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B%E Lo O & e R a Fig, 1R A oBRIEAT I8t ER L CiE T2 REL
1o BTk, Wtk Corpus pancreatis, |4451E Lobus pancreatis dexter (L) F, BAIZHEE LI
i), B L OWEARE Lobus pancreatis sinister (LUF, BUCZZAZELUEED) »bic b, PEARTEEROZIZ
iz 5, ZORENIRIEE O —M L BET 5. HAIEXFTH BBl ey, TofimE+—
TRIBEECAT T, IREOE MK E I (LUF, She A L) 2R 5. ZEEER
(RO M BIFFI EA R TIPS D 25, AR LTHE L, TOXRERELR Y TRIEEHE
HET L. AL LAY L ORIV TR OWREYNE Insisura pancreatis 7 JERE, T OIS A FIIRAH
9B,

-4 36 PIDIEE R DETE XEEHIC L W% TS5 L, ko 3BT b5,

[ 2 : B DL Loz %4 0. 36 il 19 71 (52.8%) Mz Mg+ % (Fig. 6). +
b, RIREE AT B ERMO/ N ZHRBAICHO L, @SB AR L0 T
DRG] S . DM, HFETEHEEELAN1~ 4RO, FRPEESTIEMC 1~ 2 K007
DREVEAHL, LT LOEMELERONEEIRET ZDT, bichdbRRE B3 5.
ZHEIGECHENTHRAITH D, BIREEL DML L5 DT, 2 TIRBE,LEBESRD /N
wIRET 5.

7 : RS & WSO ETIs 2 b D. 36 {7l 9 f41 (25.0%) A% Z AN L T\ 7z

(Fig. 7). BIFE OFEITIRFEL | M e 3ITE U, BESRIEEC BT 2 2070 b KX WS, @
BEICOMET B IKAEOT 0 IEEPNICA Y, BIREOWER L ET 5. ZoBCET 2% 9 #F 6
BICIL, BEEISRIEE R IR IR OB ¥ X b 20 IR N - 7o MBI 3 5 DA
IRciEwbhr (Fig. 8).

74 RIS & L OBEE ORI E ez 5 4 . 36 ik 8 {51 (22.29%) 73 OB IC B B

(Fig. 9). HIEEEOEITRRIL IR EFECTH 205 WEOHL I L IR b, BRSOk
AP EE L CREE L 7o D BB O 5. CoBWCET 2 8Fh 2 Bl B LEL <,
D FERARIEE O Kl < IR TEo bivte.
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Fig. 6 AR I MOXHER BIEE (H) kg 38 REE L. G I
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DAE < LIFEOKRIEE (S OOHA b+
g E ) OEIIN8~10cm b 523, JKEED
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Fig. 12 KB D X Hr5 5
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fii Anulus pancreatis IR %. REHE 12 1
F1fIC, EEORHEHOFRENTEL, HFHED
HAMCEL W ish T

& 12 BlopsE o B4TIRRE (Fig. 12) %% &,
A ZFEIBFLEC H O 2 B, AEEoRRE
HAEEL THEERS LOLEENEATE. TO®
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Fig. 3 RO HEROBRY B ERETE D, L0 E MR T 5.
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I:R M UVHEROREED, ©OMEBHLIEDIE 7 L
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178 B L WS oW Finz, o, BIEENRAEE L 2R TESL S D. 18 #
1041 (55.5%) MR oRICE L T\w5. T ZIEBILTHCHO T 2 BIKEL, FE X b KEL,
BRI 2 8o, 0 1BUTAEE, fbo 1 BILE AR CTAE~NEAT 5. —F, K
LU B O ARSI E K, A AR BT L, AAEEAE D BIREE OB & ik AR
5 BN OIRAEB L ET 5.

I8 : BIEEDREY Ltz 53 0. 18 i 4 B (22.2%) p3z RLCE L Tt (Fig. 13).



182 Bl OK R OB WA R1TE R2%5 (1970)

Fig. 13 REHRIZMOXHEI G BIKE H: @WEICHA L LN

Fig. 14 RO XTI F: [ G: gIfRE H: WEECHA LIRS

Fig. 15 WL T T XipEIL BIEE AR CH F o B8 H: RIREICHEA LS

Fig. 16 SN IZI0 XipEH RIFELET 56 F: BE  G: BIBE  H: B0ECHRA LR
iy

BIREEOFTL I M LA L TH Y, K+ fHBAECHOT 2 EEI2<ED bR .

M7 - BINEE & WiE R oz, BIRENLEZE WEREGE~ED L. 18 ilrh 4 4] (22. 2%)
M OENTE L CTwie, I TIRBAECHOT 2RI, o L UKER LOEEAES, £
EANPE MR D DL —F, K+IeBILBCh 2 R8T, B X SFEL, Wik
LAENICAD, BIFEE L XRCREL TEORMEIC . Inds, & ORSEIRATIC T O
Eh i SHCYIEREED bt (Fig. 14).

