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A Stochastic Model on DNA Double Strand Breaks Repair
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Abstract: DNA double strand breaks ( DSBs) pose serious threat to life. Efficient repair of DSBs is cru-
cial for maintaining genomic integrity. Dynamic investigations of DSB repair have received intensive at-
tention. However, previous models do not take into account the relation between extrinsic and intrinsic
DNA damage. Therefore, a refined Monte Carlo model was constructed by considering spontaneous DNA
damage and setting a threshold for cell cycle reentry. The refined model can better describe the dynamic
DSB repair under stressed conditions. Extrinsic DSBs induced by irradiation were first fixed. When the
level of damage falls below the threshold, intrinsic DNA damage will then emerge and both the extrinsic
and intrinsic DSBs will possibly be simultaneously repaired during a specific period. The current model
integrates both extrinsic and intrinsic DNA damage and sets a fertile ground for other models with DNA
damage repair process.
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Telangiectasia Mutated) MDC1 F1 BRCA1 £ fH <&
IS 5 2 Wk R p e = i # b X DSB i s
BRI — B EE IR, [FR, @i
ARG 076 A DSB B B R4 T R BT 58 o A
Wil al, B89 LPL (lethal and potentially lethal )
BRI N2 RMR - (repair-misrepair) #EA0E HA SR
PRSBSOS 3o o | A AT RE R — 2%
MR S 2B SR, B AR RE T R
LT IS, (HJE, XF T BUE R 240 1 o | & 1)
MPIET SN Sy, X P 2R BN RRAR 4 1 iE 4T 40
Go HTH LR LIMIE, Stewart 421 T TLK
}i% ( Two-Lesion Kinetic Model ) 7', 7 TLK A 7!
T, RS DNA XUBEWT 2 A AR, B &
I T PE S AR A S Wi L AR, T TLK B8 )
FEAME B, Ma %5 FiI ] Monte Carlo Jy iy T —
MRABCA R, AREF AR T DNA BURE B 28
P8 11247 R I R I R T pS3 BYECF
WK BLS . Ma 2542 H ORI RIBAR 2 5 Ze i F 90 &
PGS, itk — 20 (A R 20 M fiv i Do e DL 3
W RIHESNE . 3 4h, HAt ) —Se AL i 2L 5|
AN 43 FHLHI X DNA XU W7 2445 103 1 46 52 0k
7T ShAmRETE

{2, DLk SERERIF 50 787075 15 3 40 i
JE AN DNA XUSE W 2845 0077 e S B S ik & - ]I
%R T B R A 5 A i AP DNA XU

I, WiH A % BN TEE DNA XU K
P EhAAE . ARSI, A0S & A A
WIBH I B4, I8 248 3153 1 DNA B, 4
DNA 515 KA 20 55 2 B A LR, 40 J8 00K bl B
oo A JE IV S S, 40 A R 01 B A P R
DNA XUHEWI 2L AW = A, JR 18I S E 5. fr
PL, FATHEE T —A 2t R Y Monte Carlo LI, Jf
ZRAG IR T AMEE PR YE DNA XU Wy 2445 47 1)
MBS AR, DI S LS AL T AN R 1 TR
AT DNA RSB R & 2 1 8l 12445 R

I BPRHS ik

1.1 DNA BT R 5 (7 812

DNA SUEERL 18 SRR 43 R P 433l
NS TE S (AMETE) DNA 5 448 52 F A 51
DNA B, I RHAR B T Stewart F4Y
AL, RIARAE O nY S AL, DSB B84 77
B R R MR s A . DNA B4
I FRIE L Monte Carlo 3 B, TEEE IR,
DSB AJREAL T 3 RO AARAS . D5E% Y DSB; (2
DSB MBS HH M &Y @TBHE DSB, M
Ma S5 (%, AR AN % AR B 5B,
FERTEE S kB, b TREDO. @RGSR DSB 43
BHAD,, CopyMF k305, RATH TR 17
27 ORIXJyr DSB PR e S G wUE S kR (1R
1A) o BRI RAR: Doy =D,y + Dy, Cyy =
Ciy + Gy M Fy =F i) + Fypy. BBEER
( Repair protein, RP) #{i%E K 20, FEHLALSL Y
254 A BEEH 0. 2 min

