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Comparison between ICR mice and Bal B/c mice for congtructing normal mouse modd

Zrong Kai et .

(National Ingitute for Nutrition and Food Sfety ,China CDC ,Beijing  100021)

Abdract : Mouse model iswidely used in food science toxicology and other related areas. In order to provide
background data on ICR and BalB/c mice ,ten immurologica parameters were tesed on 60 ICR mice and 60
BalB/c mice acoording to national standard method for eval ution on heath food. The results showed dgnificant
difference in delayed type hypersendtivity (DTH) ,antibody integral of sero henolysin phagpcytos s percentage
of murine peritoneal macrophage and natural killer cell activity. It suggess that BaB/c mice is better in re-
searches ugng the above four parameters. In pleen-body weight ratio ,tranger ability of lymphocyte by GonA
dimulation ,clearance index of charcod particles and phagocytoss index ,no dgnificant diff erence was shown
suggedting that ICR mice can be gppropriate dternative for BaB/c mice in such tegs. In addition , ICR mice
sowed higher sendtivity in thymus body weight ratio and PFC. The underlying mechanism of such pheromena
is dill unknown ,requiring further research.
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