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Critical Period of Malformation of Digits in Mouse Fetus caused by y-ray
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In the previous paper, the authors reported on the development of the digital malformations in the
mouse fetus caused by y-irradiation and suggested the usefulness of the radiation effect as a biological in-
dicator. The dose rate dependency was attracted much attention in the previous report.

The present study was designed to obtain more detailed informations about the critical period of the
digital malformations.

"The experimental animals used were the mice of dd¥ strain, 70 days old. After keeping for a week,
the esterus mice were kept with males in cages overnight and next morning those found with vaginal plugs
were considered to be on day zero of pregnancy. The pregnant mice were exposed to the gamma. ray of
cesium-137. Total exposure dose was 200 R, and dose rate 3.3 R/min.. The mice were divided accord-
ing to starting tire of irradiation into 5 groups. Irradiation started at 4:00 a.m., 9:00 a.m., 2:00 p.m.,
7:00 p.m. and 0:00 a.m. on the 11th day of pregnancy, and were continued for one hour.

On the 18th day of pregnancy, the fetuses were removed from sacrificed mothers, and were observed
digital malformations (Ectrodactylism, Brachydactylism, Pclydactylism and Syndactylism) and body wei-
ght.

The following results were obtained:

I.~ The critical period for the digital malformations was found to be at 9:00 a.m. on the 11th day of
pregnancy. The time was estimated at about 273 hours after mating.

2. The appearance rate of the digital malformations reached to about 100 per cent by exposure to

200R.

3. The critical period of the abnormal development of forclimbs appeared earlier than hindlimbs

and continued longer.
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The experimental data of the previous study were
included in this figure.

Fig. 1 Incidence of Malformation of the Digits
caused by 200R y-ray Irradiation during Pre-
gnancy
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