- 140 - #¥ighat %, Drug Evaluation Research 35 353% 3528 20124E4

BHER M ESY = 2 EIF T RVRIERE

gﬁ%fﬂ: iﬂgﬂﬂ%a %271:\4!—[—'7 %{‘S#é:\
KA A AN IR0, RKE 300301

1 FE: AWK AT R Y T AT R IE 2 A — AN F IR, M — AN TR E RN TR
PERLER T DLF RS R o i IS M RSS2 RN, BT CUEBER A VE R e 25 e VP VT 2
Wt i M R BT — A SRR 43, o RS R (R 4 o R DA B S R AT 45 0R

EHEA: ERER A VN REACRAE: SR
PESES: RI65.3 NERERE: A XEHRS: 1674 - 6376 (2012) 02 - 0140 - 03

Operation process and significance of bone marrow smear evaluation
in drug safety evaluation

GUO Jing-yue, WANG lJing-jing, PEI Tian-xian, CAI Guo-dong
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Abstract: An important link of preclinical safety evaluation of drugs is to ensure the pre-market drug safety. One of the primary goals
is to identify potential target organs for toxicity and to study whether such toxicity is reversible. As the hematopoietic system is often
subject to the influence of drugs, the bone marrow smear evaluation is also an important component in assessing the impact of drugs on

the hematopoietic system in preclinical safety evaluation of drugs. This article provides a review in operation and significance of

routine bone marrow smear.
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