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Comparative Study on Values of Blood Physiological and Biochemical
between Pregnant Macaca fascicularis in Later Gestational Period

and Normal Nonpregnant Macaca fascicularis with the Same Ages
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(Department of Obsterics and Gynecology The third Affiliated Hospital of Guangzhou Medical College
Guangzhou 510150 China)

[Abstract]  Objective To inspect the blood physiological and biochemical parameters of pregnant Macaca

fascicularis in late-term pregnancy. Methods  Routine methods and instruments were used to determine the blood
physiological and biochemical parameters for 15 pregnant Macaca fascicularis in late-term pregnancy and 10 normal
nonpregnant Macaca fascicularis in the same ages. Results

PT APTT Fgb TP Alb BUN CR CHOL Glu Fe

monkeys. Conclusions

There were significant difference in WBC NEU% LYM%
LDK and HDBH between the pregnant and nonpregnant

Biological parameters of Macaca fascicularis in latesterm pregnancy and normal nonpregnant

Macaca fascicularis are established which provide basic data for further study.
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4.3~6.2kg 4~6 10 Tab.1 The comparison of blood physiological index
between two groups
2.5 ~4.6 ke.
Index
1.2 ( ) (Pregnancy)  (Non-pregnancy)
1.2.1 12 WBC(10° /L) 13.78 +3.79" 18.67 £2.88
) B Intermediate (% ) 41.78 £10.03°  29.98 £7.42
h 8:00 ~11:00 4 mL Lymphocyte (% ) 47.20 £10.15"  61.20 +9.89
EDTA RBC(10" /1) 5.510.34 5.63+0.52
Sysmex XE2100 . Sysmex CA-=7000 Hgb(g/L) 128.60 +9.31 133.10 £10.51
WRBC HCT(% ) 42.03 £2.23 43.28 £3.02
( ) ° RBC MCV (L) 76.47 +£4.29 76.99 £2.94
N (RBC). (Hb) . RBC MCH(fmol) 23.43 +1.80 23.66 £0. 85
(HCT) . (MCV) . ?B/CL) MEHE 305,87 511,87 307.50 £6.79
g
(MCH) . PI(10° /1) 357.53£96.67  403.30 «127.81
(MCHC) (PLT) . 2" P <0.05
(PT) N (APTT) Note: ~ P < 0.05 there were significant difference between two groups
(Fbg) . 2.3
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(P<0.05)( 3).
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Tab.2 The comparison of thromboxane index between

two groups

(Index) (Pregnancy) (Non-pregnancy)
PT(s) 12.52£1.07°  11.21£1.03
PTINR 1.05=0.09" 0.93 £0.09
APTT(s) 26.35+2.81" 22.91 £3.45
Fbg (g/1.) 2.47 +0.82" 1.67 £0.34
27 P<0.05

Note: © P <0.05 there were significant difference between two groups

3

Tab.3 The comparison of blood biochemical indicator

between two groups

(Index) (Pregnancy) (Non-pregnancy)
ALT(U/L) 38.94 +15.40 46.91 +14.76
AST
(UL 42.05 +7.56 49.26 +10.41
ALP(U/L) 190.66 +46.11  158.78 +34.69
TP(g/L) 74.13 £6.67" 82.41 £6.80
Alb(g/L) 30.39 +£5.50°  40.95 £6.62
ALT(U/L) 38.94 +£15.40 46.91 £14.76
BUN(mmol /L) 4.62 £0.85" 6.17 +1.53
CreAu (mol/L) 54,53 +8.38" 66.30 +7.36
CHOL (mmol/L) 1.63 +0.35" 2.39 +0.49
TG (mmol/L) 0.49 +0.15 0.59 +0.17
Glu (mmol /L) 4.96 £0.87" 7.02 +0.83
Ca (mmol /L) 2.49 £0.12" 2.66 +0.17
P (mmol/L) 1.63 0. 14 1.79 £0.12
Fe(umol /L) 18.45 +4.37" 22.41 £3.76
CK(U/L) 108.17 +16.70  108.78 +11.44
LDH(U/L) 551.61 £53.30" 486.45 £43.29
HBDH(U/L) 449.86 £57.75° 405.41 £38.48
ALT(U/L) 38.94 +15.40 46.91 £14.76
2T P<0.05

Note: * P <0.05 there were significant difference between two groups
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