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Table 1. Pancreatic duct lesions
Efe Mean number of intrahey ilc duct lesions (mean=SD)
e ective o, ————a numbet of nrshepaie bile duct esions (memnESR)

OMOU  chemopreventive agents  of hamsters  Hyperplasia oreisia Carcinomsa ol
no therapy 0 12 383119 1924193 0.33+0.65 6.08£3.15
etodolac 200 ppm 16 375%2.11 0.56%1.03* 0* 431283
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 2.69+£1.55 085%1.21 023%044 377277
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 3674187 1.11£0.78 0.11£0.33 4.89+2.57
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 3921.89 0.62£0.77 % 0.08£0.28 4624243
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 5.50+2.14 0.75%€1.17 0.13£0.35 625231

Table 1. Pancreatic duct lesions
Mean number of pancreatic ductal lesions (i NS0
OIOWP  pemopreventive agents Eofrr;‘;.::::,: Hyperplasin pmiel Cuscinoma Toul
no therapy 0 12 350%1.45 2.08+2.11 125+1.48 6.83£3.04
ctodolac 200 ppm 16 281151 LI3£120  031£048° 425£232°
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 1.54:4127* 161119 0.69+0.75 3854244*
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 211093 % 1.33%0.87 0.67£0.71 4.11+£2.03*
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 208141 1.23£1.09 0.54£0.66 385£1.99*
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 3.88+1.81 1.38+1.77 0.63£0.74 575377

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of pancreatic
ductal lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct

Table 2. Extrahepatic bile duct lesions

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of intrahepatic
bile duct lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct

Table 2. Extrahepatic bile duct lesions

Mean number of extrahepatic bile duct lesions (mean==SD)

Effective no.

Mean number of gallbladder |

+5D)

Dose
GrOUP  hemopreventive agents ofhamsters  Hyperpasia foea Carcinoma Toal
no therapy ] 12 0.92+1.51 1.08+0.79 0.25+0.62 2.25+0.96
ctodolac 200 ppm 16 0.75%£0.45 0.12£034* 0 0.88+0.62*
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 0.69£0.63 0.46£0.78 0.08+0.28 123083 ¢
Tanitidine 200 ppm 9 0.89+0.33 0.56%0.53 0 1.44x0.73
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 100000 023044 0 1234044 %
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 113035 0.38+0.52 0 1.50+0.53

Effective no
GroW Cnemopreventive agents  ofhamsters  piyperplasia py'g:;f‘m Carcinoma Total
no therapy 0 12 1254097 158193 0.08£029 292156
ctodolac 200 ppm 16 1.88£095 0.194083 * 0 2.06+0385
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 0.85+0.99 0.08:+0.28 * 0 0.92:£0.95*
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 1224067 0.78£0.44 0 2.00:£1.00
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 1.46%0.78 0.23+£0.60 * 0 1.69+085*
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 1.88+0.84 025+046 o 213083

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of extrahepatic
bile duct lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of gallbladder
lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with dissection
of the common bile duct

Table 3. Intrahepatic bile duct lesions
Effeet Mean number of pancreatic ductal
etive 10
GrouP  emopeventive agents o hamsters  Hyperpiasia Pl Carcinoma Tl
no therapy 0 12 350145 2.08x2.11 1.25x1.48 6.83+3.04
etodolac 200 ppm 16 281£1.51 1.13£1.20 0.31+£048* 425+232*
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 154127+ 161119 0.69+0.75 385+244%
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 2112093+ 1.33£0.87 0.67£0.71 4112203
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 2081414 1.23+1.09 0.54%0.66 385£1.99%
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 3.88%1381 1.38%+1.77 0.63+0.74 575437

Table 3. Intrahepatic bile duct lesions
Group Effective no. Avpical
chemopreventive agents  of hamsters  Hyperplasia Ryperpisia Carcinoma. Toul
no therapy 0 12 383+ 1.19 192+1.93 0.33£0.65 6.08+3.15
ctodolac 200 ppm i6 375%2.44 0.56%1.03* 0 431283
cimetidine 500 ppm i3 2.69%1.55 085x1.21 0.23£0.44 3772277
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 367%187 11t£0.78 0.11£0.33 4.89+2.57
¥OY-305 200 ppm 13 3.9241.89 062£0.77* 0.08+0.28 462243
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 5504214 0.75%1.17 0.13£0.35 625231

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of intrahepatic
bile duct lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct

Table 4. Gallbladder lesions
Mean number of extrahepatic bile duct iesions (mean 3 SD)

Effective no.

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of pancreatic
ductal lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct

Table 4. Gallbladder lesions

Dosc of
Chemopreventive agents  of hamstess

Growe Hyperplasia Typimasia Carcinoma Total
10 therapy 0 12 1.25£0.97 1584193 008£029  292%1.56
etodolac 200 ppm 16 1.88£0.95 0.19£0383 * 0 2.06£0.85
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 0.85£0.99 0.08:+£028* 0 092095 *
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 1224067 0.78£0.44 0 2,00%1.00
FOY-305 200 ppm 13 146078 0.23£0.60 * 0 169085
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 1.88+0.84 025£0.46 0 213£083

- Mean number of galibladder lesi { =S0)

ctective no

GIOP  emopreventive agents ofhamsters  Hyperplaia popil Carcinoms Toul

0 therapy [ 12 092151 108£079 0254062  225+096
etodolac 200 ppm 16 0.75+0.45 0121034 * 0 088+062"
cimetidine 500 ppm 13 0692063 046£078 008028  123x083*
ranitidine 200 ppm 9 0892033 0.56:£0.53 o 144073
FOY-305 200 ppm 3 1.002:0.00 023%044¢ 0 1234044 %
MGN-3 500 ppm 8 1134035 0382052 0 150053

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of gallbladder
lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with dissection
of the common bile duct

*Significant difference from no therapy (p<0.05)

Effects of chemopreventive agents on the development of extrahepatic
bile duct lesions induced in hamsters by cholecystoduodenostomy with
dissection of the common bile duct



