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EFFECTS OF LOW DOSE IRRADIATION ON cAMP LEVELS OF

PINEAL GLAND IN MICE
LIANG Yan ZHANG Ming LIU Shuzheng

(Institute of Neuroendocrinology Research, Norman Bethune University of Medical Sciences
Changchun 130021)

ABSTRACT To observe the effects of low dose radiation on cAMP levels of pineal gland-
We examined the cAMP contents of pineal gland after whole ~body irradiation with 50, 75, 100,
200, 500mGy X —ray on Kunming male mice- The results showed that the cAMP levels of pineal
gland after WBI with 50 ~100mGy X —ray in mice was higher than sham irradiation mice.
especially: 79mGy group was marked higher than that of sham irradiation group (p=<0.001).
Whereas, high dose radiation may reduced to the cAMP levels of pineal gland in mice, among 2,

4Gy groups was lower than that of sham irradiation group-
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