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Use of a pipettor for blood collection from the inner canthus of mice

ZHANG Ying, REN Bo, TIAN Feng"
(Department of Laboratory Animal Science, Peking University Health Science Center, Beijing 100191, China)

To explore the practical value of a modified method for blood collection from the inner

[ Abstract ]
canthus of mice using a pipettor. Methods A total of 20 male C56BL/6] mice were divided into two groups, the pipettor

Objective

group and the capillary group (10 mice in each group). Blood samples were taken 3 times from the inner canthus of the
mice with a pipettor or glass capillary, respectively, and the time-consumption and success rate of the two groups were
recorded and compared. Results The success rates of both the blood collection methods were 100% . However, in the

pipettor group, the blood collection was completed faster than the capillary group with a significant difference (P <

0.05). Conclusions It is a relatively simple and safe method for blood collection from the inner canthus of mice using a

pipettor.
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Note. A Before blood sampling; B: Blood sampling.

Fig.1 Blood collection from the inner

canthus using a pipettor
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Note. A: Before blood sampling; B: Blood sampling.
Fig.2 Blood collection from the inner canthus

using a glass capillary
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Tab.1 Time consumption and success rate of blood

collection from the inner canthus of mice

415 HBLL I PR i) /s JRIIZR/ %
Groups Time consumption Success rate
¥ 4
ﬁ@i’lﬁ/E 10.2+0.6" 100
Pipettor
Y
AL 10.9 0.8 100

Glass capillary

S BMEUMEL, " P < 0.05,
Note. Compared with the capillary group, * P < 0.05.
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Tab.2 Comparison between the use of pipettors and capillaries for blood collection from the inner canthus of mice
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