V. B OB

HOWEHILFig. 5 WWRTE R, EENLSHAKAME FEORIMNEELT 6] oxErR
L, &FEFMCIIROBICEI T 5. ARG S+ B n - TRIRCFD 223, Fo ks
WL 1B DEER TS B 2. o AR S B AN > THE L D B < iy,
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&, FROTACHECRESHA L CEEL
WIS 5. WoT, MOBE, FIROEET 515
AR A I LT B,

B 11 ] DS R O EITIRREIT KR 0 2 Bl
DT 5.

181 B DORE Tz 5 H 0. 11 {3 6
B (64.5%) N DOBRNTIBL T\t SIESG &
IR IO 2 T, s
2RO, T BUTAEZECA D, FoFMEIc -
125, b LRITEZERNEZED, BB Trokks
i~ ga% % (Fig. 15).

M5 : WL BRSO ERY F7c2 5 b 0.
11§ 5 5 (45.4%) 2Rz DENZEL T\~ 7.
WEEDEITIREEE [ B [ U, F 7o RS EE s &
h 9 0. 5~1. 5cm %75 D+ HERREE EIC /N X 7
e e e FIREOROAED DS & OEIATICA

AW P G il 0. WEOGKEIMATS (Fig. 16)
ZiEle T PR K ARG
L: /M-Zielas M: 8

wOoE L B OE

FHE ORI, FEFHCHD Y, EPIFEERGCE L CBE S MBS HIREERE B, &
ORI & B0 BB B IE IS GRIEE R E) 1 HoEHIRE R b s, SRR
BTAECHEELTC BABMABENCAD, RCEAREE e, —7F, 1 oA RAe
DOBEBTEELTLBHCR S0, 52 WEZo— 2N L L CIEMIER X 72 5. 1 o 8 IR
FLWETE L OB T 1 ROWEE Ductus pancreaticus L 7g b, -+ _IEGOMIAER AR (K
BT M FIEEREECHOT 5. EICEAIBEIL O 1 AR0EE, FES OO
DT o o IEEREE (N IEIBRLED L, ZAULRIRE Ductus pancreaticus ac
cessorius LVHINDG. FTOBI BICHAENETT S &, B KN & ISR 1 Holidc + &
B0OT, ORI ED DIRE L RIS © 2 403+ ZIRlG /i iRIBEc ilo 3% = & » 7
. Lol, FEOEECL T 205 buThn—70B LN UBE—0 %88 U hsiit: 7ol
Lo 5. Tinkb, Ellenberger er al”, juiE”, BH”, Nickell et al.¥, Sisson® Hiz ) 7%
Y, BT, BEEASBLLCRIEORAEAF L, ThavFTIRBIAIECH O+ 5 &9 Lol
Wass? (14 16 #l 13 flicss\~C, F7 Prada e al” (3 117 filrh 48 Flic 3\~ T, BIER D13 7
S HRIEECHOT A O R, ik accessory duct LIFAK. FEELOBEICL D L,
o= 36 @i 19 {5 (52. 8%) (XRIMEE O Ak Tlnz Tuieasy (1289), 174 (M9 4, 25.0% ; M%!
8, 22.2%) Wi\ T, BIBELUMCEE SIRTFL, ThAREECHOT 088D, &
OEETLFOREEINDLRT, BIFEBECHTNEBELZEDZ L 3FEL bhinwas, Wass? 13, &
B RIS CESER AR ) Z L X D EEERA e D IERL, BRENITUET 2 L dXN T 5.

Ellenberger et al.”, jugE®, Nickell er al”, Sisson”, Taylor'”, Mann et al'’ = X % &,
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DA IPETI, RIEEENREE L TREEOLNRTRD, CHURIEECHOT2 25 . EELRD

ACE LN, L2 10 e DWW THEE LA T, BB R L 0O ERR-bE abttﬁmi'

ROPESZ IO, Nickell et al®, Sisson®, (™ (3 2 KDOEHED B, BIFEE K
X<, EEEINIE W k;ﬂ&b“ﬁo v, Ellenberger et al™, #it" X1/ L 2AKDERHL, 2
ROGETRIRRE R E AV NR VDY, 1 RO EITEEE 2R LN, X 5z Nielsen
et al.V, uEEY X1~ 374'§®%7b:, ¥ /- Bradley'™ (3 2 ~ 3 AKDENRZED B?hfo LEEH L T\ B,
Nicllsen et al." 3 ROBEEABZE LR L 5 L, 50 @l 42 # (84%) (TR L B o 37
iz, A# (8%) FRIEEDRE, FIoiRD 4M.(8%) X3 ARDEHE, Jinbb, IR
LPEEOEMTE D 1A, A HTREHED, 2T oBm T AEE A T Thts kb
b bélioﬂ@(ﬁu’#ou T, KA 14 B (77.7%) CRIEEE L BSOS HN, 5 b 10
(55.5%) Tik, MEEEM 2 BOTadvT, 78« GMEECHEAT 2 0L, 4 ¢ (22.29%) Tit,
TR /J:“lrj}ﬂ\f]ﬂﬂf\ WEE N BEA~GE 5 CTujo. Nielsen ez allV, JniE® . Bradley'™ m-RoOBER©
BEOHMERTWLCDHZ 2L, FTEDOKM S MOFENDHETLI L LEL LY L,
BL TR TRV, bbb il 705 3EROEER 2 iz EE LD -