A WIERE 3] I
‘‘‘‘‘ (DI+D2)] K

[> k——Tc }—={n ]

bl
B )2
RP[K, K, (DI+D2)] K

K

h2

At At At
—A

LX) 1 | o 1

t, t t

. Vﬂ“dﬁ'riDSB

K1 DSBEEKER
Fig. 1  DSB repair model
A BB AN Z S T2 KR
B AYRTE DSB A ORI ] 254 5 &



%5 19

PMEPT . DNA SUHEIT 245 15 16 L 1 BEHLBE R BF 5 111

1.2 SMEMEF IR DSB £ B84k

1.2.1 435435 509 DNA sty 2055 AR SCiik
Wik, 1 Gy Bas 2430 A~ DSB ' T
Ty I DSB A i REMLAL, MRS Ma SR %,
AT E DSB 1A B M Poisson 437, HZ%L A
=30 - IR, X HL IR 4" . MR Ma 251
ke, 70% W5 DSB B, T4 i 30% 11
DSB 4 e 6 it i .

1.2.2 PR DNA sUs i 205 5 (RN TRIER)
DSB = ZLAE A0 M A S A rp = . 2B e, P
A1 DSB H7EANMEE A i S BN G2/M B A
TR o341 o A T RTARASERY Xl 240 JET 50 iy
KA TR, BIHCEES 20 h, A G1, S fi G2/
M A EL RN 3:4: 3 AnSCHkdRIE, FLARE bR
Y MCF7 B4l JB 8128 20 h, i G1, S F1I
G2/M WIRHE A 6., 8 6 h, H AW AR ZIMNE
SRR Y AR TR S T 240 i S 400 A I LA
K PUEE DSB & AR R e an nf o el (4
TR E BN B, HOR S X Bl ) 2 77 A i
PERISEI . 75— 4RI, FRATTs e F A 50
AN DSB AN iy T IR IR g o T 4 25 1 T i
% DSB, BrLA DSB p=/k 8 AT S 17, i,
s L 40 A=A F S #, P4k 10 A7 4EF G2/
M ], ZEEPE DNA $iffs B bt 1%z
R AN B S VR DSB KGAT 70% (M 2R gl pe s
2, H30% MR EBEE .

1.3 DSBf£Em—#gidE

o T A A PR A PN JEAE DSB8 42 10 i 72,
FRATE A8 A A B R I R (cell cycle arrest) 1)
BIH K 50 4~ DSB, A5 SCHKRGA, 1EF 40 Y
DSB /K F/NTF 20 B, 20 it S ST BEL B 01 fHL
P32 40 T AT 52 5 w5 K SF 9 DNA $45, Br i
FRAV TR o 240 1 ) 150 4 7 B 5 . 45, DSB % H
<50 ff, 40 E K TS . DSB & S B AE W
TR

1) BEWIGIE. D) = floor (0.7 - DSB,),
D2<0> = DSBT _D1<o> , ZLXE DSBT jﬂﬂﬁy\%ﬁjﬂ A E/‘J
Poission 73 A BEAILEL, floor Ay ] B, B2 19 4k
JEPERIP R DSB #fb FRE 1, & k=0,

2) HEMBSEE, Br=t + At, k=k + 1, 40
RAE (o, e+ A] Z0EA 1 AP DSB A5 (B
1B, ¥ EERE), WA Dy, =D + 1
(M2 R 0.7, HREER) ﬁDz(m =D,y + 1 (18
FHR0.3, BHEBER).

3) XA TPEAE 1A RS DSB BT

R TSR BER

MRED - > KEQ,
Pp_sa = RP [ky + koo (Dygoy + Dygyy) ] At

MRED - > KREO,

Po_op = ky At

MIRED - > REG,

Po_opm = kgaAls

XFFHE—4 DSB, HEEM—1 [0, 1] ¥75)
SIATIBEALEL 2o WIR 0 < x < Py L, AETAR
B0 DSB KA IRED; AR Py o< x <
1, JB2 DSB 4R AR B D, 45 DSB &b TR
@, MAIMF0 < x < Po_om, REQK AN
REDe WK Po_op< 2 < Poy_p + Po_on,
IBARE DA IREB . # Poy_om + Po_on
< x < 1, WAREO¥E4ERAZ . IR LT
RES, MWaekdgEri g (AREG Wik
). BEHEE RP BIFIN T A A2RAE RS
OFPREQFAZ, B RP=RP - 1; RZNi RP
=RP + 1, BN T, RPYERpAZ, XFab TR
SO, QM DSB AT, FEIRT Dy,

