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Abstract. Objective: The effects of complex, mixed-ion radiation fields on neuronal

function remain largely unexplored. In silico modeling studies of radiation-induced

neuronal damage provide important quantitative information on physico-chemical

processes that are not directly accessible through radiobiological experiments. Here, we

present a complete analysis of the nano-scale physics associated with broad-spectrum

galactic cosmic ray (GCR) irradiation in a realistic cornu ammonis 1 (CA1) pyramidal

neuron geometry.

Approach: We simulate the entire 33 ion-energy beam fluence distribution currently

in use at the NASA Space Radiation Laboratory galactic cosmic ray simulator

(GCRSim). We use the TOol for PArticle Simulation (TOPAS) and TOPAS-nBio

Monte Carlo-based track structure simulation toolkits to assess the dosimetry, physics

processes, and fluence statistics of different neuronal compartments at the nanometer

scale. We also make comparisons between the full GCRSim distribution and a

simplified 6 ion-energy spectrum (SimGCRSim).

Main Results: We find that the dominant dose contribution comes from electrons

(77 ± 1%), with smaller contributions coming from protons, α-particles, and heavy

ions. We show that across all physics processes, ionizations mediate the majority

of the energy deposition (68 ± 1%), though vibrational excitations are the most

abundant (70 ± 2% of all energy deposition events). We report that neuronal energy

deposition by proton and α-particle tracks declines approximately hyperbolically with

increasing primary particle energy at mission-relevant energies. We also demonstrate

an inverted exponential relationship between dendritic segment irradiation probability

and neuronal absorbed dose. Finally, we find that there are no significant differences

in the average physical responses between the GCRSim and SimGCRSim fluence

distributions.

Significance: To our knowledge, this is the first nano-scale simulation study of a

realistic neuron geometry using the GCRSim and SimGCRSim fluence distributions.

The results presented here are expected to aid in the interpretation of future

experimental results and help guide future study designs.
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1. Introduction

As crewed spaceflight begins to return to the moon and extends towards Mars,

astronauts will face significantly increased exposure to space radiation in the form of

solar particle events (SPEs) and galactic cosmic rays (GCRs). While SPEs consist

mainly of < 102 MeV protons, the GCR field contains significant dose contributions from

high linear energy transfer (LET) ions ranging from hydrogen (Z = 1) to nickel (Z = 28)

on the periodic table and energies ranging from 10 − 104 MeV/n [1]–[5]. Although

adequate shielding can significantly reduce the risk of SPE exposure, GCR radiation

is less amenable to shielding and therefore poses a major challenge for long-duration

spaceflight [6]. The development of accurate risk estimation tools and alternative

countermeasures remains a major focus of active research, but is complicated by large

uncertainties in characterizing the radiobiological responses of living tissues. Difficulties

stem, in part, from the diverse nature of tissue-specific radiation-induced sequelae as

well as the technical challenges of emulating the complex GCR field in a laboratory

setting.

Of particular concern for both mission success and long-term astronaut health is

sustained radiation exposure to the central nervous system (CNS). There now exists a

plethora of research indicating that single-particle exposures can result in significant

cognitive deficits at mission-relevant doses and energies. Studies in mice and rats

have demonstrated both short-term (1 − 2 weeks) and persistent (1 year) behavioral

changes post-irradiation across a variety of particle species including neutrons, protons,

α-particles, 12C, 16O, 28Si, 48Ti, and 56Fe at doses as little as 50 mGy [7]. These studies

indicate deficits in attention [8], spatial learning [9]–[15], object recognition [10], [13],

[15]–[17], episodic memory [10], [13], fear conditioning [9], [10], [13], [15], [16], [18],

locomotor activity [19], [20], social behavior [10], and anxiety responses [9], [10], [13],

[15], [18], among other behaviors. Additionally, clinical studies in patients treated with

radiation therapy have shown impairments to cognition and memory, demonstrating

that these deleterious effects also manifest in humans, albeit at higher doses [21]–[24].

Significant deficits to cognitive function during spaceflight could pose a serious threat

to astronaut safety and overall mission success.

One brain structure which has remained the focus of extensive radiobiological

interest is the hippocampus. Learning and memory are influenced by the modulation

of glutamatergic synapses in the hippocampal cornu ammonis 1 (CA1) region leading

to long-term potentiation (LTP). Dendritic spines on postsynaptic CA1 pyramidal

neurons containing N-methyl-D-aspartate (NMDA) and α-Amino-3-hydroxy-5-methyl-

4-isoxazolepropionic acid (AMPA) receptors mediate the strengthening of these synapses

in response to repeated activation [25]. As such, radiation-induced damage to the

dendrites, dendritic spines, and synaptic receptors of CA1 pyramidal neurons is expected

to cause widespread cognitive decline. Morphological studies have reported post-

irradiation changes in dendritic length, branching, complexity, spine density, and spine

type [12], [15], [19], [26]. Electrophysiology studies have demonstrated reductions
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in functional connectivity, neuronal excitability, and LTP responses several months

post-irradiation—indicating long-term reductions in synaptic plasticity [9]–[11], [15],

[27]. Molecular analyses have also demonstrated radiation-induced reductions in the

glutamate readily releasable pool and postsynaptic NMDA receptor expression in the

CA1 synapse [28]. These molecular changes have been linked to behavioral deficits

which persist for at least 6 months [28].

However, despite the overwhelming evidence for GCR-induced CNS damage,

accurate risk estimation for astronauts remains challenging. In particular, most

radiobiology experiments have examined only a limited number of ion-energy

combinations. Only in the last few years has it become possible to experimentally

assess the neurobiological effects of chronic exposure to a broad-spectrum, mixed-ion

radiation field akin to the natural GCR environment through ground-based studies. In

2018, researchers at the NASA Space Radiation Laboratory at Brookhaven National

Laboratory performed the first radiobiological experiments using the newly-developed

GCR simulator (GCRSim) designed to emulate the GCR exposure to blood-forming

organs during realistic spaceflight conditions. The simulated spectrum consists of 33

different ion-energy combinations and closely resembles the dose distribution produced

within the human body after 20 g cm−2 of aluminum shielding (table 1) [3]. The facility

also provides access to a simplified 6 ion-energy beam distribution (SimGCRSim) for

smaller-scale studies (table 2). Experiments to examine CNS dysfunction, cognitive

impairment, Alzheimer’s pathology, and to test preventative biological countermeasures

are now underway [3].

