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Figure 4. Following 10J/m? UV-C exposure,
TPA-treated BCBL-1 appear to retain more
DNA damage than untreated BCBL-1 *

DNA Repair Dynamics Following
20 J/m2 UV Exposure
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Figure 5. Following 20J/m? UV-C exposure,

TPA-treated BCBL-1 appear to retain more
Methods DNA damage than untreated BCBL-1 *

DNA Repair Dynamics Following 3Gy
X-Ray Exposure
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Figure 6. Following 3Gy X-ray exposure, TPA-

treated BCBL-1 clearly retain more damaged
DNA than untreated BCBL-1