Cion F1 Fi o
4) RUUTIBEERE, XEEE DSB #17H
Hro FIEWNE

MRED - > KRB,
Py .o=RP [kmz + ke (Dl(k—l) + D2(k71>>:| At

MRED - > RED,

P = kypdls

MIRED - > RES,

Po_op = kodis

XtFE—MEBE DSB, HAEMR—4 [0,
L] RN v RO < v < Py,
IRZE 1 (%) DSB G528 JpRAS 25 N Py Lo S
< 1, MB2KERRED, # DSB 4 THREQ,
WO < x < Py, REQKEANRED,
WRPo <% < Pu_;m+ Po_up, BARE
Q¥R WIREB B, #7 Po s+ P op< v <
1, B2AREDHLERFAL . WERBIAE TIRES,
WA EAAEHFAL (APRE@ WIS ) o BIZHE
M RP AN PR W R AEREORREDH:
%, WRP=RP - 1; RZME RP=RP + 1, H
BT, RPgERAZ, Mk FRED, QMG
() DSB AT, FEABIET Dy s Copy T Fagyy o

5) /ﬁ\Duc) :Dl(k) + Dz(k) ’ C<k) :Cl<k) + CZ(’:) ’
FE Gy =Fioy + Fayo

6) HE (2) - (5), HIt=t5,.



112 R AR (ARBEMO 55 54 %
DNA BB SR IR 1,
0.15 A 0.15 C
# 1 BRSHRHIRY — 01 0.1
Table 1 Model parameter and description § e 0.05
2R ik BUE 0 0
0 10 20 30 40
kg, ZEA R 0. 05 100 12(]))813%;1(0E 160 180 -
Kerons B UE 0.001 B
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1.4 DSB e EMASHTA e )
0 61218 24 0 612 18 24 0 612 18 24

Bl ML A5 4008 iF MATLAB ( MathWork , hjit 4~ 5
7.12.0.635, R2011a) 52Bi.,

2 45 R

2.1 DSBEEHHMETH

W iE 1T MATLAB AR 7, $R15 7 200 4
Monte Carlo #4BL45 5 o &1 2 ok B (47 4 A1
SRR S Gy, BAASy: 774 200 AFlHLEL, x4k
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(BI 4 DSB /KT R 5 0] {5 — = B B 1)) 290
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AAE A X HR (1B 3A) o T FfAF X 450 dk 2 1) A2
5] REE SR JRE DNA R BEHLIZ B2 518 1.
LN DSB AR A9, SN DSB A & A ik A
Poisson 317, AT AE BEALIE S ) Lt B 51 A T %
SNIAERENE . B I TR] I HERS ,  BEBLIE S 5 4
(ELRENL A B AL Sl ik 3%, kT ] B2 DSB
W A IR ROR A . M i
P£ DSB 15 3| THE & J5, &L DSB 235 T 8 fi & 4
JEJHIIR Aol FARBE S DSB /K422 4
IR T AR, FTLAREHLIE Z AL btz T
Weo HE—Bgeit T 200 AR ], SRR
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Fig. 3 Variations in DSB repair
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ARSCHE T — N R RS 44 i DNA RS W7 24
PGB R, fEXAMEER R, 2 8 T AN
T DSB 7EAE &2 o #2 Fh AR G, FEXT LB A R AT
T Monte Carlo f#l, 45K BR, DSB B&E
BAERENZSMH (K2, B3), R, BT
JEAKSF-BI N 544 DNA #5373 i B L & A=, DSB (13
BAEAIIE BB —Fh R T (EI2B) . X
Fir R S (1 7R A2 AR RS HR FT A1 o $53lE Loe-
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A RE SR BRI A ShASAT R, DA R A SRS 25
BTG . BTLL, A SO AT LA A A0 20
SERE: Ay F T Y DSB BB 24T .

{EAFER M Ma 252 A B RL IR WA % 18 HL
1K) DSB R (5555 3 M4, FmitRdE TLK [
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ME5BEMNEAL YA LR E R,
52K F WL B Oy 5 R i, e R B A
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TR RB AL U I B4 DSB A& 52 1 B AL 3N 12447 H
[ Hsf SCRE T Wb 1 [ sl LA 15 5 2 5 00 246 114 oA 1
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SRR SERE AL, RV [R] )2 A A SR A

DSB 5475 & 52 4 7 S AR N, S AF i 4R T
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