With a plethora of new data on the horizon, additional in silico modeling

studies will be necessary to accompany the advancements in experimental design.

Quantification of physico-chemical parameters that are not directly accessible through

experiments are crucial for linking the earliest stages of radiation damage to concomitant

biological responses and eventual physiological outcomes. Additionally, nanometer-scale

simulation studies may further offer new insights into the most effective avenues of

intervention for countermeasures. Although several studies have previously performed

nano-scale physics simulations of radiation damage in the brain, none have addressed

the more complex fluence distributions currently being used in experiments [29]–[32].

In the present work, we perform the first nanometer-scale modeling study of the full

GCRSim fluence distribution in a realistic neuron geometry. We provide a complete

analysis of the low-energy physics processes and particle species which mediate energy

deposition. Comparisons are also made to the SimGCRSim distribution. The results

presented here are expected to aid in the interpretation of future experimental results

and can help guide future study designs.
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Table 1. Fluence distribution for the GCRSim spectrum. Values are normalized

to a total dose of 0.5 Gy. In this work, the 1000 MeV/n 48Ti fluence was replaced

with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe as discussed in the text. (p: proton; α: α-particle). All values

obtained from Simonsen et al. [3].

Ion Energy (MeV/n) Dose (Gy)

p 20 0.0304

p 23 0.0067

p 27 0.0074

p 32 0.008

p 37 0.0087

p 43 0.0093

p 50 0.01

p 59 0.0106

p 69 0.0111

p 80 0.0112

p 100 0.0272

p 150 0.035

p 250 0.0689

p 1000 0.1236

α 20 0.011

α 23 0.0021

α 27 0.0022

α 32 0.0023

α 37 0.0025

α 43 0.0026

α 50 0.0027

α 59 0.0027

α 69 0.0027

α 80 0.0027

α 100 0.00061

α 150 0.0075

α 250 0.0164

α 1000 0.0249
12C 1000 0.0117
16O 350 0.0154
28Si 600 0.0081
56Fe 600 0.0041
48Ti (56Fe) 1000 0.0045

2. Methods

2.1. CA1 Pyramidal Neuron Geometry

Morphological data for CA1 pyramidal neurons were obtained from adult (2 − 3

month old) wildtype C57Bl/6J mice from the NeuroMorpho.org online repository

[33]. The age range and strain were selected for their ubiquitous use in radiobiology

experiments. At the time of data collection there were 13 such neuron geometries
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Table 2. Fluence distribution for the SimGCRSim spectrum. Values are normalized

to a total dose of 0.5 Gy. (p: proton; α: α-particle). All values obtained from Simonsen

et al. [3].

Ion Energy (MeV/n) Dose (Gy)

p 250 0.0195

p 1000 0.175

α 250 0.09
16O 350 0.03
28Si 600 0.005
56Fe 600 0.005

available on the repository with complete information on dendrites and somas, all from

the Soltesz archive (NeuroMorpho IDs NMO 36611 through NMO 36623) [34]. A single

representative neuron (NMO 36611) was selected with cumulative dendritic length, total

surface area, and total volume of 4391.4 µm, 19821.6 µm2, and 7316.8 µm3, respectively.

The measurements for this neuron are within one standard deviation of the mean values

for the archive (5236.3±1063.8 µm, 19585±5463.3 µm2, 6248.9±2405.3 µm3 respectively;

see supplemental table S1). The soma and dendrites were constructed in silico according

to the specifications in the NeuroMorpho parameter file. The soma was modeled as a

Boolean intersection of two spheres, while the apical and basal dendritic trees were

constructed from 1395 individual right circular cylinders (865 apical, 530 basal) with

varying lengths (3.15± 1.37 µm), radii (0.712± 0.120 µm), and orientations (figure 1).

The total in silico volumes were 1166.0 µm3 and 7220.5 µm3 for the soma and dendrites,

respectively.

2.2. Stochastic Construction of Dendritic Spines

Neuron geometries from the NeuroMorpho repository do not contain information about

dendritic spines. Instead, each spine was constructed from a Boolean intersection of a

spherical “head” centered atop a right circular cylinder “stalk” based on experimental

measurements taken from the literature (figure 1, inset). Each spine was generated

as one of three types: mushroom, thin, or stubby. For each mushroom and thin

spine, the total spine length, head radius, and stalk radius were drawn stochastically

from log-normal distributions with means and standard deviations obtained from the

literature (table 3) [35], [36]. For stubby spines, which have no discernable distinction

between head and stalk, the total length and head radius of each spine were generated

stochastically while the stalk radius was set equal to the head radius. The relative

fractions of spine types and overall spine densities were set separately for the apical

and basal dendrites based on experimental data from the literature (table 3) [20],

[26]. Spines were placed along the entire length of each dendrite without overlap and

set orthogonal to the local longitudinal dendritic axis. The locations and azimuthal

orientations of each spine were selected randomly according to uniform distributions.
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Figure 1. In silico reconstruction of the neuron geometry used in this work. Apical

and basal dendrites (green) are comprised from right circular cylinders, while the soma

(red) is modeled as a Boolean intersection of spheres. Sizes, positions, and orientations

of each volume compartment were obtained from NeuroMorpho (NMO 36611 [34]) and

constructed in silico using TOPAS-nBio. (Inset) Mushroom (pink), thin (yellow), and

stubby (blue) spines constructed from Boolean intersections of right circular cylinder

stalks and spherical heads. Spine parameters were generated stochastically based on

experimental data as discussed in the text.

New spine populations were generated independently for each simulation run described

below. While the relative fractions of spine types were drawn randomly from uniform

distributions, the overall number of spines was kept fixed between runs. The total in

silico volume of each spine population varied as 246.6 ± 143.6 µm3 across each run.

2.3. Track Structure Simulations

As high-energy particles interact with matter, they produce tracks of secondary

particles which themselves interact with the irradiated material. The structure of these

tracks generally depends upon the incident particle species and energy as well as the

chemical composition of the material. Monte Carlo-based particle transport codes can

accurately reproduce experimentally observed track structures and are widely utilized

for biomedical and space-based applications. In this study, Monte Carlo simulations

were performed using the TOol for PArticle Simulation (TOPAS) platform (version

3.4) originally developed for use in proton therapy [37], [38]. TOPAS wraps and
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Table 3. Parameters used to construct dendritic spine populations for each simulation

run. For mushroom and thin spines, the length, stalk radius, and head radius of each

spine were drawn stochastically from log-normal distributions. For stubby spines, the

length and head radius of each spine were drawn stochastically and the stalk radius

was set equal to the head radius. The number of apical and basal spines per micron of

dendrite was held fixed between simulations at 0.8 and 0.85 µm−1, respectively. The

relative spine fractions were allowed to vary according to uniform distributions. Values

are mean ± standard deviation across all runs.

