2017 49 A o ] L R 2 2k September, 2017
¥27%6 HoW CHINESE JOURNAL OF COMPARATIVE MEDICINE Vol. 27 No. 9

iR

O )

KR BSORG 72 ) B R A 22 5 PRy
Al PR
ik K2E 2B s —MBERE, T4 ilisk  515041)

(FE] BRGSO ARG B9F WIFRAE , v S BUR AR A%k 2 I A AN 45 O R 3 i
ABEAR T AR BRGS0 54 57 3 IR IFORS 14 2l A5 B0 T 0t 5 IR IR 328 S L S 9 i WL
T AT AT AN KRR Bl LUK Bt o W, AR IS 1 T 1 0 A TR] PR 3%, e Ay O 5K
WP R (B H A JCAE AT — Pl BT sCR P 77 3 AR A S B . AR SO H i BT IEORG 2 AR 119 1
173 PP IR — LRk

[K8#IR]  MEIBORGE  sh BRI Tk R

(FESES] R33 [ XEIRAEB] A [XE4HS]1671-7856(2017) 09-0104-07

doi: 10.3969. j.issn. 1671 —7856. 2017. 09. 020

A review of the establishment and evaluation of rat model of
peritoneal adhesions

ZHENG Pei-hong, CHEN Wei-rong "
(The Second Affiliated Hospital of Shantou University Medical College, Shantou 515041, China)

[ Abstract] Postoperative peritoneal adhesion is a common complication after laparotomy, resulting in complications
such as intestinal obstruction, chronic abdominopelvic pain,and infertility in women, which may increase the rate of rehos-
pitalization, risk of reoperation and economic burden. The establishment of appropriate animal models is essential for un-
derstanding the pathogenesis, therapy and prevention of peritoneal adhesions and their complications. Rat is the most wide-
ly used animal species for establishing models of peritoneal adhesions. According to the etiology of peritoneal adhesion,
there are many different types of models. However, to date there has not been a universal way of model establishment and
evaluation suitable for all types of peritoneal adhesions. Here in this review, we will summarize and discuss the commonly
used methods of model establishment and evaluation of peritoneal adhesions in rats.
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Tab.1 Adhesion scoring by Diamond et al.
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Opaque, obvious small vessels

MEAREY A W8 K m A 4
Opaque, obvious larger vessels

PE Tenacity

J& None 0
LS |
Adhesions easy to be separated
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Adhesions to be separated by traction
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Adhesions requiring sharp dissection for separation
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