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Mean+S.E. 76.1039 + 12.4519 50.1225 + 10.0563
Range 33,1821 26,3308




13

|
i
NNIIN 6 Llﬂﬂdﬂiuﬂi‘dﬁﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ?um miﬁhmu_;qmaau‘luuuqmanvumuauﬁﬂm

¥
IS L Lmﬂfimﬂwa mwmumqéﬁmm 14 — 16 N
TYwums i 1 q i 0
o e ﬂrmmmlamwu U ﬂtmmﬂﬂaymw‘% U
. uifqunan2id control| uileunanay @y
L UDT UU v v * ' 2
. Uﬂizﬂ‘?ﬂ\] UNananyg (mg/gm. wet (mg/gm. wet
1
controll lduwy weight) weight)
2 4 - 14,8969 53.1868
3 5 - 18,0129 49 .5053
4 3 - 15,79 06 58,4140
5 4 € 14,6656 39.5119
Mean+S.,E. | — = 14+8730-+-2.5373 | 48.5063 + T7.8331
Range - e 7.0139 18.9 021
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i 1 i i i1 1
o G ad
AYTNa0 7 uﬂﬂqﬂ?uwmﬁﬂaﬂqLwﬁluuuquﬂgnugﬁinuﬂn el dwae Ina LavTau
1]

A48 46 U

1 inareaar twilueilongn ﬂ?uﬁmhaaaﬁlvﬁWuuﬁ¢nﬂ§n
v v i1

Lna;ﬁg 14 control 4l du
(mg/gm, wet weight) (mg/gm. wet weight)

1 7248369 49 .6709

2 884809 1 52,7362

3 72,0845 45.8275

4 70,7074 51.0756

5 7149071 51,1778

Mean+S.E. 75.2799 + T.6034 50,0976 + 2.6221
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A17190 8 LT LANREaaY LAlLe s M Hefraefteail uuifaung nuiiudufing
dalt! % aal v =
TS Ly, ol dwralng LovTausIgwnaLeY 43 — 46 A
yaunys fafiazeg _, _
& Jinreaat tanluelle | 1Fuaneaa Ll ueil
faoau ; G
. ! _ |ungnane control uﬂqnm\ﬂamq
LUBT WU
s |ungnme :mm:fzm (mg/em. wet (gm/gm. wet
bontrol| ldwi weight) weight)
1 3 7 99943 53,6561
2 3 - 6.7438 51.5516
3 5 4 14,0576 h 50.6049
MeanitS.E. - - 1042654 + 3.6644 | 51.9375 + 1.5617
Range - | - 7.3138 3.0512




v |

auun

4 A : - b ! o
AT 9 néngtTuomaaundly  Fluaiqg ua:uuquﬂgnugﬁinuﬁu (o | dwranaaunaauint
guﬁnaﬁq 0.14 N.U. srafitien 12 S
) Bamsandy  [Fmavosuadlieie | fmoveauadly |1 inomennsluaion
2t f1uid TEANANTAY NAGATT G ot r o1 £luid PN 4 ey 2 e/ en
coz:trgl A8/ gm )187{3"1‘! wet wte Klﬁu’)\]pg/gmwetzvt. .:Jet wte
1 32477 343477 3.5698 19.3340
2 4.1852 L, 3402 5.9443 5.4922
3 4,6031 %,783%2 5.8035 13.5417
L 3.5685 5.6590 3.6383 8.2237
5 L1582 L,.8937 : 5,670k 7.2216
6 242974 6o Thly 3.2477 10,2718
i 2.6438 3.6692 5.0885 7.1605
8 3.4658 L.9800 3.6826 7.0296
liean+S.B. | 3.595040,6761 | 4.727240.9375 | L.3370+1.2360 11,03k4+4,6153
Range 1.9593 2.7970 s 2,.8558 12,3044