Total Number‡
Length Stalk Radius Head Radius Volume

Spine Type (µm)† (µm)† (µm)† (µm3) Apical Basal

Mushroom 1.50± 0.25 0.100± 0.035 0.400± 0.064 0.169± 0.067 740± 210 370± 110

Thin 0.98± 0.42 0.050± 0.015 0.19 ± 0.32 0.021± 0.070 1010± 290 600± 170

Stubby 0.44± 0.15 — 0.160± 0.065 0.031± 0.026 550± 160 310± 90

†Denotes values adapted from Harris et al. [35].
‡Denotes values adapted from Chakraborti et al. [26] and Allen et al. [20].

extends the GEometry ANd Tracking 4 (Geant4) simulation toolkit [39]–[41]. To model

particle track structure, we used the TOPAS-nBio package [42] which further extends

TOPAS to radiobiological applications by providing geometry classes for cellular and

sub-cellular structures. TOPAS-nBio includes a specific interface which reads and

imports NeuroMorpho SWC files [43]. The neuron geometry used in this study was

implemented through custom-built geometry and scoring classes using version 1.0-beta

of TOPAS-nBio.

Tracks were simulated using the Geant4-DNA physics processes (Geant4

version 10-05-patch-01) which were implemented through TOPAS-nBio using the

TsEmDNAPhysics physics list with default settings provided by TOPAS-nBio [44]–[48].

Accurate quantification of cellular (micron) and sub-cellular (nanometer) scale

dosimetric quantities requires simulating electromagnetic interactions down to very

low energies. The detailed physics models associated with the different Geant4-DNA

processes are discussed elsewhere [44]–[47]. Briefly, nanometer-scale track structure is

modeled by Geant4-DNA using a step-by-step single-scattering Monte Carlo approach.

Cross sections for electromagnetic interactions with liquid water are available for

electrons up to 1 MeV, protons, α-particles, neutral 1H atoms, neutral 4He atoms,

and singly ionized 4He atoms up to 100 MeV/n, and 7Li, 9Be, 11B, 12C, 14N, 16O,
28Si, and 56Fe ions up to 1 GeV/n. γ-radiation cross sections are also included up

to 100 TeV based on the Geant4 Livermore models. The TsEmDNAPhysics list

provided by TOPAS extends proton cross sections to 500 MeV and selects optimized

physics models to match experimentally verified yields of common radiolysis products

[48]. Energy deposition events including ionizations, electronic excitations, vibrational

excitations, and electron attachments are tracked for particle energies down to 7.4 eV.

For electrons with energies below this cutoff, the remaining energy is deposited locally

and the electrons are considered solvated. Additional hadronic processes were simulated
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using the g4h-phy QGSP BIC HP, g4decay, g4ion-binarycascade, g4h-elastic HP, and

g4stopping physics lists provided by TOPAS.

The simulation geometry was a 404 µm × 904 µm × 104 µm box with the neuron

geometry placed at the center. All volumes were filled with 1 g cm3 density water

(Geant4 material G4 WATER). Primary particles were randomly initialized on the

surface of the box with initial momentum vectors oriented randomly towards the interior

in order to simulate an isotropic flux. The fluence spectrum was chosen to match the

ions, energies, and dose fractions used in GCRSim and SimGCRSim experiments at the

NASA Space Radiation Laboratory in Brookhaven (tables 1 and 2). However, since
48Ti cross sections are not supported by Geant4-DNA, the 1000 MeV/n 48Ti fluence

was substituted with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe as a conservative estimate.

2.4. Calculation of Dosimetric and Fluence Quantities

All simulations were performed on the ERISONE Linux cluster at Massachusetts General

Hospital. For each ion-energy combination in the GCRSim spectrum (entries in table

1), 2× 104 primary particles and all of their secondaries were simulated. Computations

were parallelized by splitting each ion-energy simulation into 100 independent runs of 200

primary particles each. Energy deposition events for each run were scored by subcellular

region, physics process, and mediating particle species. Runs were pooled into groups

of 10 to produce 10 pooled runs of 2 × 103 primary particles each. Scored quantities

were then averaged across the pooled runs and standard deviations were computed to

estimate their variability. As new populations of stochastically generated spines were

constructed independently for each run, standard deviations incorporate variability in

both the irradiation process and also CA1 pyramidal neuron morphology.

Since proton and α-particle cross sections above 500 MeV/n and 100 MeV/n

respectively are not supported by TOPAS-nBio, values for the higher energy GCRSim

fluences were obtained via a curve-fitting procedure. Additional simulations were

performed in accordance with the above methodology for protons and α-particles at

additional energies in order to accumulate enough data points for curve-fitting. For

protons, mean values for each scored quantity were fit using the general relationship

f(x) = a(x− c)−b + d (1)

for incident particle energy x and non-negative fit parameters a, b, c, and d. For

α-particles, which exhibited larger variability in the scored quantities, the simplified

power-law function

g(x) = ax−b (2)

was used to reduce uncertainty in the curve-fitting process. Mean values of the scored

quantities were then extrapolated along these curves to match the 1000 MeV/n proton

and 150, 250, and 1000 MeV/n α-particle fluences in the GCRSim spectrum. Standard

deviations for the extrapolated quantities were computed from uncertainties in the fit

parameters using standard error propagation techniques.
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The measured values of each of the scored quantities depend on the total fluence

simulated. In order to relate the simulated values to their respective values for a given

dose of GCRSim, scale factors were calculated for each ion-energy combination. For a

dose z of GCRSim, the scale factor σzij for ion i and energy j in the fluence distribution

was calculated as

σzij = Dz
ij/D

s
ij (3)

where Dz
ij is the fractional dose of GCRSim scaled to total dose z and Ds

ij is the

corresponding simulated dose to the whole neuron averaged over the pooled runs. As

such, the mean simulated value of a scored quantity qsij can be related to the scaled

value qzij as

qzij = σzijq
s
ij (4)

for each ion-energy combination. Values summed over the entire GCRSim fluence

distribution can be calculated as

Qz =
∑

ij

qzij. (5)

Standard deviations were scaled appropriately using standard error propagation

formulas.

