med (Los Angel), an open access journal
ISSN: 2165-7548

Volume 7 • Issue 4 • 1000356

http://www.jacobspublishers.com/index.php/j-j-emergen-med-1-1-005
http://www.jacobspublishers.com/index.php/j-j-emergen-med-1-1-005
http://www.jacobspublishers.com/index.php/j-j-emergen-med-1-1-005
http://www.jacobspublishers.com/index.php/j-j-emergen-med-1-1-005
https://doi.org/10.1080/15287399309531802
https://doi.org/10.1080/15287399309531802
https://doi.org/10.1080/15287399309531802
https://doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrv103
https://doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrv103
https://doi.org/10.1093/jrr/rrv103
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/18.2.187
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/18.2.187
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/18.2.187
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0b013e3181b85044
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0b013e3181b85044
https://doi.org/10.1097/HP.0b013e3181b85044
https://doi.org/10.1002/gcc.20749
https://doi.org/10.1002/gcc.20749
https://doi.org/10.1002/gcc.20749
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M205396200
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M205396200
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M205396200
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrfmmm.2011.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrfmmm.2011.04.008
https://inis.iaea.org/search/search.aspx?orig_q=RN:32017683
https://inis.iaea.org/search/search.aspx?orig_q=RN:32017683
https://inis.iaea.org/search/search.aspx?orig_q=RN:32017683
https://inis.iaea.org/search/search.aspx?orig_q=RN:32017683
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0969804300000579
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0969804300000579
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0969804300000579
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2012.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2012.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aquatox.2012.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.090013497
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.090013497
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.090013497
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5107-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5107-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5107-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5107-1
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/get020
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/get020
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/get020
https://doi.org/10.1093/mutage/get020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00411-012-0407-z
http://mbbsdost.com/Morphological-anomalies-tailed-lymphocyte-nuclei-their-connection-dicentric-chromosomes-irradiated-patients-Genetika-Kravtsov-VIu-Fedortseva-VIu-Loginova-VIu-Starkova-VIu-Tiukacheva-VIu-Iakovlev-VIu--1997-Dec/pubmed/12194096
http://mbbsdost.com/Morphological-anomalies-tailed-lymphocyte-nuclei-their-connection-dicentric-chromosomes-irradiated-patients-Genetika-Kravtsov-VIu-Fedortseva-VIu-Loginova-VIu-Starkova-VIu-Tiukacheva-VIu-Iakovlev-VIu--1997-Dec/pubmed/12194096
http://mbbsdost.com/Morphological-anomalies-tailed-lymphocyte-nuclei-their-connection-dicentric-chromosomes-irradiated-patients-Genetika-Kravtsov-VIu-Fedortseva-VIu-Loginova-VIu-Starkova-VIu-Tiukacheva-VIu-Iakovlev-VIu--1997-Dec/pubmed/12194096
http://mbbsdost.com/Morphological-anomalies-tailed-lymphocyte-nuclei-their-connection-dicentric-chromosomes-irradiated-patients-Genetika-Kravtsov-VIu-Fedortseva-VIu-Loginova-VIu-Starkova-VIu-Tiukacheva-VIu-Iakovlev-VIu--1997-Dec/pubmed/12194096
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057603
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057603
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0057603
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5896-4_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5896-4_5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mrgentox.2013.04.002

	Contents
	Nuclear Abnormalities of Lymphocytes as the Simplest Markers for Bioindication Test in Case of Mass Casualty Events Involving Radiation Exposure
	Abstract
	Keywords:
	Introduction
	Nuclear Anomalies of Human Lymphocytes
	Micronuclei
	Nucleoplasmatic bridges
	“Tailed” nuclei
	Dumbbell-shaped nuclei

	Conclusion
	References