9Ll




9111§ﬁ11> wanaFmomcaundly  fluic mﬁqnﬂgnugﬁuﬁuua:nwfﬂqﬁqﬂaqﬁaaaui:ﬁ: A
LﬁéﬂéiosmaquﬂqwuwﬂLéﬁdwguﬂnaﬁq 0.14 u.U., %1qﬁﬁxaaw 14 — 16
TS TFAT09RD (IS HNDITRILA LU Funameunslueile) inameualy | | dFugmeaygelueis
o] gau —{fluid TEAUAINTIAAGNEIY Control) fluid 70NGMIN mz},nmﬂamq
P lmz;ﬂ‘ﬁ‘N lll?}isﬂ‘ﬂ'l\] control ,ug/gm pg/gm wet ICW.’N Hz/em P);g/gm wet
i et flmn\) wet weight weight wet weight weight
1 3 - 1,0141 3.0381 5.6234 40,0976
2 5 - 2.3400 5.1769 22,6638 2643951
3 L = 0.8134 3.7904 11.8084 33.4004
L L = 1.2565 2.5000 5.7040 15,3617
& 6 = o.§5é7 3.,8628 14,0923 35,9547
6 5 - 1.6632 5+2208 3.9950 26.9569
5 i _ 2. 4l20 3.L4808 6.9876 40,5093
3 6 - 2.3408 5.4603 6,793k 32,7834k
9 A - 215668 5.,0528 15.1209 19.8150
ean+S5.D - - 1.5805+0.6840 | 4,1759+1.08C8 | 9,19580+8.2452 | 30,1416+8,.7125
Range - - 1.6295 2,7208 18,5688 25,1475

Lii
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1 1 1 i 11
MIav 11 LanQUT UANRLAS LY fluid uasuﬁqmz;nugmuuan 112l @mraneanaTuI A LEY
] ¢ i >
MENENATY 0,14 WA, T29W12198) 46 AU
tFinomeaundlugifa [Ufumgpeawn dlugila | /) dfuomesingly Ju?‘mmwa U \ﬂuuﬁwﬂq URR
2 £1uid70NAANTIY | NAANTNY control |£1uid2aaunanag lawia pg/em wet
LuBT Wl - = - 1 .
v fcontrol mg/gm. )lg/gm. wet Mg/ gm. wet
wet weight weight weight weight

1 1.6242 3.9226 1.8675 5.8333

2 1.8901 5.7870 1.7960 13.3855

5] 1.1733 2.0505 12874 12 .6800

4 2.1685 5.5202 7.6962 14.2405

5 2.8358 420964 3.9837 13.6067

£ 1.2019 2.9640 3.2398 10.8045
Mean+S.E.[1.8156 + 0.6319 |4.1235 + 1.5283 |3.3018 + 2.3836 | 11.7584 + 3.1334
a— 1.6625 3.8697 6.4688 8.4072

*
7 1.4140 2.4140 6.6744 9.1704
v ]

% UAGNLINLA (WS 122N LUT 282 Proestrus

1 ] 1
il lais mm}ﬂuuamf VA0

8Ll
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0.14 WM. T 43 — 46
]
Fuaums dafoaneiaoey | Uinamasuaaly | tTusomesunaly | UTuavsaundly | UTusomaaundlucile  ifimomesunaly USnameauna
e fluid 999uAan{ LilaNpanag fluid 70duAan| UAGNZA4LEWS fluid 709 lucilunanmes
LUB? Vﬂ;{ S i = [ [ = 2 Y v 1]
HAONTAY UAEN2I9 | 9719 control control‘pg/gm mwihhmqug/gm ’Fg/gm wet implgntatjonimplantagon
‘1' g/gm wet wet weight wet weight weight site‘ﬂ"N‘Iﬁu’NEiteTﬁN‘lﬁMJ
control AU ;o
; Pg/gm wet g/egm wet
I - weight weight ‘E S ohi g
1 % e e 2.2681 3,8317 6.1958 11.1301 2,0942 6.4924
R
2 6 1 } 1.9617 5.2623 2.7550 12.0346 - -
MeaniS.E, - - 2.1149+0,2388 | L,5470+1,0116 | 4.L75k+2,4737 | 11,5824+0,7134 - -
Range = - 0.,3064 1.4306 3.4408 C.9045
< 3 = 1.7436 2,7208 8.9779 38.9073
3 6 - 1.0522 3,2342 1.9707 16.7969
3 5 - 100 4,0903 9..5886 21.9567
L 10 - 0.9772 2.9274 3.5220 17.9369
5 5] - 2.4628 3.9391 L4516 L7,6094
6 5 - 3.0152 5.2966 1,3926 17.9140
‘Mean+S.Z. = = 1.8620+0.2508 | 3,7014+0.7109 | 4.,9839+3.5086 | 26.8535+1,3120
Range = = 2.0380 2:5758 88,1960 30.8125