i

Nickell et al*, th™, Tield er al'?, 4B, HIc k22, SMOBERICT A T HeBsLmE s

O 2BEE 0203 0, Fio, TR RS O30 C RIS 2380 B, RIS 2/ e e,
THCHOT 2/ 8B TH D E LT 5. bitb OB L5 11 g 6 ] (54.5%) 11BES 02
T IR 2 CNTEhS, FRD 5 (45 4%) XS L RIS O W5 it 2 T,
PLloX i, FEODKEREZHMCHEST 2L, TR TOREBLHECERINT 40
IR DHDEL, Z Xk e RS T EOMAEE TH L. ShL, Chb ooy
@L@fnﬁﬁh/) Loz ELELTWRWE E R RTEOTH Y, FOB{LOBEC X - T Ek
DZTEZCAVWAHADEITTEZLDEEL DR S.

B ¥

ZaOREE R Urogralin #{EAL, Softex %Z{fi 5 CEOBITRIELBIZE LI R, ROFEA
B,

1. 4= 36 i1 19 4] (52.8%) TR OEER L L THIKES 02 % (Fig, 1- 1 A, Fig. 6), #9-
9 {7 (25.0%) THIEE & EY (Fig. 1-1144, Figs. 7, 8), fo 8 (22.2%) 1@ » 55
PR 7o e &4 (Fig. 1-M8L Fig. 9) F7cz Tt

2. DAF 1 s LOULAE 10 AIORSEE O EFTRREL Figs. 2, 10, 110X H0 T, WFh 4
BEE DA Tz, RIS OEVT H3D - 10,

3. K12 PIOREEEOEITIRRAL Figs. 3, 1202 60T, WPFR LSO 2% F7r 2, B
VDR BRI b 1.

4. K18 Pk 10 B (55.5%) TEIAE & S O % F e, Fo ) HEIBEEL 2 ¥z nnhT
BED AT A LTt (Fig. 4- [ffu) o4 (22.29) FRIRES >1{z,,m\ TP
(qu 4-1171, Fig. 13).  7&b 44 (22.2 %) (IR » ”‘Aé;“’V)XUicz’C/,L:'Q' RIBEE T =B

» BEERGEENEA LT (Fig. 4-M%, Fig. 14).

5. VLM 6 (54.5%) (X WEE DAL Fs (Fig. 15), 52D 5§ | (45.4%) LS L Bl

FORGa Tz Toiz (Figs. 5, 16).
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Summary

The pancreatic duct systems ol domestic animals were examined by radiole-
gical tecnique following injection of a radiopaque contrast medium, Urografin 76%.
into the pancreatic duct.

1. Ninteen of 36 bovine pancreas (52.8%) had one duct, the Ductus pancreaticus
accessorius (Figs. 1-1 and 6). Nine pancreas (25.0%) had Ductus pancreaticus accessorius
and Ductus pancreaticus (Figs. 1-11, 7 and 8), and eight (22.29%) had Ductus pancreaticus
accessorius and vestigial Ductus pancreaticus (Figs. 1-111 and 9). _

2. T'he duct systems of eleven sheep and ten goats are shown in Tigs. 2, 10
and 11. They had Ductus pancreaticus but no Ductus pancreaticus accessorius,

3. In twelve swine pancreas, only Ductus pancpearicus accessorius was [ound
(Figs. 3 and 12).

4. Ten of 18 canine pancreas (55.5%) had Ductus pancreaticus accessorius and
Ductus pancreaticus, and the latter was divided into two branches which enter the
left and right lobes, respectively (Fig. 4-1). In four pancreas (22.2%), only Ductus
pancreaticus was found (I'igs. 4-11 and 13). Four others had Ductus pancreaticus ac-
cessorius which enters the left lobe of the pancreas, and Ductus pancreatics which
enters right lobe (Figs. 4-111 and 14).

5. Six of 11 feline pancreas (54.5%) had only Ductus pancreaticus (IFig. 15) and
five others (45.4%) had Ductus pancreaticus and Ductus pancreaticus accessorius (Figs. 5
and 16).





