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Table 1. The comparison of P absorption rate of various tissues by age of pregnancy
ST Group
: RN Control (C) TreatI (Ty) Treat II (Ty) Duncan’s M. R. Test
Tissue
AV, \
Mean 1.48 1.22 1.13
Kidney S.D. 0.20 0.47 0.25 T. T, C
F. value 2.24
Mean 2.51 1.96 2.83
Liver s.D. 0.53 0.23 0.32 Tt C T,
F. value 1.42
- Mean 2.00 1.44 1.42
Spleen S.D. 0.50 0.64 0.25 T, T, C
F. value 2.51
T Mean 7.90 6.65 5.06
Femur S.D. 0.98 0.97 0.56 T, T C
F. value | 4.42%
| Mean 6.63 4.65 4.86
Mandible | S.D. 0.59 0.69 0.16 T T, C
| F. value 5.99%
Mean 0.89 1.53 1.69
Ovary S.D. 015 0.17 0.26 C T, T,
F. value 4.26*
o | Mean 1.33 4.21
Fetus S.D. 0.15 0.46 Ty T,
F. value 16.16**
B * P<0.01 * P<0.05
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Table 2. The comparison of 3P absorption rate of the various tissues by age of pregnancy

N Tissue
\; - Kidney | Liver | Spleen | Femur [Mandible] Ovary | Fetus )
. . Duncan’s M. R. Test
Group ™\ AV. \\ X (€3] &) ®) M) © ®
Mean 1.48 2.51 2.00 7.90 6.63 0.89
C"(‘g;"l S.D. 0.20 0.53 0.50 0.98 0.59 0.15 OKSLMB
F. value 25. 19**
Mean 1.22  1.96 1.44 6.65 4.65 1.53 1.33 |
T(',f'.‘lg I S.D. 0.47 0.23 0.64 0.97 069 0.17 0.15 KFS OLMB
F.value 24.46*
Mean 1.13  2.83 1.42 5.06 4.8 1.69 4.21
Tetll | sD. | 025 032 025 05 016 02 04 | KS OLFMB
F. value J 13.62**
** P<0.01 .
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Studies on the Distribution of Radiophosphorus(3?P) in Pregnant Rats
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The distribution of radiophosphorus (32P) was observed in three groups of female Albino rat consisted
of early pregnancy group (10 days of pregnancy), late pregnancy group (18 days of pregnancy) and
nonpregnanted control group. The results obtained were as follows:

1. The various sites arranged in the descending of absorption rate of 32P were femur, mandible,
liver, spleen, ovary, fetus (only from early pregnancy group) and kidney in both groups of non-preg-
nanted and early pregnancy and femur, mandible, fetus, liver, ovary, spleen and kidney in the late
pregnancy group.

2. The significant difference (P<{0.05) in the absorption rate was found between femur and mand-
ible in the early pregnancy group.

3. The absorption rate of fetus from late pregnancy group was significantly (P<C0.01) higher than
that of fetus from the early pregnancy group.

4. The high absorption rate was observed with femur and mandible in both groups of non-pregna-
nted and early pregnancy.

5. The significantly (P<{0.01) high absorption rate was observed with ovary and fetus from the
late pregnancy group.
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