R =

Resorption
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)ilﬂiﬂhuﬁﬂﬁlﬂu

» | v
° =]
e Uﬁﬂﬁlﬂuﬁlﬁmﬂ@ﬂémﬂd Biochemical analysis  789R228N LIULGS

MDD

1.1 40% Acetaldehyde (Bvans, Lind and Wiederanders,
v 1

LR ndu

1967) M ice - cold acetaldehyde WM 4O =1,
' v

A o )

Ml vifnar ity 100 ma.

1.2 Ammonium chloride (2 M.) 1u 9 M, Ammonia
]

(Evans, Lind and Viederenders, 1967) G4 Ammonium chloride

v )
107 g. GZQﬁﬁqHU5ﬂ5H 500 ml.lau Ammonia (sp. gr. 0.880}
v o i v

500 ml, n pH. ?aqﬂwia:awﬂqwa%s:uﬁwa 10.2 — 10.4 HNOGINDUAT LT

pH  LGUD

i
1,3 50% Ammonium citrate TV Ammonium citrate
v =
T 50 g, g wlUNAnaN 100 mis

1,4 0,01 M. Copper sulphate TV Copper sulphate

. v ]
YW 0,2497 g, YA IUUNARL 1 1100 mi.

1.5 Copper standard (Evans, Lind and Wiederanders,
]

v v
1967) AMULINTU 500 pg copper/ml, ¢ Copper sulphate
pentahydrate VW 0,1964 g,  asawlu 0.1 N, nIRRmEiu

100 ml,

1.6 6% Hydrogen peroxide MY  Hydrogen peroxide

v | v
P 21.42 m1. Awansulviltfoier e 100 mi.
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v v

<4 °
1,7 0,5 N, Hydrochloric acid AAINTALNED LIUTUIT U

v 1 1Y
° o <
41,67 ml,  (AuUAnAUlwiUTuARg 1T 1000 mi.

Yy v

A °
1.8 3.75 . Hvdrochloric acid AWNTALAAD LTNIUIIUTIU

1 1 v
31.25 m1.  danduliiSuaes iy 100 mi.

1.9 1% Oxalyldihydrazide |u 0.5 N. Hydrochloric

I
acid (Evans, Lind and Viederanders, 1967) 44 oxalyldihy-

. A
drazide WU 1 g ﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁwu 0.5 . niatnas 100 ml.

v
(amuly 30 — 40 Fu)

1.10 5% m=dimethyiaminc benzaldehyde 14 1-Propanol

]
S p-dimethylaminobenzaldelyde FAWW 5 g. a:awﬁlu 1-

Propanol 100 ml.

I
1,11 1.25 N,.<Sodiun hydroxide 4§49 Sodium hydro-

o 1]
xide VWM 5 g, ATRAWIUNINGY 200 ml,

]
1.12 2 NJ Sedium hydroxide 49 Sodium hydroxide

v 1
FWN 8 g, Azawludandu. . 100 mi.

1.13 Standard L-hydroxyproline (Jackson and
i
Cleary, 1967) 34 L=hydroxyproline 372 0.05 g. aza1u
Yy v

YR
Tuwandy 480 ml.  LANATALAZDLINIUTAUAY 20 ml.