2.5. Calculation of Dendritic Hit Curves

In addition to scoring energy deposition and fluence quantities, the cumulative fraction

of dendritic segments irradiated was tracked as a function of the whole neuron

absorbed dose for each ion and energy. This was achieved by tabulating the unique

volume segments traversed during each of the 100 successive runs for each ion-energy

combination. These relationships were fit using the functional form

hij(y) = 1− eτijy (6)

where y is the neuronal absorbed dose and τ is a fit parameter describing the saturation

of the curve. In order to generate hit curves h(y) for the unsupported proton and

α-particle energies, the fit parameter τ itself was fit as a function of primary particle

energy x according to

τk(x) = mkx
nk (7)

for new fit parameters mk and nk where k ∈ {p, α} indexes either protons or α-particles.

The values of τp(x) at x = 1000 MeV/n and τα(x) at x = 150, 250, and 1000 MeV/n

were extrapolated and used to fit the corresponding hit curves. The overall fraction

of dendritic segments irradiated as a function of GCRSim dose z was then obtained

from standard probability theory. Denoting the joint probability of irradiation by an

ion species i of any energy j in the GCRSim spectrum as

Hi(z) = 1−
∏

j

(1− hij(Dz
ij)), (8)
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the cumulative hit probability across the entire GCRSim fluence spectrum at total dose

z was calculated as

H(z) = 1−
∏

i

(1−Hi(z)). (9)

3. Results

Curve fitting results for protons and α-particles are given in supplementary figures

S1-S6. Low energy particles (< 1 MeV/n) are stopped by the surrounding water

environment before reaching the neuron. Simulated quantities peak near a primary

particle energy of 5 − 7 MeV/n and subsequently decay approximately hyperbolically

at larger energies. As the energy of the primary particles increases towards the peak

value, more secondary particles are produced which increases the frequency of energy

deposition events (supplementary figure S6). However, as the energy of the primaries

passes the peak value, the energy deposition Bragg peak moves outside the simulation

volume and the total energy deposition declines. For the GCRSim and SimGCRSim

spectra considered here, all primary particle energies exceed this peak value. As such, the

lower energy proton and α-particle beams contribute more damage per Gy of absorbed

dose.

3.1. Nano-Dosimetry and Fluence Statistics

All simulated quantities were scaled to a GCRSim neuronal reference dose of z = 0.5

Gy. Although the reference dose is arbitrary, it was chosen to match the dose being used

in initial GCRSim experiments and corresponds to approximately the dose an astronaut

would experience during a 2 − 3 year Mars mission [3]. Figure 2 shows the fractional

dose absorbed by the neuron and various subcellular structures for each primary ion

species summed over its respective energies. By definition, mean values for the whole

neuron reflect the exact proportions of the GCRSim fluence distribution for each ion

(
∑
j D

z
ij; sums of entries for each ion in table 1). The total absorbed doses across

all particles to the soma, dendrites, and spines are 0.54 ± 0.09 Gy, 0.47 ± 0.02 Gy,

and 0.8 ± 0.5 Gy, respectively. Standard deviations in the soma and dendritic doses

reflect the stochastic nature of Monte Carlo transport. The larger standard deviation

of the spine dose is due to the additional stochasticity in the volumes of the spines

themselves. Variations in the mean subcellular volume doses away from 0.5 Gy reflect

inhomogeneities in the irradiation profile. In general, as the fluence dose increases, the

energy deposition scored in each volume becomes more homogeneous and the absorbed

dose approaches the fluence dose. Smaller volumes require larger fluence doses to achieve

homogeneity [32]. As such, the average spine dose is more susceptible to local variations

in track structure. For the larger soma and dendrite volumes, these variations are

coarse-grained and the compartmental doses are similar to the neuronal dose.

A further analysis of the energy deposition by spine type is presented in figure 3.

Mushroom spines, despite accounting for only 31± 7% of all spines, receive 78± 3% of
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Figure 2. Doses to the neuron and subcellular structures after GCRSim irradiation.

Values are scaled to a total neuronal absorbed dose of 0.5 Gy GCRSim. Colors

indicate the fractional contributions from different ion beams in the GCRSim fluence

distribution. The 48Ti fluence was replaced with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti cross

sections are not defined in Geant4-DNA. From left to right, the ion contributions

are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle (α; red), 12C (green), 16O

(orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n; turquoise), 56Fe (1000 MeV/n, replacing
48Ti; pink). Error bars indicate mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the text.

the total spine energy deposition (1.0 ± 0.1 MeV) due to their larger average volume.

Thin and stubby spines receive 17 ± 3% (0.22 ± 0.05 MeV) and 5 ± 2% (0.07 ± 0.02

MeV) of the total spine energy deposition, respectively.

Figure 4 depicts the relative contributions of different physics processes to the

energy deposition in the full neuron volume. The dominant contribution is from

ionizations, which account for 68±1% of the total deposited energy. This is followed by

smaller contributions from electron solvations (21 ± 1%), electronic excitations (6.7 ±
0.5%), vibrational excitations (3.6±0.2%), and electron attachments (0.72±0.05%). It is

interesting to compare these values with the frequencies at which such processes occur

(figure 5). In particular, vibrational excitations, despite their minimal contribution

to the overall energy deposition, occur at nearly five times the rate as ionizations and

account for 70±2% of all energy deposition events. The next most frequent processes are

ionizations (14± 1%), electron solvations (14± 1%), electronic excitations (1.8± 0.2%),

and electron attachments (0.23± 0.02%).

In response to 0.5 Gy of GCRSim, we find an average of 1760±90 energy deposition

events per micron of dendritic length, 250± 10 of which are ionizations. We also report

an additional 130±10 events per dendritic spine, including 19±2 ionizations per spine.

For mushroom, thin, and stubby spines separately, we find an average of 330 ± 80,

50 ± 20, and 30 ± 10 energy deposition events per spine, respectively. For ionizations,

the values are 50± 10, 7± 2, and 4± 2 per spine.

