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A study on liver regeneration after percutaneous ethanol injection in hepatic carcinoma

[Abstract] Objective: To study the perifocal liver regeneration and its characteristics after percutaneous ethanol in-
jection of hepatic carcinoma. Metheds ; Fifty rabbits with VX2 liver tumor undergoing percutaeous ethanol injection and he-
patic lobectomy, were measured 24h and 72h later the mitosis index(MI), S-phase cell fraction (SPF) and DNA index (DI)
of the normal liver tissue by the flow cytometry (FCM). Results;: MI, SPF and DI of the rabbit with VX2 liver tumor at
24h postoperatively, were significantly different from those of the control group( P<C0. 001),72h later MI and SPF of VX2
liver tumor were not significantly different from those of the control group(P>0. 05),but DI of VX2 liver tumor was
higher than that of the control group(t=2. 78, P<C0. 05). Moveover, the proliferation of the liver cells of the rabbit treated
by PEI was less than that by hepatic lobectomy, and all the indexes were significant different between those two treated
groups. Conclusion: The liver regeneration of the rabbit with VX2 liver tumor after PEI is weaker than that by hepatic lo-

bectomy,and after the cause may be associated with the local diffusion and high concentration of the ethanol in the liver.
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4. A A AR 247 (Flow cytometry, FCM)
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