Y ¥

1.14 0,1 N, Sulphuric acid AM9NT ANALE DU LTNTUI MU

v i v
0.2631 ml. lAwnaulwiilTuins 1000 mi.,
Yy v

1.15 3 H. Sulphuric acid  ANTANMNE HULINIUI WY

v i v
a ° o <)
7.8947 mi.  LAuuandulvldfuans 100 ml.
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1 o ]
1.16 20% Urea T4 Urea 7MWW 20 g. aawluuindu

U 100 ml,

v t v
4 ~
2, WwaLAMlaRnuY  Histochemistry Uay Histology

2,1 1% Acetic acid AN Acetic acid (glacial)
Y v v 1

) d a . u‘lyd‘\ .
AU L TNTU 17.4 M, WM 1 ml, LALIANAY L s unng 100 ml.

2,2 2% Acetic acid , M Lcetic acid (glacial)

v v v i L%
® ° o~ <
ANLINTY 17,4 M, TWI 2 i Auuanaul viidT unns 106 =i,
2.3 0.2 M. Acetic acid N  Acetic acid (glacial)
o il Y 4 S ,Jn .'l yd )
AL LINTU 17.4 M, AWM aL12 ml, LAuanaul villS ines
100 ml,
1 o i
2.4 1% Azucd A Ha) Azure I O.1lg, azartiluundu
10 mil,

1
2.5 Ehrtieh's acid Haematoxylin 49 Haematoxylin

v

° A

WM 8 g. asaWAM 40O ml, 95% BEthyl alcohol (%D
1 v 1
Absolute alcohol) BUIU  water bath WA 8 z. Potash
v ] i v
) ° ot o > o
alum LAUUINAY LOO ml. g*ﬂv.azmu UNEn T azanuiedaeiuduiy LAY
v v

400 ml, glycerine, Lo ml, acetic acid (glacial) ﬁfhﬂﬂﬁﬁi

: 5 Al T - ¢ Y 1y
Mfmﬂ@ﬂmumaamwmn) mmqlﬁlugnumumﬂr:mm 6 arlnt (DNABINIT L1

] o 9 ]

o

e X ¥ ag a - !
f‘}ﬂ?']ﬂl‘f’ﬂﬁ\’lﬁvmmﬂlﬂn 0.4 g. Potassium permaganate NQ saNuALUINGEU

2.6 0.5% Bosin in alcohol 94 Esoin Y 7MWW 0.5 8.

o 1
azartlu ndy 10 mi. 95% Ethyl Alcohol

2.7 1% Bosin B 94 Zosin B WA 0.1 g. aI0nd

1
o

v
Tuwanau 10 mil.
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)
o
2,8 Hansen's iron Trioxyhaematin 94 Iron alum

v I
° - &,
10 g., Ammonium sulphate 1.4 g. azmiﬂ,umnau 150 ml, (i

v }
@Tazaty A ¥4 Haematoxylin 146 g azaruluuangduy 75 ml.

e : ¥ o <
tdrsazany B @Nﬂﬂ?@m’lﬂ A g B q"v’.@:ﬁﬂ'ﬁ_l 'mﬂvzmmzmumu
o ! v v v
° o < ° [ °
UAMUW LFUNU @u‘l WNEA Vl’ﬂ. WEHULGIUWANT B
[

2.9 Light green 99 Light green MWW 2 o

avanelu 2% Acetic acid. 100/ ml.,

i
2,10 1% Phosphomolyvbdic acid T9 Phosphomolybdic

S 7] 1
acid YW 1 g, 0@ MUANAY 100 wl.

2,11 0,1% Rubganic acid ‘hl 70% ethyl alcohol
i
¥4 Rubeanic acid AW 100 mg. avanylu avsolute ethyl

i MR body s
alcohol 70 nl, f‘.uflm:mu Anfanai]l varsazanellTinns 100 mi.

1
2.12 0,2 M, Sodiun-acetate, TV Scdium acetate
]

v
FWIW  0.2722 g. AEQAULUUNNGN 10 i,

U
o

2,13 Xylicdene FPonceau T4 Xylidene Fonceau WU

0.2% azaw i 1% agueous Acetic acid 100 ml,

Ze
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