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Table 1 The effect of He-Ne laser irradiation at hippocampus
on brain NADH concentration(Mean pmol/g+SD)
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COMPARISON OF EFFECTS OF STABILIZED AND NON-
STABILIZED LASERS ON BRAIN NADH OF RATS*

SHEN ZHENG, ZAaNs YUNSHENG, LU YaABING, LIN SHUZHI
(Department of Psychology, Peling University, Betjing, China)

ABSTRACT

The rat brain ig irradiated by either frequency-stabilized transverse Zeeman He—
Ne lager (STZL) or non-stabilized He-Ne lager. The results show that STZL decreas:s
NADH concentration in diencephalon, but increases NADH in hippocampus. The
non-stabilized laser increases NADH in hippocampus too, however, itg effect ig less than
that of STZL. Neither STZL nor non-stabilized laser can change NADH concentration
in samples in vitro. The results suggest that the effect of both lasers on brain NADH
iy a complicated biochemical process, and the effect of SI'ZL ig stronger than that of

non-stabilized 1ager.

* Project Suppoated by the Fund of the Natural Scienes of China.



