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(Abstrac] Objective To sudy the effect of high— dose of €&amma— my jrradiaton on hematopoiesis nury and re
covey of RM—2 and (57BI/gJ mouse M ethods The experinent was desigied 10 study the effects of rad iation 4GY) on
P leen index CFU— S and DNA damage on the g th day of RM— 2 and ICR mice and the effects of radiation( gGY) on'W BC
change and its ahsolute vaJue on heygsth days of RM—2 and C57Bl/6 Jmice Results The IRM— 2 mouse sPleen index
CFU— S and DNA wer higher than JCR mouse on theg dayﬁ and there were s gnificant difference in CFU— S and DNA ( P

<0 01). The RM— 2 mouseWB(, RM(, HGB and HCT were higher than (57Bl/¢ J mouse on the 45 th day’s and there
were sgnificant d ifference (RBZa o). Conclusion  [RM— p mouse han aopojesis resum es qu cker than C57BLy6 ] and ICR
do after h Bh— dose of 8amma— ray jmad iation
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