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Research methods of in vivo comet assay on drug genotoxicity evaluation
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Abstract: The in vivo comet assay is a technology using single cell gel electrophoresis for the detection of DNA damage in vivo. The

assay has the advantages of high sensitivity, ease of performance, low cost, and short time. With the development of the genotoxicity

research, the in vivo comet assay has become an important method for genotoxicity assessment. This article reviewed some operating

procedures in the animal test stage and the comet test stage, and suggested that using simplified and standardized research methods

should be good for the application of in vivo comet assay on drug genotoxicity evaluation.
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