Furthermore, we report the fractional energy deposition in the neuron as a function

of mediating particle species (figure 6). As expected, each primary ion type deposits
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Figure 3. Energy deposition in thin, mushroom, and stubby spines after irradiation

with GCRSim. Values are scaled to a total neuronal absorbed dose of 0.5 Gy GCRSim.

Colors indicate the fractional contributions from different ion beams in the GCRSim

fluence distribution. The 48Ti fluence was replaced with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti

cross sections are not defined in Geant4-DNA. From left to right, the ion contributions

are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle (α; red), 12C (green), 16O

(orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n; turquoise), 56Fe (1000 MeV/n, replacing
48Ti; pink). Error bars indicate mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the text.
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Figure 4. Contributions of different physics processes to neuronal energy deposition

during irradiation with GCRSim. Values are scaled to a total neuronal absorbed dose

of 0.5 Gy GCRSim. Colors indicate the fractional contributions from different ion

beams in the GCRSim fluence distribution. The 48Ti fluence was replaced with 1000

MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti cross sections are not defined in Geant4-DNA. From left to

right, the ion contributions are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle

(α; red), 12C (green), 16O (orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n; turquoise), 56Fe

(1000 MeV/n, replacing 48Ti; pink). Error bars indicate mean ± standard deviation

as discussed in the text.
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Figure 5. Frequencies of different physics processes during irradiation with GCRSim.

Values are scaled to a total neuronal absorbed dose of 0.5 Gy GCRSim. Colors

indicate the fractional contributions from different ion beams in the GCRSim fluence

distribution. The 48Ti fluence was replaced with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti cross

sections are not defined in Geant4-DNA. From left to right, the ion contributions

are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle (α; red), 12C (green), 16O

(orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n; turquoise), 56Fe (1000 MeV/n, replacing
48Ti; pink). Error bars indicate mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the text.

the majority of its energy into the neuron via secondary electrons, which account for

77± 1% of the total energy deposition. Smaller contributions come from 1H (17± 1%)

and 4He (4.1± 0.3%), as well as 12C, 16O, 28Si, 56Fe, and γ-radiation (< 1% each).

3.2. Dendritic Hit Curves

We also assessed the spatial distribution of energy deposition events throughout the

dendrites. The fitted hit curves hij(y) of equation 6 are plotted in figure 7. These

functions quantify the cumulative fraction of dendritic segments hit by at least one

particle (or equivalently, the probability of hitting a given segment) as a function of

neuronal absorbed dose for each of the 33 GCRSim ion-energy combinations. Figure 7

demonstrates that, for protons and α-particles, the likelihood of irradiating a particular

dendritic segment increases with increasing particle energy. This trend is particularly

noticeable at low doses, where the hit curves are far from saturation and approximately

linear. For example, irradiation of 0.01 Gy by 1000 MeV protons registers an 85%

dendritic segment hit probability, compared to just 44% for the same dose of 250 MeV

protons. This difference diminishes towards zero with increasing dose as both hit curves

approach unity. The quantitative features of these hit curves are captured succinctly by

the fit parameters mk and nk of equation 7 which describe how the characteristic dose,

1/τ(x), changes as a function of incident particle energy. Here, 1/τ is defined as the

absorbed dose at which 63% of segments are irradiated. For protons and α-particles,

τ(x) is described well by a power-law relationship (supplementary figure S7). Values of
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Figure 6. Contributions of different particle species to neuronal energy deposition

during irradiation with GCRSim. Values are scaled to a total neuronal absorbed

dose of 0.5 Gy GCRSim. The x-axis indicates the particle species mediating the

energy deposition while different colors refer to the primary particle initiating the

track (different ion beams in the GCRSim fluence distribution). 1H includes protons

and minor contributions from neutral hydrogen atoms. 4He includes α-particles and

contributions from neutral and singly ionized helium atoms. The 48Ti fluence was

replaced with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti cross sections are not defined in Geant4-

DNA. From left to right, the ion contributions are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p;

navy), α-particle (α; red), 12C (green), 16O (orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n;

turquoise), 56Fe (1000 MeV/n, replacing 48Ti; pink). Error bars indicate mean ±
standard deviation as discussed in the text.

τij for each of the 33 GCRSim beams are given in supplementary table S2.

The curves illustrated in figure 7 demonstrate a reduction in hit probability with

increasing LET and are consistent with previous findings [30]. The observed trends can

be understood by considering two competing physical mechanisms. The hit probability

depends on both the fluence of the incident particles, as well as their penetration depth.

At lower energies, a greater number of primary particles is required to deliver a given

absorbed dose. For an isotropic fluence, increasing the number of primary particles

facilitates a more homogeneous irradiation profile, thus increasing access to new regions

of the neuron and raising the hit fraction. Furthermore, the total number of energy

deposition events declines as ∼ x−0.81 for protons and ∼ x−0.98 for α-particles with

increasing energy x for all GCRSim energies (supplementary figure S6). However, higher

energy primary particles produce higher energy secondaries, which are able to traverse

greater distances before coming to rest inside the simulation volume. It is this latter

effect which drives the proportional relationship between hit probability and incident

energy. By contrast, an inverse relationship is seen when comparing hit probabilities

between different particles with increasing charge. Higher charge particles make more

densely clustered tracks, depositing energy within a more tightly-spaced volume. As

such, the neuron accumulates a much larger dose than it would with a lower charge

particle for a given hit fraction.

The cumulative hit curve H(z) for the full GCRSim spectrum is displayed in figure

8. The steepness of the curve is dictated almost entirely by protons, as a consequence of

their low LET and dominant contribution to the total fluence dose. The exact functional
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Figure 7. Dendritic hit curves for each GCRSim ion-energy beam. The x-axis of each

subplot denotes neuronal absorbed dose and the y-axis plots the fraction of dendritic

segments receiving at least one energy deposition event during irradiation. Ion species

are indicated by subplot headers: (a) proton, (b) α-particle, (c) 12C, (d) 16O, (e)
28Si, (f) 56Fe. Energies are indicated by different colors (line styles varied for improved

visibility).

form of the GCRSim hit curve is given by equations 8 and 9. Noting the similarities

between this curve and those shown in figure 7, an effective saturation parameter can

be deduced by fitting the simpler function given by equation 6. The characteristic dose

is found to be 1/τGCR = 0.014 Gy, similar to that of the highest energy protons and α-

particles. Also shown in figure 8 are the primary particle hit curves Hi(z) denoting the

fraction of segments irradiated by a given primary particle track. We find that exposure

to GCRSim results in irradiation by protons of nearly all dendritic segments at very low

doses (effective 1/τ value of 0.016 Gy). Widespread irradiation by α-particles is also

likely at spaceflight-relevant doses (effective 1/τ of 0.17 Gy). By contrast, irradiation by

higher LET ions remains sparse even at much larger exposures and declines in likelihood

with increasing LET. The effective 1/τ values for 12C, 16O, 28Si, 48Ti (substituted

with 100 MeV/n 56Fe), and 600 MeV/n 56Fe tracks are 6.8, 13, 32, 85, and 160 Gy,

respectively.

