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by 1,2-DMH in the Rat after Partial Colectomy
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Abstract

Large bowel cancer of rat induced by 1,2-DMH was used as our experiment model
in this paper. The difference of carcinogenic rate between the rats operated colectomy and
the rats non-operated that were the control group was found, The study represented an
attempt to explore the etiology of local recurrence of large bowel cancer after radical
resection by observed that operated injury influenced carcinogenesis. The results showed
that the carcinogenic rate of operated group was significant higher than that of non-
operated group and the riumber of tumours in anhastomosis site were much more than that
of control group. It suggested that operated injury was itself one of promoting cancer
recurrence factors beside operative planted, res’idua after operation, and so on.