3.3. GCRSim versus SimGCRSim

A major challenge of radiobiology studies is the interpretation of diverse experimental

results which utilize different ion-energy combinations. Early studies using single beam

irradiations revealed a multitude of complex biological responses which vary by dose,

particle species, energy, and LET [7]. Although the reasons for these differences are

not completely understood, differences in track structure—and in particular, ionization
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Figure 8. Cumulative and primary particle dendritic hit curves as a function of total

neuronal absorbed dose of GCRSim. Colors indicate the fractional contributions from

different ion beams in the GCRSim fluence distribution. The 48Ti fluence was replaced

with 1000 MeV/n 56Fe because 48Ti cross sections are not defined in Geant4-DNA.

The ion contributions are: total GCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle (α;

red), 12C (green), 16O (orange), 28Si (purple), 56Fe (600 MeV/n; turquoise), 56Fe (1000

MeV/n, replacing 48Ti; pink). (Inset) The same graph plotted on a wider dose range.

density—are thought to be a dominant factor.

In order to facilitate comparisons between future experiments and to explore

the differences between realistic and simplified fluence distributions, we compare the

results of the previous two sections to those obtained using the simplified spectrum

of SimGCRSim. Overall, we find remarkably similar results between the 33 beam

GCRSim and the 6 beam SimGCRSim. Supplementary table S3 summarizes the relative

contributions of different physics processes to the neuronal energy deposition for both

spectra. There is no statistically significant difference in the frequency of any process

between the two fluence distributions. Similarly, there is no significant difference in

the density of energy deposition or ionization events in any of the subcellular volumes,

including the dendrites and each of the three spine types (supplementary table S4).

Figure 9 shows the cumulative and primary particle dendritic hit curves for the

SimGCRSim spectrum. The effective characteristic dose for the full spectrum is

1/τSIM = 0.011 Gy, similar to that for GCRSim. The respective values for proton,

α-particles, 16O, 28Si, and 56Fe tracks are 0.011, 0.20, 6.5, 52, and 130 Gy, respectively.

4. Discussion

Our dosimetry results suggest that mushroom spines are at a greater risk for radiation-

induced damage relative to other spine types. Because of their larger average volume,

mushroom spines are susceptible to more frequent ionizations and larger energy
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Figure 9. Cumulative and primary particle dendritic hit curves as a function of total

neuronal absorbed dose of SimGCRSim. Colors indicate the fractional contributions

from different ion beams in the SimGCRSim fluence distribution. The ion contributions

are: total SimGCRSim (brown), proton (p; navy), α-particle (α; red), 16O (orange),
28Si (purple), 56Fe (turquoise). (Inset) The same graph plotted on a wider dose range.

depositions. Indeed, changes in mushroom spine populations have been reported

experimentally in adult mice at multiple timepoints post-irradiation with particles of

varying LET. One study using 600 MeV/n 16O demonstrated reductions in mushroom

spine density on basal CA1 dendrites and dentate gyrus cells with doses of 0.1, 0.25,

and 1 Gy at two weeks post-irradiation [12]. In multiple treatment groups, such changes

were present in the absence of reductions in other spine densities [12]. Similar results

have been shown with 10 Gy γ-radiation at one week post-irradiation in CA1 basal

dendrites and at both one week and one month post-irradiation in dentate gyrus cells

[26]. In response to 1 Gy of 150 MeV protons, reductions in mushroom spine densities

have been noted in both apical and basal CA1 dendrites, apical CA3 dendrites, and

dentate gyrus cells as late as nine months post-irradiation [19]. Increases in mushroom

spine proportions have also been reported in apical CA1 dendrites one week and one

month post-irradiation with 10 Gy γ-radiation [26] and in dentate gyrus cells three

months post-irradiation with 0.5 Gy of 600 MeV/n 56Fe [20]. Occasionally, increases

in the density of one spine type have been reported alongside simultaneous decreases

in another, potentially indicating a type of compensatory mechanism within the cell

[12], [19], [20]. Other studies, however, have failed to find changes in mature spine

populations altogether. Parihar et al. reported no significant alterations to dentate

gyrus cell mushroom, thin, or stubby spines at both 10 days and 30 days post-irradiation

with either 250 MeV protons (0.1 or 1 Gy) [15] or γ-radiation (1 or 10 Gy) [49]. The

diversity of these results reflects the inherent heterogeneity of experimental protocols,

which vary in dose, particle species, energy, timepoint, and brain region. A further
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consideration for future studies is dose rate. Mushroom spines typically persist for

months and therefore accumulate significantly larger doses during chronic exposures as

compared to thin spines, which exist transiently only for several days [20]. Long-duration

studies with GCRSim will be helpful to standardize these variables.

The density of energy deposition events along each dendrite may be an important

factor in determining neuronal outcome. It is possible that while sparsely spaced lesions

are repaired without altering cellular function, more dense damage clusters are able to

overwhelm the cell and lead to reductions in dendritic arborization and spine pruning.

Ionizations are particularly harmful as they inflict the largest energy deposition per

event. Here we have reported the average number of energy deposition events and

ionizations per micron of dendritic length and per dendritic spine for each of the three

spine types. Such results could be incorporated into existing models of radiation-induced

morphological changes. Recently, Alp and Cucinotta developed a theoretical model of

dendritic snipping as a function of incident particle LET [50]. The fluence data presented

here could be used to extend that model to include the influence of track structure and

different physics processes in a probabilistic way. Further studies could incorporate

these relationships into more complex models which include damage repair kinetics

[51]. On the experimental side, these data could be combined with future in vitro

studies of dendritic remodeling to deduce possible correlations between event density

and structural changes in specific cells.

The observed trend of increasing dendritic segment hit probability with increasing

particle charge is consistent with other computational studies comparing neuronal

hit curves with proton, 12C, and 56Fe beams [29]–[32]. Similar inverted exponential

relationships between hit percentage and neuronal absorbed dose have been observed

[29]. The shapes of these curves demonstrate that at low doses, a small increase in

absorbed dose corresponds to a significantly larger increase in the hit probability than

an equivalent increase in the high-dose saturated regime. Whereas the low-dose regions

of the curves follow an approximately linear trend, the high-dose regions asymptote

as the probability approaches unity. Because hit probability is inversely proportional

to compartment volume, smaller structures exhibit linear regimes that extend to higher

doses. For the 5.02±2.76 µm3 dendritic segments used in our study, hit curve saturation

was realized for relatively low doses of GCRSim, reaching a value of 99% at 0.066 Gy.

Much larger doses are likely necessary for complete irradiation of smaller structures such

as spines (µm scale), synaptic receptors (100 nm scale), and ion channels (10 nm scale).

Indeed, a study by Bayarchimeg et al. demonstrated that hit curves for protons, 12C,

and 56Fe beams scored in dendritic spines only approach unity for doses larger than 1

Gy, while those for synaptic receptors remain linear up to at least 4 Gy [29].

The observed functional behavior of subcellular hit curves may have important

consequences for estimating the risk of radiation-induced cognitive impairment.

Receptors and ion channels control the functional behavior of neurons by facilitating

synaptic transmission and regulating membrane potential. Linearity of the receptor

hit curves up to high doses suggests that extended deep-space missions may have a
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cumulative impact on neuronal health. As dose increases, so too does the number of

irradiated receptors in a proportional manner. Nevertheless, it is still unclear which

aspect of irradiation (fluence, dose, LET, etc.) is the dominant factor mediating

neuronal outcome. Future studies on the relationship between receptor hits and receptor

deactivation will be critical for translating these fluence statistics into risk assessment

models. Such studies would help fill in the missing link between Monte Carlo modeling

of physical parameters and radiobiological studies of cellular dysfunction. Relationships

between fluence quantities and receptor deactivation could then be integrated with

patch-clamp measurements into biophysical Hodgkin-Huxley-type models to directly

estimate changes in electrophysiological parameters as a function of dose. As such,

experimental studies on the low-dose damage responses of individual receptors and

synapses are essential for formulating a mechanistic model of radiation-induced changes

to neuronal function.

Our comparisons between GCRSim and SimGCRSim suggest that the average

physical responses to equal doses of each fluence distribution are nearly identical.

This is found to be true for both the frequency and total energy deposition of each

physics process. Nevertheless, further examination of the spatial distributions of energy

deposition events at the scale of individual spines is needed. Additionally, we observed

only minor differences between the dendritic segment hit probabilities calculated with

GCRSim (1/τGCR = 0.014 Gy) and SimGCRSim (1/τSIM = 0.011 Gy). Whether these

differences are significant across multiple statistical runs and neuron geometries could

be explored in a future work.

To date, there have been very few published studies exploring the effects of multi-

ion irradiation on CNS function. We are aware of only one experimental study which

examined the electrophysiological and behavioral changes induced by the 6 beam

SimGCRSim spectrum and none using the full 33 beam GCRSim. The authors of

the study demonstrated enhanced inhibitory synaptic signaling within the CA1 region

and corresponding impairments to learning and memory behavior 1 − 2 months post-

irradiation with 0.3 Gy of SimGCRSim [52]. Only minor electrophysiological differences

were observed when comparing the results to a similar 5 beam variation of the fluence

distribution [52]. However, whether there are significant differences in the biological

responses to different mixed-ion radiation fields is still debated. Another study using

a slightly different 6 beam spectrum reported notable differences in locomotor activity,

open field measures of anxiety, forced swim tests, and passive avoidance memory tasks

when compared to a previous study using a 3 beam radiation field at identical doses

[53], [54]. Examination of additional time points and responses to more complex fluence

distributions are warranted.

An important aspect which was not addressed in this work is the influence of

radiolysis products during the chemical stage of track development. Between 10−12 and a

few 10−9 seconds post-irradiation, ionized and dissociated water molecules react to form

reactive oxygen species. These products diffuse throughout the cellular environment,

leading to additional energy deposition and ionization events until they are scavenged
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by other molecules. Single ion simulations of the chemical stage have shown that

both the total number of produced chemical species and their flux incident upon

realistic ion channel geometries increase with particle LET up to 1 MeV µm−1 [29],

[30]. The presence of these radiolytic products increases the effective damage radius of

each particle track and may enhance the total damage inflicted upon the neuron [30].

However, no studies to date have performed such simulations using the full GCRSim

or SimGCRSim spectra. Moreover, the event thresholds which are necessary to initiate

damage to individual neuronal structures are unknown. Further studies specifically

assessing these nano-scale parameters with realistic fluence distributions may be useful

for interpreting or designing future experiments examining oxidative stress or anti-

oxidative biological countermeasures.

5. Conclusion

The present work provides an in-depth assessment of the nano-scale physics associated

with neuronal irradiation by the GCRSim and SimGCRSim beams in use at the NASA

Space Radiation Laboratory. To our knowledge, this is the first study to quantify and

compare such parameters in a realistic neuron geometry using these fluence distributions.

We have presented a complete documentation of energy deposition events parsed by

volume, physics process, and mediating particle species for each ion-energy combination.

We have also produced a set of analytical relationships relating a variety of dosimetric

and fluence quantities to incident particle energy and absorbed dose. Lastly, we have

demonstrated that the 33 beam GCRSim and the 6 beam SimGCRSim irradiation

profiles produce very similar physical fluences and energy deposition patterns.
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Table S1. Dendritic lengths, neuronal surface areas, and neuronal volumes for each

CA1 pyramidal neuron in the Soltesz archive on the NeuroMorpho repository.

NMO ID Dendritic Length (µm) Surface Area (µm2) Volume (µm3)

NMO 36611† 4391.4 19821.6 7316.8

NMO 36612 7144.58 27023.2 8857.4

NMO 36613 3575.99 13034.8 4070.75

NMO 36614 6400.76 20201.3 5312.35

NMO 36615 6516.75 27778.8 9653.47

NMO 36622 4150.12 11530.6 2625.67

NMO 36623 5355.86 22687.4 7854.22

NMO 36617 5068.55 17333.9 4912.88

NMO 36616 5516.6 17415.3 4458.43

NMO 36618 5302.24 21522.3 7531.12

NMO 36619 3793.12 11037.2 2876.37

NMO 36620 5497.84 25157 9498.09

NMO 36621 5358.5 20066.8 6268.42

Mean 5236.3 19585.4 6248.9

Standard Deviation 1063.8 5463.3 2405.3

†Indicates the geometry used in this work.
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Figure S1. Simulated energy deposition in the neuron and subcellular structures

from primary proton (p; navy) and α-particle (α; red) beams as a function of primary

particle energy. Subplots indicate energy deposition in the neuron (top left), soma (top

right), apical dendrites (bottom left), and basal dendrites (bottom right). Data points

represent mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text. Black curves

indicate curve-fitting with the equations shown.
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Figure S2. Simulated energy deposition in dendritic spines from primary proton (p;

navy) and α-particle (α; red) beams as a function of primary particle energy. Subplots

indicate energy deposition in apical mushroom spines (top left), apical thin spines

(middle left), apical stubby spines (bottom left), basal mushroom spines (top right),

basal thin spines (middle right), and basal stubby spines (bottom right). Data points

represent mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text. Black curves

indicate curve-fitting with the equations shown.
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Figure S3. Simulated neuronal energy deposition by major particle species as a

function of primary particle energy. Colors indicate the primary ion beam as either

proton (p; navy) or α-particle (α; red) while subplot headers indicate the particle

species mediating the energy deposition. The particle species shown are: electron

(e−; top left), γ-radiation (γ; top right), proton (p; bottom left) and α-particle (α;

bottom right). Minor contributions from additional hadronic species are not shown.

Data points represent mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text. Black

curves indicate curve-fitting with the equations shown.
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Figure S4. Simulated neuronal energy deposition from ionizations by major particle

species as a function of primary particle energy. Colors indicate the primary ion beam

as either proton (p; navy) or α-particle (α; red) while subplot headers indicate the

particle species mediating the ionizations. The particle species shown are: electron

(e−; top left), γ-radiation (γ; top right), proton (p; bottom left) and α-particle (α;

bottom right). Minor contributions from additional hadronic species are not shown.

Data points represent mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text. Black

curves indicate curve-fitting with the equations shown.
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Figure S5. Simulated neuronal energy deposition from additional physics processes as

a function of primary particle energy. Colors indicate the primary ion beam as either

proton (p; navy) or α-particle (α; red) while subplot headers indicate the physics

process and particle species mediating the energy deposition. The processes shown

are: electron solvations (top left), electron-mediated vibrational excitations (top right),

electron-mediated electronic excitations (middle left), electron attachments (middle

right), proton-mediated electronic excitations (bottom left), and α-particle-mediated

electronic excitations (bottom right). Minor contributions from additional physics

processes and hadronic species are not shown. Data points represent mean ± standard

deviation as discussed in the main text. Black curves indicate curve-fitting with the

equations shown.
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Figure S6. Simulated frequency of neuronal energy deposition events from all particles

(left) and secondary electrons (right) as a function of primary particle energy. Colors

indicate the primary ion beam as either proton (p; navy) or α-particle (α; red). Data

points represent mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text. Black curves

indicate curve-fitting with the equations shown.
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Figure S7. Values for the dendritic hit curve fit parameter τk(x) for protons (p; navy

circles) and α-particles (α; red diamonds) as a function of primary particle energy.

Error bars due to curve-fitting uncertainty are smaller than the marker size. Solid

lines indicate power-law fits according to the equations shown. These equations were

used to extrapolate the values of τk(x) at higher energies.
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Table S2. Values of the characteristic dose parameter 1/τij for each ion-energy

beam in the GCRSim spectrum. 48Ti was substituted with 56Fe as discussed in the

main text. Uncertainties due to variability in the curve-fitting process are significantly

smaller than anticipated statistical fluctuations and are therefore omitted. (p: proton;

α: α-particle).

Ion Energy (MeV/n) 1/τij

p 20 0.12

p 23 0.098

p 27 0.087

p 32 0.076

p 37 0.063

p 43 0.060

p 50 0.052

p 59 0.047

p 69 0.044

p 80 0.035

p 100 0.030

p 150 0.022

p 250 0.017

p 1000 0.0053†

α 20 0.28

α 23 0.24

α 27 0.23

α 32 0.18

α 37 0.16

α 43 0.14

α 50 0.14

α 59 0.12

α 69 0.11

α 80 0.085

α 100 0.078

α 150 0.055†

α 250 0.037†

α 1000 0.012†
12C 1000 0.16
16O 350 0.39
28Si 600 0.52
56Fe 600 1.3
48Ti (56Fe) 1000 0.76

†Denotes extrapolated value.
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Table S3. The % contribution of each physics process to the neuronal energy

deposition and number of energy deposition events for each of the two fluence

distributions. Values are mean ± standard deviation as discussed in the main text.

Energy Deposition (%) Number of Events (%)

Physics Process GCRSim SimGCRSim GCRSim SimGCRSim

Ionizations 68 ± 1 69 ± 2 14 ± 1 15 ± 1

Electron Solvations 21 ± 1 21 ± 2 14 ± 1 15 ± 1

Electronic Excitations 6.7 ± 0.5 6.2 ± 0.7 1.8 ± 0.2 1.7 ± 0.2

Vibrational Excitations 3.6 ± 0.2 3.5 ± 0.3 70 ± 2 69 ± 2

Electron Attachments 0.72 ± 0.05 0.71 ± 0.07 0.23 ± 0.02 0.23 ± 0.03
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Table S4. The number of energy deposition events from all physics processes and

ionizations only in various subcellular volumes for each of the two fluence distributions.

Values are mean ± standard deviation and are given per 0.5 Gy of neuronal absorbed

dose, as discussed in the main text.

All Processes Ionizations

Volume Compartment GCRSim SimGCRSim GCRSim SimGCRSim

Events per micron of dendrite 1760 ± 1 1700 ± 200 250 ± 10 250 ± 10

Events per spine 130 ± 10 120 ± 20 19 ± 2 18 ± 3

Events per mushroom spine 330 ± 80 310 ± 90 50 ± 10 50 ± 10

Events per thin spine 50 ± 20 50 ± 20 7 ± 2 7 ± 3

Events per stubby spine 30 ± 10 20 ± 10 4 ± 2 3 ± 1


